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Consolidated  Fond  (No.  2)  Bill- 
Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1* ;  to  be  read  2^  on  Monday  next ;  and  Standing 
Order  No.  XXXV.  to  be  considered  in  order  to  its  being  dispensed  with, — {^T^ 
Earl  Granville)  . .  , .  . .  , ,  ,  • 

LOEDS,  MONDAY,  MAEOH  28. 
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Landlobd  Ain>  TsiTAirr  (IsELAin))  Aor,  1870,  Oommission  (The  Eabl  of 
Bbssborottoh's) — The  Evidenoe — Question,  Observations,  Lord  Mont- 
eagle  ;  Eeply,  Earl  Spencer  ;  Observations,  Lord  Dunsany  . .         2 

Consolidated  Fond  (No.  2)  Bill— 

Read  2*  (according  to  order) ;  Committee  mgatived :  Then  Standing  Order  No.  XXXV. 
considered  (according  to  order),  and  dispensed  with :  Bill  read  3*,  9;CL<di passed  •  •  4 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  MAEOH  28. 
QUESTIONS. 

The   Pabks    (Metropolis) — St.    James's    Park — Question,  Mr.    W.  H. 

James ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  . .  . .  •  •         6 

Poor  Law  (England) — The   Oldham  Quardlans — Catholio  Ohildrbn — 

Question,  Mr.  Bellingham ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson  . .  . .         5 

National  Eduoation  (Ireland) — Model  Schools — Question,  Mr.  Biggar ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  . .  . .  . .         6 

The   Civil    Service  —  The    '*Playfair    Scheme" — Question,   Mr.  John 

Hollond ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  • .  . .         6 

The  Berlin  Conference  —  The   French  at   Tunis  —  Questions,  Mr. 

Eylands,  Mr.  Montague  Guest ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke         . .         8 

Army  Discipline  and  Eequlation  (Annual)  Bill — Summary  Punish- 
ments— The  4th  Clause — Question,  Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Childers  . .  , ,  . .  . .  . .         9 
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PKOTEonoN  OP  Person  aitd  Peopebty  (Ikeland)  Act,  1881 — Prisonebs 
IN  KiLMAiNHAM  Qaol — Question,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .         9 

South  Africa — Basutoland  (Negotiations) — Questions,  Mr.  W.  H.  James, 

Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Grant  Duff  . .  . .        10 

Afghanistan — Oandahar   (Political    Affairs) — Questions,    Sir    Henry 

Tjler,  Mr.  Onslow ;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .       10 

Navy — Quartermasters  of  Eoyal  Marines — Question,  Mr.  Oorst;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Trevelyan  . .  . .  . .  . .       II 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland) — Legal  Proceedings  of  Landlords — Ques- 
tion, Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster. .  . .       11 

Army   Re-organization  —  Distinguished   Service  Pensions  —  Question, 

Mr.  O'Shea ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ghilders  . .  . .  . .       12 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870,  Commission  (The  Earl  of 
Bessborough's) — The  Evtdenoe — Questions,  Sir  Hervey  Bruce,  Mr. 
Plunket ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster     . .  . .  . .       12 

Mercantile    Marine  —  Trawler's    Lights   Committee  —  Question,   Mr. 

Heneage ;  Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley     ..  ..  ..13 

Dominion  of  Canada — Irish  Emigration — Question,  Mr.  Anderson;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Grant  Duff  ..  ..  ,.  ..13 

Army  Re-organization  (Auxiliary  Forces) —Promotion  in  the  Militia 

— Question,  Mr.  Dalrymple  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers      . .  . .        14 

Conference  at  Berlin — Greek  Inhabitants  of  Ceded  Turkish  Provinces 

— Questions,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke       1 5 

Customs  Re-organization — Customs  Clerks  (Liverpool) — Question,  Lord 

Claud  Hamilton ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  . .  . .       16 

Post    Office  —  Indicators    to    Pillar    Letter-Boxes — Question,    Mr. 

Bryce;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  . .  , .  , .       17 

South  Africa — ^The  Transvaal  (Negotiations) — Questions,  Sir  Stafford 

Northcote,  Mr.  Gorst,  Sir  John  Lubbock ;  Answers,  Mr.  (Jrant  Duff  . .       17 

Street  Traffic  (Metropolis) — The  Vestries — Question,  Mr.  Carington  ; 

Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt  . .  . .  ..18 

Turkey  and   Greece — The   Frontier   Question — Question,  Mr.  Coope  ; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .  . .       19 

Highways — Maintenance  of  Main  Roads — Question,  Mr.  Heneage ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  E.  W.  Harcourt  . .  . .  , .       19 

MOTION. 


Orders  of  the  Day — 

Ordered^  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  subsequent  to  the  Order  for  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual)  Bill,  be  postponed  until  after  the 
Notices  of  Motions  relating  to  the  Maintenance  of  Main  Roads  and  Fishing  Vessels* 
Lights, — (Mr,  Oladttone)  ..  . .  .  •  ••19 

ORDER     OF    THE    DAY, 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual)  Bill  [Bill  123]— 

Moved f  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr,  Osborne 
Morgan)  . .  . .  .  •  . .  •  •       20 

After  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thureday, 
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MOTION. 

Highways — Maintbwanob  of  Mjlik  Boads — Eesolution — 

Mw9d,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  expedient  so  to  amend  '  The  Highway 
Act,  1878,*  that  part  of  the  maintenance  of  main  roads  may  be  defrayed  from  other 
sources  than  county  rates," — {Mr.  Haff^urt)  "  . .  . .        42 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word  "expedient,"  in  order  to  add  the  words  **  to 
amend  '  The  Highway  Act,  1878,*  and  especially  those  i>ortions  of  the  said  Act  which 
relate  to  main  roads," — {Mr.  /.  W.  Pease,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question:" — After  long  debate,  Question  put : — The  House 
divided;  Ayes  145,  Noes  159;  Majority  14. — (Div.  List,  No.  170.) 

Words  added: — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 
Leases  Bill  [BiU  108]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee    . .  . .  . .  . .       85 

After  short  tune  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
To-morrow.  «__ 

Agricnltoral  Holdings  Act  (1875)  Amendment  BUl—Ordered  {Mr.  StaveUy  sni, 

Mr.  MonekUm) ;  presenUdf  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  127]  •  •  •        88 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  MARCH  29. 

SoxTTH  Africa — The  Transvaal  (Military  Operations) — Surrender  of 
PoTOHEFSTRooM  —  Qucstlons,  Viscouut  Cranbrook,  Earl  Cairns ;  An- 
swers, The  Earl  of  Kimberley  . .  . .  . .       89 

Oandahar — Question,  Lord  Waveney ;  Answer,  Viscount  Enfield  . .       90 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts — Foot-and-Mouth  Disease— Ques- 
tion, The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne ;  Answer,  Earl  Spencer  .  •       90 

Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  Bill  [h.l.]— iVf«efi<*rf  {The  Lord  cyHagan) ; 

read  1*  (No.  56}         ..  ..  ..  ..95 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  MARCH  29. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


Thames  Jtiver  BiU  {by  Order)— 

Moved,  '*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"  —  (Mr,  Evelyn 
Ashley)  . .  . .  . .  . .  , .        96 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  the  character  and  objects  of  this  Bill  are  such  as  to  constitute  it  a  measure 
of  publio  ^licy,  which  ought  not  to  bo  dealt  with  by  any  Private  Bill," — {Mr, 
Ritchie,)-^  instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question:" — After  long  debate,  Amendment  ^nd  Motion,  hy 
leave,  withdrawn ;— Bill  mthdrawn. 
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QUESTIONS. 

OONTBOYBBTED   ELECTIONS — ^KnABBSBOBOUOH — ^BePOST  OF  THE  BOYAL  OOM- 

lassioNEBS — Question,  Mr.  Jackson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .     147 

Public  Health — ^VACoiNATioir— Oow-Pox — Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Hibbert  . .  . .  . .  . .     148 

Pkotection  of  Pebson  and  Pbopebty  (Ibeland)  Act,  1881 — Pbisonebs 
IN  Kn.MATNHAM  Gaol — Qucstion,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy ;  Answer,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster  ..  ..  ..149 

EyionoNS  (Ibeland) — Mohill,  Oo.  Leitbim — Question,  Mr.  Biggar;  An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster      . .  . .  . .  . .     160 

Eviotions  (Ibeland) — Question,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Cbnnor ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster  , ,  . .  . .  . .  . .     160 

Evictions  (Ibeland) — ^Pbopobtion  of  Bents  to  Valuations — Question, 

Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  . .  . .     161 

State  of  Ibeland — ^Land  League  Meetings — Qovebnment  Bbpobtebs — 
Questions,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  Sir 
William  Harcourt  .  •  . .  161 

Education  Depabtment   ^England) — School   Accommodation — Question, 

Mr.  Lyulph  Stanley;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  . .  . .     162 

Inland  Bkvenue  —  Beeb  Licences  (Ibeland)  —  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone        . .  . .  . .  . .     168 

HALL-MAJtxiNa — ^Bepobt  of  the  Select  Oommittee,  1879 — Question,  Mr. 

0.  McLaren ;   Answer,  Mr.  Ohamberlain  . .  . .  . .     164 

The  Lobd  Ohambeblain's  Depabtment — Fibes  in  Theatbes — Questions, 

Mr.  Macfarlane;  Answers,  Sir  William  Harcourt  . .  . .     164 

Law  and  Police — Biot  at  Basingstoke — Question,  Mr.  M'Ooan;  An- 
swer, Sir  William  Harcourt  . .  . .  . .     166 

Mebcantile    Mabine — Bbistol    Channel    Pilots — Question,    Sir    Philip 

Miles ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ohamberlain  . .      165 

South  Afbica — The  Tbansyaal  (Negotiations) — Beligious  Tolbbation — 

Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ghrant  Duff       . .  . .     1 66 

Abmy   Be-obganization  —  The    87th   and    88th    Begiments — Question,^^ 
Major  Nolan ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ohilders         . .  . .  . .     166 

South  Afbica — T^  Tbansvaal  (Militaby  Opebations) — Subbendbb  of 
PoTCHEFSTBOOM — Qucstions,  Sir  John  Hay,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote; 
Answers,  Mr.  Ohilders         . .  . .  . .  . .      166 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts — Foot-and-Mouth  Disease — Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Stanley  Leighton,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Mundella        . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     167 

Entail  (Scotland)  Bill — Question,  Mr.  Warton;  Answer,  Mr.  Baxter    . .     158 

MOTIONS. 

OoiNAOE  (Decimal  System) — Besolution — 

Moved,  **  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  introdaotion  of  a  Decimal  System  of 
Coinage,  Weights,  and  Measures  ought  not  to  be  longer  delayed/' — {Mr.  Ashton 
Bilke)  ..  153 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  ''  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  whether  any  basis  can  be  found 
for  a  decimal  erystem  that  would  not  so  seriously  disturb  existing  conditions  as  to  make 
it  practically  mexpedient  to  change," — {Mr.  Anderson^) — inst^  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :  " — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  put,  **  That  those  words  be  there  added  : '' — The  House  divided  ; 
Ayes  28,  Noes  108 ;  Majori^  80.— (Diy.  List,  No.  171.) 
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Patbonaoe  of  Bsnkfioes  (Ohttroh  of  ENOLAim) — ^BasoLvnoN — 

Mbvedy  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  simoniacal  evasions  of  the  law,  and 
other  scandals  connected  with  the  exercise  and  disposal  of  private  patronage  in  the 
Church  of  England,  are  such  as  to  call  for  remedial  measures  of  the  most  stringent 
and  radical  character,** — {Mr.  Edward  Leatham)        ..  ..  ••      178 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  House  "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **the  Reports  of  the  Select  Ck)mmittee  of  the  House  of  Lords  on  Church 
Patronage,  and  of  the  Ho^al  Commission  on  the  sale,  exchange,  and  resignation  of 
Ecclesiastical  Benefices,  disclose  e\'il8  connected  with  the  exercise  and  disposal  of 
Church  Patronage  which  call  for  legislation  at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  — {Mr. 
Stuart  Wortleyy) — ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :'* — ^After  short  debate,  Amendment  and  Motion,  by 
leare,  mthdraum. 

Cheshire  Salt  Dtstrteta  Compensation  Bill — 

Viscount  Emltn,  Mr.  Hastings,  Mr.  Lyulph  Stanlbt,  and  Sir  Hbnbt  Tyler  nomi- 
nated Members  of  the  Committee : — And  Three  to  be  added  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection, — (Lord  diehard  Qrowenor.) 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  MARCH  SO. 
ORDERS    OF    THE    DAT. 


Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act   (1877)   Amendment  BUI— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — CMr.  W.  H.  James)      217 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this  day  six  months," — {Earl 
Percy.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Questioii :  " 
— After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  Tuesday  26th  April. 

Infectious  Diseases  Notification  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  40]— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (Mr.  Gray)  . ,     227 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second 
time,  and  committed  for  Monday  25th  April. 

Elections  (Closing  of  Public  Houses)  Bill  [Bill  58]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (Mr.  Carhutt)        . .     281 
Moved,  **That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (Jtfr.  Litton:) — After 

debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Debate  adjourned  till  Monday 

25th  April. 

Municipal  Corporation  Act  (1869)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  25] 

Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  reaJ  a  second  time," — (^Mr.  William 
Fowler)            . .                     . .  . .  . .  . .     248 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
Friday. 

L018PS,  THUESDAY,  MAECH  31. 
Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  563— 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (7^(5  Lord  0' Hag  an)  . .     249 

Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  2*"  accordingly,  and  committed  to  aOommittee 
of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow, 
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Ouildfardf  ITinpiton,  and  London  Railway  Bill  {by  Order) — 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Cuhitt)  . .  319 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words,  **  upon  this  day  six  months," — {Sir 
Henry  Peek :) — Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  *  now'  stand  part  of 
the  Question: " — After  short  debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided ; 
Ayes  275,  Noes  49  ;  Majority  226.— (Div.- List,  No.  172.) 
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mitted, 
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Bills,"— (Jfr.  ^ryof)  ..  ..  ..  ..      341 
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ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual)  Bill  [Bill  123]— 

Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved y  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair," — {^Mr,  Secretary  Childers)        . ,  . .  . .     369 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That'^  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  it  is  undesirable  that  the  punishment  to  be  awarded  by  Ck)urt8  Martial  for 
grave  offences  committed  by  soldiers  on  active  service  should  be  regulated  by  the 
Secretary  of  State,  and  thereby  withdrawn  from  the  direct  control  of  Parliament," 
— (Viseottnt  .E^yn,)— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :  " — After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
IMareh  31.]  Pa^^ 

Army  DiteipUne  and  Regulation  {Annual)  ^t^^— continued. 

Main  Question,  '<  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair/'  put,  and 

agreed  to. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee    . .  . .  ,  • .     880 

After  some  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  eonsidered 

upon  Monday  next. 


Teinds  (Scotland)  BiU  [Bill  118]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {The  Lord  Advocate)     417 
Movedf   **That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  Dick-Peddie :) — 

After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com^ 

mitted  for  Thursdray  next. 

Alkali,  &c.  Works  Regulation  Bill  ILords']  [BiU  119]— 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Dodeon)         . .     437 
Moved,  **That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler:) — 

Afber  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com^ 

mitted  for  Monday  25th  April. 

Bivera  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention  Bill   ILords']^ 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  JDodean)         , .     430 
Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.   Chaplin  :) — After 

short  debate,  Question  put:  —  The  House  divided;    Ayes  36,   Noes 

78;  Majority  38.— (Div.  List,  No.  174.) 
Original  Question  again  proposed : — Moved,  **  That  this  House  do  now 

adjourn," — (Jfr.    Arthur    0^ Connor:) — After  short  debate,    Question 

?ut: — The  House  divided;   Ayes  29,  Noes  69;   Majority  40. — (Div. 
ist.  No.  176.) 
Orig^al  Question  again  proposed : — Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned," — {Mr.  Long :) — After  short  debate, Question  put,  and  agreed 
to  : — Debate  adjowrned  till  To-morrow, 

Agricultural  Holdings  Act  (1876)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  127] 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Staveley  Hill)      442 
Moved,  **That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  Brand:) — After 

short  debate,  Question  put :  —  The  House  divided ;  Ayes  54,  Noe  1 ; 

Majority  53.— (Div.  List,  No.  177.) 

Bridges  (South  Wales)  'SlUl—Ordered  {Viscount  Emlyn,  Sir  Eardinge  Qiffard,  Mr. 
Sutsey  Vivian,  Mr.  Henry  Alien,  Mr.  Fugh) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time 
[Billl29]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..      444 
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IiOC€tl  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  56)— 
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Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  and  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

Prtvatb  Bills — 

Ordered,  That  no  Private  Bill  brought  from  tlio  House  of  roramons  shall  be  read  a 
•eoond  time  after  Tweday  the  14M  day  of  June  next :  [and  other  Orders]  . .      451 
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Supply — Order  for  Oommittee  read;    Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 
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Technical  Education — Observations,  Mr.  Anderson ;  Reply,  Mr.  Mun- 
della : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  52^ 

Local  OoYenmient  Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  Wl— Ordered  {Mr.  Hibhert, 

Mr,  Dodeon) ;  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  130]  •  •      548 
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MOTION. 

Orders  of  the  Day — 

Ordered,  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  subsequent  to  the  Order  for  the  Consideration, 
as  amended,  of  the  Army  Discipline  and  Reg^ulation  (Annual)  Bill,  be  deferred  until 
after  the  Notice  of  Motion  for  leave  to  introduce  the  Bankruptcy  Bill.  —  {Mr, 
GUuUUme.) 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


WATS   AND   MEANS — considered  in  Committee— Financial  Statement 
OF  THE  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer— 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Movedf  "(l.)  That,  towards  raising  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  the  Duties 
of  Customs  now  charged  on  Tea  shall  continue  to  be  levied  and  charged  on  and 
after  the  first  day  of  August,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-one,  until  the 
first  day  of  August,  one  thousand  ei^ht  hundred  and  eighty-two,  on  importation 
into  Great  Britain  or  Ireland  (that  is  say) :  on 

£    «.    d. 

Tea the  lb.    0    0    6,"— 

(Mr,  Gladstone)       ..  ..  ••  ..       ^Q\ 

After  long  debate,  Kesolution  agreed  to. 
Other  Kesolutions  moved,  and,  after  debate,  agreed  to, 
Resolutions   to  be  reported   To-morrow;   Committee  to  sit  again  upon 
Wednesday. 

Army  Discipline  and  Begulation  (Annual)  Bill  [Bill  123]— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  taken  into  Consideration," — {Mr.  Secretary 

Childers)  , .  . .  . .  . .  . .      660 

Motion  agreed  to : — Bill,  as  amended,  considered : — Amendments  moved,  and 

negatived;  Amendments  m&de. 
After  debate.  Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time," — {Mr. 

Secretary  Childers :) — After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  : 

— Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Conveyancing  and  Law  of  Property  Bill  [Lords']  [Bill  101]— 

Moved,  *'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  IT,  K.  Fowler)     685 
Moved,  **That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.    Gorst:) — After 

short  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 

mitted  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Married    Women's   Property   (Scotland)  {re-committed)  Bill- 
Bill  considered  in  Committee  . .  .  .  .  .      687 

Moved,  *'That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 

again," — {Mr.  Gorst.) 
Motion  agreed  to : — Committee  report  Progress  j  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 
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Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  1*  (No.  61.) 

Sea  Fisheries  (Clam  and  Bait  Beds)  Bill  (No.  53)— 

Jfoved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«,"— (7%<j  Lord  Sudeley)  . .     690 
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Instruction  to  the  Committee. 

Royal  Uioyersity  of  Ireland — 

Copy  presented,— of  Scheme  for  the  Organisation  of  the  University  as 
adopted  by  the  Senate  [by  Act] ;  to  lie  upon  the  Table. 
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BoABD  OF  TuABE — Eesionatioit  OF  Mr.  E.  Gdten — Question,  Mr,  ] 
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Churchill ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster     , . 

BOTAL  UkIVEBSITY   OP  iRELAtfD  —  SoHEUE  OF  THE  SeITATZ — QuestlOn,  Mr. 
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W.  E.  Forster 
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Ordertd,  That  the  Orders  of  the  D^  he  pastpon«d  until  after  tJls  Notioe*  rf  Hotioiu 
for  Imtb  to  introduoe  the  land  taw  (Ireland)  BiU  and  the  Bankraptcy  Bill,— (ifi-. 
OlatttUMf.) 

MOTION. 


Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill- 
Motion  for  Leave  (J/r.  Oladstone) 
After  debate.  Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  to  further  amend  the  Law  relating 

to  the  oocupation  and  ownership  of  Land  in  Ireland ;  and  for  other 

purposes,   ordered  {Mr.   Giadttone,   Jlr.    William  Edward  Fontrr,  Mr. 

Briyht,  Sir.  Attorney  Gerural  for  Ireland,  Mr.  Seiintor  Oentral  fir  £*■ 

land) ;  pretmUd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  ISfi] 

ORDERS    OF    TBE   DAY. 


Blvers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention  Bill  ** 
Order  read,  for  reBuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Qnoatff^ 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time:". — Qi'  . 

posed: — Debate  rttimti      .,  _       ^ 
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Bittri  Cuutnxmty  and  Floodt  iVrMnftm  BiU  [lorA}— oontmaed. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  oat  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  six  months," — (Jfr. 
Ptll.) 

Unestion  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :" 
— ifter  debate,  ifowrf,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— Jfr. 
Siorw  .0— After  further  short  debate,  Question  put ;— The  House 
dividtd;  Ayes  61,  Noes  118 ;  Majority  67.--(DiT.  List,  No.  181.) 

Question  put,  "That  the  word  'now'  stand  part  of  the  Question:" 
—The  HonBO  iitiitd;  Ayes  118,  Noes  42 ;  Majority  76. —(DiT.  List, 
No.  182.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agretd  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Mottd,  "That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,"— (J/r.  Dei- 
ton  :) — Motion  agrtid  to : — BUI  eomtnitted  to  a  Select  Committee. 

WiTB  iHD  Meaits — Befokt — KesolutiouB  [4th  April]  reported 
After  short  debate,   Besolutions   agreed  to :— Ordered,  That  a.   Bill  he 
brought  in  upon  the  said  Resolutions  {Mr.  Playfair,  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  ExehtqtUT,  Lord  Frederiek  Cavtnduh) ;  preiented,  and  read  the  first 
time  [Bid  136.] 

n^amvays  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  {re-eontmitttd)  Bill— 
BiU  eontidtrtd  in  Conunittee    . . 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

Church  Patannage  Bill  [Bill  30]— 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [6th  April], 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time:" — Question  again  pro* 
posed : — Debate  renmtd 
Amendment  proposed. 

To  letve  onttrDin  Uie  word  "  Th&t"  to  Oib  end  of  the  Qaettion,  in  order  to  xld  th* 
vords  "in  the  o^onion  of  thia  House,  it  is  inexpedient  to  pau  anr  meMon  which 
gtT«a  lesBl  MnBfaon  to  the  Mle  imder  any  circnnutuioM  of  th«  ri^ht  ol  apwnuiM 
n:diii«tan  to  puochial  or  other  lieiLefloeB,' — (Jfr.  Illingtartk.]  —laH/:^  '.hfrnA. 
Qnestinn  proposed,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be  It^ft  Mit  rtaod 
part  of  the  Qnestion:  "— After  short  dcbata,  U*t*4,  "  Tltat  the  D<-h«« 
be  now  adjonmod,"— {Jfr.  FtOw .-}— After  farther  short  d«b«>  (jriM- 
tion  pnt:— The  House  Hwidti;  Ajta  23,  Noes  «2;  JC^'oiig' 3a.— 'Iftr. 

Qnestion  snin  pn^ond,  "  That  tka  wards  pnwMd  to  b«  left  •xit  wiMai 
p«t  of  the  Qosstion  :"—*#«<  "  Tliat  ffis  Boost  do  now  td^jum" 
—(Jfr.  Amu  Wmmu:)—AtU>r  rftort  dsUta,  QoMti'Tn  t«'— T»* 

House  rf.rrAJ;  Av*.  2.1,  N  W.— 'Dir.  Lwt.  No.  1^4 

»-Que«t)on  D«ain  proposed,  -  i     ■  potei  t«  h*  left  'y«  ttmiA 

pnrtoftfieQuortlTO:"-.V  •       1  Atieh^afjn  Mdyj-.jTM:' 

(Jfr.  flf«,,;)_ifl«,l,,r  pot.  and  v-W  U  -Jj^ 

bats«^MrMdtiU7)i-*N>rr.  oek. 

nt^  Corr  Bifl  fKIl  lo  — 

;^|   -  T-,  SptMktft'ir.  j.'j-m  1mt« 

-i"TW'''vi*.U  etd  ''li 

I  Bai  b«  c^-;^.::!*^  "J'  ■ 

thCTW.f. 

o  be  l*f-.  v.\  s'-a^-i  PV! 

.  —  Uuuoon  irx'.  ■  —  T-c-    ti-  — 
±"V_/1^^.  U'rt.  NV  1*5- 
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Bankruptcy  Bill- 
Motion  for  Leave  (^Ifr.  Ethhert)  . .  . .     992 
Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

SZTTIKGB  OF  THB  HOUSS — 

Sitohedf  That  whenever  the  House  shall  meet  at  Two  of  the  dock,  the  Sitting  of  the 
HooBO  shall  be  held  subject  to  the  Resolutions  of  the  House  of  the  30th  day  of  April 
1869,— (Jfr.  Hibbert) 

LOEDS,  FEIDAT,  APEIL  8. 

Ths  MnasTBT — Besiokatioit  of  the  1>T7eb  of  Aboyll — Personal  Expla- 
nation, The  Duke  of  Argyll  . .  . .  . .     99S 

TuBXSY — Sib  A.  H.  Layard,  Late  H.M.  Ambassadob  at  the  Fobte — 
Addbess  fob  Papebs — 

Movedf  That  an  humble  Address  be.presented  to  Her  Majesty  for  Copies  of  the  despatches 
which  en>lain  the  withdrawal  of  Sir  Henry  Layard  from  the  Embassy  at  Cozistanti- 
nople, — (The  lord  Stratheden  and  Campbell)  . .  . .  995 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to, 

Abmy    Be-oboanization  —  The   Heoimental   UinFOBMS — Motion   fob   a 
Betubn — 

Movedf  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majestjr  for  Return  showing  the 
amount  of  expenditure  estimated  by  the  change  of  uniform  involved  in  the  proposed 
organization  of  territorial  regiments,  both  as  affecting  individual  o£Gicers  and  the  public 
^\iite,^{The  Earl  of  Galloway)         ..  ..  ..  ,,    1007 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

TuBKET-— The   Laitd  Law  —  Adihssion  of  Fobeignebs — Addbess  fob  a 
Fapbb — 

Movedf  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  for  the  Protocol,  dated 
the  18th  of  June,  1867,  entitled  *  Regulation  for  the  admission  of  foreigners  to  enjoy 
real  property  throughout  the  Ottoman  dominions,'  " — {The  Earl  J)e  La  Warr)        . .    1008 

Motion  agreed  to, 

P^toool  relative  to  the  admission  of  British  subjects  in  Turkey  to  the  right  of  holding 
real  property,  sippned  at  Constantinople  28th  July  1868 ;  and  Law  of  18th  June  1867, 
granting  to  foreigners  the  right  to  hold  real  property  in  the  Ottoman  Empire  (pre- 
sented by  command  31st  May  1869) :  To  be  re-printed.    (No.  71.) 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (London)  Bill  [h.l.]— 

Presented  {The  Lord  President)  ;  read  1%  and  referred  to  the  Examiners  (No.  68)       . .    1009 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (Clay  Lane)  Bill  [h.l.] 

— Presented  {The  Lord  President) ;  read  1%  and  referred  to  the  Examiners  (No.  69)    . .    1009 

Army  Alternative  Punishment  Bill  [a,L.y~Presented  {The  Lord  Denman);  read  1" 

(No.  72)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..    1009 


COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  AFEILIS. 
F^ovATB  Bills — 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  129  and  39  be  suspended,  and  that  the  time  for  deposit- 

ing  Petitions  against  Private  Bills,  or  against  any  Bill  to  confirm  any  Provisional 

Order,  or  Provisional  Certificate,  and  for  depositing  duplicates  of  any  Documents 

relating  to  anv  BUI  to  confirm  any  Provisional  Order,  or  Provisional  Certificate,  be 

^      oxtended  to  Monday  the  2^th  instant,— (2^  Chairman  tf  Way  and  Means.) 
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Licensing   Act — The  Eadical    Club,    Kino's   Cross — Question,  Mr.  J. 

Cowen ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt  . .  . .  , .   1082 

South   Africa — The    Transvaal — The  Native    Inhabitants — Question, 

Mr.  Gorst;  Answer,  Mr.  Grant  Du£P        •  •  . .  . .   1082 

Metropolitan    Water    Supply  —  Question,   Mr.  Ritchie ;    Answer,   Sir 

William  Harcourt  . .  . .  . .   1083 

The  Irish  Land  Aor,  1870 — Compensation  for  Disturbance  —  The  Re- 
turn— Question,  Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster     . .  1083 

CoKMBROiAL  Treaty   WITH  France — The  NEGOTIATIONS— Quostions,  Mr. 

Mao  Ivor ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .    1083 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts — Outbreak  of  Foot-and-Mouth 
Disease  at  Carlisle — Question,  Mr.  W.  Lowther;  Answer,  Mr. 
Mundella        . .  . .  . .  • .  • .  1084 

NOTICES    OF    MOTION. 

Monument  to  the  Bight   Hon.   the   Late   Earl  of  BsAOONinaLD— 

Notice  of  Motion,  Lord  Richard  Grosvenor  • .  • .   1084 

Adjournment — Notice  of  Motion,  Lord  Richard  Grosvenor  . .  . .   1084 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill   135.]     Second  Reading.    [First 
Night] — 

Moved,   "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Lord  Richard 

Grosvenor)      . .  , .  . .  . .  . .  1085 

After  debate.   Moved,   "That  the  Debate  be  now   adjourned," — {Mr. 

Warton :) — After  fiirther  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  affain  proposed: — Moved,   "That  this  House  do  now 

adjourn," — {Mr.  LewU :)— After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  with- 

drawn. 
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lAind  Law  {Ireland)  Bill — continued. 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "no  measure  of  Land  Reform  for  Ireland,  however  ably  advised,  can  be 
considered  complete  or  perfectly  satisfactory  which  does  not  deal  with  the  condition 
of  the  farm  labourers  of  Ireland,  with  a  view  to  ameliorate  it," — {Mr,  ViUi$r9 
Stuartf) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :  " — ^After  long  debate,  Moved,  **That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned,"  —  {Lord  Ekho  :) — Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — 
Debate  adjourned  till  Thursday 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  [Bill  136]— 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read  . .  . .  . .   1170 

After  short  debate,  Second  Beading  deferred  till  Thursday. 

AlkaU,  &c.  Works  Regulation  Bill  [Lords']  [BiU  119]— 

Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair,''— (i/r.  Dodson)  . .  . .  . .  . .   1170 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee," — {Sir  Sydney  Waterlow,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :" — After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to  : — ^Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

Afker  short  time  spent  therein.  Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''  That  the 
Chairman  do  now  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr, 
Bodson), — put,  and  agreed  to : — Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Thursday. 

Married  Women's  Property  (Scotland)  Bill  [Bills  45-128]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Pill  be  now  taken  into  Consideration," — {Mr,  Ander- 
son) ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1179 

After  short  debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided ;  Ayes  69,  Noes 
19;  Majority  50.— (Div.  list,  No.  186.) 

Bill  considered ;  to  'be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

IiTOiA  Office  Auditob  [SuPBaANNUATiON] — 

Considered  in  Oominittee. 

(In  the  Ck)nimittee.) 

Sesolvedy  That  it  is  expedient  to  make  provision  for  the  payment,  out  of  the  Revenues 
of  India,  of  Superannuation  Allowances  to  the  Auditor  of  the  Accounts  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  in  Council  and  his  Assistants. 

Resolution  to  he  reported  To'tnorrow. 

MOTIONS. 

Adjoxtbniicent — 

Moved,  *'  That  this  House,  at  its  rising,  do  adjourn  till  To-morrow  at 
Eight  o'clock  p.m.," — {Lord  Richard  Orosvenor)  , .  , .   1181 

Question  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolved,  That  this  House,  at  its  rising,  do  adjourn  till  this  day  at  Nine 
o'dook  p.m. 
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MONTTIOSNT  TO  THE  LATE  BlGHT  HoNOTTRABLE  THE  EaBL  OF  BeACONSFIELD — 

Goxnxnittee,  to  consider  a  humble  Address  to  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praving  that 
Her  Majesty  will  g^ve  directions  that  a  Monument  be  erected,  as  a  public  char;^,  in 
the  Colleg^te  Church  of  St.  Peter,  Westminster,  to  the  memoiy  of  the  late  Right 
Honourable  the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield  (Queen's  Reeommendatton  signified),  upon 
Monday  9th  Ma7,~( ATr.  Oladstone,) 

COMMONS,  TTJESDAT,  APEIL  26, 
QUESTIONS. 

The  Navy — Supply  op  Seamen — Qaestion,  Captain  Price ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Trevelyan       . .  . .  . .  ..1182 

South  Apbica — The  Basutos  (Negotiations) — Questions,  Mr.  A.  Pease, 

Sir  Qeorge  Campbell ;  Answers,  Mr.  Grant  Duff  . .  . .  1183 

MOTIONS. 

Pabliamentabt  Oath  (Mb.  Bradlauoh) — 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  haying  come  to  the  Table  to  take  and  subscribe  the  Oath — 

Moved,  "That,  having  regard  to  the  Resolution  of  this  House  of  the  22nd  June  1880, 


and  to  the  Reports  and  Proceedings  of  the  two  Select  Committees  therein  referred  to, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  he  not  permitted  to  go  through  the  form  of  repeating  the  words  of 
the  Oath  prescribed  by  the  Statutes,  29  Vic.  c.  19,  and  31  and  32  Vic.  c.  72,**-- 


Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  not  permitted  to  go  through  the  form  of  repeating  the  words  of 
the  Oath  prescribed  by  the  Statutes,  29  Vic.  c.  19,  and  31  and  32  Vic.  c.  72,**-- 
{Sir  Stafford Northeote)  ..  ..  ..  ..1183 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  <'  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  *'  in  a  case  where  a  Member,  duly  elected,  presents  himself  at  the  Table  in 
conformity  with  the  call  of  Mr.  Speaker,  and  in  proceeding  to  comply  with  the  formali- 
ties prescribed  for  the  taking  of  Parliamentary  Oaths,  without  qualification,  this  House 
will  not,  on  the  ground  of  information  extraneous  to  the  transaction,  offer  any  im- 
pediment to  the  fulfilment  of  the  intention  of  such  Member,*' — {Mr,  Davey,) — ^iiistead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question." 
Question,  ''  That  the  Member  for  Northampton  be  now  heard,"  put,  and 

agreed  to. 
The  hon.  Member  having  addressed  the  House  from  the  Bar,  then 

withdrew. 
After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  208,  Noes  175; 

Majority  33. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . ,  *  , .  , ,   1238 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Bradlaugh  having  again  advanced  to  the  Table  of  the  House  was 
directed  by  Mr.  Speaker  to  withdraw  ; — and  refusing — 

Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Bradlaugh  do  now  withdraw," — {Sir  Stafford  North- 
eote :) — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Bradlaugh  refusing  to  obey  the  order  of  the  House  was,  by  the  direc- 
tion of  Mr.  Speaker,  removed  by  the  Seneant  at  Arms  below  the  Bar. 

After  further  debate,  Moved,  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Mr. 
Joseph  Cowen :) — Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Local  Oovemment   Provisional  Orders   (Berwick-upon-Tweedi  ftc.)  Bill— 

Ordered  (Mr.  Hibberty  Mr.  JDodson)    ..  .,  ..  ..1261 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  2)  BUI- Ordered  {Mr. 

Mibbert,  Mr.  Dodeon)  ,,  . .  . .  . .    1251 

YOL.  COLX*     [THQiD  0nii0.  ]         [.   «   1 
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Pablxamsntabt  Oath  (Mb.  Bbadlaxtoh) — 

Mr.  Bradlaugh  haying  presented  himself  at  the  Table  of  the  House  to 
take  and  subscribe  the  Oath  required  by  Law  as  Member  for  North- 
ampton, he  was  ordered  by  Mr.  Speaker  to  withdraw,  but  refusing  to 
obey  was  conducted  by  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  below  the  Bar  . .  1252 

After  short  debate,  Moved,  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Mr, 
Lahouohere ;) — After  further  long  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Ways  and  Mbans — ^The  Financial  Statkmknt — The   Silver  Duties — 

Statement,  Mr.  Gladstone   . .  . .  . .  « •  1296 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


Church  Boards  BiU  [BiU  14]— 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"  —  {Mr.  AJbmi 
Grejf)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1297 

After  short  debate,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the  dock, 
the  Debate  stood  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 

MOTIONS. 


India  Office  Auditor  (Superannuation)  Bill — Resolution  [April  26]  rtporud,  and 

agreed  to : — Bill  ordered  ( The  Marquett  of  Hartington,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) ; 
pretentedf  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  140]  . .  . .  . .     1306 

Solway  Fisheries  (Scotland)  Bill — Ordered  (Mr.  Emeet  Noel,  Mr,  J,  MaxweU'Weron, 

Mr,  Andereon) ;  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  141]  . .     1806 

Beer  Bill — Coneidered  in  Oommittee : — Besolution  agreed  to,  and  reported  : — Bill  ordered 

{Colonel  Bame,  Mr,  Storer,  Mr,  Hieht) ;  preeented,  and  read  the  first  tune  [Bill  142]  ..     1306 

HoxTSB  OF  Commons  (Accommodation) — 

Select  Committee  appointed,  **  to  conmder  the  ^posals  for  the  increased  accommoda- 
tion of  the  House,  and  to  Report  to  the  House  what  use  shall  be  made  of  the 
Booms  proposed  to  be  given  up  by  the  House  of  Lords," — {Mr,  Shaw  Lefevre,) 

Cheihire  Salt  DietrieU  Compensation  Bill — 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Hastimos  be  discharged  from  attendance  u^n  the  Committee: — 
Ordered,  That  Mr.  Stort-Maskeltnb  be  added  to  the  Committee : — Ordered,  Three 
be  the  quorum, — (Lord  Richard  Choevenor.) 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  APRIL  28. 
NOTICE    OF    RESOLUTION. 

Land  Law  (Ibbland)  Bill— Notice  of  Besolutioii,  Lord  John  Manners  . .  1807 

QUESTIONS. 

Tbadb  and  Oommebcb — ^Impobt  and  Export  of  Woollen  Goods — Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Mao  Iver;  Answer,  Mr.  (Chamberlain  . .  1807 

South  Africa — The  Transvaal — The  Native  Inhabitants — ^The  Papers 

— Question,  Mr.  Gorst ;  Answer,  Mr.  Grant  Duff  . .  . .  1808 

OuiTOMs   AND   Inland  Reventte  Bill — Farm   Buildings— Question,  Sir 

Paldwjm  Leighton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  , ,  , ,  1809 
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OnmuL  Asu — Thb  'Rubbias  ADVAKOB^Quefitioiis,  Mr.  J.  Cowen;  An- 
swers, Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .  1308 

South  Africa — The  Tbansyaal — Tm  Surrehdbb  of  Potohxfstboom — 

QuestioiiBy  Mr.  GKbson ;  Answers,  Mr.  Grant  Duff         . .  . .   1809 

Yaooinatiok  Acts — Oase  of  Mb.  John  Abel,  of  FAERmaDov-r-Question, 

Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson  . .  • .  . .  1810 

Ajunr  —  The   Boyal   Aetillery  —  Pay    of    Artifioers — Question,   Mr. 

Boord ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ohilders  . .  . .   1810 

ORiHiirAL  Law — ABDUomoN  of  Ekqlish   Girls  —  Question,  Mr.  M'Ooan ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Courtney         ..  ..  ..   1811 

Court  of  Session   (Scotland) — ^The  Vacant  Judoeshif — Question,  Mr. 

Dick-Peddie;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  . .   1812 

Extradition  of  Political  Offenders — Question,  Mr.  Labouchere;  An- 
swer, Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .   1812 

France— The  New  Commercial  Treaty — Question,  Mr.  Mac  Iyer;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .  . .  . .   1812 

Customs  and  Inland  Beysnue — The  Commercial  Treaty  with   France 

— Question,  Mr.  Hermon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone         . .  . .   1318 

France — The  New  Commercial  Treaty  —  The  Sugar  and  Shippino 
BoxTNTiES — Questions,  Mr.  Mao  Ivor,  Sir  John  Lubbock ;  Answers,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  ..  ..  ..  ..1814 

South   Africa  —  The  Trans ya^ll    (Military   Operations)  —  The    60th 

EiFLES — Question,  Major  General  Feilden  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers      . .   1814 

Public  Health — Small-Pox  (Metropolis)— Question,  Mr.  Pell ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Dodson    ..  ..  ..   1816 

France  and  Tunis — Outbreak  of  the  £[rouhmir  Tribes — Military 
Operations  —  Questions,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms,  Mr.  Montague 
Guest,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff,  Mr.  Mac  Ivor  ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke        ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1816 

South    Africa  —  The    Transvaal    (Military    Operations) — VoLxmTEER 

Force — Question,  Mr.  Gt>rst;  Answer,  Mr.  Grant  Duff  . .   1818 

Army  Becruits  —  Scotch  Kecruits  —  Question,   Sir  Alexander  GK>rdon; 

Answer,  Mr.  Childers  ..  ..  ..  .,   1818 

Local  Taxation — ^Ths  Annual  Statement — Question,  Mr.  Pell ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Dodson    ..  ..  ..  1810 

Nayy — Armament  of  H.M.  Ships— Question,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Trevelyan  . .  . .  . .   1810 

County   Eepresentative   Boards    (Scotland)  —  Question,    Mr.    J.    W. 

Barclay ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .  . .   1820 

Parliament — Business   of    the  House — Land    Law    (Ireland)    Bill — 

Question,  The  O'Donoghue ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone     . .  . .   1821 

OBDEB    OF    THE    DAY. 

Land  Law  ^Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  185]— Second  Eeadinq— Adjourned 
Debate  [Second  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [25th  April],  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time:" 
— Question  again  proposed,  **That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Question :" — Debate  resumed  . .  . .   1822 

After  long  debate,  Moved,  '*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (JUr, 
W.  J7.  Smith :) — Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn: — Amendment,  by  leave, 
withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time:  " — Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  W,  H, 
Smith:)  —  Question  put,  and  agreed  to:  —  Deoate  adjourned  till  To- 
WMrrow,  

Fier  and  Harbour  Orders  Conflrmatum  Bill— ^^^^^^  {.Mr.  Chamberlain,  Mr, 

39eiin^Aihtey)\  fremtei^9iAtm/i%tubf0aX\xBtA{^  ,,  ULa 
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varioiui  parts  of  the  world  to  contract  engagements,  annex  territories,  and  make  war 
in  the  name  of  the  Nation  without  authority  from  the  Central  Qovemment  is 
opposed  to  the  principles  of  the  British  Constitution,  is  at  variance  with  recognised 
rules  of  International  Law,  and  is  fraught  with  danger  to  the  honour  and  true 
interests  of  the  Country," — (Mr,  Riohardy)  —instead  thereof  . .  . .    1424 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :" —  After  debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided; 
Ayes  72,  Noes  64 ;  Majority  8.— (Div.  List,  Wo.  188.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair :  " — 

India  and  China — The  Opium  Trade — Observations,  Mr.  J.  W.  Pease  : 
— Long  debate  thereon        . .  . .  . .  . .  1461 

Motion,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  by  leave,  wiih- 
drawn : — Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

Oustoms  and  Inland  Kevenue  Bill  [Bill  136]— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer)  ..  ..  ..  ....   1615 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  ''  the  alteration  gives  no  relief  to  the  labourer,  who  justly  complains,  that, 
when  he  brews  only  two  bushels  for  harvest,  he  is  subject  to  a  higher  duty,  as 
licence,  than  he  paid  under  the  malt  tax,  although  the  Law  was  professedly  altered 
for  his  relief," — (Mr,  Storer,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the'  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :" — After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  mth- 
drawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

Bankruptcy  and  Cessio  (Scotland)  Bill  [Bill  81]— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Dr.  Cameron)       . .   1519 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — ^BiU  read  a  second 
time,  and  committed  for  Monday  next. 

Married  Women's  Property  (Scotland)  Bill  [Bm  128]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time," — {Mr.  Anderson)     . .   1521 

Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  JFarton :) — After 
short  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed : — After  short  debate.  Main  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


PABLiAHEinABY  Oaths — Qucstiou,  Observations,  Mr.  Onslow,  Mr.  E.  N. 

Fowler,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot,  Earl  Percy ;  Beplj,  The  Attorney  General     1527 


MOTION. 


Alkali,  &c.  Woeks  Eboulation  [Stamp  Duty,  Salaries,  &o.] — 

Committee  to  oonaider  of  authorising  the  imposition  of  a  Stamp  Duty  on  Certificates  of 
registration  of  Alkali  and  other  Works ;  also  the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  pro- 
vided by  Parliament,  of  tiie  Salaries  of  Inspectors,  and  of  Expenses  which  may 
become  payable  under  the  provisions  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  for  regulating 
Alkali  and  certain  other  Worln  in  which  noxious  or  offensive  gases  are  evolved 
(Queen's  JUeonrnendatien  ligii^ed),  upon  Monday  next. 
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Pabliamentaby  Oaths  Act — ^Mb.  Bradlaxjgh — Question,  Mr.  Mac  Iver; 

Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  . .  . .  . .  . .   1580 

MOIHTHEKT    TO     THE    BiGHT     HoN.    THE    LATE     EaBL     OF     BSAOONSFIELD — 

Notice  of  Motion,  Mr.  Labouchere  ..  ..  ..1531 

South  Africa — The   Tkansvaal — ^The  Notice  of  Motion — Question,  Sir 

Michael  Hicks-Beach ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  '    ..  ..   1531 

South    Africa  —  The    Transvaal    (Negotiations) — ^Further    Papers — 

Question,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach ;  Answer,  Mr.  Orant  Duff  . .   1533 

South  Africa— The   Transvaal  (Military  Operations) — Surrender  of 

PoTCHEFSTROOM — Qucstiou,  Mr.  Gibson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  GFrant  Duff      . .  1533 

South  Africa — The  Transvaal  (Negotiations) — **  Suzerainty  " — Ques- 
tion, Sir  Henry  Peek ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  , ,  . .  1534 

South   Africa  —  Native  Customs  in   Natal — Question,   Mr.   Summers; 

Answer,  Mr.  GFrant  Duff      . .  , .  . .  • .  1534 

Army — ^Auxiliary    Forces  —  The    Volunteer    Eeview    at    Windsor — 

Question,  Mr.  Buxton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  . .  . .   1535 

Fisheries   (Ireland) — ^The  Mackerel  Fishery — Question,  Mr.  O'Shea; 

Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  . .  . .  . .   1535 

Prisons    (England)    Act,    1877 — Newcastle    and    Morpeth    Prisons — 

Question,  Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley ;  Answer,  Mr.  Courtney  . .   1536 

The  Census  (Scotland) — The  Gaelic  Language — Question,  Mr.  Fraser-' 

Mackintosh ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  . .  . .   1536 

The   Fisheries — ^Lights  of   Fishing   Vessels — Question,  Mr.  Heneage; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone        . .  . .  . .  . .   1536 

Customs  and  Inland  Bevenue  Bill — Differential  Duty  on   Spirits — 

Question,  Captain  Aylmer ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone       ..  ..1537 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — Treatment 
OF  Prisoners  under  the  Act — Question,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster      . .  . ,  . ,  . .   1538 

The  Civil  Service — The   Playfair  Scheme — Question,  Mr.  A.  Grant; 

Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  . .  . .  . .   1538 

Trade  and  Commerce — The  New  French  General   Tariff — Questions, 

Mr.  Kynaston  Cross,  Mr.  Gourley ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke    , .   1539 

Inland    Bevenue  —  Tax    on   Horses  and   Carriages  —  Questions,  Mr. 

Birley,  Mr.  Armitage;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  , .   1540 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill — The  Commission — Question,  Lord  Bandolph 

Churchill;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  ..  ..  ..   1540 

State  of  Ireland — Outrages  at  Muckross  and  Cufden — Questions,  Mr. 

Thomhill,  Mr.  Lewis,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster         . ,  1541 

Army — The  Auxiliary  Forces — Adjutants  of  Volunteers — Question, 

Mr.  Anderson;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers       . .  . .  . .  1542 

State  of  Ireland — The  Whiteboy  Act — Case  of  Daniel  O'Sullivan, 
AT  Millstreet,  Co.  Cork — Question,  Mr.  Daly ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  . .  . .  . .  . .  1543 

The  Boyal  Irish  Constabulary — Alleged  Excess  of  Duty  at  New- 
castle— Questions,  Mr.  PameU;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  . .   1544 

Soxtth    Africa — The    Basutos    (Negotiations) — Questions,    Sir    George 

Campbell,  Sir  WilMd  Lawson ;  Answers,  Mr.  Grant  Duff  . .   1545 

Controverted  Elections — The  Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868,  the 
Parliamentary  and  Corrupt  Practices  Act,  1879,  and  the  Par- 
liamentary AND  Corrupt  Practices  Act,  1880 — The  Boston  Elec- 
tion— Questions,  Mr.  Mellor,  Mr.  Warton,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Speaker,  The  Attorney  General  . .  . .  . .   1546 

Army  Becruiting — Irish  Eecruits— Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr. 

Healy ;  Answers,  Mr.  Childers  , .  . ,  . .  .1649 
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Pbakob  Aim  Tuios — ^Bbitish  Subjbots  ik  Tunis — Qnestion,  Mr.  Birlej ; 

Answer,  Sir  Oharles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .   1540 

Land  Law   (Ibeland)  Bill — Becoyeby   of  Bent  by  Wbit — Questions, 

The  O'Donoghue,  Mr.   Pamell;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  The 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland  . .  . .  , .   1550 

The  Cbown  Agents  fob  the  Colonies — Question,  Mr.  Anderson ;  Answer, 

Mr.  GFrant  Duff  . .  . .  . .  1551 

Belfast  Imfboyement  Act,  1878 — Finley  v.  Belfast   Town   Oounoil — 

Question,  Mr.  Oallan ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  Qeneral  for  Lreland  . .  1552 
Pbotsction  of  Pebson  and  Pbopbrtt  (Ibeland)  Act,  1881 — Mb.  Dillon 

— Questions,  Oolonel  Walrond,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr. 

Pamell ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  . .  . .  1558 

TxTBKEY  AND  Gbeeob — The  Fbontieb  Qxtestion — Quostion,  Mr.  Arthur 

Arnold;  Answer,  Sir  Oharles  W.  Dilke    . .  . .  . .   1555 

Pabliahentaby  Oaths  Bill—  Questions,  Mr.  Newdegate,  Oolonel  Makins ; 

Answers,  The  Attorney  (General,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .   1556 

MOTION. 

Obdebs  of  the  Day — Pabltamentaby  Oaths  Bill— Question,  Mr.  New- 
degate; Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .  1556 

Moved,  **  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  sabsequent  to  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming 
the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  he 
postponed  until  after  the  Notice  of  Motion  for  the  introduction  of  the  Parliamentary 
Oaths  Bill,'»— (Jfr.  Gladstone,) 

After  short  debate,  Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Mr. 
Lewis:) — Question  put : — ^The  House  divided;  Ayes  43,  Noes  318  ;  Ma- 
jority 275.— (Div  List,  No.  189.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed : — After  short  debate,  Moved,  **  That  the 
Debate  be  now  adioumeid," — {Mr,  Mae  Tver:) — After  further  short 
debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

ORDER    OF    TEE   DAY. 

Land  Law  (Lreland)  Bill  [Bill  185] — Seoond  Beading— Adjoubned 
Debate  [Thibd  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [25th  April], 
'' That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  "  ..  .,   1570 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  **  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  ''this  House,  while  willing  to  consider  any  just  measure,  founded  upon 
sound  principles,  tiiat  will  benefit  tenants  of  land  in  Ireland,  is  of  opinion  tlusit 
the  leamng  provisions  of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  are  in  the  main  economically 
unsound,  unjust,  and  impolitic," — {Lord  Eleho,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  jproposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question:" — After  long  debate.  Moved,  ''That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned," — {Lord  John  Manners :) — Question  put: — ^The  House 
divided:  Ayes  263,  Noes  34;  Majority  229.— (Div.  List,  No.  190:)— 
Debate  adjourned  till  Thursday, 

MOTION. 

Pabliaubktaby  Oaths  (Motion  fob  Bux)    ..  ..  ..1618 

After  debate,  Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair," — 

{Mr.  Attorney  General)         . .  . .   1621 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Lord  Randolph  Churchill:) 

•o^tf otion  agr$$d  to  ;«-Del>ftto  (Hjfmrmd  till  Xlmreday. 
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ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


Alkali,  &c.  Works  Regulation  Bill  {LordB]  [BiU  119]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee     . .  . .  . .  . .   1629 

After  some  time  spent  therein.  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Thureday. 

MOTIONS. 

EXTRAOBDINAEY  TiTHB  EeXTT-ChARGES — MoTION  FOR  A  SELECT  COMMITTEE — 

Moved,  ''That  a  Select  Committee  bo  appointed  to  inquire  as  to  the  expediency  of 
abolishing  extraordinary  Tithe  Bent-charges,  and  providing  a  scheme  for  their  re- 
demption upon  equitable  terms ;  and  also  to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the  expe- 
diency of  providing  greater  facilities  for  the  redemption  of  ordinary  Tithes  upon 
equitable  terms/'— (ifr. /w<forM7»V?A:)   ..  ..  ..  ..    1660 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  ''  terms/'  in  line  3,  to 

the  end  of  the  Question, — (^Mr,  Oourtnei/,) 
Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question  :" — After  short  debate,  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be 

now  adjourned," — {Earl  Percy :) — Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Question,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Question,"  put,  and  negatived. 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Besolved,  That-  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  as  to  the  expediency  of 
abolishing  extraordinary  Tithe  Rent-charges,  and  providing  a  scheme  for  their  re- 
demption upon  equitable  terms. 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Order  (Birmingham)  BOl—Ordered  {Mr.  Hibbert, 

Mr.  JDodson);  preamUd,  and  read  the  first  time  [BiU  144]  . .  . .    1661 

Local  Government  (Gas)  Provisional  Order  ^yi—Ordered  {Mr.  mbbert,  Mr. 

Dodton) ;  preBenUd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  146]  . .  .  •    1651 


COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  MAT  3. 
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The  Magistracy  (Ireland) — CoxnrrY  Government — Questions,  Mr.  W. 

J.  Corbet;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  . .  . .  . .   1652 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — The  Pri- 
soners    UNDER    THE    AOT — SuPPLY     OF    NEWSPAPERS — QuOStionS,    Mr. 

Healy;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster        . .  . .  . .   1653 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — Mr.  Jasper 
Ttjlly,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act — Question,  Mr.  O'Kelly ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  . .  . .  . .  . .   1654 

Army — Royal  Hibernian  I^Iilitary  School,  Dublin — Questions,  Mr.  W. 

J.  Corbet,  Mr.  Gibson  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Childers  . ,  . .  1654 

Geological  Survey  of   Ireland — The  Re-Survey — Questions,   Mr.  W. 

J.Corbet,  Mr.  Dawson;  Answers,  1^.  Mundella  . .  . .   1655 

OowTAQious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act  —  Compensation  for  Compulsory 
Slaughter — Importation  of  Cattle — Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Mundella        . .  . .  . .   1656 

Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act — The  Pen-y-Graig  Explosion — Question, 

Mr.  Macdonald ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt  . ,  . .   1657 

Goal  Mines— The  Seaham  Explosion — Report  and  Evidence — Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Macdonald;  AoAwei;  Sir  WiUma  BfmQUrt  » •  §  §  1658 
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Statb   of   lBBLAin> — Conflict    near   Cloohbr — Verdict    of    **  Wilful 

Murder" — Quefitions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Callan;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster ;  Question,  Mr.  Healy;  [No  reply]  . .  . .   1658 

Ejectmekts   (lRELA2!a)) — NuMBER  OF  FAMILIES — Questions,   Mr.   Sexton  ; 

Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  . .  . .  . .   1660 

South  Africa — The  Transvaal  (Casualties) — Question,  Mr.  S.  Leighton  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Childers  ..  ..  :.   1661 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals) — Outbreak  of  Foot-and-Mouth  Disease 

AT  Newcastle — Question,  Mr.  Lowther;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  . .  1661 
France  and   Tunis — Occupation   of   Bizerta — Question,  Mr.  Montague 

Guest ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke      . .  . .  . .   1661 

Distress  (Ireland) — County  of  Galwat — Question,   Major  Nolan;   An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster     . .  . .  . .  . .   1662 

State    of  Ireland— Sheriffs*    Sale    at   Howth — Question,  Mr.  T.  P. 

O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster    ,.  ..  ..   1662 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — ^Arrest   of 

Mr.  Dillon  —  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  B.  Power;  Answers,  Mr. 

W.  E.  Forster;  Question,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor;  [No  reply]  . .    1668 

Monument  to  the  Right  Honourable  the  late  Earl  of  Beaconsfield 

— Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  . .   1665 

Tote   of    Thanks    for   the    Military    Operations    in    Afghanistan — 

Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Harting- 

ton  . .  . .  . .  . .  , .   1666 

• 

MOTIONS. 


Agricultural  Holdings  (Distress  for  Rent) — Resolution — 

Moved^  **  That,  ia  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  desirable  to  abolish  the  power  of 
levying  Distress  for  the  Rent  of  Agricultiiral  Holdings  in  England,  Wales,  and  Ire- 
land,"— (Mr.  BUnnerhassett)  .,  ,,  ..  ..    1665 

Fretious  Question  moved,  **  That  the  Original  Question  be  now  put," — 
{Mr.  H.  T.  Davenport:) — After  long  debate,  Previous  Question^  **That 
the  Original  Question  be  now  put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Parliament — Public  Business  (Half- past  Twelve  Rule) — Resolution — 
Standing  Order  relative  thereto  [18th  February,  1879]  read  . .    1706 

Moved,  **  That  this  Rule  shall  not  apply  to  the  Motion  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  nor  to 
any  Bill  which  has  passed  through  Committee  of  the  whole  House,*' — (Mr.  Monk,) 

Amendment  proposed,  to  insert  before  the  first  word  **  Bill,"  the  word 

** Government," — {Mr.  Robert  Fowler.) 
Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word  *  Government '  be  there  inserted  ;" — 

After  short  debate.  Moved ,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — 

{iSir  R.  Assheton  Cross  :) — After  further  short  debate.  Question  put,  and 

agreed  to : — Debate  adjourned  till  TJiursday. 

Customs  (Outport  Officers) — Resolution — 

Moved,  "  That  the  disadvantageous  position  in  which  Customs  Out-door  Officers  at  the 
Outports  are  placed,  in  respect  of  salary,  as  compared  with  Customs  Officers  of  the 
same  nink,  and  performing  the  same  dutius,  at  llondon  and  Liverpool,  is  unjust  to 
those  officers,  and  prejudicial  to  the  public  8or\nce," — (Mr.  Xoncood)  ..    1727 

After  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Coroners  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  73]— 

Select  Committee  nominated: — List  of  the  Committee         .  .  . .    1742 

Moved,  **  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 

records," — {Mr.  Mealy:) — Question  put: — The  House  divided;    Ayes 

16,  Noes  75 ;  Majority  60.— (Div.  List,  No.  192.) 

YOL.  COLX.     [thzbd  motiss.']  f   /  1 
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Coroners  (Ireland)  Bill — continued. 

Ordered^  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  CJommittee,  that  they  have  power  to  consider 
the  operation  of  the  Law  relating  to  Coroners  in  Ireland,  and,  if  they  shall  so  think  fit, 
to  amend  the  Bill  accordingly. 

Water  Provisional  Orders  BUXH—Ordered  {Mr.  AshUy^  Mr.  Chamberlain) ;  presented f 

and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  146]      ..  ..  ..  ..    1743 

Gas  Provisional  Orders  IJIJM— Ordered  {Mr.  Ashley ^  Mr.  Chamberlain) ;  presented^  and 

read  the  first  time  [Billl47]  ..  ..  ..  ..    1743 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  MAY  4. 

John  Dillon,  Esuuire — Letter  from  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  in- 
forming the  Speaker  of  the  arrest  of  Mr.  John  Dillon,  a  Member  of 
this  House,  under  the  Act  for  the  better  Protection  of  Person  and  Pro- 
perty in  Ireland  : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .  . .   1744 

QUESTIONS. 

Navy — Destbuotion  of  H.M.S.  "  Doterel  " — Questions,  Mr.  Gh>r8t,  Mr. 

Oarbutt ;  Answers,  Mr.  Trevelyan  . .  . .  , .   1746 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Wales)  Bill  [Bill  3]— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr,  Eobsrts)         . .  1748 
After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  163,  Noes  17; 

Majority  146.— (Div.  List,  No.  193.) 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Friday. 

Banking  Laws  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  46J— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Anderson)      . .   1779 
Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day  six  months," — {Mr. 

Robert  Fowler.) 
Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word  '  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question :" 

— After  debate,  Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn : — Bill 

withdrawn.  

Bivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention  Bill  [Zor(^#]— 

Movedy  "  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Rivera  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention  Bill 
do  consist  of  Nineteen  Members,"— (Afr.  Do^a/i)    ..  ..  ..    1799 

After  sliort  debate,  Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (i/r. 
A.  H.  Brown:) — Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Debate  adjourned  till 
To-morrow. 

Thames  River  (No-    2)   BiW.— Ordered  {Mr.  chamberlain,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley) ;  pre- 
sented, and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  148]  . .  . .  . .    1800 

LORDS,  THURSDAY,  MAY  6. 

Tab  LATft  Earl  of  Beaconsfield,    K.G.  —  Observations,  Earl  Ghranville, 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon  . .  . .  . .  1801 

Afghan  War — Vote  of  Thanks  for  the  Military   Operations  in  Af- 
ghanistan— Resolutions  {Earl  Granville)  . .  , ,  , .   1803 
After  short  debate,  Resolutions  agreed  to,  nemine  dissentiente. 
Ordered,  That  the  Lord  Chancellor  do  communicate  the  said  Resolutions  to  the  Vioeroy 
and  Governor-General  of  India,  and  that  his  Excellency  be  requested  to  oommuni- 
oate  the  same  to  the  several  Officers  referred  to  therein. 
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Poor    Law    (Ireland)    Bill— Arrears    of    Rent,    &c.— Questions,    Mr. 
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swers, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  . .  1834 
State  of  Ireland — Dublin — Question,  Mr.  Dawson ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster  ..  ..  ..    1838 

Land  Law  (Irel^ind)  Bill — Yearly  Tenants — Questions,  The  0*Donoghue, 

Dr.  Commins;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  . .   1838 

Parliament — Public  Business  (Half-past   Twelve  Rule) — Notice,  Mr. 

Monk  ;  Question,  Sir  John  Mowbray;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  . .   1839 

Parliament — Business  of  the   House — Proclamation  of  Co.  Dublin — 

The  Arrest   of  Mr.  Dillon — Question,  Mr.  Pamell ;   Answer,  Mr. 

Gladstone  . .  . .  . .   1839 

Arrest  of  Socialists  in  Austria — Question,  Mr.  J.  Cowen ;  Answer,  Sir 

William  Harcourt  . .   1840 

NOTICES, 

Monument  to  the  Right  Hon.   the   late   Earl  of  Beaconsfield,  K.G. 

— Notice  of  Motion,  Mr.  Gladstone  ..  ..  ..1841 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill — Notice  of  Amendment,  Mr.  Pamell  . .   1841 

MOTIONS. 


AFORAy  War— Vote  of  Thanks   for  the   Military  Operations  in  Af- 
ghanistan— Resolutions — 

Moved,  *'That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  bo  given  to  General  Sir  Frederick  Paul  Haines, 
G.C.B.,  G.C.S.I.,  C.I.E.,  Commander  in  Chief  in  India,  for  the  ability  and  judgment 
with  which  he  directed  the  recent  operations  from  September  1879  to  September 
lSSOmAfg)ianiBteLn"^{The  Marquess  of  Hartington)  ..  ..    1842 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  *'  this  House,  disapproving  of  the  Afghan  War  as  needless  and  unjust,  con- 
riders  it  inexpedient  to  return  Thanks  to  Officers  or  Soldiers  for  slaying  a  number 
of  people  with  whom  we  had  no  righteous  quarrel,  and  devastating  their  Country," — 
{Mr,  Mealy f) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Question:" — After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House 
divided;  Ayes  804,  Noes  20;  Majority  284.— (Div.  List,  No.  194.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to :  —  Other  Eesolutions  moved,  and 
agreed  to. 
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the  Borough  of  Knaresborough,  in  the  room  of  Sir  Henry  Meysey  Meysev-Thompson, 
whose  Election  has  been  declared  to  be  void/* — {Lord  Richard  Orotvenor)  . .    1870 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to. 


ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Land  Law  (Lreland)  Bill  [Bill  135]— Second  Eeadino.    Adjourited 
Debate.     [Fourth  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [25th  April],  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time :" — 
Question  again  proposed,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " — Debate  resumed  . .  . .   1872 

After  long  debate,  Moved,  '*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 
JUrrington  ;) — After  further  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : 
— Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill  [Bill  136]-— 

Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  **  That  the  Committee  on  this  Bill 
be  deferred," — {Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  . .  . .   1920 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Committee  deferred 
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India  Office  Auditor  (Superannuation)  Bill  [Bill  140]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,** — {The  Marquess  of 
Martington)     . .  . .  . .  . .  . .    1921 

After  short  debate.  Moved,  **That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 
higgar :) — After  further  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn  ;— 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Monday  next. 

MOTIONS. 

— •o.:o:*o' — 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (Brentford  Union,  ftc.)  Bill—^'^rMi 

{Mr,  Hibbert,  Mr.  Dodson) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  149]  . .    1925 

Customs  (Outport  Officers) — 

Select  Committee  appointed,  "  to  inquire  into  the  conditions  of  service  and  the  rates  of 
pay  of  the  Customs  Out-door  Officers  at  the  Outports,  with  power  to  send  for  persons, 
papers,  and  records,  and  to  report  to  this  House," — {Mr.  Norwood.) 

Post  Office  (Land)  Bill — Ordered  {Mr.  Fawcett,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) ;  presented, 

and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  160]      .,       '  . .  . .   1926 
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His  Imperial  Majesty  the  Emperor  of  All  the  Russias — H.R.I. H. 
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Supply — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

AOKIOULTUBAL  LaBOUEERS'    HABITATIONS   (IbELAND)— EeSOLUTION — 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *<  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  expedient  and  necessary  that  measures 
should  be  taken  in  the  present  Session  of  Parliament  to  improve  the  condition  of 
agricultural  labourers'  habitations  in  Ireland,*' — {Mr,  Callan,) — instead  thereof    . .    1967 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  :" — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived . 

Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  words  *  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  expedient  and  necessary  that 
measures  should  be  taken  in  the  present  Session  of  Parliament  to  improve  the  con- 
dition of  agricultural  labourers'  habitations  in  Ireland,*  be  there  added." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 

words  '4n  the  present  Session  of  Parliament," — {Mr.  William  Edward 

For  iter,) 
Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  proposed  Amendment:" — ^After  long  debate.  Question  put,  and 

negatived. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Supply — Resohedy  That  this  House  will  immediately  resolve  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  Supply: — Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :" — 

Affaiks  of  Greece — Resolution — Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "Her  Majesty's  Government,  by  their  encouragement  to  the  Greeks  to 
mobilise  their  army,  by  their  injustice  to  Turkey,  and  by  their  refusal  to  publicly 
advise  Greece  to  moderate  her  excessive  demands,  have  alienated  the  Mussulman 
feeling  of  the  East,  have  imposed  overwhelnung  burdens  upon  the  Greek  Nation, 
and  have  tended  to  disturb  the  peace  of  Europe,"^(irr.  Aahmead-Bartletty) — 
instead  thereof      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   2015 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  he  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :" — After  short  dehate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee : — Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next. 

Paell^mbntabt  Oaths  (Motion  for  Bill) — Adjouened  Debate — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [2nd  May], 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  for  Committee  on  the 
Parliamentary  Oaths  (Motion  for  Bill :) — Question  again  proposed     . .  2046 

Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till  Tuesday  next,  at  Two 
of  the  clock," — {Lord  Frederick  Cavendish.) 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  at  Two  of  the  clock," — 
{Mr.  Arthur  Balfour.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  '  at  Two  of  the  clock '  stand  part  of 
the  Question:" — After  debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided; 
Ayes  128,  Noes  122;  Majority  6.— (Div.  List,  No.  196.) 

Main  Question  proposed : — Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," 
— {Mr.  Eitehie:) — ^After  short  debate.  Question  put: — The  House 
divided;  Ayes  116  JNToea  127 ;  Majority  12.— (Div.  List,  No.  196.) 
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LORDS. 

SAT   FIEST. 
Thxtbsday,  May  5,  1881. 
The  Earl  of  Saint  Germans,  after  the  death  of  his  brother. 


COMMONS. 


NEW    WEITS    ISSUED. 

Feiday,  Apeil  1,  1881. 

For  Saint  Ives,  v.  Sir  Charles  Beed,  knight,  deceased. 

For  Northampton  Borough,  v.  Charles  Bradlaugh,  esquire,  who,  since  his 
election,  has  vacated  his  seat  in  Parlian^ent  by  sitting  and  voting  in  this 
House  without  having  taken  and  subscribed  the  oath  prescribed  by 
Law. 

Wednesday,  April  6. 

For  Sunderland,  v.  Sir  Henry  Marshman  Havelock-Allan,  baronet,  V.O.O.B., 
Chiltern  Hundreds. 

Friday,  April  8. 

For  Chester  County  (Western  Division),  v.  Sir  Philip  De  Malpas  Grey 
Egerton,  baronet,  deceased. 

Thursday,  May  5 

For  the  Borough  of  Knareshorough,  v.  Sir  Henry  Meysey  Meysey-Thompson, 
void  Election 

NEW    MEMBEES    SWORN. 

Monday,  Apeil  25. 

Saint  Ives — Charles  Campbell  Ross,  esquire. 

Chester  County  (Western  Division) — Henry  James  Tollemache,  esquire. 

Thuesday,  April  28. 
Sunderland— &a,m\xe\  Storey,  esquire. 
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Second  Session  of  the  Twenty-Second  Parliament  or  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Geeat  Britain  and  Ireland^ 
appointed  to  meet  29  apeil,  1880,  in  the  fo^lty-third 
Yeae  of   THE  Reign  of 

HEE  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA. 


FOUETH    VOLUME    OF    SESSION    1881. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Saturday,  26^A  March,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bill— First    Reading— 
ConfloUdated  Fund  (No.  2)  ♦. 

CSONSOLIDATED   FUND    (NO.    2)    BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons ;  read  1* ;  to  be 
read  2»  on  Monday  next ;  and  Standing  Order 
No.  XXXV.  to  be  considered  in  order  to  its 
being  dispensed  with. — {The  Earl  OranvUle.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Eleven 

o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 
Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Monday,  2Sth  March,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— PunLic  BiLL^Sieond  Reading — 
Committee  negatived — Third  Reading — Oon- 
tolidated  Fund  (No.  2),*  and  paeud. 

YOL.  OOLX.     [thibd  sxbisb.] 


landlord  and   TENANT   (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1870,  COM^nSSION  (THE  EARL  OF 
BESSBOROUGH'S)— THE  EVIDENCE. 
QTTESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  asked  the  Lord 
President  of  the  Council,  If  he  could  say 
when  the  remainder  of  the  evidence 
taken  by  the  **  Landlord  and  Tenant 
(Ireland)  Act,  1870,"  Commission  would 
be  circulated  ?  The  noble  Lord  ssdd, 
that  a  portion  of  the  Evidence  taken 
before  the  Commission  had  already  been 
circulated  ;  but,  in  his  opinion,  the  most 
important  portion — the  rebutting  Evi- 
dence— had  not  yet  been  published.  He 
considered  that  portion  of  the  Evidence 
most  valuable,  as  it  would  enable  their 
Lordships  to  judge  more  impartially  on 
the  whole  case.  The  Commission  was 
appointed  to  inquire  into  certain  griev- 
ances 'which  had  arisen  under  a  particu- 
lar state  of  the  law,  and  that  Commission 
went  round  the  country  and  took  Evi- 
dence in  all  towns.  That  course  was  a 
great  advantage,  because  it  gave  an 
opportunity  to  every  person  who  had  a 
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g^evance  to  come  before  the  Commission 
and  have  the  matter  fully  inquired  into. 
But  he  wished  to  remark  there  was  also 
a  great  disadvantage  accompanying  this 
method  of  procedure,  for  when  certain 
Commissioners  went  into  particular  dis- 
tricts there  was  a  natural  tendency  on 
the  part  of  people  to  air  their  grievances 
in  a  manner  which  frequently  involved 
charges  against  individuals.  Of  course, 
an  opportunity  was  afforded  to  those 
individuals  to  rebut  the  charges  made 
against  them  by  any  statements  which 
they  might  wish  to  make  ;  but  the  con- 
sideration he  wished  particularly  to  call 
their  Lordships'  attention  to  was  that  it 
was  impossible  for  their  Lordships  and 
the  public  to  arrive  at  a  fair  conclusion 
as  to  the  true  state  of  affairs  in  regard 
to  the  questions  inquired  into  by  the 
Commissioners  until  they  had  both  sides 
before  them.  He  trusted  that  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Spencer)  would  be  enabled 
to  hold  out  a  hope  that  the  remainder 
of  the  Evidence  taken  before  the  Com- 
mission would  soon  be  published. 

The  Earl  of  DONOUGHMOEE  ex- 
pressed a  hope  that  an  index  to  the  Ee- 
port  and  Evidence  would  be  furnished 
with  the  remainder  of  the  Evidence. 

Earl  SPENCER:  With  regard  to 
what  my  noble  Friend  opposite  has  just 
said,  I  cannot  answer  the  Question  now 
as  to  whether  there  will  be  an  index 
presented  with  the  volume  of  Evidence 
which  is  shortly  to  be  issued  from  Dub- 
lin ;  but  I  will  take  care  to  inquire  into 
the  question.  It  would,  no  doubt,  be 
convenient  to  those  wishing  to  study  the 
Evidence  that  an  index  should  be  added 
to  the  volume.  With  regard  to  the 
Question  of  my  noble  Friend  behind  me 
(Lord  Monteagle),  the  matter  is  now  in 
the  hands  of  the  printer  in  Dublin,  who 
has  been  urged  to  forward  it  as  rapidly 
as  possible.  I  understand  that  the  re- 
maining volume  will  be  despatched  from 
Dublin  on  the  31st  instant,  and  he  thinks 
it  possible  it  may  be  ready  before  that 
time. 

Lord  DUNSANY  thought  it  would 
not  be  inconvenient  if  he  said  a  few 
words  on  the  constitution  of  the  Com- 
mission itself.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
when  the  Boyal  Commission  was  ap- 
pointed Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
no  intention  of  mcJsing  it  an  unfair  or 
a  one-sided  Commission ;  but  he  would 
say  that  if  it  had  been  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  procure  a 
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Court  which  might  seem  to  support  the 
views  of  the  Land  League,  they  could 
not  have  more  efficiently  and  acutely 
selected  the  Commission.  The  Nobleman 
who  was  Chairman  of  the  Commission 
was,  it  was  true,  the  owner  of  a  large 
estate  in  Ireland,  which  had  always 
been  remarkable  for  its  good  manage- 
ment ;  but  the  noble  Chairman  was  very 
largely  interested  in  land  in  Ireland. 
He  seemed  to  approve  of  views  which 
closely  approached  confiscation.  The 
next  Commissioner  was  the  Leader  of 
the  Home  Bule  Party — or,  rather,  the 
late  Leader — and  another  Home  Buler 
was  also  selected  on  the  Commission ; 
and  then  there  was  an  Irish  lawyer, 
who,  he  believed,  owed  his  first  advance- 
ment for  the  part  which  he  had  taken  in 
anti -landlord  agitation.  A  sop  in  the 
pan  was  given  in  the  fifth  and  last 
Commissioner,  who  was  a  Conservative, 
making  the  constitution  of  the  Commis- 
sion four  to  one  against  the  interests  of 
the  landlords.  The  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mission also  displayed  strong  political 
animus ;  and  he  was  really  astonished 
to  read  in  the  Beport  the  moderation 
of  the  witnesses  commended,  although 
many  of  the  witnesses  advocated  con- 
fiscation. 

CONSOLIDATED   FtrND   (nO.    2)   BILL. 

Read  2*  (according  to  order) ;  Committee 
negatived :  Then  Standing  Order  No.  XXXV. 
considered  (according  to  order),  and  dispensed 
with :  Bill  read  3*,  and  passed. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Five 

o'clock,  till  Two-morrow,  half 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  2Sih  March,  1881. 


MINUTES.]  —  Public  Bills— Ordered—First 
Heading— AgnoultuT9l  Holdings  Act  (1876) 
Amendment  ♦  [127]. 

Second  Heading  —  Inclosure  Provisional  Orders 
(Scotton  and  Ferry  Common)  •  [116] :  Inclo- 
sure Provisional  Orders  (Wibsey  Slack  and 
Low  Moor  Commons)  ♦  [114] ;  Army  Disci- 
pline and  Begulation  (Annual)  *  [123]. 

CommittM^Bsport-^LotaoB  [108]. 


T!>t  CivH  Sm-vfet— 

QrTSSTIONS. 


THE  PAEKS  (METHOPOLI8)-8T. 
JAMES'S  PARK. 

Uh.  W.  H.  JAMES  asked  the  First 
Oommiuioner  of  Works,  If  he  can  state 
the  reasona  for  the  inolosure  of  a  piece 
of  ground  in  St.  Jamee'e  Park,  between 
Spring  Gardens  and  Oarlton  House  Tet- 
race ;  and,  whether,  if  there  is  any  ob- 
jection to  the  remoTal  of  the  tailings, 
there  is  any  ground  why  access  within 
them  should  not  be  given  to  the  public? 

Ma.  8HAW  LEFEVEE:  Sir,  the  plot 
of  land  to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers 
ha«  always  been  inclosed  by  iron  rails, 
because,  I  believe,  it  lies  near  the  en- 
trance to  the  Park,  and  if  the  grass 
were  trampled  down  it  would  be  a  dis- 
figurement to  the  Park.  It  Tould  not 
be  desirable  to  remove  the  fences  ;  but 
I  have  given  directions  that  a  gate  shall 
be  opened  in  the  summer  time,  when 
people  may  care  to  ait  under  the  trees 
there. 


POOR  LAW  (ENGLAND)— THE  OLDHAM 
GUARDIAN8-CATH0UC  CHILDEEN. 
Mb.  BELLINQHAM  asked  the  Pre- 
ddeut  of  the  Local  Oovemment  Board, 
Whether  fais  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  a  statement  in  tlie  papers  that  the 
Oldham  guardians  have  refused  to  allow 
Oatholio  children  to  attend  any  other 
place  of  worship  than  the  Church  of 
England  ;  whether  such  a  statement  be 
true;  and,  if  so,  whether  such  a  course 
of  proceeding  is  justiSable  ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  can  take  any  steps  in  the  matter; 
and,  whether  it  is  a  fact  that  a  large  pro- 
portion of  this  body  were  Badicals  and 
Liberals? 

Mb.  PODSON:  Sir,  there  has  been 
no  correspondence  on  the  subject,  and 
I  can  give  no  information  in  regard  to 
it.  I  will,  however,  request  the  Inapee- 
tor  of  the  district  to  take  an  early  oppor- 
tunity of  visiting  the  Union  and  ascer- 
taining the  facts  of  the  case.  I  did  not 
hear  tLe  last  part  of  the  Question. 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IHELAND)— 
MODEL  SCHOOia. 
Mb.  BIOOAB  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lisutcnant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  has  any  objection  to  explain 
yihj,  in  their  leoent  imports,  the  Oom- 
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missionen  of  National  Education  have 
not  stated  the  average  yearly  attendance 
at  each  department  of  theModel  Schools; 
whether  more  detailed  information  on 
this  point  will  be  given  in  the  report 
for  1880;  and,  whether  he  can  state  how 
many  Model  School  departments  had  an 
average  attendance  of  thirty,  or  under, 
during  the  years  1878,  1879,  and  1880, 
and  how  many  of  these  departments 
had  the  benefit  of  assistant  teachers? 

Mk.  W.  E.  FOBSTEE:  Sir,  the  reason 
why  the  Commissioners  of  National  Edu- 
cation have  not  given  the  statistics  re- 
ferred  to  is  on  account  of  the  expense  of 
pubUshing  such  minute  details.  They 
have,  however,  decided  to  give  them 
trionnially,  and  the  Keport  for  IB60  will 
contain  them.  The  hon.  Member  will 
find  in  that  Report  that  in  the  year  1878 
there  were  eight  school  departments, 
with  an  average  attendance  of  30  or 
under,  four  of  which  had  assistant 
teachers  ;  that  in  1879  there  were  et^ht 
departments,  three  of  which  had  aasiet- 
aut  teachers,  and  that  in  1880  there 
wore  seven  departments,  three  of  which 
had  assistant  teachers.  These  assistant 
teachers  will  be  transferred  to  other 
schools  as  vacancies  ooour,  and  we  hope 
they  will  disappear  altogether  from  the 
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Mb.  JOHN  HOLLOND  aaked  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  To 
what  officer  of  the  Crown  the  scheme 
known  as  "The  Flayfair  Scheme"  of 
re-organisation  has  been  applied,  and 
whether  it  is  intended  tu  apply  it  to  all 
offices ;  whether  the  Treasury  ia  pre- 
pared to  grant  special  allowances,  under 
section  7  of  the  Superannuation  Act  (32 
Yic.  c.  26),  to  all  persons  willing  to  re- 
tire from  office  in  order  that  the  scheme 
in  question  may  be  applied  ;  and,  whe- 
ther, in  oSices  in  which  clerks  of  obsolete 
establishments  remain  unabsorbed,  steps 
have  been  taken  to  secure  to  lower  divi- 
sion clerks  the  advantages  of  duty  pay 
held  out  to  them  in  the  16th  Clause  of 
the  Order  in  Council  of  the  12th  of  Feb- 
ruary 1870? 

LoBD  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  adequately 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member  without  ask- 
ing the  House  to  allow  me  to  exceed, 
in  some  degree,  the  usual  limits  of  an 
B  2 
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answer.     I  should  explain ,  first  of  all, 
that  the  Plajfair  Scheme  had  its  origin 
in  the  Eeport  of  a  Departmental  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry,   appointed  in  1874, 
which  the  present  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees presided  over  ;  but  that  the  Re- 
port of  this,  as  of  all  similar  Commit- 
tees, amounted  to  no  more  than  a  re- 
commendation which  the  Government  of 
the  day   might  or  might  not,   in  the 
exercise  of  its  discretion,  adopt.     A  re- 
ference to  the  Order  in  Council  of  Feb- 
ruary   12,    1876,    will    show    my  hon. 
Friend  the  extent  to  which  the  Playfair 
Scheme  has  been  adopted  by  the  Go- 
vernment.   Effect  was  given  to  so  much 
only  of  the  Report  as  provided  for  the 
introduction  of  a  lower  division  into  the 
Civil  Service ;  and  if  hon.  Members  will 
refer  to  the  Civil  Service  Establishment 
Estimates,  they  will  find  that  clerks  in 
the  Lower  Division  have  been  largely 
adopted  throughout  the  Service  ;  and  I 
may  add  that  the  Treasury  is  constantly 
being  called  upon  to  further  the  gradual 
re-organization  of  Offices  on  that  basis. 
With  respect  to  the  Upper  Division,  the 
Government  regard  the  Playfair  Scheme 
as  one  way  among  several  in  which  such 
a  division  may  be  formed;  but  they  have 
not  adopted  it  as  the  sole  way  of  form- 
ing such  a  division.   With  regard  to  the 
second  part  of  the  Question,  the  Treasury 
is  certainly  not  prepared  to  commit  it- 
self in  unqualified  terms  to  grant  special 
allowances  to  all  persons  willing  to  re- 
tire fix)m  office  in  order  that  the  scheme 
in  question  may  be  applied.    Each  case 
of  the  kind  must  be  judged  on  its  own 
merits,  and  the  test  applied  to  them 
must  be  the  promise  which  they  seve- 
rally afford  of  increased  economy  and 
efficiency  in  the  particular  Office  under 
consideration.    Until  this  point  is  settled 
in  each  case,  no  question  about  special 
allowances  to  individuals  can  arise.  With 
regard  to  the  last  part  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question.  I  presume  he  refers  to 
Offices  in  which  clerks  of  some  existing 
scale,  which  allows  salaries  above  those 
of  the  Lower  Division,  have  been  per- 
mitted to  remain  on  their  actual  scale 
of  pay  until  they  retire.     In  such  cases, 
wherever  it  is  possible,  the  clerks  on  the 
old  and  higher  scale  of  pay  are  required 
to  perform  the  duties  which  might  other- 
wise be  allotted  to  Lower  Division  clerks 
with  duty  pay.      It  is  evident  that  in 
such  cases  the  same  duties  would   be 
paid  for  twice  over,  if  this  last  part  of 
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the  hon.  Member's  Question  were  an- 
swered in  the  affirmative ;  and  I  must 
observe  that,  apart  from  the  actual  per- 
formance of  duties  which  exceed  those 
covered  by  the  ordinary  scale  of  the 
Lower  Division,  no  clerk  of  that  Division 
has  any  claim  whatever  to  duty  pay. 
The  Report  of  the  Committee  is  in  no 
point  more  decided  than  in  the  distinc- 
tion which  it  draws  between  those  periodi- 
cal payments  which  are  personal  to  the 
clerk  and  those  extra  payments,  called 
duty  pay,  which  are  attached  to  certain 
duties,  and  accrue  only  to  the  Lower 
Division  clerk  who  is  called  upon  to  per- 
form and  who  actually  performs  them. 

THE  BERLIN  CONFERENCE  —  THE 
FRENCH  AT  TUNIS. 

Mb.  RYLANDS  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  statements  which  have  recently  ap- 
peared in  the  press  to  the  effect  that  at 
the  time  of  the  Berlin  Conference  it  was 
distinctly  stipulated  by  M.  Waddington, 
and  agreed  to  by  Lord  Beaconsfield  and 
Lord  Salisbury,  that  the  price  which 
England  would  pay  for  the  occupation 
of  Cyprus  would  be  the  concession  to 
France  of  full  and  free  leave,  so  far  as 
England  was  concerned,  to  establish  her- 
self permanently  at  Tunis  whenever  it 
seemed  good  to  her  to  do  so ;  and  that 
documents  irretrievably  committing  the 
late  Government  on  the  subject  of  Tunis 
exist  in  the  archives  of  the  French 
Foreign  Office  ;  and,  whether  he  can 
give  the  House  any  information  in  re- 
gard to  these  statements  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir,  I 
am,  of  course,  unable  to  say  what  docu- 
ments may  exist  in  the  archives  of  the 
French  Foreign  Office.  Some  conversa- 
tions took  place  at  the  time  of  the  Con- 
gress of  Berlin  between  Lord  Salisbury 
and  M.  Waddington,  in  which  the  posi- 
tion of  France  towards  Tunis  was  men- 
tioned ;  but  Lord  Salisbury  demurred  to 
the  construction  which  was  put  upon  his 
words,  and  I  do  not  think  that  it  would 
be  wise  to  re-open  the  subject. 

Mr.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  asked.  If 
the  hon.  Baronet  would  state  whether 
there  was  any  letter  from  the  Foreign 
Minister  of  France  to  the  late  Govern- 
ment, detailing  an  account  of  the  con- 
versation which  took  place  between  him 
and  Lord  Salisbury  \  and,  if  so,  whether 
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the  hon.  Baronet  would  lay  it  on  the 
Table  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  There 
are  a  considerable  number  of  despatches 
on  the  subject ;  but  I  am  very  doubtful 
whether  it  would  be  desirable  to  lay 
them  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

ARMY  DISCIPLINE  AND  REGULATION 
(ANNUAL)  BILL—SUMMARY  PUNISH- 
MENTS—THE 4th  clause. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  who  had 
given  Notice  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether,  before  the  Second 
Readingof  the  Army  Discipline  and  Regu- 
lation (Annual)  BiU,  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  a  Copy  of  the  Rules 
to  be  made  by  him  with  respect  to  sum- 
mary punishment  under  the  4th  Clause, 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Rules,  as 
printed  this  morning,  were  the  final 
Kules  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  observed,  that  no 
Notice  had  been  given  of  the  latter 
Question.  The  Secretary  of  State  had 
power  to  make  Rules  from  time  to  time; 
but  for  the  present  the  Rules,  as  pub- 
lished, were  final. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  — PRI- 
SONERS IN  KILMAINHAM  GAOL. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  writ  for  rent  served  on 
Mr.  Patrick  Fury,  in  Kilmainham  Prison, 
on  the  16th  instant,  was  served  in  the 
ordinary  visiting  cell  of  the  prison ;  and, 
if  so,  how  the  person  who  served  the 
writ  contrived  to  pass  it  through  the 
pair  of  iron  gratings,  separated  from 
each  other  by  a  space  of  several  feet, 
which  stand  between  the  visitor  and  the 
prisoner ;  if  the  writ  was  not  served  in 
the  visiting  cell,  then  where,  and  in  what 
manner,  it  was  served  ;  whether  facilities 
denied  to  ordinary  visitors  were  afforded 
to  the  person  who  came  to  serve  the 
writ;  and,  whether  it  is  to  be  under- 
stood that  landlords,  whose  .tenants,  un- 
convicted of  any  offence,  are  confined  in 
Kilmainham  Prison,  will  be  enabled  by 
the  Government  to  push  forward  pro- 
cesses of  eviction,  while  the  tenants  are 
prevented,  by  the  fact  of  their  imprison- 
ment, from  acting  in  defence  ox  their 
own  interests  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEB:  Sir,  facilities 
were  given  for  the  service  of  the  writ  in 


question,  and  it  was  served  in  the  ordi« 
nary  way.  The  Government  do  not  think 
that  a  man  should  be  safe  from  the  ser- 
vice of  a  notice  for  the  non-payment  of 
rent  because  he  has  been  taken  up  on  a 
warrant  under  the  recent  Act ;  nor  do 
they  think  that  any  additional  facilities 
should  be  given  for  obtaining  the  pay- 
ment of  rent.  At  the  same  time,  they 
wish,  as  far  as  possible,  to  prevent  his 
suffering  in  any  civil  case  in  which  he  has 
taken  action  against  any  other  person. 

SOUTH  "AFRICA— BASTTTOLAND 
(NEGOTIATIONS). 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he  can  state  to 
the  House  whether  any  information  has 
been  received  as  to  any  modification  of 
the  terms  of  peace  to  be  offered  to  the 
Basutos  by  the  Cape  Government  ? 

Sir  WILFEID  LAWSON  asked, 
Whether  any  information  had  been  re- 
ceived as  to  the  reported  six  fours'  fight- 
ing, in  which  General  Carrington  was 
said  to  have  been  wounded  ? 

Mr.  GEANT  duff  :  Sir,  my  hon. 
Friend  will,  perhaps,  allow  me  to  answer 
his  Question,  and  to  tell  him  that  we 
have  received  no  information  upon  that 
subject ;  but  Sir  Hercules  Eobinson  has 
told  us  that  he  has  again  urged  Lero- 
thodi  to  place  himself  unreservedly  in 
his  hands.  As  to  the  reported  fighting, 
I  believe  the  telegram  to  be  correct. 

AFGHANISTAN— CANDAHAR  (POLITI- 
CAL  AFFAIRS). 

Sir  HENEY  TYLEE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  If  he  will  be 
good  enough  to  state  the  amount  of 
military  force  with  which  he  expects  the 
Ameer  of  Cabul,  Abdul  Eahman,  will 
occupy  Caudahar  and  Southern  Afghan- 
istan on  the  withdrawal  of  the  British 
troops  ? 

Mr.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  true,  as 
stated  in  the  **  Times  "  of  that  morning, 
that  General  Hume,  commanding  at  Can- 
dahar,  refused  to  leave  it  on  sanitary 
and  humane  grounds,  and  whether  any 
special  arrangements  have  been  made  to 
secure  the  health  of  the  troops  marching 
at  this  season  of  the  year,  now  that  the 
Government  have  ordered  their  imme- 
diate withdrawal  from  Candahar  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Sir,  the  information  which  has  been  re<* 
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^eived,  and  which  was  communicated  to 
the  House  last  week,  was  to  the  effect 
that  4,000  Infantry  and  1,000  Cavalry 
had  left  Oabul  for  Candahar.  I  am  not 
aware  whether  this  force  is  to  be  fol- 
lowed by  any  larger  one,  or  what  are 
the  numbers  of  the  forces  to  be  collected 
locally  at  Candahar.  As  to  time,  it  is 
believed  that  the  Cavalry  would  reach 
Candahar  in  about  1 2  days  from  the  date 
of  their  departure  from  Cabul ;  I  do  not 
recollect  what  the  date  was.  It  was  ex- 
pected that  the  Infantry  would  reach 
Cabul  four  days  after  the  Cavalry.  I 
have  received  no  information  whatever 
which  corroborates  the  statement  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow). 

NAVY— QUARTERMASTERS  OF   ROYAL 

MARINES. 

Me.  G0R6T  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
Quartermas^rs  of  the  Hoyal  Marines 
are  not  eligible  for  Greenwich  Hospital 
Pensions,  either  as  men  or  officers ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  their  case  will  be  con- 
sidered by  the  Committee  recently  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  Naval  and  Green- 
wich Hospital  Pensions  ? 

Mr.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  quarter- 
masters of  Royal  Marines  are  not  eli- 
gible for  Greenwich  Hospital  pensions  as 
officers  or  as  men.  Receiving  as  they  do 
10#.  a-day  retirement,  they  are  not  fitted 
to  be  recipients  of  the  5rf.  and  9d,  a-day  age 
pension,  and  no  officer's  pension  has  been 
allotted  to  their  class,  the  fact  being,  I 
suppose,  that  their  well-deserved  pro- 
motion has  placed  them  in  a  better  posi- 
tion as  compared  with  that  in  which  they 
entered  the  Service  than  is  the  case  with 
any  other  class  of  officers  in  the  Navy. 
Their  case  does  not  come  within  the 
Bcope  of  the  Pensions  Committee. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND;— LEGAL 
PROCEEDINGS  OF  LANDLORDS. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  o 
Ireland,  Whether  many  Irish  landlords 
have,  in  their  legal  proceedings  against 
their  tenants,  resorted  to  the  Superior 
Courts  instead  of  to  the  Courts  of 
Quarter  Sessions;  and,  if  he  will  be 
willing  to  produce  periodical  Returns  of 
the  number  of  Writs  issued  out  of  the 
Inferior  Courts  in  such  cases,  where,  at 
muoh  less  cost  to  the  defendants,  pro- 
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ceedings  might  have  been  taken  in  the 
local  Courts  r 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Sir,  if  the 
hon.  Member  will  refer  to  the  Returns 
No.  40  and  No.  93,  presented  on  the 
28th  of  January  and  21st  of  February 
last,  he  will  find  the  answer  to  the  Ques- 
tion. These  Returns  show  that  not 
many  Irish  landlords  have  resorted  to 
the  Superior  Courts  for  proceedings 
against  their  tenants.  It  appears  from 
the  first  of  the  Returns  to  wnich  I  have 
referred  that  the  number  of  judgments 
entered  up  in  the  High  Court  of  Justice 
for  non-payment  of  rent  during  the  eight 
months  preceding  the  3 1st  of  August 
was  56,  as  against  674  decrees  in  the  In- 
ferior Courts,  in  the  Michaelmas  Session 
alone,  and  that  there  were  19  judgments 
in  the  Superior  Courts  between  the  let 
of  January  and  the  1st  of  September,  as 
against  506  in  the  Lower  Courts. 

ARMY  RE-ORGANIZATION— DISTIN- 
GUISHED SERVICE  PENSIONS. 

Captain  O'SHEA  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether,  under  the 
reorganisation  scheme,  general  officers 
who  are  in  receipt  of  distinguished  ser- 
vice pensions  will  lose  them  on  com- 
pulsory retirement,  and  will  retain  no 
advantage  over  officers  who  have  not 
received  those  rewards  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend  I  have  to  remind  him  that, 
under  the  present  system,  a  general 
officer,  on  appointment  to  the  o(uonelcy 
of  a  regiment,  is  obliged  to  give  up 
his  good-service  reward ;  and  I  see  no 
reason  why  he  should  not  do  so  when, 
under  the  new  system,  he  is  retired  on  a 
pension.  I  could  not  consent  to  make 
so  great  an  addition  to  the  charge  for 
general  officers  as  my  hon.  Friend's 
suggestion  would  involve.  I  may  re- 
mind him  that  all  present  general  officers 
will  be  allowed  the  option  of  the  present 
or  the  future  system  in  respect  of  half- 
pay  and  retired  pay. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1870,  COMMISSION  (THE  EARL 
OF  BESSBOROUGH'S)  —  THE  EVI- 
DENCE. 

Sir  HERVEY  BRUCE  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Having  regard  to  the  serious 
charges  made  against  many  persons  in 
the  first  volume  of  the  Evidence  giyen 
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warded  by  the  Governor  General  from 
the  Privy  Council  of  Canada,  sympa- 
thising with  Irish  distress,  and  desiring 
to  co-operate  for  its  relief;  if  it  be  the 
fact  that  the  measure  offered  by  Canada 
is,  that  the  Imperial  Government  should 
subsidise  an  emigration  scheme  that  is 
to  cost  £80  per  family,  while  Canada  is 
to  get  the  benefit  of  the  new  labour,  but 
to  bear  no  part  of  the  pecuniary  cost, 
and  do  nothing  beyond  what  she  now 
does  for  all  other  immigrants  ;  if  it  be  the 
fact  that  part  of  the  British  Government 
subsidy  would,  under  the  scheme,  be  ap- 
plied in  paying  the  Canadian  Govern- 
ment a  patent  fee  of  £2  for  each  grant 
of  land,  while  that  land  was  ceded  to 
Canada  by  Britain  free  ;  and,  if  the  fore- 
goingallegations  are  well  founded,  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  will,  in 
any  negotiations  that  may  follow,  pro- 
pose a  more  equal  arrangement? 

Me.  GEANT  duff  :  Sfr,  in  reply  to 
my  hon.  Friend's  first  Question,  I  have 
to  say  that  the  Governor  Gdfceral  of  the 
Dominion  has  been  informed  that  the 
matter  has  been  referred  to  the  Irish 
Government.  In  reply  to  his  second 
and  third  Questions,  I  have  to  say  that, 
as  I  read  the  despatch,  the  offer  of  the 
Dominion  Government  is  a  very  much 
more  liberal  one  than  he  supposes.  In 
reply  to  his  fourth  Question,  I  have  to 
say  that  I  make  no  doubt  that,  if  further 
negotiations  take  place.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  be  as  desirous  as  I  am 
sure  that  the  Dominion  Government  will 
be  that  the  arrangements  made  should 
be  fair  to  all  parties. 

ARMY    RE-ORGANIZATION   (AUXI- 
LIARY FORCES)— PROMOTION 
IN  THE  MILITIA. 

Mb.  DALEYMPLE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  pro 
motion  in  the  Militia  regiments,  which 
will  now  be  the  3rd  and  4th  battalions 
of  the  Territorial  Eeffiment,  is  to  be  in 
the  battalion  in  which  the  vacancy  oc- 
curs, or  whether  officers  may  be  liable  to 
be  promoted  out  of  their  own  battalion 
into  the  other  Militia  battalion  of  the 
Territorial  Eegiment  ? 

Mr.  OHILDEES  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say  that  I  had 
not  intended  to  disturb  the  rule  of  pro- 
motion in  Militia  battalions ;  but  I  am 
much  obliged  to  him  for  his  suggestioni 
whioh  wo  will  consider. 


before  Lord  Bessborough's  Commission, 
when  the  second  volume,  which  it  is 
understood  will  contain  contradictions 
and  explanations,  will  be  printed  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  :  Sir,  I  am  as 
anxious  as  anyone  can  be  to  get  the 
second  volume  of  Evidence  out  as  soon 
as  possible,  and  I  have  done  all  I  could 
with  that  object;  but  the  matter  rests 
with  the  printer  in  Dublin.  He  promises 
that  the  volume  will  be  completed  and 
ready  to  be  despatched  from  Dublin 
next  Thursday.  Of  course,  it  will  be 
circulated,  immediately  on  the  receipt  of 
it,  at  the  Stationery  Office  here. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  when  the  index  would  be 
issued  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  EOESTEE  said,  he  hoped 
the  index  would  be  out  soon;  but  he 
could  not  say  exactly  when.  A  digest 
of  the  evidence  of  each  witness  was 
published  in  the  second  volume. 

MERCANTILE     MARINE  —  TRAWLERS' 
LIGHTS'  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  the  event 
of  the  Motion  of  the  honourable  Member 
for  Norfolk,  with  regard  to  trawler's 
lights,  being  again  postponed  in  conse- 
quence of  the  urgency  of  Government 
Business,  the  Government  will  under- 
take that  no  steps  shall  be  taken  towards 
carrying  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
Departmental  Committee  on  trawler's 
lights,  which  is  at  direct  variance  with 
the  Eeport  of  the  Select  Committee  ap- 
pointed last  Session,  and  the  evidence 
given  before  it,  until  the  House  has  had 
an  opportunity  of  fully  discussing  the 
Question  ? 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY,  in  replv, 
said,  that  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
delay  as  long  as  possible  acting  on  the 
Eeport  of  the  Committee,  in  order  to 
allow  the  Motion  to  be  previously  dis- 
cussed in  the  House ;  but  they  could  not 
do  so  indefinitely,  as  the  regulations  had 
to  be  published  a  certain  time  before  they 
could  be  acted  upon. 

DOMINION  OF  CANADA— IRISH 
EMIGRATION. 

Mr.  ANDEESON  asked  the  Under 
SecretazT  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If 
any  remjr  has  been  sent  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Grovemment  to  a  message  fbr- 
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CONFERENCE  AT  BERLIN— GREEK  IN. 
HABITANTS  OF  CEDED  TURKISH 
PROVINCES. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  in  making  or 
sanctioning  any  proposals  for  annexing 
of  portions  of  Turkish  territory  to  Greece, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  taken 
any  steps  to  ascertain  whether  such  an- 
nexation will  be  acceptable  to  the  popu- 
lation of  the  districts  proposed  to  be  thus 
ceded ;  if  so,  what  is  the  nature  of  such 
steps,  and  whether  the  Correspondence 
detailing  them  can  be  laid  upon  the 
Table ;  and,  whether  the  text  of  the 
Petitions  addressed  to  the  Conference  of 
Berlin  by  the  inhabitants  of  several  dis- 
tricts in  Albania  and  Thessaly  can  be 
presented  to  Parliament? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  taken 
steps  to  ascertain  the  feeling  of  the 
population  in  the  territory  proposed  to 
be  ceded.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  every  reason  to  believe  that  the 
Christian  population,  which  in  the  terri- 
tory which  was  the  subject  of  the  pro- 
posals of  Berlin  amounted  to  six-sevenths 
of  the  whole,  and  which  in  Thessaly 
alone  formed  a  much  larger  proportion, 
is  unanimously  in  favour  of  annexation  ; 
and  Her  Majesty's  Government  hope 
that  any  Mussulmans  who  may  be  trans- 
ferred to  Greek  rule  will  enjoy  better 
security  for  life  and  property  than  at 
present,  and  will  receive  those  ample 
guarantees  in  regard  to  their  religion 
and  their  civil  and  political  rights  which 
were  stipulated  for  by  Lord  Odo  Russell 
at  the  ^fth  meeting  of  the  Conference  at 
Berlin.  The  Petitions  addressed  to  the 
Conference  were  not  sent  to  the  respec- 
tive Governments;  but  their  titles  and 
purport  are  printed  with  the  Protocols 
in  the  Parliamentary  Papers,  Greece, 
No.  3,  1880. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHLLL 
asked  the  hon.  Baronet  whether  fur- 
ther Papers  would  be  published  before 
Easter  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir,  I 
think  it  highly  improbable  that  Papers 
upon  the  subject  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table  before  Easter.  It  is  the  desire  of 
all  the  Ambassadors  now  at  Constanti- 
nople that  the  strictest  secrecy  shall  be 
observed  with  regard  to  their  proceed- 
ings. 


CUSTOMS  RE-ORGANIZATION— CUS- 
TOMS CLERKS  (LIVERPOOL). 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Treasury  have  yet  arrived  at  any 
decision  in  reference  to  the  memorial 
from  the  Liverpool  Customs  Clerks, 
dated  last  May,  asking  the  equality, 
hitherto  allowed,  with  clerks  performing 
analogous  duties  in  London ;  and,  if  so, 
in  what  manner  it  is  intended  to  improve 
the  recent  classification  which  has  en- 
tirely failed  to  give  satisfaction  to  the 
clerks  of  the  second  class,  who  complain 
that,  whereas  the  clerks  in  London  and 
other  outports  were  materially  benefited 
by  the  re-organisation,  not  a  single  case 
of  promotion  was  effected  by  it  at  Liver- 
pool? 

I^RD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  I  must  say,  in  the  first  place,  that 
although  the  re-organization    did   not 
give  any  immediate  promotion  to  the 
clerks  at  Liverpool,  I  cannot  admit  that 
they  received  no  benefit  by  it.    I  should 
be  prepared  to  give  the  details  on  which 
this  opinion  is  founded ;  but  it  would  be 
difficult  to  make  scales  of  salary  intelli- 
gible within  the  limits   of  an  answer. 
With  regard  to  the  Memorial,  I  find  that 
the  reply  of  the  Treasury  was,  by  some 
inadvertence,  not  communicated  to  the 
memorialists  by  the  Board  of  Customs. 
Upon  the  application  of  the  memorialists 
for  the  transmission  of  their  Memorial 
to  the  Treasury,   they  were  informed 
that  it  was  proposed  in  future,  instead 
of  confining  promotion  to  the  limits  of 
their  own  establishment,  to  make  the 
second-class  clerks  at  Liverpool  eligible 
for  advancement  to  higher  posts  at  the 
outports  generally,  and  the  second-class 
clerks   at    other    outports   eligible    for 
first-class  clerkships  at  Liverpool.     The 
chances  of  promotion  were  thus,  to  a 
great  extent,  equalized  throughout  the 
service;    and  the  Treasury    expressed 
their  satisfaction  with  the  arrangements, 
by  which  they  considered  that  the  com- 
plaints of  the  memorialists  were  ade- 
quately met.  I  understand  that  the  effect 
of  the  arrangement  already  has  been  that 
two  Liverpool  clerks  have  obtained  pro- 
motion, which  they  would  not  otherwise 
have  had.     Under  the  new  scheme,  55 
may  rise  fix)m  £80  to  £250 ;  the  diffe- 
rence of  number  is  due  to  the  writers 
who  may  become  clerks.    Under  the  old 
system  Uie  progress  from  £230  to  £540 
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was  broken  twice  at  £340  and  £440. 
Under  the  new  scale  there  is  only  one 
break  at  £400  between  £265  and  £600, 
and  this  break  is  in  four  instances  at 
£450,  including  duty  pay,  instead  of 
£400.  The  change  involves  an  ave- 
rage increase  of  more  than  £2,600  per 
annum. 

POST  OFFICE— INDICATORS  TO  PILLAR 
LETTER-BOXES. 

Mr.  BEYCE  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  he  can  now  give  to 
the  House  the  further  information  which 
he  promised  regarding  the  affixing  to 
pillar  letter-boxes  of  indicators,  showing 
when  the  last  clearance  was  made  ? 

Mr.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  said,  he 
was  happy  to  inform  his  hon.  Friend 
that  he  would  find  a  Vote  in  the  Esti- 
mates in  reference  to  the  supplying  of 
the  indicators  in.  question.  He  intended 
to  have  them  affixed,  with  the  least  pos- 
sible delay,  not  only  to  all  pillar-boxes, 
but  to  all  wall  letter-boxes  in  the  United 
Kingdom. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL 
(NEGOTIATIONS). 

Sir  STAFFOED  NORTHCOTE  (for 
Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  When  the 
Royal  Commissioners  in  the  Transvaal 
wiU  commence  their  work ;  and,  whether 
the  Instructions  to  the  Commission  and 
any  Despatches  on  the  general  subject 
will  be  laid  before  Parliament  in  addi- 
tion to  the  telegrams  already  presented  ? 

Mr.  GRA.NT  DUFF ;  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will,  perhaps,  allow  me  to 
answer  his  Questions.  As  to  the  first,  I 
have  to  say  that  my  noble  Friend  is  in 
communication  with  Sir  Hercules  Robin- 
son with  regard  to  the  place  at  which 
and  the  time  when  the  Commission 
should  meet.  I  may  add  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  is  anxious  that  it 
should  commence  its  labours  as  soon  as 
possible.  As  to  the  second,  I  have  to 
say  that  the  Correspondence  has  been 
almost  entirely  telegraphic,  and  has 
been  already  laid  before  Parliament. 
As  to  the  third,  I  am  not  yet  able  to 
make  any  reply. 

Mr.  GORST  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  will  lay 
npon  the  Table  of  the  House  the  In- 
structions issued  to  the  Oommander  of 
the  Britiflli  Troops  remaining   in  the 


Transvaal  till  the  final  settlement,  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  those  Troops  are 
to  perform  the  duty  of  preventing  the 
party  that  has  been  loyal  to  the  British 
Government  from  using  the  situation  to 
the  prejudice  of  the  Boers  ? 

Me.  grant  duff  :  Sir,  this  Ques- 
tion has  been  passed  on  to  me  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend ;  and,  in  reply  to  it,  I 
have  to  say  that  during  the  interval, 
until  the  country  is  handed  over  to  the 
Boers,  it  will  be  our  duty  to  maintain 
order  as  far  as  possible,  and  the  troops 
would,  if  required,  act  in  support  of  the 
civil  authorities,  without  any  special  in- 
struction. But  the  Commissioners  will 
direct  their  attention  to  this  as  well  as 
other  points ;  and  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  will 
proceed,  as  soon  as  his  other  duties  per- 
mit, to  Pretoria  to  make  the  necessary 
arrangements. 

Mr.  GORST  asked,  Whether  the  In- 
structions  to  the  Commission  would  be 
laid  on  the  Table  before  Easter  ? 

Mr.  grant  duff  :  I  can  give  no 
certain  reply  to  that  Question;  but  I 
should  hope  they  may  be. 

Sm  JOHN  LUBBOCK :  With  refer- 
ence  to  a  statement  in  this  morning's 
paper,  that  all  English  residents  have 
been  ordered  out  of  the  Transvaal,  and 
that  refugees  returning  to  their  homes 
in  that  country  are  threatened  with  con- 
fiscation, said,  he  trusted  there  was  no 
foundation  for  the  rumour,  and  hoped 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  be 
able  to  contradict  it. 

Mr.  GRANT  DUFF :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  say  that  no  such 
information  has  reached  us,  and  I  give 
no  credence  to  the  rumour. 

STREET  TRAFFIC  (METROPOLIS)— 
THE  VESTRIES. 

•  Mr.  CARINGTON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  will  take  into  consideration 
the  advisability  of  counselling  the  ves- 
tries of  the  west  end  of  London  to  de- 
part from  or  to  modify  their  usual  prac- 
tice of  repairing  the  main  thorough- 
fares of  London  during  the  busiest 
times  of  the  year  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  Sir, 
the  hon.  Member  is  probably  aware  that 
I  have  no  authority  over  the  Vestries, 
and  I  never  found  that  very  much  good 
was  done  by  giving  advice  to  those  who 
were  not  obliged  to  act  oil\1.   '^sj^'^'^'^s- 
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tries   are  supposed   to   consult   the   in-  Motions  relating  to  the  Maintenance  of  Main 

terests  of  the  district  they  administer.  ^"^^^^  ^^^  Fishing Vesaela'  Light8.-<^*"-  Olad^ 

They   are  elected   by  the  persons  who  '  '***' 

live  in  those  districts,  and  the  proper 

remedy  would  be  for  the  electors  to  take         ORDER     OF    TEE    DAT. 

care  to  elect  those  persons  who  will  con-  -c^c^o— 

suit  their  interest. 

ARMY  DISCIPLINE  AND  REGULATION 

TURKEY  AND  GREECE— THE   FRON-  (ANNUAL)  BILL.~[Bill  123.] 

TIER  QUESTION.  ^'^^'   Seeretart/    Chiiden,  the   Judffe    jidvoeate 

Me.  BOUEKE  gave  Notice  that  to-  ^''^*^'  ^''-  ^'•«'^^y««) 

morrow,   if   convenient   to  the    Prime  second  beadino. 

Minister,  he  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Gentleman,  Whether  a  statement  with        -w-^   rko-D/^-Dxr-m  nrrk-DnAXT   •      •  • 

respect  to  the  Greek  Frontier  would  be  ,    ^''-  ^^F.^S.     «n  i?       '  "^  "T* 

maSe  before  the  Easter  Eecess  ?  *°  move , that  the  BiU  be  now  read  a 

Me.  COOPE  asked  the  Under  Secre-  '^•"J^  *»•"«'  '^^'>''  ^ferstood  that  it 

tarv  of  State  for  Foreien  Affairs   Whe-  ^*®  **  general  wish  of  the  House  that 

ther  a  map  might  not  be  hung'in  the  *\«  debate  should  conclude  at  an  hour 

Library  showing  the  successive  frontiers  7^'^^  77^^.  ^°,?^^%*^^''??-  ***!?!'f 

""rls'sf  ^^'  '^—^ '' '''  rHn^gt^^rtifkSf^r-s^hi 

^lE    CHARLES   W.   DILKE    said,  ^ad  twice  secured  a  first  place,  but  which 

he  would  communicate  with  the  InteUi^  t^l}'^^^^  ^'^^^^^  lost  through  what 

gence  Department  of  the  War  Office  as  ^^  ^^^-  ^f^""^  *^°'f ''^^  '?i«^*  "^  *^* 

to  whethe?  such  a  map  could  be  placed  **»'*" Y  °^  ^'''-     ,^*/°"l^  ^7«^,f' 

in  the  Reading  Roomer  the  use  o^  hon.  Sn^.f^.%'^?P^*f;!^  *?'  ^Z  • 

-kjr^rr^ix^^a  Housc  II  a  Bill  of  this  importance,  in- 

volvmg,  as  it  did,  a  considerable  change 

TTT/-.TT,Tr  A  vc    nr  A  T^TfUT^xT  A  xTr.T>  r^T^  ,.  *  TVT  ^^  ^^®  discipline  of  the  Army,  should  be 

HIGHWAYS-MAINTENANCE  OF  MAIN  thrown  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 

ROADS.  without  a  single  word  of  explanation. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Heneaoe,  What  he  proposed  to  do  was  to  make 

Mb.  E.  W.  H  AECOUET  said,  that  if  he  the  statement  which  he  would  have  made 

was  not  able  before  10  o'clock  that  night  if  he  had  had  the  opportunity  on  the 

to  bring  on  his  Motion  in  reference  to  the  bringing  in  of  the  Bill,  and  he  would 

maintenance  of  main  roads,  the  Govern-  confine  himself  to  that  which  was  the 

ment  had  promised  him  the  first  day  only  novel  or  controversial  point  in  it — 

after  Easter  for  that  purpose.  he  alluded  to  the  abolition  of  corporal 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  The  Government  punishment,  and  the  substitution  for  it 

cannot  possibly  give  the  first  day  after  of  other  summary  punishments.      He 

Easter.     The  hon.  Member  will  remem-  knew  that  was  a  question  upon  which 

ber  that  that  day   is  already  heavily  military  men  felt  strongly  ana  expressed 

mortgaged.  themselves  warmly ;  and  for  that  reason, 

Mr.  E.  W.  HAEOOUET  said,  he  un-  as  well  as  for  every  other,  he  would  take 

derstood  he  had  been  promised  the  first  care  not  to  say  a  single  word  which  could 

day.  offend,  he  would  not  say  the  prejudice— 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  :  that  would  not  be  the  proper  word — but 

As  I  remember  it,  the  Government  pro-  the  honest  conviction  of  any  hon.  or  g^- 

mised  that  they  would  endeavour  to  give  lant  Member  on  either  side  of  the  House, 

the  hon.  Member  the  earliest  day  they  He  need  not  appeal  on  that  point  to 

oould  after  Easter.  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  op- 
posite (Colonel  Stamey),  because  he  was 

MOTION.  always  fair,  and  no  Minister  ever  en- 

tr^o-^  countered  a  more  courteous  critic  or  a 

OBDEBS  OF  THE  DAY.  ""t™  generous  opponent.  But  he  would 

rijjr,^^.^,,,        ...    «        ,  ask,  was  it  possible,  or  if  it  was  possible, 

ouSiKiJ'cS^VrC^^I  ^^^i  r  it  de^/We  to  retain  thisjrfirod- 

the  Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual)  "^^f   ^^^  Iragment   01    pazusnment--- 

JBil],  be  poBtponod  until  after  the  Notices  of  which  was  condemned  by '  popular  opi- 
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nion,  wluch  had  been  discarded  by  every 
other  European  Power,  and  which  mili- 
tary critics  admitted,  however  efficacious 
it  might  have  been  at  former  times,  was, 
as  at  present  restricted,  not  now  worth 
keeping  ?  That  question  would,  no 
doubt,  have  to  be  determined  by  pro- 
fessional experts;  but  it  could  not  be 
looked  at  altogether  from  a  military 
standpoint.  It  must  also  be  looked  at 
from  a  popular  point  of  view,  for  the 
numbers  of  our  Army  were  kept  up 
entirely  by  voluntary  enlistment.  As  the 
Inspector  General  of  Recruiting  said — 

"  It  must  always  bo  borne  in  mind  tbat  the 
Army  is  a  voluntary  Army,  and  that  the  secret 
of  itis  strength  in  a  recruiting  point  of  view 
consista  in  its  popularity  throughout  the  coun- 
try." 

If,  therefore,  there  were  any  cause  which 
kept  the  best  men  out  of  the  Army,  it 
would  not  be  denied,  he  thought,  that  a 
primd  facie  case  had  been  made  out  for 
the  removal  of  that  cause.  Public  opi- 
nion had  undergone  a  very  great  change 
with  respect  to  this  question.  There  was 
a  time  when  men  were  flogged  for  slight 
breaches  of  discipline.  In  the  year  1868 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Roches- 
ter (Mr.  Otway)  carried  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Bill  with  reference  to  the 
abolition  of  corporal  punishment  in  time 
of  peace.  He  was  not  in  the  House 
at  the  time  his  hon.  Friend  did  so  ;  but 
he  well  remembered  the  prophecies 
which  were  indulged  in  as  to  the  future 
of  the  Army  if  fiie  Amendment  were 
carried.  It  was  said  that  the  Army 
would  become  a  mere  armed  mob — that 
if  corporal  punishment  were  abolished 
other  punishments  would  have  to  be 
doubled  or  tripled.  Those  were  the 
prophecies;  but  what,  however,  were 
the  facts?  He  had  examined  the  Re- 
turns of  general,  district,  and  regi- 
mental courts  martial  at  home  and 
abroad  from  1865  to  1879,  with  especial 
reference  to  the  number  of  punishments 
inflicted.  In  the  year  1866  the  total 
number  of  punishments — 510  men  being 
flogged— was  22,832;  but  in  1868 — the 
last  year  in  which  corporal  punishment 
was  inflicted — the  number  of  punish- 
ments rose  to  25,804.  He  ought,  how- 
ever, to  say  that  this  was  the  year  of  the 
Abyssinian  War,  and  in  war  time  it 
might,  perhaps,  be  expected  that  the 
number  of  offences  womd  increase.  In 
the  year  1 869,  when  no  man  was  flogged, 
the  number   of  punishments   feu    to 


18,128;  and  in  the  following  year,  in 
which  there  was  only  one  flogs^ing,  it 
had  come  down  as  low  as  12,664.     Be- 
tween that  time  and  the  year  1879  the 
number  of  punishments  fluctuated  ;  but 
it  never  rose  higher  than  15,877,  which 
was  the  year  of  the  Afghan  War.    The 
proportions  of  punishments  per  1,000 
men  in  the  Army  were — In  1866,  125 ; 
in  1867,   124;  in  1868,   144;  in  1869, 
107;   in   1870,    77;    and  in   1878,    88. 
The  decrease  in  the  g^ss  number  of 
punishments  by  court  martial  was  doubt- 
less due,  in  some  degree,  to  the  fact  that, 
in  cases  of  drunkenness,  fines  had  been 
inflicted  by  commanding  officers ;  but  it 
was  also  due,  and  he  thought  in  a  large 
extent,  to  the  abolition  of  the  lash,  which 
had  decreased  the  ratio  of  crime  in  the 
Army,   by  inducing  a  better  class  of 
men  to  enlist.     He  was  sorry  he  could 
not  bring  his  statistical  statements  down 
to  a  later  date,  owing  to  the  fact  that  the 
Eeturns  had  not  been  completed.    That 
brought  him  to  the    Army  Discipline 
Bill,  1879,  during  the  passage  of  which 
his  noble  Friend  the  present  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  (the  Marquess   of 
Hartington)  introduced  a  Motion  the 
object  of  which  was  to  condemn  the 
permanent  retention  of  corporal  punish- 
ment in  the  Army.     That  Notice  was 
rejected  by  a  large  majority.     But  did 
that  majority i^epresent  the  feelings  of 
the  country  ?  Anyone  who  pleased  might 
easily  test  that  for  himself.     Let  him  go 
down  to  any  borough  in  the  Kingdom, 
and  put  at  the  head  of  his  address — **  I 
am  in  favour  of  retaining  flogging  in  the 
Army."    He  wondered  what  that  man's 
chances  of  being  returned  would  be. 
But  he  would  not  rely  on  his  own  opinion. 
At  the  commencement  of  this  Session  the 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Slagg), 
who  seconded  the  Address  in  reply  to 
the  Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
and  who  had  a  better  right  to  speak  on 
the  subject  than  any  man  in  the  House, 
for  he  had  been  returned  by  the  largest 
number  of  votes  recorded  for  any  candi- 
date at  the  late  Election,  said  that  in 
the  large  constituencies,  which  were  the 
largest  recruiting  grounds  for  the  Army, 
no  Message  from  the  Throne  could  be 
more  acceptable  than  that  which  pro- 
mised an  abolition  of  corporal  punish- 
ment in  the  Army.    It  was  the  opinion 
of  the  men  best  qualified  to  judge  that 
the  punishment  of  the  lash  ha/i  £a^  ^*^s^s^ 
effect  of  dAt«raa%*CaA\i^i*»  ^^368«^  ^"^  ts^sssw 
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from  which  the  rank  and  file  of  the 
Army  could  be  drawn  from  entering  the 
Army.  It  did  not,  of  course,  deter  the 
village  ruffian  class  from  joining  the 
Army ;  but  it  had  certainly  kept  out  of 
it  many  men  of  a  higher  class  who 
would  have  been  glad  to  look  on  the 
Army  as  a  profession.  Of  late  years, 
and  particularly  since  flogging  had  been 
reduced  to  a  minimum,  this  better  class 
of  men  were  beginning  to  join  the 
Army  in  such  considerable  numbers 
as  to  lead  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
soldiers  of  the  future  would  be  a  very 
much  superior  class  of  men  to  the  sol- 
diers of  the  past,  or  even  of  the  present 
time.  He  gathered  this  from  the  Annual 
Report  of  the  Inspector  General  of  Re- 
cruiting for  1881.  The  Returns  of  the 
Army  on  the  educational  acquirements 
of  the  men  serving  also  showed  a  decided 
improvement.  On  the  1st  of  January, 
1861,  there  were  76  per  1,000  of  supe- 
rior education,  and  on  the  1st  of  January, 
1872,  the  ratio  had  increased  to  137 
per  1,000,  from  which  year  the  increase 
Became  much  more  rapid,  until  the  pro- 
portion on  January  1,  1880,  reached  676 
per  1,000.  But  there  was  one  more  im- 
portant fact  which  was  constantly  over- 
looked in  dealing  with  this  question. 
In  1879  flogging  in  the  Army  was 
abolished  altogether,  even  in  time  of 
war,  except  for  off*ences  punishable  with 
death,  which  were  those  of  treachery, 
cowardice,  mutiny,  or  violent  insubordi- 
nation, and  in  a  few  other  cases,  such  as 
that  of  a  sentry  sleeping  at  his  post. 
As  to  cases  of  cowardice,  you  could  not 
make  men  brave  by  flogging  them  ;  and 
it  was  mere  maudlin  sentimentality  to 
say  that  a  man  guilty  of  treachery  should 
not  be  shot,  because  if  such  a  man 
should  not  be  shot,  he  did  not  know 
any  crime  for  which  the  punishment  of 
shooting  should  be  inflicted.  In  the 
German  Army  there  was  no  punishment 
for  mutiny  except  that  of  death.  Yet, 
during  the  whole  of  the  Franco-German 
War,  only  three  men  were  shot  for  the 
offence  in  the  German  Army.  By  the 
course  taken  by  the  late  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  by  far  the  largest  propor- 
tion of  the  offences  for  which  in  former 
days  the  lash  was  the  punishment  were 
no  longer  so  punishable.  He  alluded 
principally  to  offences  which  were  the 
vesult  of  drinking,  a  habit  to  which 
English  soldiers  were,  perhaps,  more 
prone  than  the  soldiers  of  any  other 
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European  country.  It  was  said,  with  at 
least  some  share  of  justice,  that  the  lash 
was  the  readiest,  and  perhaps  the  most 
appropriate,  punishment  that  could  be 
inflicted  for  drunkenness,  and  the  crimes 
which  resulted  from  that  inherent  vice  of 
the  British  Army ;  but  the  late  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  by  the  changes  which 
he  had  made  in  the  Bill  of  1879,  had  de- 
prived himself  of  this  plea  for  its  main- 
tenance, and  he  supported  the  proposal 
of  the  noble  Lord.  Flogging,  as  limited 
by  that  Bill,  could  not  be  defended.  The 
only  excuse  for  it— namely,  that  it  could 
be  resorted  to  when  imprisonment  was  im- 
possible and  death  too  severe — was  gone. 
As  his  hon.  and  gEillant  Friend  (Sir  Henry 
Havelock- Allan)  had  stated  in  1879, 
some  other  form  of  punishment  would 
have  to  be  devised  to  replace  it,  and  that 
speedily.  He  had  taken  the  trouble  to 
have  a  Return  prepared  of  the  number 
of  cases  of  corporal  punishment  which 
had  been  rife  in  the  field,  and  reported 
to  him,  since  the  12th  of  May,  1880, 
when  he  entered  Office.  Since  that  time 
we  had  had  two  serious  wars — one  in 
the  Transvaal,  during  which  only  one 
case  of  corporal  punishment  had  at 
present  been  reported  to  him,  and 
that  had  been  remitted,  and  the  other 
in  Afghanistan,  during  which  there 
were  only  15  cases  of  corporal  punish- 
ment. Practically,  therefore,  corporal 
punishment  had  been  killed  by  the  Act 
of  1879.  A  letter  on  the  subject,  which 
had  appeared  in  The  Standard  recently, 
proved  too  much  ;  for  if  it  proved  any- 
thing, it  went  to  show  that  the  Act  of 
1879  should  be  repealed  altogether — a 
course  which  Parliament,  he  felt  sure, 
would  not  be  prepared  to  adopt.  Prac- 
tically, therefore,  there  were  only  three 
courses  open  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  this  matter.  They  might 
have  left  things  as  they  were  —  a 
course  which  it  was  impossible  to  take 
at  the  present  time.  Secondly,  they 
might  have  abolished  flogging  in  the 
Army  altogether,  as  they  had  done  in 
the  Navy,  without  providing  any  sub- 
stitute for  it;  but,  in  doing  so,  they 
would  have  done  that  which  had  been 
done  in  no  other  Army  in  the  world.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  while  on  the 
march  a  soldier  could  not  be  put  in  irons 
as  a  sailor  could  be  at  any  time  on  board 
ship.  The  third  course  was  that  which 
was  proposed  by  the  Bill — ^namely,  to 
abolish  corporal  punishment  altogetheri 
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and  to  substitute  for  it  some  other  form 
of  summary  punishment,  not  that,  as 
he  hoped,  these  summary  punishments 
would,  with  the  improving  condition  of 
the  Army,  be  often  resorted  to.  No 
doubt,  the  punishment  list  of  the  British 
Army  was  a  very  black  record.  But 
there  were  not  wanting  signs  of  a  better 
state  of  things.  A  Keturn  lately  moved 
for  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
King's  County  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  of 
the  number  of  offences  committed  in 
each  regiment  showed  a  most  extra- 
ordinary result ;  in  some  regiments  crime 
being  almost  unknown,  while  in  others 
nearly  every  third  man  was  a  criminal. 
There  was  a  redeeming  feature  in  the 
Betum,  for  it  did  seem  to  show,  some 
way  or  other,  how  he  would  not  pre- 
tend to  say,  that  you  could  make  the 
British  soldier  pretty  nearly  what  you 
liked  ;  and  that  if,  on  the  one  hand,  he 
could  be  powerfully  influenced  for  evil, 
on  the  other  hand  he  could  be  power- 
fully influenced  for  good.  How  was  that 
object  to  be  carried  out?  They  would 
not  do  it  by  the  lash  ;  they  would  not  do 
it  by  these  summary  punishments,  how- 
ever necessary  they  might  be ;  but  they 
would  do  it  by  raising  the  character  and 
morale  of  the  soldier,  by  removing  the 
temptations  to  drunkenness,  which  was 
his  greatest  curse.  They  would  do  it 
by  the  means  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  proposed  to  adopt,  and  ne  hoped 
successfully.  They  would  do  it  by  rais- 
ing the  character  and  status  of  the  non- 
commissioned officer.  They  would  do  it 
by  giving  the  soldier  something  to  live 
for  and  hope  for,  and  by  cultivating  in 
his  breast  that  sentiment  of  self-respect 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  one  of  Eng- 
land's greatest  soldiers.  Sir  Frederick 
Boberts,  so  far  from  being  an  enemy  of 
discipline,  was  its  surest  and  firmest 
ally. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (i/r.  Osborne  If  organ,) 

Colonel  STANLEY,  after  expressing 
his  pleasure  at  finding  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  entertained 
an  earnest  desire  to  promote  the  welfare 
of  the  soldier,  said,  the  events  of  1879 
were  not  far  from  them,  and  so  many  of 
the  Members  took  place  in  the  discussions 
on  the  subject  in  that  year,  that  he 
did  not  think  it  either  incumbent  or  ad- 
visable for  him  to  spea^  more   than 


very  briefly  on  the  references  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  made  to  what  passed  in  1879.  This, 
of  course,  had  been  apparent  all  along 
— that  the  debate  which  they  were  com- 
mencing pointed  really  only  to  one 
foregone  conclusion  ;  and,  therefore,  he 
might  confine  himself  to  some  very 
few  points  on  the  several  questions 
which  had  been  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  talked  of 
corporal  punishment  as  it  was  formerly 
understood — namely,  punishment  by  the 
**  Cat,"  as  being  done  away  with  by  this 
Bill ;  but,  undoubtedly,  it  was  to  be  re- 
placed by  a  corporal  punishment  which 
might  be  one  of  extreme  severity,  and 
which,  as  far  as  the  soldier  was  con- 
cerned, if  carried  out  publicly,  might 
convey  to  his  mind  a  very  considerable 
sense  of  degradation.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  read  to  the 
House  certain  figures  with  the  view  of 
instituting  a  comparison  between  the 
Army  at  one  period  and  another;  but 
such  a  comparison  was  fallacious,  inas- 
much as  the  conditions  of  the  Service 
were  not  identical  at  both  periods.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  sfdd 
that  corporal  punishment  had  a  deter- 
rent effect  on  recruiting  ;  but  that  was 
a  point  on  which  there  was  a  variety  of 
opinion,  for  while  there  were  many  who 
would  agree  with  him,  there  were  others 
who  took  an  opposite  view  on  grounds 
equally  satisfactory  to  themselves.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  also 
pointed  out  with  satisfaction  that  the  class 
of  men  who  had  lately  been  coming  into 
the  Army  was  of  a  better  class  than  for- 
merly. That  was  an  argument  that  cut 
both  ways,  because,  if  a  better  class  of 
men  had  come  and  were  now  coming 
into  the  Army,  it  was  quite  clear  that 
the  existence  of  corporal  punishment  had 
not  deterred  that  class  from  entering  the 
Army.  It  would  be  remembered  that 
when  this  subject  was  before  the  House 
in  1879,  he  (Colonel  Stanley)  was  pressed 
very  hard  to  abolish  corporal  punish- 
ment by  the  lash.  The  Army  was  then 
in  the  field,  and  such  information  as  he 
was  able  to  obtain  did  not  satisfy  him 
that  it  was  right  at  that  time  to  abolish 
the  punishment.  The  Government,  how- 
ever, thought  that  if  they  could  possibly 
meet  the  general  feeling  of  the  House 
they  ought  to  leave  nothing  undone  cal- 
culated to  lead  to  tlift.^  x'ewj^i^s  "WiSs.  "^a^^ 
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the  BetuniB  of  oourts  martial  showed 
that  in  the  large  majority  of  cases  of 
corporal  punishment  the  number  of  lashes 
given  was  25  or  under,  they  thought 
they  could  adopt  the  system  embodied 
in  the  Act  of  1879  without  injury  to  the 
Service.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  pointed  out  that  the  con- 
cessions then  made,  and  the  general 
feeling  of  the  House  as  it  was  then  ex- 
pressed, had  so  minimized  the  amount 
of  corporal  punishment  that  its  reten- 
tion was  rendered  practically  of  no  im- 
portance. He  (Colonel  Stanley)  might 
be  thought  obstinate  or  prejudiced;  but 
he  adhered  to  the  opinion  that  the 
course  which  the  late  Government  took 
in  1879  with  regard  to  corporal  punish- 
ment was  the  right  course  to  take  at 
the  time.  He  was  pretty  conversant 
with  the  arrangements  which  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  proposed  ; 
and  though  he  (Colonel  Stanley)  might 
have  been  wrong,  he  came  to  the  con- 
clusion, at  the  time  he  was  the  respon- 
sible Executive  Minister,  that  they  could 
not  be  carried  out  satisfactorily  to  the 
maintenance  of  discipline  in  the  Army. 
He  thought  that  when  they  reached  the 
stage  of  Committee,  it  would  be  incum- 
bent on  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, and  on  those  who  acted  with 
him,  to  make  it  perfectly  clear  that  dis- 
cipline could  be  kept  up  effectually  under 
this  measure.  If  their  positions  were  re- 
versed, what  interruptions  would  have 
proceeded  from  Benches  on  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House  if  he 
(Colonel  Stanley)  had  ventured  to  say 
that  for  many  crimes  which  came  under 
the  notice  of  the  Judge  Advocate  Gene- 
ral the  appropriate  punishment  would 
be  death.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  not  fettered  by  pro- 
fessional prejudice ;  and  he,  no  doubt, 
looked  at  the  matter  from  a  popular 
point  of  view.  Whether  in  a  consti- 
tuency or  in  the  Army,  he  did  not 
think  there  would  be  much  hesitation 
as  to  the  answer  that  would  be  given 
if  the  alternative  were  proposed  between 
death  and  corporal  punishment,  as  they 
proposed  it  in  1879.  He  did  not  think, 
in  the  General  Election  of  1 880,  a  ques- 
tion on  the  subject  was  asked  him  half- 
a-dozen  times;  and,  so  far  as  the  per- 
sons with  whom  he  came  into  contact 
were  concerned,  there  seemed  to  be  no 
very  strong  general  feeling  about  it. 
As  regarded  this  stage  of  the  Bill,  it 
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was  not  his  own  intention,  nor,  he  be- 
lieved, the  intention  of  those  with  whom 
he  habitually  acted,  to  offer  any  oppo- 
sition. Of  course  he  felt  strongly  on  the 
subject  ;  but  if  the  Government  were 
satisfied  they  could  maintain  discipline 
in  the  manner  proposed,  so  much  the 
better.  The  responsibility  must  rest 
with  them  ;  and  he  only  hoped  that 
the  present  proposal  was  well  con- 
sidered, and  not  made  merely  with  the 
view  of  redeeming  a  pledge  given  in 
a  moment  of  excitement.  He  hoped, 
also,  that  they  were  not  now  making 
an  alteration  which  would  in  any  way 
weaken  discipline  or  diminish  the  power 
which  a  commander  in  the  field  snould 
have  in  his  hands.  It  was  not  only  for 
the  internal  discipline  of  the  Army,  but 
also  for  the  protection  of  the  civil  in- 
habitants of  a  country  in  which  an  Army 
was  engaged  iQ  the  field,  that  they 
should  have  the  power  of  inflicting 
summary  punishment ;  and  he  hoped 
that  the  application  of  this  punishment 
might  be  so  regulated  as  to  give  the 
commander  in  the  field  the  most  abso- 
lute power  over  the  discipline  of  the 
men,  should  it  be  necessary.  In  view 
of  the  general  tone  of  the  discussions 
on  the  subject,  and  the  very  natural 
jealousy  of  the  House  and  the  Legis- 
lature to  part  with  any  of  their  aa- 
thority  over  the  Army,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
was  claiming  a  very  considerable  power 
when  he  asked  that  the  substitutes  for 
flogging  should  be  certain  summary 
punishments  regulated  by  rules  to  be 
made  from  time  to  time  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State.  That  was  a  very  great 
and  vital  departure  from  the  old  system. 
When  the  annual  Discipline  Bill  was 
brought  before  the  House  for  the  future, 
there  would  be  no  power  on  their  part 
to  interfere  except  by  way  of  address  to 
the  Crown.  He  could  not  sit  down  with- 
out saying  he  was  glad  to  hear  that  the 
Judge  Advocate  was  able  to  bear  testi- 
mony to  the  general  good  working  of 
the  Army  Discipline  Bill  of  1879.  It 
was  always  satisfactory  to  hear  that  the 
gloomy  predictions  indulged  in  in  for- 
mer times  had  not  been  realized.  He 
had  no  doubt  upon  the  point  himself; 
but  he  was  glad  to  have  his  conviction 
confirmed  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  The  whole  responsibility  for 
the  course  now  proposed  must  rest  with 
the  Government ;  and  he  hoped,  if  they 
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should  find  that  the  proposed  arrange- 
ments did  not  work  satiflfactorilj,  they 
would  not  be  precluded,  by  any  feeling 
of  false  pride,  if  he  might  use  the 
phrase,  from  making  such  changes  and 
rerisions  in  the  rules  as  might  be  thought 
necessary ;  and  it  would  add  to  the  power 
of  Ministers  in  this  respect  if  they  made 
the  House  of  Commons  one  of  the  prin- 
cipal parties  in  the  matter. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  said,  he  felt  thankful 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  for  having 
dealt  with  this  matter  boldly  and  com- 
pletely, and  in  a  manner  which,  he  be- 
lieved, would  be  satisfactory  to  the  country 
at  large.  The  very  best  way  for  getting 
the  Army  recruited  by  a  class  of  men 
not  likely  always  to  be  in  the  hands  of 
discipline  was  by  doing  away  with  a  de- 
grading punishment.  The  fact  that  it 
was  possible  for  those  who  became  sol- 
diers to  be  exposed,  under  certain  condi- 
tions, to  such  a  punishment,  caused  men 
who  respected  themselves  to  shrink  from 
entering  the  Army.  While  prepared  to 
criticize  the  punishments  substituted  for 
flogging,  he  presumed  the  Government 
would  say  that  those  punishments  were 
to  be  put  upon  their  trial,  and  that,  there- 
fore, there  should  be  a  certain  amount 
of  elasticity  in  regard  to  them,  so  that 
the  hands  of  the  Administration  might 
not  be  too  closely  bound,  and  that  after 
a  time  they  would  consider  whether  any 
change  should  be  made.  He  sympathized 
with  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
in  his  remark  as  to  handing  over  to  the 
Government  a  very  important  power  out- 
side the  control  of  Parliament.  He  would 
ask  for  some  assurance  that,  after  the 
experience  of  a  year  or  two,  the  Govern- 
ment would  put  in  the  Bill  itself  a  Sche- 
dule containing  the  punishments.  Per- 
haps the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man would  not  be  unwilling  to  consider, 
during  the  present  year,  whether  he  could 
not  undertake  that  any  changes  made  in 
the  punishments  should  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  was  inclined  to  exclaim,  * '  How  are  the 
mighty  fallen  ! "  when  he  saw  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands)  so 
meek  and  submissive.  If  his  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  late  Secretary  of 
State  had  ventured  to  propose  one  tithe 
of  what  had  been  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite, 
words  oould  not  have  expressed  the 
abhorrence  of  the  hon.  Member.    But 


now  the  hon.  Member  was  like  a  suck- 
ing dove,  he  was  so  meek  and  mild,  and 
ready  to  support  the  Government  in  any 
way.  The  hon.  Member  had  forgotten 
his  old  characteristics,  and  had  subsided 
into  a  humble  follower  and  partizan  of 
the  existing  Administration.  The  Judge 
Advocate  General  said,  most  truly,  that 
it  would  not  have  done  to  lay  so  im- 
portant a  measure  on  the  Table  without 
a  single  word.  He  had  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
have  told  the  House  something  of  the 
working  of  the  Act  of  1879,  considering 
that  recent  wars  must  needs  have  enabled 
the  authorities  to  form  some  opinion  on 
the  subject.  Speaking  of  the  war  in  the 
Transvaal,  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  praised  the  behaviour  of 
the  troops,  saying  that  there  was  no 
accusation  against  them,  and  that  only 
one  man  had  been  flogged.  But  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  must 
have  been  aware  that  very  grave  charges 
had  been  made  against  the  troops  both 
in  Zululand  and  in  the  Transvaal  on  the 
well-known  authority  of  Dr.  Bussell ; 
charges  which  ought  to  have  been  at 
once  refuted  or  withdrawn.  It  was  un- 
derstood that  an  inquiry  had  been 
ordered;  but  the  result  of  the  investi- 
gation remained  unknown.  If  those 
charges  were  true,  they  proved  the  ab- 
sence of  proper  discipline  and  the  insuffi- 
ciency even  of  the  present  military  punish- 
ments ;  and  if  they  were  not  true,  they 
constituted  a  calumny  on  the  British 
Army  which  no  Minister  for  War  should 
rest  for  one  moment  without  authori- 
tatively refuting.  In  any  case,  it  was 
due  to  the  Army  that  the  real  facts  of 
the  matter  should  be  made  known.  No 
doubt  there  had  been  a  denial  by  Sir 
Garnet  Wolseley ;  but  the  statements  to 
which  he  referred  had  not  been  authori- 
tatively refuted ;  and  he  had  heard  it 
again  stated  that  they  were  true.  The 
House  had  been  told  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  that  up  to 
a  certain  point  there  was  an  enormous 
amount  of  crime,  and  that  afterwards 
it  gradually  diminished.  Thus  in  1866 
510  men  were  flogged,  and,  altogether, 
22,832  were  punished;  while  in  1863 
the  number  of  floggings  had  fallen  to 
412,  though  the  total  of  puuishments 
had  risen  to  25,804.  The  fact  was  that 
since  this  latter  year  a  better  class  of 
men  had  been  entering  the  Arm^^^c^s^ 
the  extreme  "gu3ai«Jaxajw^&  T^a^^vx.'^Si^^'^- 
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came  less  frequent ;  but  even  now  there 
was  a  yearly  average  of  15,000  punish- 
ments. He  complained  that  the  question 
had  never  yet  been  fairly  dealt  with, 
either  by  the  House  or  by  the  public. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite  had  been  unintentionally  unfair 
to  the  late  Parliament  in  stating  that  the 
majority  in  favour  of  retaining  corporal 
punishment  did  not  represent  the  views 
of  the  constituencies.     It  ought  to  have 
been  said  that  flogging  had  been  advo- 
cated by  the  present  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  when  he  was  at  the  Admiralty, 
and  by  the  noble  Marquess  when  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  that  the  Leaders  of 
both  sides  of  the  House  had  believed  in 
its  necessity,  and  that  the  military  autho- 
rities were  of  the  same  opinion.     No 
question  had  been  more  unscrupulously 
used  against  the  late  Government  and 
the  Conservative  candidates  at  the  time 
of  the  General  Election  ;  and  even  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  given  no  vote  on 
the  subject  had  been   denounced  and 
caricatured  as  advocates    of   flogging. 
The  truth  was  that  no  one  wished  to 
retain  corporal  punishment  for  its  own 
sake,  though  the  circumstances  in  which 
our    Armies     campaigned     in    various 
quarters  of  the  world  made  it  difficult 
to  find  a  satisfactory  substitute.     For 
instance,  it  was  hard  to  see  in  what 
other  way  such  crimes  as  drunkenness 
in   the    face    of   the   enemy  could   be 
punished — a  crime  which  might  lead  to 
the  most  disastrous  consequences.    If  the 
Austrian  manacles  were  to  be  tried,  he 
hoped  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Rylands)  would  insist  on  having 
them  exhibited  in  the  Library,  like  the 
sealed  patterns  of  the  regulation  '^cats," 
so  as  to  be  seen    by  everyone.      Hon. 
Members  were  not,  as  a  rule,  familiar 
with  the  punishments  used  in  foreign 
Armies;  but,  whatever  was  done  in  the 
present   case,    it  was    certain  that  the 
new  punishments  would  not  be  applied 
brutally.     Again,    all   the   rules    made 
should   be  clear   and   explicit,    and  be 
inserted   in  the  Bill ;  and  when   sanc- 
tioned by  the  House  they  should  remain 
till  another  year,  and  not  be  altered  at 
the  will  of  any  Minister.     With  regard 
to  another  point,  the  able  Report  of  the 
Inspector  General  of  Recruiting  had  just 
been  received.     He  did  not  know  why  it 
had  not  been  received  before.     It  care- 
fully  distinguished    between    the    two 
cloBBes  oi  deserters — namely,  those  who 
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deserted  absolutely,  and  those  who,  hav- 
ing deserted  from  one  regiment,  re-en- 
listed fraudulently  into  another  regi- 
ment. At  the  same  time,  more  complete 
statistics  were  wanted  as  to  the  num- 
ber of  deserters  ultimately  recovered. 
It  appeared  that  in  1880  the  net  loss 
from  desertion  was  3,284  men,  the 
total  number  of  deserters  being  4,811, 
of  whom  1,527  rejoined;  while  in  the 
year  before  the  ^  net  loss  was  1,800, 
and  the  total  of  deserters  3,050,  of  whom 
1,250  rejoined.  There  were  one  or  two 
other  points  which  he  desired  to  mention. 
In  the  first  place,  he  should  like  to  know 
why  £10  was  fixed  upon  as  the  sum  to 
be  paid  by  a  recruit  who  at  the  expira- 
tion of  three  months  did  not  wish  to 
remain  in  the  Service.  Then  there  were 
very  few  cells  at  the  depot  centres ;  and 
the  consequence  was  that  when  a  Militia- 
man had  to  be  punished  he  was  sent  to 
the  prison,  instead  of  being  placed  in  a 
cell.  This  was,  in  his  opinion,  detri- 
mental, as  far  as  the  Militia  was  con- 
cerned. He  had  no  doubt  that  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  would  do  every- 
thing he  could  to  maintain  discipline. 
He  was  not  asking  for  the  retention  of 
flogging  ;  but  he  had  ventured  to  make 
these  remarks  in  order  to  show  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House 
were  just  as  anxious  as  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  that  flogging,  if  it  was  pos- 
sible, should  be  abolished.  Still,  dis- 
cipline must  be  maintained  ;  and  on  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  he  threw  the 
whole  of  the  responsibility. 

Sir  henry  HAVELOCK-ALLAN 
said,  that  in  the  debates  on  the  Army 
Discipline  Bill  of  1879  he  expressed 
opinions  in  favour  of  retaining  corporal 
punishment,  on  account  of  its  being  the 
most  convenient  and  efficacious  mode  of 
dealing  with  cases  of  drunkenness  or 
insubordination  in  presence  of  the  enemy, 
or  of  marauding  in  the  enemy's  country. 
To  that  opinion  he  still  adhered,  and  he 
would  go  even  further,  and  say  that  the 
experience  of  the  last  campaign  showed 
that  a  serious  punishment  was  necessary, 
and  that,  failing  the  '*  cat,"  a  graver 
one  would  probably  have  to  be  inflicted 
— namely,  the  punishment  of  death.  He 
thought,  however,  when  the  late  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  in  his  Schedule 
abolished  corporal  punishment  as  a 
means  of  meeting  that  particular  class 
of  otf'ences  to  which  he  had  referred, 
that  at  once  and  for  ever  the  ground  for 
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the  retention  of  Gorporal  punishment  in 
other  cases  was  cut  from  under  his  feet. 
In  this  country  public  opinion  would 
never  allow  them  to  take  a  backward 
step.  Until  the  last  General  Election 
he  had  no  idea  how  widely  prevalent 
was  the  detestation  among  civilians  of 
this  kind  of  punishment.  That  detesta- 
tion, no  doubt,  originated  in  the  brutal 
manner  in  which  corporal  punishment 
used  to  be  inflicted  25  or  30  years  ago. 
The  recollection  of  what  then  occurred 
had  remained  in  the  minds  of  the  classes 
who  had  not  themselves  passed  into  the 
Military  Service ;  but  he  believed  that  if 
the  soldiers  were  polled,  the  universal 
opinion  among  them  would  be  that  no 
one  need  fear  corporal  punishment  ex- 
cept by  his  own  deliberate  and  wilful 
misconduct.  The  tenacity  of  popular 
delusions  was  most  extraordinary ;  but 
as  they  existed  they  must  be  taken  into 
account  by  legislators.  As  to  the  pro- 
posed alternative  punishment,  he  was 
bound  to  say  he  did  not  feel  sanguine 
that  it  would  prove  efficticious  to  put 
down  drunkenness  and  insubordination 
in  face  of  the  enemy.  He  did  not  believe 
that  by  substituting  it  for  flogging  we 
should  diminish  either  the  cruelty  or  the 
degradation  of  the  punishment.  How- 
ever, as  soon  as  the  House  accepted  the 
proposal  of  the  late  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  that  corporal  punishment  was 
to  be  done  away  with  for  the  class  of 
offences  he  had  referred  to,  the  decision 
was  irrevocable.  He  thought  the  figures 
quoted  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  afforded  grounds  for  expect- 
ing a  favourable  solution  of  this  matter 
eventually,  unconnected  with  the  degree 
and  nature  of  the  punishment  which 
might  be  awarded.  He  believed  that 
Government  had  settled  the  question  in 
the  only  way  open  to  them,  and  he  had 
great  confidence  that  the  abolition  of 
flogging  would  lead  to  the  influx  into 
the  Army  of  a  better  class  of  men,  who 
would  be  above  committing  the  kind  of 
crime  for  which  corporal  punishment  was 
now  inflicted. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  did  not  see  how, 
when  they  were  all  liable  to  be  flogged 
for  certain  offences,  the  soldier  should 
be  exempted  from  similar  treatment 
when  he  was  guilty  of  the  like  offences. 
Fifteen  or  sixteen  years  ago  an  hon. 
Member  was  garotted  on  his  way  home, 
and  next  day  they  all  came  down  to  the 
House — a  Liberal  Government  being  in 

YOI4  OCLX.       [third  BsaiXB.^ 


Office— and  passed  an  Act  of  Parliament 
through  both  Houses  to  give  the  lash  to 
any  person  guilty  of  garotting.  Why 
should  a  soldier  garotting  his  comrade 
escape  from  a  punishment  to  which  every 
one  of  them  was  liable  ?  He  could  see 
no  reason  for  it.  It  had  been  alleged 
that  hon.  Members  were  afraid  to  defend 
corporal  punishment  on  the  hustings,  or 
before  their  constituents.  He  had  de- 
fended it  before  his  constituents,  and  on 
these  particular  grounds — that  it  would 
be  very  hard  on  any  respectable  person 
if  he  had  not  the  same  appliances  for 
protection  against  disorderly  and  violent 
conduct  in  a  soldier  that  they  could  get 
applied  against  anyone  in  civil  life,  and 
that  it  was  a  foolish  pandering  to  igno- 
rant prejudice,  and  that  the  result  would 
be,  in  the  first  place,  absence  of  dis- 
cipline, and  then  the  infliction  of  various 
tortures.  Dragging  men  for  14  days 
with  irons  on  their  persons  would  be 
found  impracticable,  and  the  Secretary 
of  State  would  then  go  in  for  the  thumb- 
screw or  the  **  Boot,"  or  some  of  the 
modes  of  torture  adopted  in  foreign  coun- 
tries ;  and  he  anticipated  that  that  would 
be  followed  by  a  re-action  in  the  country 
in  favour  of  the  lash.  He  would  have 
an  opportunity  of  speaking  at  greater 
length  on  the  Navy  Bill ;  but  he  thought 
it  right  to  call  attention  to  the  circum- 
stances of  which  he  had  spoken,  before 
they  passed  an  Act  which  he  believed 
would  be  to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
Army. 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH  said,  he  wished 
to  say  a  few  words  on  this  matter  from 
a  different  point  of  view  than  other 
Members  who  had  spoken.  He  had  been 
a  private  in  the  Army  during  the  time 
that  flogging  was  permitted  for  offences 
now  described  as  trivial,  and  he  heard 
the  same  argument  used,  that  it  would 
cause  a  relaxation  of  discipline  if  flogging 
were  abolished.  If  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site knew  the  feeling  of  the  soldiers  at 
that  time  it  would  have  much  modified 
some  of  the  speeches  delivered  to-day ; 
and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Sunderland  (Sir  Henry  Havelock- Allan) 
would  be  surprised  to  hear  the  number 
of  letters  he  had  received  from  private 
soldiers  asking  him  to  speak  on  this  sub- 
ject to-day.  There  was  a  feeling  of  utter 
detestation  against  the  punishment,  not 
'  simply  on  the  part  of  the  men  who  were 
likely  to  suffer  from  it,  but  on  tb^^^i  ^^ec^ 
of  everyone  ^\aft  •  ^ yv^^'^  ^*^^^xW^s^^^^ia5|i- 
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land  occupied  a  position  'which  no  other 
private  soldier  in  the  whole  of  Europe 
occupied;  and  ho  did-notknow any  other 
country  in  the  whole  world  where  it  was 
a  disgrace  to  wear  the  uniform  of  the 
country.  He  remembered,  upon  one  oc- 
casion, he  went  into  an  hotel  in  a  ereat 
city  and  ordered  a  cup  of  coffee,  and  was 
told  that  he  could  not  be  served  because 
he  wore  the  uniform  of  his  country.   All 

Jmnishments  which  made  soldiers  seem 
ess  reputable  than  their  fellow-citizens 
ought  to  be  abolished.  He  asked  the 
Government  to  allow  nothing  whatever 
to  influence  them  in  favour  of  this  most 
degrading  punishment.  The  men  who 
once  felt  the  lash  were  not  loyal  to  any 
command,  and  they  felt  a  bitterness  and 
an  abhorrence  of  everyone  connected  with 
the  ordering  of  the  punishment.  If  they 
flogged  a  man  engaged  on  active  service 
he  was  either  a  good  man  or  a  bad  man 
— a  man  of  some  spirit  or  none  at  all. 
If  he  were  a  man  of  any  spirit  there 
were  weapons  in  his  hands,  and  he  might 
use  them  for  purposes  of  revenge.  The 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Wigton  Burghs  (Sir  John  Hay)  talked 
of  men  who  preferred  the  lash.  The 
Army  would  be  far  better  without  such 
men.  He  had  seen  the  lash  applied — 
the  man  tied  up  and  stripped  in  the 
sight  of  his  comrades ;  he  had  seen  the 
body  blacken  and  the  skin  break ;  he  had 
heard  the  dull  thud  of  the  lash  as  it  fell 
on  the  blood- soddened  flesh,  and  he  was 

glad  of  having  the  opportunity  of  making 
is  voice  heard  against  it  to-day,  and 
trusted  that  nothing  would  induce  the 
Government  to  retain,  under  any  con- 
ditions, such  a  brutal  punishment. 

Captain  HEEON-MAXWELL  said, 
he  was  in  the  Service  when  corporal 
punishment  was  in  full  swing ;  and  he 
never  in  his  life  witnessed  such  de- 
grading, revolting  scenes  as  when  the 
soldier  was  lashed  to  the  triangle  on 
which  he  was  placed,  and  had  to  submit 
to  this  degrading  punishment.  As  a 
punishment  for  drunkenness,  for  which 
it  was  inflicted,  he  could  say  that  it  was 
perfectly  useless.  They  would  never  flog 
a  drunken  soldier  into  sobriety.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  insist  on 
carrying  their  Bill  through.  What  they 
had  to  consider  was,  how  they  were  to 
raise  the  tone  of  the  British  Army ;  and 
he  held  that  they  would  never  raise  the 
moral  tone  or  social  position  of  the 
BritiBb  Boldieraa  long  as  corporal  punish- 


ment  remained.  Only  the  other  day  he 
had  the  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
subject  with  his  constituents,  including 
several  who  had  sons  enlisted  in  the 
Army;  and  they  considered  that  those 
sons  of  theirs  were  lost  to  society,  be- 
cause they  had  enlisted  in  a  Service  in 
which  punishment  of  this  sort  was  in- 
volved. Instead  of  marching  the  soldier 
for  hours  in  a  barrack  square,  which  did 
him  no  good,  he  submitted  that  he  should 
be  ordered  to  attend  a  military  school, 
where  education  of  some  kind  should  be 
enforced,  for  it  was  only  in  that  way  that 
they  could  hope  to  make  the  soldier  a 
more  intelligent,  reasonable,  and  valu- 
able man. 

SiK  ALEXANDEE  GORDON  said, 
the  real  question  was  the  punishment 
they  proposed  to  substitute  for  the 
flogging ;  and  he  feared  they  would  not 
have  much  opportunity  of  discussing 
that  in  Committee.  He  wished  to  know 
whether,  when  it  was  stated  on  the  part 
of  the  Gt)vemment  that  the  new  Hules 
had  received  the  approval  of  the  highest 
military  authorities,  it  was  meant  that 
they  were  sanctioned  by  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  and  the  Adjutant  General,  who 
were  responsible  for  the  discipline  of  the 
Army  ?  He  hoped  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  when  he  came  to  speak  on  the 
subject,  would  tell  them  Aether  this 
was  the  case  or  not,  because  the  state- 
ment would  have  great  weight  with  the 
House.  Of  course,  if  those  high  autho- 
rities were  in  favour  of  these  Bules  the 
House  would  approve  of  it.  He  had  seen 
sundry  punishments  put  in  practice  both 
in  the  English  and  the  French  Army. 
He  had  seen  a  soldier  lashed  to  the  tail 
of  a  cart  and  drawn  along  the  road 
because  he  would  not  march,  and  he  had 
seen  a  French  soldier  lashed  to  a  horse 
or  a  mule  on  the  line  of  march — just  as 
Mazeppa  was  lashed  to  the  wild  horse  in 
the  plain ;  and  he  should  never  forget 
the  writhings  and  agony  of  the  man  to 
free  himself  from  the  position  in  which 
he  was  placed. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
pointed  out  that  in  the  campaigns  in 
Afghanistan,  and  particularly  in  Zulu- 
land,  there  had  been  many  reports  in  the 
public  Press  of  various  disorders  among 
the  soldiers,  for  which  corporal  punish- 
ment was  formerly  authorized  to  be  in- 
flicted. Under  this  Bill,  however,  this 
kind  of  repression  could  no  longer  be 
applied;  and  it  became  important  to  fin4 
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out  the  mode  of  maintaining  discipline 
in  the  field.  Now,  he  must  remark  that 
these  disorders,  he  considered,  arose 
from  the  fact  that  they  sent  men  out 
into  the  field  before  they  had  been 
brought  into  a  proper  state  of  discipline. 
Seeing  that  Parliament  had  granted 
funds  on  a  lavish  scale  for  the  efficiency 
of  our  Army,  he  complained  publicly 
against  that  system  of  sending  inexpe- 
rienced men  into  the  field — men  who  had 
been  insufficiently  drilled,  who  had  not 
been  trained  to  discipline,  and  who,  by 
their  ages  and  physical  condition,  were 
utterly  incompetent  to  do  the  heavy 
field  work.  The  first  consideration  was 
that  no  man  should  be  allowed  to  join 
the  Army  as  a  soldier  until  such  time  as 
he  had  been  proved  to  be  fit  for  the 
ranks.  That  was  a  point  to  which  the 
House  of  Commons  had  never  given 
sufficient  attention.  No  doubt,  assurances 
had  often  been  given  in  Parliament  that 
no  soldier  under  20,  and  none  under  two 
years'  service,  should  be  deemed  fit 
soldiers  for  war ;  but  from  the  Eeports 
and  Betums  and  from  newspaper  articles 
it  was  dear  that  those  assurances  had 
not  been  kept.  Nothing  could  be  more 
conducive  to  the  improvement  and  dis- 
cipline of  the  Army  than  that  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief should  make  annual 
Beports  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  on  the  state  and  condition  of  the 
soldiers  in  all  respects,  and  that  these 
Beports  should  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment, so  that  the  Legislature  might  know 
whether  our  soldiers  were  qualified  for 
duty  in  the  ranks,  as  well  as  to  take 
the  field.  In  order,  also,  to  prevent  men 
from  committing  crime,  he  thought  there 
should  be  a  larger  police  force  in  the 
Army.  Such  a  force  would  be  invalu- 
able in  preventing  young  soldiers  from 
getting  drunk.  It  was  folly  which  was 
more  to  be  feared  than  any  military 
crimes,  of  which  there  were  usually  few 
in  active  operations. 

Mb.  DALBYMPLE  observed,  that 
there  was  the  greatest  unanimity  in  the 
House  in  favour  of  the  Mutiny  Bill  pass- 
ing; but  he  had  not  heard  a  single  word 
said  by  anyone  in  favour  of  the  new 
Bules.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Sunderland  (Sir  Henry  Havelock- 
Allan)  spoke  with  regard  to  the  abolition 
of  flogging  for  such  crimes  as  drunken- 
ness in  the  field ;  but  it  remained  to  be 
seen  how  such  a  crime  as  that  was  to  be 
met  by  the  new  Bulea.    He  confessed 


that,  for  a  great  and  powerful  Govern- 
ment, such  as  this  Government  professed 
to  be,  and  one  specially  dedicated  to 
humanity,  he  woidd  desire,  above  all 
things,  that  the  punishments  inflicted 
upon  our  soldiers  should  not  be  of  a 
degrading  kind;  but  to  find  a  Govern- 
ment of  that  kind  proposing  the  Bules 
laid  before  the  House  a  few  days  ago 
was  a  matter  of  great  surprise  to  him. 
He  would  say  nothing  about  putting  an 
offender  in  irons ;  but  he.wondered  what 
was  to  be  said  about  attaching  an  of- 
fender to  a  cart  or  a  horse  while  the 
men  were  on  march.  What  kind  of  horse 
was  this  man  to  be  attached  to  ?  If  a 
horse  of  no  value,  it  ought  not  to  be  re- 
tained in  the  Service  ;  if  a  horse  of  any 
value,  it  would  kick  the  man — and  thus 
the  proviso  that  no  permanent  mark 
should  be  left  on  the  offender  could  not 
possibly  be  secured.  There  was,  fur- 
ther, a  provision  that  whilst  the  offender 
was  in  irons,  or  otherwise  attached  so  as 
not  to  injure  him,  he  might  be  moved 
irom  place  to  place  in  a  cart  or  other 
vehicle.  But  there  was  the  drunken 
soldier  on  a  hot  day  in  the  cart,  or  a 
number  of  them,  on  the  line  of  march. 
Could  anything  be  more  degrading,  or 
anything  more  difficult  to  carry  out? 
He  should  think  that  the  self-respect  of 
the  offenders  was  likely  to  be  offended 
by  the  punishments  proposed.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  had  spoken  about  the  degrada- 
tion of  flogging,  and  also  about  the  de- 
gradation of  not  being  able  to  obtain  a 
cup  of  coffee ;  but  the  connection  between 
the  two  was  not  pointed  out.  If  they 
were  going  to  substitute  a  punishment 
which  would  not  inflict  injury  on  the 
self-respect  of  the  soldier,  it  would  not 
be  found  in  these  precious  Bules  laid  on 
the  Table.  His  own  opinion  was  that 
no  good  soldier  need  ever  in  the  least 
fear  a  flogging,  and  that  the  soldier  not 
likely  to  be  flogged  was  not  likely  to 
have  his  self-respect  injured.  If  at  all 
likely  to  be  injured  by  flogging,  it  would 
be  injured  by  these  Bules.  He  would 
like  to  know  whether  the  Bules  had  the 
sanction  of  the  highest  military  autho- 
rities. If  these  Bules  had  not  obtained 
their  sanction,  they  were  not  likely  to 
be  looked  upon  by  the  House  in  a  very 
favourable  manner.  But  they  knew  the 
present  Government  did  not  lay  gieat 
stress  upon  the  opinions  of  such  rndL- 
yiduals,  where  uat.  ^otc^^-vs^svi^.   "^^^'^ss^ 
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astonisbed  that  the  terms  of  the  Bules 
should  not  receive  more  attention  from 
the  House,  as  he  did  not  see  at  what 
other  time  they  could  be  discussed.  In 
conclusion,  he  would  suggest  that  speci- 
mens of  the  new  manacles  to  be  used 
should  be  hung  up  in  the  Members' 
cloak-room,  after  the  same  fashion  as 
specimens  of  the  **cat"  were  two  years 
ago. 

Mr.  OTWAY,  alluding  to  the  early 
efforts  of  the  advocates  of  the  abolition 
of  flogging  in  the  Army,  observed  that 
it  was  a  matter  for  regret  that  the  disci- 
ples of  progress  opposed  the  change  for 
some  time  in  a  very  determined  manner. 
That  the  leaders  of  the  Liberal  Party 
had  at  last  been  induced  to  take  a  course 
which  ought  to  have  been  taken  years 
ago  was  due  to  the  persistent  efforts  of 
a  small  number  of  Members.    The  mis- 
take made  by  hon.  Members  opposite 
was  that  they  thought  British  soldiers 
were  not  constituted  like  the  soldiers 
of  other  countries.     He  held  that  the 
English  soldier  was  not  a  foul  and  de- 
graded brute,  who  could  only  be  disci- 
plined by  the  lash.    He  had  always  felt, 
when  asking  the  House  to  adopt  a  Be- 
solution  in  favour  of  the  abolition  of 
flogging,  that  it  was  better  to  limit  the 
change  to  the  period  of  peace,  as  there 
was  a  great  difficulty  in  finding  a  suit- 
able punishment  in  the  field.    But  he 
felt,  ^so,  that  the  question  was  one  of 
such  a  character  that  whenever  it  came 
to  be  discussed  it  would  have  to  be  set- 
tled by  abolition.    It  was  quite  possible 
that  in  a  campaign  it  might  be  necessary 
to  have  the  punishment  of  death ;  but 
he  was  certain  that  after  that  punish- 
ment had  been   inflicted  the  crime  of 
which  it  was  the  penalty  would  cease, 
because  soldiers  were  not  fond  of  ex- 
posing their  lives  in  that  way  any  more 
than  civilians.     He  thought  that  on  the 
subject  of  flogging  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  would 
outweigh  the  opinions  of  hon.  Members 
on  the  other  side.      By  the  abolition  of 
flogging  the  Army  would  be  relieved  of 
a  great  degradation.     He  shared  the 
opinion  expressed  by  Jerome,  King  of 
Westphalia,   that  *  flogging   **  degrades 
the  man  and  destroys  the  soldier.'^    Al- 
though he  could  not  express  any  enthu- 
siasm about  the  new  Kules,  or  even  an 
appreciation  of  them,  he  heartily  con- 

Jratulated   his    right    hon.   Friend  on 
aving  done  so  thoroughly  that  which 
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he  believed  would  prove  to  be  a  most 
beneficial  reform. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  was  proud  of  the 
triumph  won  by  the  Liberal  Party  in 
abolishing  the  odious  punishment  of 
flogging.  It  was  the  triumph  of  com- 
mon sense  over  a  brutal  mode  of  dis- 
pensing justice  and  maintaining  disci- 
pline ;  the  triumph  of  the  civilian  popu- 
lation over  those  who  governed  the  Army, 
and  it  was  a  triumph  of  the  civilian 
Members  of  that  House  over  those  who 
claimed  exclusive  authority  on  discipline. 
Experience  taught  us  that  mere  flogging 
would  do  little  good.  It  was  well  known 
that  one  commander  without  punish- 
ment maintained  discipline  better  than 
another  could  maintain  it  with  the  ut- 
most severity.  He  congratulated  the 
Government  for  having,  so  early  in  the 
Session,  redeemed  the  pledges  which  they 
had  given  in  the  last,  and  satisfied  the 
earnest  desires  of  the  whole  civilian 
population  from  which  the  Army  came ; 
and  he  was  quite  sure  there  was  no  man 
belonging  to  the  British  Army  that  would 
not  walk  a  prouder  man  from  the  day 
that  the  Bill  received  the  Koyal  Assent. 

Mr.  OHILDERS  thought  the  House 
would  be  anxious  to  pass  from  the  pre- 
sent subject  to  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr. 
Harcourt).  He  had,  at  first,  thought  of 
putting  the  substituted  punishment  in 
the  Bill;  but  on  consideration  he  thought 
the  best  course  to  pursue,  until  they  had 
had  some  experience,  wouldjbe  to  give  the 
Secretary  of  State  power  to  make,  from 
time  to  time,  the  rules  for  the  substituted 

Eunishment,  although  it  was  a  responsl- 
ility  which  he  byjno  means  desired  to  un- 
dertake; but  it  would  be  very  unfortunate 
if,  by  putting  the  Kules  in  the  Schedule 
to  the  Bill,  they  should  stereotype  mea- 
sures which  it  might  be  found  convenient 
to  alter.     His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Aberdeenshire  (Sir 
Alexander  Gordon)  had  asked  him  whe- 
ther the  proposed  Hules  had  been  ap- 
proved by  the  highest  military  authori- 
ties ?    His  reply  was  that  those  authori- 
ties had  been  consulted ;  but  that  he  had 
taken  the  same  view  of  his  duty  which 
had  been  laid  down  in  1879  in  reference 
to  a  similar  question  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Devon, 
who  was  then  Leader  of  that  House, 
and  who  said  that,  although  the  Govern- 
ment had  consulted  the  military  autho- 
ritiesy  they  declined  to  shelter  themselves 
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behind  them,  and  took  upon  themselves 
the  full  responsibility  of  what  they  had 
done.  With  respect  to  the  question  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Memberfor  West  Sussex 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  about  the  con- 
troversy between  Dr.  Bussell  and  Sir 
Garnet  Wolseley,  he  could  not  without 
Notice  say  more  than  that  he  thought  Dr. 
Bussell  had  written  well,  but  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley  had  written  better.  The  cri- 
ticism of  the  hon.  Member  for  Buteshire 
(Mr.  Dalrymple)  on  the  suggested  rules 
was  very  amusing.  He  said — *  *  Imagine 
a  drunken  soldier  in  a  cart  on  a  hot 
day.*'  He  (Mr.  ChildersJ  had  seen  this 
terrible  sight,  and  he  must  confess 
that  it  did  not  appal  him.  But  he  had 
every  reason  to  anticipate  that  if  the 
Bill  passed  in  its  present  shape  he  would 
be  able  to  substitute  an  efficient  punish- 
ment for  what  the  country  had  deter- 
mined to  abolish  as  a  punishment  for 
military  offences. 

Major    NOLAN   hoped  they  might 
have  an   opportunity  of  discussing  the 
new  Bules  in  Committee.     He  thought 
the  punishment  of  tying  to  a  waggon 
ought  only  to  be  applied  to  the  case  of 
a  man  refusing  to  march.     He  did  not, 
however,   propose    to    enter  upon   the 
question  of  punishments ;   but    desired 
to  offer   a  few   observations  upon  the 
violent  revolution  attempted  in  Clause 
6.     It  was  actually  proposed  to  abolish 
the  oaths  of  members  of  courts  martial 
and  those  of  the  witnesses.     A  private 
soldier  was  therefore  liable,  under  this 
Bill,  to  be  convicted  upon  unsworn  evi- 
dence.    That  was  a  great  revolution  in 
courts  martial.     If    ever    this   country 
were  placed  under  martial  law  what  a 
dreadful  latitude  was  given  by  this  Bill 
to  those  courts  which  might  have  to  try 
the  civil  inhabitants.     He  would  endea- 
vour to  show  the  way  in  which  sum- 
mary courts  martial  had  grown  and  be- 
come adopted  in  the  Bill.     For  the  last 
60  or  70  years  there  had  been  a  detach- 
ment general  court  martial;  but  that  was 
carefully  limited  to  a  specific  class  of 
offences.     It    was    limited  to  offences 
against  the  inhabitants  of  the  country ; 
and  if  a  sentence  of  death  were  passed 
it  could  not  be  put  into  execution  with- 
out being  confirmed  by  the  Commander- 
in-Chief  of  a  force  in  the  field.     Prac- 
tically the  whole  responsibility  rested 
on  the  Commander-in-Chief.    The  sum- 
mary court  martial  applied  to  every  mili- 
tary offence ;  but  instead  of  having  the 


Commander-in-Chief  to  confirm  the  sen- 
tence, the  duty  might  be  performed  by 
any  major  in  command  of  a  detachment; 
he  might  command  a  baggage  guard,  or 
rear  guard,  or  perhaps  only  a  picket. 
The  lives  of  our  soldiers,  therefore, 
would  be  at  the  mercy  of  a  single  colonel 
or  major.  His  experience  was  that 
lawyers,  when  dealing  with  military 
matters,  sacrificed  all  their  ideas  of  law 
and  equity.  He  believed  that  the  intro- 
duction of  this  clause  would  very  se- 
riously demoralize  all  courts  martial, 
and  have  an  extremely  bad  effect. 

General  BUENAB  Y  said,  that  serious 
complaints  had  been  made  to  him  by 
licensed  victuallers  of  the  inadequate 
compensation  made  to  them  for  the  ac- 
commodation they  afforded  to  soldiers 
on  the  line  of  march  ;  and  he  must  say 
he  thought,  when  he  considered  that 
13Jr?.  was  all  they  received  for  the  stipu- 
lated refreshment  they  had  to  provide, 
exclusive  of  the  lodging  and  attendance 
of  2^d.  in  return  for  attendance  and 
plenty  of  elbow-room  for  the  troopers, 
their  complaints  were  not  unreasonable. 
He  thought  those  allowances  were  very 
insufficient,  and  he  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  see  his  way  to  aug- 
menting them. 

Sir  henry  FLETCHER  said,  his 
opinion  was  that  the  new  mode  of  pun- 
ishment would  have  little  effect  in  the 
field.  There  was  a  certain  class  of  men 
who  would  rather  be  punished  than  oc- 
cupy an  unpleasant  and  dangerous  post 
on  guard  or  picket  in  an  enemy's  coun- 
try. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursdaf/. 

MOTION. 


HIGHWAYS— MAINTENANCE  OF  MAIN 
ROADS.— RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  E.  W.  HARCOURT,  in  rising  to 
move  a  Resolution  to  the  effect  that  part 
of  the  maintenance  of  main  roads  ought 
to  be  defrayed  from  other  sources  than 
county  rates,  said :  Sir,  we  maintain  that, 
in  the  present  depressed  state  of  the 
agricultural  interests  it  would  be  mani- 
festly unfair  to  lay  upon  the  land  any 
inordinate  burdens.  We  maintaix\.  ^k^al^ 
it  would  be  \3Jifcix  V^  ^»a^  «^«5sc\^^  ^ 
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particular  class  of  property  for  benefits 
which  are  received  by  the  whole  country; 
and  we  say  that  if  we  find  the  income 
of  the  country  amounts  to  £900,000,000, 
and  if  only  about  £250,000,000  is  as- 
sessed for  local  rates,  and  if  £650,000,000 
pays  nothing  whatever  under  this  head, 
then  a  gross  injustice  is  being  perpe- 
trated.    Why,  may  we  ask,  should  such 
partiality  be  exercised  in  matters  which 
concern  all  householders  alike,  whether 
their  incomes  are  derived  from  personal 
or  from  real  property  ?    Some  justice  has 
been  done  in  these  respects  in  the  matter 
of  the  county  police ;  but  there  is  another 
thing  which  presses  very  heavily  and 
with  great  inequality  upon  the  county 
ratepayers,   and    that  is  the   highway 
rate.     In  the  days  of  turnpikes,  each 
man  paid  for  the  roads  according  to  the 
use  he  made  of  them — a  fairer  arrange- 
ment could  not  be  conceived — now,  how- 
ever, the  unfortunate  individual  through 
whose  lands  the  highways  may  pass  are 
made  to  pay,  not  only  for  the  accommo- 
dation which  they  themselves  receive, 
but  for  the  benefit  received  by  the  gene- 
ral public.     Benefit  received  is  a  very 
fair  test — I  may  say  the  only  fair  test — 
for  the  imposition  of  taxation  for  local 
purposes.     I  do  not  suppose  that  turn- 
pikes will  ever  be  restored.     The  incon- 
venience of  putting  your  hand  into  your 
pocket  to  satisfy  the  toll-keeper  was  the 
cause  of  doing  away  with  a  just  impost. 
The  alternative  which  has  been  resorted 
to  of  making  a  portion  of  the  public  pay 
for  the  accommodation  of  the  whole  is 
founded  upon  no  equitable  basis.   Why, 
we  may  well  ask,  shall  a  brewer  who 
has  been  in  the  habit  of  paying  £500  or 
£1,000  per  annum  in  tolls  for  the  use  of 
the  roads  over  which  he  has  conveyed 
the  beer  with  which  he  has  supplied  his 
customers    suddenly    find    himself   de- 
livered from  this  expense,  without  any 
benefit  to  the  public  in  a  reduction  in 
the  price  of  beer ;  and  why  should  this 
bounty  be  taken  from  the  scantily  filled 
pockets  of  the  rural  classes  alone?    It 
may  be  argued,  neither  would  it  be  fair 
that  the  unbenefited  public  should  be 
taxed  for  the    sake    of    greasing    the 
brewer's  wheels ;  granted,  but  it  would 
be  un fairer  still  that  a  small  portion  of 
the  public  should  bear  the  whole  of  the 
burden,    and   that  small  portion,   too, 
which  is  also  so  heavily  taxed  in  the 
matter  of  poor  rates  and  school  rates. 
I Buppoae  th&t  the  public  at  large,  who 
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have  no  interest  in  inquiring  into  these 
things,  are  utterly  ignorant  of  the  extent 
to  which  this  injustice  is  carried  ;  it  must 
be  ignorance  alone  which  keeps  down 
the  righteous  indignation  of  right  hon. 
and  hon.    Gentlemen    opposite,   whose 
liberal   hearts  would  be  sorely  hurt  if 
they  were  fully  aware  of  the  injustice 
and  oppression  to  which  their  brother 
men  are  subjected  in  country  districts. 
The  tale  would  be  too  pitiful  if  I  were  to 
unfold  it  all  at  once.    I  wish  to  spare  the 
feelings  of  a  Liberal  and  a  sensitive  Go- 
vernment ;  and,  therefore,  for  the  present 
at  least,  I  will  make  no  allusion  to  the 
poor  rate  and  the  school  rate  grievance. 
I  will  simply  narrate  a  few  facts  relating 
to  the  maintenance  of  main  roads.    It  is 
not  my  desire  to  plague  the  House  with 
statistics,  and  I  will  take  the  position  of 
one  highway  district  as  fairly  demon- 
strative of  the  whole.    The  Bullingdon 
highway  district,  near  Oxford,  consists  of 
an  aggregation  of  49  parishes,  and  we 
find  that  the  expenditure  has  increased 
in  this  district  from  £2,668  8^.  in  1872 
to  £4,945  19*.  \^d,  in  1880.     Turnpike 
roads  began  to  fall  upon  the  common 
fund  of  the  Bullingdon  Highway  Board, 
under  the  piecemeal  leg^dation  of  the 
Turnpike  Continuance  Acts,   in  1872; 
and  the  expenses  of  repairing  turnpike 
roads  were,  with  the  salaries  of  the  offi- 
cers, &c.,  the  only  charges  which  from 
that  date  fell  upon  the  common  fund, 
until  the  41  &  42   YicL   c.  77,  caused 
all  the  expenses  of  the  Highway  Boards 
to  fall  upon  the  common  fund.    This 
gave  but  little  relief  to  the  Bullingdon 
Board,  as  the  general  efi^ect  of  the  Act 
was  to  relieve  the  small  urban  places  at 
the   expense  of   large  rural    parishes. 
Clause  1 3  of  the  Act  above  quoted  pro- 
vides that  disturnpiked  roads  shall  be- 
come main  roads,  and  that  half  the  ex- 
pense of  their  maintenance  shall  be  con- 
tributed out  of  the  county  rates,  on  the 
certificate  of  the  surveyor  that  the  roads 
have  been  properly  maintained.     What 
I  should  like  to  propose  would  be  that 
part  of  the  expenses  mentioned  in  the 
above  clause  shall  be  contributed  out  of 
money  provided  by  Parliament.  I  would 
propose  that  the  whole  of  the  expenses 
of  the  maintenance  of  main  roads  should, 
in  the  first  place,  be  borne  by  the  county 
authority,  and  that  the  county  authority, 
in  its  turn,  should  be  recouped  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's  Trea- 
sury as  far  as  one-half  of  those  expenses 
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were  concerned.  The  payment  by  the 
Treasury  should  be  dependent  upon  the 
certificate  of  a  surveyor,  to  the  effect 
that  the  main  roads  in  respect  to  which 
a  contribution  was  to  be  made  had  been 
maintained  to  his  satisfaction.  It  strikes 
me  that  all  this  is  very  simple  and  very  j  ust. 
I  do  not  know,  of  course,  now  my  proposi- 
tion may  commend  itself  or  the  contrary 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government — but  this 
I  know — that  if  they  are  in  earnest  in 
wishing  to  assist  the  agricultural  classes, 
they  will  give  that  assistance  in  a  way 
which  will  be  of  real  use  to  those  whom 
they  profess  themselves  desirous  to  serve. 
I  have  a  letter  here  from  a  tenant  farmer 
in  Oxfordshire — not  a  tenant  of  my  own 
— which  perhaps  the  House  will  permit 
me  to  read — 

"  Dear  Sir, — I  find  that  in  the  old  turnpike 
days,  and  having  a  turnpike  close  to  my  house, 
I  used  to  contract  with  the  gatekeeper  for  £i  a- 
year ;  now,  sometimes,  according  to  the  new  Act, 
we  get  a  shilling  rate,  out  of  which  I  have  to  pay 
about  a  fourth,  which  comes  to  over  £20  instead 
of  £4.  I  have  heard  from  good  authority  that 
it  saves  *one  of  our  local  brewers  over  £500  a- 
year.  Now,  if  you  could  bring  in  a  BiU,  either 
to  put  up  the  gates  again  or  remedy  this  evil  in 
some  way  or  other,  so  that  those  who  used  the 
roads  should  keep  them  in  repair,  it  would  be  of 
more  benefit  to  the  farmers  than  the  Ground 
Game  Act  or  doing  away  with  the  malt  tax. 
Then,  again,  there  are  the  school  and  sanitary 
rates,  which  are  extra  within  the  last  few  years ; 
but  I  think  the  highway  rate  the  most  unfair  of 
all." 

I  see  that  my  Besolution  is  to  be  met  on 
the  other  side  by  moving  the  Previous 
Question.  What  does  the  Previous 
Question  mean  ?  Why,  it  means  pro- 
crastination, it  means  delay,  it  means 
appointing  Committees,  it  means  falling 
back  upon  the  general  question.  What 
it  does  not  mean  is  giving  immediate 
relief  to  the  agricultural  interests.  It 
is  just  the  same  as  if  a  man  were  dying 
of  hunger,  and  a  physician  were  to 
come,  and  instead  of  giving  him  the 
nourishment  he  required,  he  were  to 
say  he  would  go  home  and  form  a  com- 
mittee of  his  sisters,  and  his  cousins, 
and  his  aunts,  and  they  would  consider 
the  general  question.  When  that  silly 
man  came  back  he  would  find  his 
patient  dead.  I  know  I  shall  be  met 
with  the  statement  that,  if  any  assist- 
ance is  given  to  rural  districts  in  these 
matters,  justice  would  require  that  an 
equal  assistance  should  be  given  to 
urban  districts — and  I  shall  be  told  that 


urban  places  have  made  no  complaints 
under  this  head.  Here  I  am  an*aid  I 
shall  be  obliged  to  ask  the  House  to 
follow  me  into  a  few  statistics,  in  order 
that  I  may  make  good  my  case.  The 
population  of  rural  districts  numbers 
about  10,000,000,  and  is  located  upon 
about  34,000,000  of  acres  of  land.  The 
population  of  the  urban  districts  num- 
bers about  13,000,000,  and  is  located 
upon  about  3,250,000  acres  of  land. 
The  number  of  horses  and  vehicles  kept 
by  the  urban  population  throughout  the 
country  is,  as  compared  to  those  kept 
by  the  rural  population,  as  about  seven 
to  one — as  may  be  gathered  from  the 
horse  and  carriage  licence  Betums.  The 
rural  population  maintain  106,000  miles 
of  highways  —  exclusive  of  turnpike 
roads  —  at  a  cost,  according  to  the 
Betums  made  to  Parliament  for  the 
years  1872-3,  of  £l,487,8'20 ;  besides 
which  the  turnpike  roads  cost  in  main- 
tenance during  the  same  years  £787,620. 
It  is  in  the  matter  of  this  last  item  of 
expenditure  that  we  seek  relief.  And 
now  let  us  turn  to  the  position  of  the 
urban  population.  According  to  the 
same  Betums,  and  in  the  same  years,  we 
find  that  the  cost  of  highways  in  urban 
districts — that  is,  in  cities,  towns,  local 
boards,  &c.,  independent  of  the  Metro- 
polis, amounted  to  £1,061,098,  which  is 
£426,722  less  than  is  paid  by  the  rural 
population,  without  any  reference  to  the 
main  roads,  which,  as  we  have  seen, 
cost  £787,620 ;  and  these  two  sums 
taken  together  show  an  excess  of  pay- 
ments of  £1,204,342  by  the  rural  over 
the  urban  populations.  I  have  said 
before  that  it  is  only  in  respect  of  main 
roads — that  is  to  say,  distumpiked  roads 
— that  we  seek  relief.  Let  us  consider 
a  little  what  turnpike  roads  were  origin- 
ally constructed  for.  They  were  made 
for  the  purpose  of  connecting  centres  of 
population  comprised  in  urban  districts. 
They  are  required  by  the  country  at 
large  for  commercial,  postal,  and  mili- 
tary purposes.  We  have  deduced  that 
of  the  entire  population  of  the  country 
a  very  small  proportion  pays  anything 
to  local  rates ;  we  have  deduced  that  the 
urban  population  pays  considerably  less 
for  their  highway  accommodation  than 
is  paid  by  the  rural  population ;  we  have 
deduced  that  since  the  abolition  of  turn- 
pikes the  municipal  boroughs  pay  no- 
thing whatever  towards  the  maintA\^As^sii^ 
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of  main  roads,  although  they  use  them  on 
equal  terms  with  the  rural  population, 
and  with  an  excess  of  seven  times  the 
horse  and  carriage  power  ;  we  have  de- 
duced that  the  main  roads  were  con- 
structed for  the  benefit  of  the  nation ; 
and  it  is  a  fact  that  any  individual  may 
prosecute  any  local  highway  authority 
if  the  roads  are  not  maintained  to  his 
satisfaotion,  and  to  suit  his  convenience. 
I  think,  then,  Sir,  I  have  logically 
arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  to  relieve 
the  public  from  contributing  to  the  main- 
tenance of  main  roads,  and  to  throw  the 
whole  burden  upon  the  country  rate- 
payer, is  manifestly  unjust.  I  do  not 
know  what  Government  and  what  Party 
are  going  to  redress  these  grievances. 
They  ought  not  to  be  Party  questions. 
I  am  well  assured,  however,  of  this — 
that  these  grievances  are  so  real  and  so 
crying  in  their  nature  that  some  Govern- 
ment and  some  Party  will  be  forced  into 
redressing  them  before  long.  I  beg  to 
move  the  Resolution  which  stands  in  my 
name. 

Mk.  R.  H.  PAGET,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  thanked  his  hon.  Friend  for  the 
great  ability  and  the  remarkable  modera- 
tion with  which  he  had  introduced  that 
subject.  He  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  not  refuse  to  accede  to  the  mode- 
rate and  reasonable  demand  just  made 
by  his  hon.  Friend,  who,  he  thought, 
had  established  his  case.  They  were 
not  now  asked  to  enter  into  an  elaborate 
discussion  of  so  important  an  investiga- 
tion as  that  of  a  re-adjustment  of  local 
taxation.  There  was  no  better  test  of 
the  civilization  of  a  country  than  the 
state  of  completeness  and  perfection  of 
its  roads.  In  early  times,  when  manu- 
factures were  slight  and  trade  but  scarce, 
a  few  ordinary  bridle  roads  were  suffi- 
cient to  carry  on  the  commercial  trans- 
actions of  the  nation.  Now,  however, 
we  had  a  costly  system  of  well-kept 
roads  intersecting  the  country  in  every 
direction.  The  roads  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  including  highways  and  turn- 
pike roads,  were  not  maintained  for  less 
than  about  £7,000,0U()  sterling  per  an- 
num. The  fact  was  that  the  roads  were 
used  by  all,  they  were  wanted  by  all,  and 
they  ought  to  be  paid  for  by  all.  The  turn- 
pike system  did  provide  that  those  who 
used  the  roads  paid  for  them  in  propor- 
tion to  their  use  of  them.  The  turnpike 
system  was  dead,  and  he  did  not  propose 
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that  it  should  be  revived  in  any  way. 
In  anticipation  of  the  ultimate  discon- 
tinuance of  the  system,  each  Turnpike 
Act  was  passed  for  a  limited  time.  The 
Acts  were  renewed  singly  for  limited 
periods,  and  they  had  gradually  ex- 
pired one  by  one.  If  it  had  not  been 
for  the  existence  of  the  railway  system, 
the  turnpikes 'could  not  have  been  ex- 
tinguished without  a  material  contribu- 
tion from  the  State  towards  the  expense 
of  the  roads.  The  injustice  of  leaving 
them  a  charge  on  the  local  rates  would 
have  been  so  glaring  that  a  remedy 
must  have  been  found  forthwith.  The 
fact  that  the  railways  had  taken  a  gpreat 
amount  of  the  traffic  that  would  other- 
wise have  gone  on  the  roads  had  had 
the  eff'ect  of  minimizing  the  grievance ; 
but  it  was  none  the  less  a  grievance; 
and  any  grievance,  however  small,  was 
felt  with  severity  in  the  present  depressed 
condition  of  agriculture.  The  particular 
grievance  they  desired  to  discuss  was 
that  of  the  main  roads.  Since  1870 
15,000  miles  of  road  had  been  distum- 
piked  ;  and,  assuming  the  cost  of  main- 
tenance to  be  £30  a-mile,  the  annual 
charge  thrown  upon  the  rates  would  be 
close  upon  £500,000  sterling.  The  only 
reason  why  there  had  been  no  combi- 
nation to  resist  this  result  was  that  the 
Acts  had  expired  one  by  one.  But  now 
it  was  possible  to  realize  as  a  whole  the 
burden  which  had  been  thrown  on  the 
county  rates.  Assuming  the  case  to  be 
made  out,  the  question  was  how  relief 
was  to  be  given,  and  to  be  given  im- 
mediately, and  as  a  temporary  expedient. 
It  was  not  suggested  that  there  should 
be  a  Government  subvention  in  per- 
petuity ;  but  if  there  were  to  be  one,  it 
would  be  a  temporary  expedient  to  en- 
able the  case  to  be  dealt  with  this 
Session  without  legislation.  As  to  other 
suggestions,  there  might  be  a  new  horse 
tax  or  a  new  wheel  tax.  He  was  not  pre- 
pared to  advocate  either,  but  he  would 
not  discard  them.  There  were  difficul- 
ties in  the  way  of  imposing  new  taxes 
and  reviving  old  ones.  One  difficulty 
was  that  such  taxes  would  have  to  be 
accompanied  by  the  great  evil  of  exemp- 
tions. He  had  suggested  the  transfer 
to  the  local  authorities  of  the  dog  tax, 
which  was  largely  collected  through  the 
agency  of  the  country  police,  and  in  Ire- 
land was  paid  over  to  the  local  autho- 
rities in  aid  of  local  taxation.    There 


49        Highwayi^-'MditUenmee      (Uaboh  28,  1881) 


of  Main  Roadi, 


50 


"was  the  possibility  of  the  future  transfer 
of  the  house  tax  to  the  local  authorities, 
and  some  such  scheme  might  be  the  ul- 
timate solution  of  the  difficulty.  In  any 
scheme  care  must  be  taken  that  the  re- 
lief was  greatest  where  the  grievance 
was  most  keenly  felt.  At  present  there 
was  an  absence  of  Betums  to  enable  them 
to  work  out  in  detail  any  definite  plan 
for  the  transfer  of  taxation.  A  Return  of 
1872  was  valueless  because  it  omitted  the 
dog  tax,  which  produced  over  £300,000  ; 
and  this  and  a  later  Hetum  were  also 
valueless  because  they  adopted  areas 
which  did  not  coincide  with  those  adopted 
for  local  taxation.  Those  who  complained 
could  not  come  forward  with  a  complete 
remedy  because  the  necessary  informa- 
tion was  not  accessible  to  them.  If  they 
could  not  come  forward  with  any  defi- 
nite scheme  of  their  own,  there  was  no- 
thing left  to  them  but  to  place  such  a 
proposal  as  that  made  by  his  hon.  Friend 
before  the  House  as  a  temporary  expe- 
dient. It  was  for  the  Government  to 
consider  and  settle  a  method  of  dealing 
with  the  question.  There  were  two 
Amendments  on  the  Paper,  and  a  third, 
of  which  Notice  had  been  given ;  and, 
without  suspecting  the  hon.  Members 
who  had  given  those  Notices,  he  believed 
their  Amendments  shadowed  forth  the 
nature  of  the  official  reply.  He  should 
be  pleased  to  think  that  the  official  reply 
would  be  the  promise  of  a  remedy ;  but 
he  feared  it  would  be  an  admission  of 
the  fact  that  the  Bill  of  1878  required  to 
be  remedied.  He  did  not  deny  that  fact ; 
but  that  would  merely  mean  indefinite 
delay.  Again,  it  might  be  said  that 
there  was  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords  sitting.  No  doubt  there  was.  But 
that  Committee  sat  last  year,  and  might, 
for  aught  he  knew,  sit  next  year.  They 
might  look  forward  to  a  very  valuable 
Beport  from  that  Committee ;  but  that, 
again,  meant  delay,  and  what  was  de- 
manded was  immediate  action.  Then, 
again,  the  official  reply  might  be  that 
the  proposed  transfer  of  taxation  would 
require  the  establishment  of  a  County 
Board.  But  the  demand  of  his  hon. 
Friend  might  well  be  complied  with 
while  the  scheme  as  to  a  County  Board 
was  being  matured.  The  question  of 
the  incidence  of  taxation  would  be  re- 
ferred to.  But  fig^es  of  a  rateable 
value  were  misleading,  because  the 
burden  of  taxation  was  in  proportion  to 
the  ability  to  [pay.    These  figures  gaye 


no  notion  of  the  ability  to  pay,  and 
throughout  the  whole  of  the  length  of 
England  the  ability  of  the  farmers  to 
pay  was  less  now  than  it  had  ever  been 
during  the  present  generation.  He  had 
often  heard  it  asked — "  Why  did  the  far- 
mer make  such  a  fuss  when  Id.  in  the 
pound  was  added  to  his  rates?"  He 
would  tell  the  House  why  the  farmer 
was  entitled  to  complain  of  such  an  ad- 
dition. Let  them  take  the  case  of  a 
farmer  whose  rent  was  £300  a-year. 
His  income  was  assumed  to  be  half  his 
rent,  and  the  Income  Tax  was  levied  on 
that  amount.  The  addition  of  Id.  in 
the  pound  in  the  Income  Tax  would 
mean  the  payment  by  him  of  XbQd.y 
while  the  addition  of  Id.  to  the  rates 
would  mean  the  payment  of  an  addi- 
tional 300^.  His  case  was  aggravated 
by  comparison  with  that  of  his  neigh- 
bour. A  man  with  an  income  of  £150 
a-year,  living  in  a  house  close  by,  would 
pay  the  same  amount  of  Income  Tax  as 
the  farmer ;  but  as  he  would  probably 
live  in  a  house  rated  at  £20,  a  W.  rate 
would  only  take  20d.  from  him ;  so  that 
each  \d.  rate  would  hit  one  man  15 
times  as  hard  as  it  hit  the  other.  He 
had  always  taken  a  deep  interest  in  this 
question,  and  not  the  less  that  his  entire 
constituency  were  interested  in  it,  and 
considered  their  case  so  strong  that  they 
could  not  wait.  The  Amendments,  on 
the  other  hand,  simply  said  wait.  The 
farmers  said  they  had  waited  too  long 
already.  The  demand  put  forward  wm 
a  reasonable  one,  and  it  was  urged  on 
behalf  of  that  eminently  loyal  class,  the 
British  farmer.  They  asked  for  justice 
and  no  more;  and  he  confidently  ap- 
pealed to  the  sense  of  justice  of  the  Go- 
vernment not  to  refuse  the  present  very 
reasonable  demand. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*That  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is 
expedient  so  to  amend  *The  Highway  Act, 
1878,'  that  part  of  the  maintenance  of  main 
roads  may  be  defrayed  from  other  sources  than 
county  i-ates." — {^Mr.  Mareourt.) 

Mr.  J.  W.  PEASE  said,  that  he  had 
listened  with  g^eat  attention  to  the  two 
speeches  made  by  his  hon.  Friends  in 
favour  of  this  Motion ;  and  no  one  who 
represented  a  county  constituency  but 
must  sympathize  with  his  hon.  Friends 
in  the  object  which  they  had  in  view. 
It  had  been  stated  by  his  hon..  "E-^r^sss^ 
the  Memb^n  fct  '^KA^^'a^'SEwSv.v^:^^'^ 
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H.  Paget)  that  the  annual  cost  of  the 
roads  in  England  and  Scotland  was 
something  like  £7,000,000  ;  but  Ireland 
and  Scotland  were  entirely  out  of  the 
question  in  dealing  with  the  highways 
of  England  and  Wales,  while  it  should 
be  borne  in  mind  that  his  hon.  Friend 
had  also  included  in  his  calculation 
the  very  large  extent  of  the  roads  main- 
tained in  the  Metropolis  and  other  local 
authorities.  The  actual  cost  of  the 
highways  in  England  and  Wales  was 
£1,800,000  per  annum;  but,  according 
to  a  Return  published  in  1878,  he  found 
that  the  maintenance  of  the  distumpiked 
turnpike  roads  from  1870  to  that  year 
was  something  under  £200,000.  There 
was  also  a  Ketum  which  showed  that 
the  turnpikes  which  would  probably  be 
distumpiked  during  the  following  five 
years  might  be  put  roughly  at  £80,000 
more,  so  that  the  House  was  now  asked 
practically  to  deal  with  a  sum  of 
£280,000 ;  and  it  was  of  one-half  that 
amount,  or  £140,000,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
(Mr.  Harcourt)  proposed  to  relieve  the 
highway  authorities  by  placing  it  on 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  Now,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  there  was  a  great 
feeling  of  soreness  among  the  farmers, 
because  of  the  fact  that  the  highway 
rate  and  other  rates  had  come  upon 
them  one  after  another.  He  found  that 
in  one  Union  in  his  locality  there  had 
been  an  increase  of  taxation  of  9\d, 
in  the  pound  in  the  aggregate ;  and, 
under  these  circumstances,  it  was  no 
wonder  that  they  looked  round  to 
see  in  what  manner  relief  was  to  be 
obtained.  He  was  one  of  those  who 
were  of  opinion  that  unless  we  had 
much  better  harvests  than  we  had 
had  for  the  last  two  or  three  years, 
the  farmer  would  have  little  less  than 
ruin  staring  him  in  the  face.  His  sym- 
pathies, therefore,  went  very  much  with 
every  attempt  which  was  made  to  relieve 
him  from  any  portion  of  his  burden.  The 
position  of  the  landlords,  he  might  add, 
was  only  one  degree  better.  They  had 
largely  reduced  their  rents;  they  had, 
too,  spent  large  sums  of  money  in 
drainage  and  other  improvements,  in 
order  to  keep  the  farmers  in  good 
heart.  Again,  there  were  settlements, 
and  other  encumbrances,  which  they 
had  to  meet  out  of  depleted  pockets. 
Taking,  then,  £140,000  as  the  figure,  the 
fanners  would  repay  about  half  that  sum 


in  Income  Tax,  and  that  would  reduce 
the  amount  to  £70,000,  or,  at  most, 
£75,000.  Still,  he  could  not  make  up 
his  mind  to  think  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Oxfordshire  was  right 
in  asking  the  House  to  deal  with  the 
question  before  it  by  putting  his  hand 
into  the  Imperial  pocket  to  make  up  the 
deficiency.  Was  his  hon.  Friend  pre- 
pared, he  would  ask  in  the  first  place, 
for  a  large  system  of  Government  in- 
spection, n)r  that  must  be  the  result  of 
his  Motion  if  carried?  For  his  own 
part,  he  should  by  no  means  like  to  see 
a  new  race  of  Government  Inspectors 
sent  into  the  country  to  interfere  with 
the  highway  rates.  But  there  was 
another  difficulty  in  the  way  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  and  that  was  that  (lie  Highway 
Act,  as  to  the  main  roads,  applied  only 
to  England  and  Wales,  and  he  could 
scarcely  ask  Ireland  and  Scotland  to 
contribute.  Now,  he  should  like  to  read 
a  few  lines  from  the  evidence  given  be- 
fore the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Hampshire  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth). 

Sir  BALDWTN  LEIGHTON  asked 
whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  Or- 
der in  quoting  from  a  Beport  which  had 
not  been  laid  before  the  House  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  understand  the 
hon.  Member  to  be  about  to  quote  from 
a  Parliamentary  Paper. 

Mr.  J.  W.  PEASE  said,  the  Paper 
was  one  which  had  been  delivered  last 
year,  or  early  this  Session ;  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  whom  he  referred, 
in  answer  to  a  question  which  had 
been  put  to  him,  stated  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  cases  in  which  the  in- 
habitants of  the  country  parishes  re- 
ceived no  benefit  from  the  turnpike 
roads  were  comparatively  rare,  and  that 
the  cases  in  which  the  owners  of  pro- 
perty derived  no  benefit  from  them  were 
still  rarer;  while  to  throw  the  charge 
for  their  maintenance  on  the  central 
authority  would,  in  his  opinion,  neces- 
sitate a  system  of  interference  which 
was  open  to  objection.  As  for  the  Motion 
x)f  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire,  he 
thought  the  principle  was  wrong ;  but 
he  must,  at  the  same  time,  express  a 
hope  that  his  right  hon.  Friends  on  the 
Bench  below  him  would  deal  with  the 
question  as  soon  as  the  opportunity  pre- 
sented itself.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  Act  of  1 878  ought  to  be  amended. 
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and  he  hoped  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  deal  with  it  as  soon  as  they 
had  the  opportunity.  That  Act  was 
one  of  those  unfortunate  measures 
which  was  rushed  through  the  House 
when  nearly  all  the  Members  had  gone 
homewards.  The  1 6th  of  August  was 
the  date  on  which  it  received  the  Eoyal 
Assent ;  but  had  it  been  subjected  to 
patient  scrutiny,  which  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Opposition  side  and  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Ministerial  side  would 
have  applied  to  it,  he  believed  that  it 
would  never  have  become  law  in  its  pre- 
sent undigested  form.  The  Act  had 
caused  great  inconveniences  and  anoma- 
lies. Under  the  Act  certain  thorough- 
fares were  to  be  made  main  roads.  As 
far  as  the  district  in  which  he  resided 
was  concerned,  the  question  of  main 
roads  operated  most  unfairly.  Al- 
though it  was  a  moorland  district  one- 
third  of  the  moiety  fell  on  the  county 
rate  of  the  cost  of  main  roads,  and 
received  nothing  whatever  in  return 
for  that  contribution.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  what  occurred  in  his  dis- 
trict occurred  in  the  districts  of  many 
hon.  Members.  There  were  other  ano- 
malies occasioned  by  the  establishment 
of  district  rating  under  the  Act  of  1878 — 
for  instance,  one  township  with  a  mile 
and  a-half  of  road,  which  used  to  cost 
them  £100  to  £150  per  annum,  now 
had  to  pay  £900  a-year  ;  whilst  another 
moorland  township,  with  about  54  miles 
of  road,  which  used  to  cost  about  £7  I.O9. 
per  mile,  now  escaped  by  a  payment  of 
little  more  than  half  that  amount.  In 
addition,  under  the  Act  of  1878,  unless 
action  was  taken  to  dismain  turnpike 
roads  before  February  of  the  following 
year,  they  remained  main  roads  for  ever, 
although  it  might  have  been  a  mere  acci- 
dent that  steps  were  not  taken  in  the 
short  space  of  time  allowed  to  the  Justices 
to  deal  with  them .  He  could  not  support 
the  Motion,  because  he  thought  it  would 
produce  an  infraction  of  a  principle 
which  he  thought  most  of  them  assented 
to.  The  Select  Committee  of  1870  re- 
ported to  the  House  that  in  any  reform 
of  the  existing  local  taxation  it  was  ex- 
pedient to  adjust  the  system  of  rating  in 
such  a  manner  that  the  owners  and  the 
occupiers  might  be  brought  to  feel  an 
immediate  interest  in  the  increase  or  de- 
crease of  local  expenditure  and  in  the 
administration  of  local  a&irSi  and  that 
it  was  expedient  to  make  the  owners  aa 


well  as  the  occupiers  directly  liable  for 
a  certain  proportion  of  the  rates.  He 
believed  these  highway  rates  required 
an  entire  revision.  The  present  mode  of 
taxation  was  exceedingly  irritating  to 
the  farmer.  It  was  all  very  well  for 
philosophers  to  say  that  the  owner  of 
land  was  the  man  on  whom  ultimately 
the  burden  of  rates  fell.  For  a  genera- 
tion the  incidence  of  taxation  fell  upon 
the  man  who  was  the  immediate  occu- 
pier of  the  soil.  Though  he  sympa- 
thized very  much  with  the  object  of  the 
Motion,  he  begged  to  move  as  an  Amend- 
ment that  all  the  words  after  '^  expe- 
dient "  be  omitted,  in  order  to  insert — 

"To  amend  *  The  High wav  Act,  1878,'  and 
especially  those  portions  of  the  said  Act  which 
relate  to  main  roads." 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word 
"  expedient,"  in  order  to  add  the  words  **  to 
amend  *  The  Highway  Act,  1878,*  and  espe- 
cially those  portions  of  the  said  Act  which  re- 
late to  main  roadfl," — (Jfr.  /.  W,  F$ase,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  WALROND,  in  supporting  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford- 
shire (Mr.  Harcourt)  urged  that  the  pre- 
sent system  of  highway  rating  was 
most  inequitable.  Only  one-fifth  of  the 
property  of  the  nation  was  real  pro- 
perty, and  he  held  that  other  kinds  of 
Property  should  bear  a  share  of  the 
urden,  which  had  become  much  heavier 
than  it  was  before  the  passing  of  the 
Act.  There  was,  undoubtedly,  a  great 
amount  of  discontent  existing  in  the 
country  on  this  subject ;  it  had  caused 
more  heart-burning  during  the  last  10 
years  than  any  other  question,  and  they 
could  not  conceal  from  themselves  that 
the  evil  must  be  removed.  He  could 
mention,  from  his  knowledge  of  Devon, 
a  great  many  conspicuous  instances  of 
the  way  in  which  the  burden  of  main- 
taining the  highways  had  increased,  and 
from  information  received  from  other 
counties — such  as  Nottinghamshire  and 
Norfolk — he  had  no  doubt  that  the  same 
thing  was  happening  all  over  England. 
When,  to  quote  a  phrase  used  by  one  of 
his  correspondents,  the  whole  country 
was  "see&ing  wiUi  discontent,"  it  was 
evidently  high  time  to  remove  tJ^A^g^w^- 
ance  of  i»bi^  *Csi<^  ^:^^s^^tes3Mfi«i  ^^jcwar 
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plained.  Admitting  the  desirability  of 
doing  so,  it  became  a  question  whether 
it  could  best  be  done  by  the  means  pro- 
posed by  his  hon.  Friend.  The  idea  that 
special  taxes  should  be  imposed  with 
that  object  might  be  dismissed  at  once. 
All  things  considered,  he  held  with  his 
hon.  Friend  that  the  old  turnpike  roads, 
having  been  originally  made  for  Im- 
perial purposes,  ought  to  be  maintained 
by  Imperial  funds.  Indeed,  he  went 
further  than  his  hon.  Friend,  and  would 
throw  on  those  funds  not  a  moiety  of  the 
charge,  but  the  whole.  It  had  been 
suggested,  but  not  in  the  House,  that 
the  turnpikes  should  be  replaced ;  but 
that,  in  his  opinion,  would  be  an  absur- 
dity and  an  inconvenience,  to  say  no- 
thing of  the  fact  that  the  cost  of  keep- 
ing up  the  turnpikes  themselves  was  a 
serious  percentage  of  the  sum  collected. 
His  hon.  Friend  asked  only  that  a 
moiety  of  the  expense  should  be  borne 
by  the  Imperial  funds  ;  but  he  feared  he 
knew  the  answer  that  would  be  given 
by  the  Government.  They  would  pro- 
bably say  that,  pending  the  inquiries  by 
the  House  of  Lords  and  a  Royal  Com- 
mission, the  matter  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  rest.  That  was  very  much  to  be  re- 
gretted, as  the  Government  had  it  in 
their  power,  by  granting  the  demands  of 
Chambers  of  Agriculture  all  over  Eng- 
land, to  do  a  much-needed  act  of  jus- 
tice. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAURICE  ex- 
pressed his  astonishment  both  at  the 
ingenuity  with  which  the  Motion  had 
been  drawn  and  at  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  seconded  it.  The 
Resolution  had  evidently  been  drawn  up 
BO  as  to  catch  all  sorts  of  votes ;  and 
when  he  looked  at  it  he  thought  the 
hon.  Member  must  have  crossed  the 
House  and  obtained  the  assistance  of 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Relative  the 
Home  Secretary.  **The  hand  was  the 
hand  of  Esau,  but  the  voice  was  the 
voice  of  Jacob."  However,  the  meaning 
of  the  Motion  was  clear.  It  meant  a 
long  pull  and  a  strong  pull  and  a  pull 
altogether  at  the  public  purse,  and  an 
immediate  increase  of  the  grant  in  aid 
of  local  taxation,  such  as  was  now  given 
in  aid  of  the  police  rate.  He  thought 
that  that  recommendation  had  been  dis- 
posed of  by  the  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Durham  (Mr. 
J.  W*  I^^as©)'  It  was  an  objection  to  the 
Motion  that  it  touched  a  single  part  of 

jt>\  fFalrond 


the  question  which  the  Act  of  1878  was 
intended  to  solve.  That  Act  had  pro- 
duced great  dissatisfaction  in  many  ways 
and  was  very  imperfect,  partly,  perhaps, 
on  account  of  the  haste  with  which  it 
had  been  passed ;  but  the  subject  would 
have  to  be  dealt  with  as  a  whole.  A 
decision  of  the  late  Attorney  General 
had  g^ven  great  dissatisfaction,  by  which, 
if  it  were  sought  to  dismain  any  part  of 
a  road,  the  whole  of  it  must  be  dis- 
mained.  That  decision  had  been  ques- 
tioned by  lawyers  of  as  great  eminence 
as  the  late  Attorney  General  himself; 
but  the  result  had  been  that  many  miles 
of  road  had  been  made  main  roads  which 
ought  never  to  have  been  made  so. 
Then  difficulty  had  arisen  from  the  clause 
by  which  half  the  costs  had  to  be  paid 
back  to  the  local  authorities  by  the 
county  authorities.  He  did  not  think 
that  those  who  had  passed  the  Bill  had 
at  all  realized  the  complexity  of  the 
system  and  of  accounts.  The  county 
was  in  account  with  every  urban  and 
rural  highway  authority,  and  with  every 
separate  highway  parish.  There  was  a 
tendency  to  confuse  Quarter  Session 
boroughs  and  urban  sanitary  authorities. 
It  was  only  the  former  which  were  kept 
distinct  from  the  county  authority.  In 
boroughs  other  than  Quarter  Session 
boroughs  county  rates  were  paid,  and 
half  the  cost  of  main  roads  was  repaid 
by  the  county  authorities.  Thus  great 
complexity  of  accounts  was  caused.  Some- 
times claims  for  a  quarter  of  a  mile  of 
main  road  were  sent  in ;  such  claims  had 
to  be  examined,  and  it  was  sometimes  a 
year  before  such  claims  could  be  settled. 
He  had  had  personal  experience  of  the 
difficulty  of  dealing  with  such  claims  in 
his  own  county,  where  he  had  much 
trouble  in  getting  two  small  urban  sani- 
tary authorities  to  send  in  their  claims. 
Then  there  was  a  difficulty  in  framing 
what  might  be  called  the  County  Budget, 
as  the  year  was  divided  for  different 
purposes  in  different  manners.  The 
county  financial  year  ran  from  the  1st 
of  January  to  the  Slst  of  December; 
the  highway  financial  year  began  with 
the  2Dth  of  March ;  and  it  had  been 
held  that  the  recent  Act  for  making  the 
accounts  of  local  authorities  run  to  even 
dates  did  not  apply  to  county  autho- 
rities. Then  there  was  the  question 
of  overlapping  areas,  as  the  high- 
way district  and  the  district  under  the 
Board  of  Guardians  were  not  coincident. 
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That  diffioulij  had,  to  some  extent,  been 
dealt  with  in  the  Bill  passed  by  the  late 
Government;  and  he  was  glad  to  acknow- 
ledge that  the  Bill  had,  in  that  respect, 
been  of  real  service.  But  the  cardinal 
fault  of  the  Act  of  1878  was  that  it  gave 
the  county  authority  no  control  over  the 
money  it  paid  to  the  local  highway 
authorities,  and  hence  an  extravagant 
expenditure  had  arisen.  If  he  could 
not  support  the  Motion,  it  was  not  be- 
cause he  did  not  concur  in  the  end  at 
which  it  aimed  ;  but  he  took  a  different 
view  of  the  means  best  adapted  to  se- 
cure that  end.  It  must  not  either  be 
forgotten  that  the  abolition  of  the  turn- 
pike system  threw  bridges  as  well  as 
roads  upon  the  county  rates.  In  his  own 
county,  in  1876,  the  cost  of  maintaining 
bridges  was  only  £780  ;  but  now  it  was 
£2,148.  It  was  true  that  part  of  that 
expenditure  ought  to  be  placed  to  capital 
account,  as  many  bridges  were  in  a  state 
of  disrepair;  but  there  was,  without 
doubt,  and  there  still  would  be,  a  great 
increase  in  the  annual  cost  of  bridges. 
He  thought  there  was  far  too  great  a 
tendency  to  ask  for  Government  help. 
There  was  always  a  cry  for  assistance 
out  of  Imperial  taxation.  That  was  a 
great  evil.  If  persisted  in,  the  result 
would  be  that  the  sound  principles  of 
local  self-government  would  be  under- 
mined. Government  help  meant  Go- 
vernment interference,  and  that  inter- 
ference operated  as  a  stimulus  to  bad 
administration.  It  encouraged  the  ten- 
dency, already  rife,  to  spend  58,  in  order 
to  get  back  2s.  6d. ;  and  the  local  autho- 
rities were  too  apt  to  overlook  the  fact 
that,  in  the  end,  7«.  6d,  had  really  to  be 
paid  in  one  form  or  another.  Instead  of 
asking  that  the  Consolidated  Fund  should 
bear  the  burden  of  bad  administration, 
it  would  be  far  better  to  preserve  local 
independence,  to  avoid  Government  in- 
terference, and  to  bring  about  good  and 
economical  administration.  He  knew  of 
instances  in  which  that  would  effect  a 
saving  of  double  the  amount  ever  likely 
to  be  obtained  from  Government  by  any 
form  of  grant  in  aid.  He  had  worked 
the  matter  out  for  one  locality,  and  he 
believed  that  what  was  true  there  was 
more  or  less  true  of  the  whole  of  Eng- 
land. The  Government  might,  perhaps, 
render  useful  assistance  by  appointing 
a  surveyor  for  each  great  Poor  Law 
division  and  placing  his  services  at  the 
disposal  of  the  county  and  local  autho- 


rities. Bui  he  deprecated  Government 
interference  in  the  matter  of  roads.  He 
would  much  prefer  that  the  Government 
should  bear  a  larger  share  of  the  cost  of 
education,  for  that  was  not  an  hereditary 
charge  on  the  land,  as  roads  and  bridges 
had  always  been  considered  to  be.  But 
otherwise  he  would  look  rather  to  the 
reform  of  units  of  administration  within 
county  boundaries  and  the  strengthening 
of  the  representative  element  as  a  means 
of  increasing  public  interest  in  local 
managements  and  bringing  about  an 
economic  and  efficient  system  of  local 
government  in  the  counties. 

Sir  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  :  I 
will  not  follow  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Calne  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice)  into  the  intricacies  of  county 
government  and  administrative  details 
through  which  he  has  carried  us.  The 
noble  Lord  seems  to  have  wandered 
rather  far  from  the  subject  before  us. 
I  will  venture  to  recall  the  House  into 
the  simpler  and  purer  atmosphere  of 
fact  and  principle.  But  first  let  us  wel- 
come the  appearance  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  on  that 
Bench,  who  comes  like  a  Beua  ex  machina 
among  us,  and  who  acknowledges  by  his 
presence  that  the  subject  is  a  dignua  vin^ 
dice  noduSf  which  it  undoubtedly  is  in  its 
larger  issues.  Sir,  the  extent  of  the 
turnpike  roads  in  England  and  Wales 
is  about  20,000  miles,  of  which  15,000, 
or  just  three-quarters,  have  been  dis- 
turnpiked;  and  their  cost  in  counties 
and  boroughs — for  we  must  not  separate 
the  boroughs— is  about  £760,000  a-year ; 
or,  in  round  numbers,  when  the  present 
and  prospective  roads  are  distumpiked, 
the  cost  will  amount  to  something  like 
£1,000,000.  We  simply  ask,  now  that 
tolls  are  done  away  with,  and  car- 
riages and  horses  pay  nothing,  that 
this  charge  shall  not  be  unjustly  thrown 
upon  the  already  over-taxed  ratepayers 
in  town  and  country,  and  more  especially 
on  the  agricultural  ratepayer — namely, 
the  tenant  farmer.  It  is  often  assumed, 
and  w6  have  already  heard  it  to-night, 
that  the  maintenance  of  roads  is  an  ' 
ancient  and  hereditary  charge  on  land. 
Sir,  it  is  nothing  of  the  kind ;  it  was  a 
charge  equally  imposed  on  real  and  per- 
sonal property,  as  a  local  income  tax. 
We  all  know  that  the  Statute  43  Eliz, 
imposed  rates  on  personalty,  **  according 
to  ability  of  the  inhabitanta  <:^^  *^^ 
parish,"  aad  o\iX*  ^i  ^^^  ^^"^  "^^  ^'^'^^ 
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rate  was  afterwards  directed  partly  to 
be  paid.     But  there  is  a  far  stronger 
statute  —  namely,  3   WtlL  &  Mary^  c. 
7,  which  first  imposed  the  rate.     It  is 
there  directed  that  the  rate  for  all  roads, 
not  main  roads  only,  shall  be  paid  by  a 
rate  not  exceeding  6(^.  in  the  pound  on 
lands,  **  or  6rf.  for  every  £20  of  personal 
estate  " — that  is  to  say,  both  personalty 
and  land  were  taxed  on  an  exactly  equal 
basis.     Now,  neither  of  those  statutes 
have  ever  been  repealed.     By  a  Con- 
tinuance Act,  passed  every  Session  since 
1840,  stock-in-trade  is  exempted  from 
rating;  but  the  Legislature  has  never 
dared  to  repeal  either  of  those  Acts. 
Well,  now,  100  years  ago  or  so,  turn- 
pike trusts  were  created,  and  the  main- 
tenance of  main  roads  was  taken  off  the 
shoulders  of  the  ratepayers,  or,  rather, 
the    charge    was    practically   dormant. 
When  the  gates  have  been  taken  off, 
the  ratepayers  wake  up  to  find  the  roads 
gradually  thrown  upon  one  species  of 
property — that  is  to  say,  the  incidence 
altered  for  the  sake  of  convenience,  and 
a    most    g^evous    and    unjust   charge 
thrown  upon  them,  not  only  contrary  to 
justice,  but  contrary  to  law ;  and  that 
at  a  time  when  agriculture  is  suffering 
more  than   any  other  interest  in   the 
Kingdom.     Give  us  Free  Trade  by  all 
means  ;  but  give  us  also  fair  play.     Do 
not  handicap  us  in  this  intolerable  man- 
ner.    Do  not  take  and  tax  us  to  the 
amount  of  half  our  income  for  national 
purposes,  when  other  interests  are  only 
contributing  I -20th.     Yes,  Sir,  one-half 
our  income,  as  I  shall  presently  show. 
For  what  is  the  amount  of  these  rates? 
and  what,  first,  is  the  amount  of  this 
charge  for  main  roads  in  excess  of  what 
the  tenant  farmer,  for  instance,  paid  be- 
fore   in   tolls  ?     Sir,   we   can   compute 
it  to  the  fraction  of  a  penny.  It  is  found 
— and  any  hon.  Member  may  calculate  j 
it  for  himself— that  on  the  average  a 
tenant  farmer  formerly  paid    in   tolls 
what  would  be  equivalent  to  a  rate  of 
\\d,  or  2d,  in  the  pound,  and  that  not 
only  paid  his  way,  but  covered  the  cost 
of  collection  and  debt.     Therefore,  in 
doing  away  with  turnpikes  and  the  cost 
of   collection  and  debt,  the  rural  rate- 
payer ought  to  take  his  share  in   the 
economy,  and  his  rate  reduced  to  l(f.  on 
the  average.     But  what  is  the  result  ? 
The  tenant  farmers  are  in  most  places 
paying  a  rate  of  ^d,  in  the  pound  ;  and 
2n  Bome  places  a  great  deal  more,  in 


consequence  of  the  gates  being  taken 
off — that  is  to  say,  they  are  paying  in 
many  places  a  rate  of  bd,  in  the  pound 
in  excess  of  what  they  ought  to  pay,  or 
an  income  tax  of  \^d.  in  Uie  pound  for 
the  general  public ;  for  a  farmer  is  as- 
sessed by  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Kevenue  on  half  his  rent  as  his  income, 
and  therefore  every  \d,  he  pays  in  rates 
is  an  income  tax  of  2d,  in  Uie  pound. 
Now,  as  it  is  impossible  to  separate  this 
question  of  the  charge  for  main  roads 
from  the  whole  question  of  local  taxa- 
tion, let  me  read  a  letter  received  from 
a  clergyman  in  a  Midland  county  on  the 
subject  of  the  intolerable  burden  of 
these  rates — 

''  I  am  rector  and  tithe  owner  in  a  parish 
skirted  by  a  highway  from  London,  very  little 
used  by  the  parish,  as  the  land  lies  in  other 
directions ;  but  it  is  charged  on  the  ratepayers. 
My  tithe  average  for  1880  amounted  to  £32/>. 
nearly  the  whole  of  my  income ;  and  I  am  as- 
sessed on  tithe  and  house  £303.  The  rates  were 
— and  I  beg  you  to  note  the  amount — for  poor, 
highway,  and  school  board,  £80  16«.,or  over  6«. 
in  the  pound.  The  reverse  picture  is  this — 1.  A 
parishioner,  driving  two  carriages,  four  horses, 
and  two  carts,  and  enjoying  an  income  of  £4,000 
a-year,  pays  £25  yearly.  2.  A  Gk»vemment 
clerk,  with  an  income  of  £600,  pays  £11  3«.  3. 
A  tradesman,  turning  over  £7,000  a-year,  driv- 
ing pony  carriage,  two  carts,  and  two  horses, 
Jays  £6  10«.,  and  so  on.  I  have,  in  addition, 
ncome  Tax,  insurances,  dilapidations,  ecclesias- 
tical fees,  and  all  the  poor  to  relieve.    So  much 

for  oneself As  for  the  fanners, 

the  land  cannot  bear  the  burdens.  My  tithe  is 
unpaid,  as  they  prefer  to  trust  to  the  tender 
mercies  of  the  parson  rather  than  to  those  of 
the  rate  collector.  One  man  failed,  another  cat 
his  throat,  another  threw  up  his  farm.  The 
country  all  round  here  is  woeful,  going  out  of 
cultivation,  ruined  I  ** 

\Laught&r,'\  Hon.  Members  opposite 
may  laugh  ;  but  to  us  on  this  side,  who 
live  among  these  men  and  see  their  suf- 
ferings, it  is  no  laughing  matter.  It 
seems  to  me,  Sir,  like  a  tragedy  of  un- 
just taxation  and  ruin.  Just  consider,  in 
this  parish  the  rates  are  over  5«.  in 
the  pound  to  a  farmer — that  is,  an  In- 
come Tax  of  lOtf.  in  the  pound,  and 
that  in  these  days  of  confiscation  and 
ruin.  Well,  Sir,  so  much  for  the  law 
of  the  case  and  the  incidence  of  these 
taxes,  and  now  for  the  remedies. 
There  are  throe  modes,  I  think,  or 
general  lines  of  relief  that  are  appli- 
cable for  the  main  roads.  First,  as  to 
the  old  system  of  toUs,  which  was  un- 
doubtedly the  fairest,  I  will  only  ob- 
serve, without  suggesting  the  possi- 
bility of  their  revival,  that  the  GK>veni- 
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ment  is  maintaining  tlie  system  in  South 
Wales  under  a  Department  of  the  Local 
Government  Board.  So  that,  while 
throwing  these  charges  on  the  unfor- 
tunate ratepayers,  in  other  places  they 
are  maintaining  the  toll  system  in  their 
own  district.  Secondly,  it  has  been  sug- 
gested that  the  objects  which  formerly 
paid  toll  should  now  contribute  by  a 
carriage  or  wheel  tax.  That  has  much 
to  recommend  it  on  grounds  of  equity, 
and  there  is  the  precedent  of  the  Isle  of 
Man,  where  the  roads  are  maintained  by 
a  wheel  tax ;  but  properly  to  distribute 
or  graduate  the  tax  would  be  foimd  very 
difficult  and  invidious.  If  everyone  paid 
in  proportion  to  use,  as  they  formerly 

Said  in  tolls,  you  would  have  to  ask  the 
octor  to  pay  £20  or  £30,  the  miller 
and  tradesman  to  pay  £40  or  £50,  and 
the  brewer,  perhaps,  to  pay  £100.  I 
have  heard  of  cases  where  brewers  and 
others  have  been  saved  £500  to  £1,000 
in  tolls  by  taking  down  the  gates.  There 
is  the  carriage  tax  that  might  be  still 
collected  by  Government,  and  made  over, 
by  way  of  contribution,  to  the  repairing 
authorities ;  but  that  would  amount  al- 
most to  a  charge  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  and  you  might  as  well  put  \d.  on 
the  Income  Tax.  Then,  thirdly,  there 
is  the  principle  of  extending  the  area  or 
incidence  of  the  tax  generally,  and  there 
I  would  call  attention  again  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Statute  of  Will,  Sf  Mary^ 
which  I  quoted  before.  One  suggestion 
is  to  extend  the  rate  to  the  boroughs 
within  the  county  whose  vehicles  use  the 
roads.  There  would  probably  be  oppo- 
sition to  that,  and  I  am  not  in  favour 
of  it,  because  there  would  be  con- 
stant friction  of  authorities  as  to  the 
main  roads  repairable ;  but  it  must  not 
be  forgotten  tnat  there  are  many  miles 
of  distumpiked  road  in  boroughs,  and  I 
am  entirely  in  favour  of  subverting  them 
in  the  same  way  as  the  county  roads. 
Then  there  is  an  alternative  which  finds 
favour  in  some  quarters,  of  dividing  this 
and  other  rates  between  landlord  and 
tenant.  Well,  that  would  be  a  very  in- 
adequate relief ;  but  I  am  in  favour  of 
the  landlord  paying  a  fair  share  of 
rates,  on  the  g^und  that  it  will  improve 
the  administration,  and  I  think  also  get 
more  attention  paid  to  these  subjects  in 
this  House.  But  you  will  find  it  diffi- 
cult, if  not  impossible,  to  share  the 
rates  administered  by  an  old  authority. 
If  you  constitute  a  new  authority  and  a 


new  rate,  there  is  no  difficulty ;  and  you 
have  the  cattle  plague  rate  as  a  pre- 
cedent. I  am  entirely  in  favour,  for  in- 
stance, of  the  school  board  rate  being 
shared,  and  if  we  create  a  new  Eiver 
Conservancy  Board  that  rate  should  be 
shared.  But  you  must,  of  course,  give 
equal  representation  to  owners,  and  with 
regard  to  any  old  rates  and  old  autho- 
rities— such  as  roads  and  poor — you 
have  to  deal  with  leasehold  property  as 
well  as  representation,  which  makes  any 
change  exceedingly  difficult.  Then  there 
is  a  third  alternative,  which  will,  per- 
haps, be  found  the  most  simple — namely, 
to  apportion  or  appropriate  an  Imperial 
tax  by  way  of  subvention — such  as  the 
house  tax.  That  exactly  represents  a 
local  Income  Tax,  and  was  proposed  once 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Kipon  (Mr.  Goschen)  to  be  given 
up  for  poor  relief.  It  should  not  be 
handed  over  to  the  local  authority,  but 
dispensed  by  the  Government  under  in- 
spection. If  this  tax  were  applied,  half 
to  the  in-door  poor,  and  half  to  the  cost 
of  main  roads,  it  would,  in  my  opinion,  be 
an  equitable  settlement  of  those  two 
questions,  and  lead  to  economy  and 
sound  administration.  But  it  will  be 
said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  Gladstone),  or  anyone  else 
tilling  the  Office  of  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer—** If  you  take  this  £1,600,000, 
you  are  practically  taking  it  out  of  the 
national  purse ;  I  must  make  it  up  some- 
how.'* [Mr.  Gladstone  :  Hear,  hear!] 
I  entirely  sympathize  with  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  I  will  say  at  once 
that  I  am  opposed  to  general  charges 
on  the  Consohdated  Fund  ;  but  special 
grants  appropriated  to  special  taxes 
which  can  be  increased  or  lowered  are 
very  different  things;  and  that  is  the 
direction  in  which  we  should  go  in  this 
great  question,  for  it  is  a  great  question. 
There  is  a  sum  of  nearly  £2,000,000  now 
charged  upon  the  Treasury  for  police 
and  lunatics.  Now,  what  produces  crime 
and  lunacy?  Why,  intemperance.  If 
all  the  crime  and  lunacy  that  comes 
from  intemperance  were  got  rid  of,  we 
should  not  ask  for  any  contribution  from 
the  Treasury  for  those  purposes  at  all : 
and,  therefore,  this  grant  for  police  and 
lunatics  should  be  thrown  on  the  excise 
— \d,  a  gallon  on  beer,  and  a  similar 
charge  on  spirits,  would  meet  the  case, 
and  set  free  the  present  charge  to  baLMOJi.'s^ 
the  house  tax-    "L  m>;x^\.  w^^^sea^^-.'^^x 
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for  enlarging  on  the  subject ;  but  it  is 
quite  impossible  to  deal  with  the  fringe 
of  the  question  on  rational  grounds 
without  going  futher  into  the  bearings 
of  local  taxation.  What  I  suggest  now, 
in  supporting  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Harcourt), 
is  that  an  immediate  temporary  grant 
from  the  Exchequer  be  made  for  one  or 
two  years  until  the  whole  question  can 
be  fairly  dealt  with — that  is,  a  sort  of 
rate-in-aid;  and  one  additional  reason 
for  that  is  that,  owing  to  the  state  in 
which  the  roads  were  given  up,  the  pre- 
sent ratepayers  are  having  to  re- make 
them.  I  should  include  all  disturn- 
piked  roads  in  boroughs ;  in  some  places, 
a  very  heavy  charge  for  a  mile  in 
a  borough  costs  more  than  double  a  mile 
in  the  country.  And  as  regards  Scot- 
land and  Ireland,  which  have  been  men- 
tioned, they  ought  certainly  to  be  also 
included  ;   wherever   the   house   tax  is 

?  ay  able  there  the  relief  should  be  given, 
thank  the  House  for  the  patience  with 
which  it  has  listened  to  the  somewhat 
extended  statement  I  have  been  com- 
pelled to  make  to  bring  out  what  ap- 
pears to  me  the  full  bearings  of  this 
large  subject. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  he  had  listened 
with  sympathy  and  interest  to  the  va- 
rious speeches  wliich  had  been  made  that 
night  on  the  subject,  because,  as  a  resi- 
dent in  the  country,  he  knew  where  and 
how  the  shoe  pinched,  particularly  with 
regard  to  the  highway  rate.  En  these 
times  every  increase  of  an  old  rate, 
or  every  additional  new  rate,  was  most 
severely  felt  by  the  agriculturists,  who 
had  suflPered  so  recently  from  bad  sea- 
sons. Highway  rates,  in  particular, 
had  increased  of  recent  years,  and  they 
had  appeared  to  grow  more  than  they 
really  had,  because  highway  districts 
had  been  created,  involving  a  certain 
shifting  of  burdens  between  parishes. 
The  result  was  that  the  parishes  which 
suffered  by  the  new  arrangement  natu- 
rally remembered  it  and  cried  out,  while 
the  parishes  that  gained  quite  as  naturally 
forgot  it  and  remained  silent.  There 
was  no  doubt,  also,  that  often  when  a 
highway  district  was  first  created  it  in- 
volved an  increase  of  total  expenditure, 
because  a  highway  district  took  over  the 
roads  of  some  parishes  in  very  bad  con- 
dition, and  the  new  Board  had  to  put 
them  in  repair,  and  it  was  well  known 
IiofF  very  expensive  it  was  to  put  in  good 


order  roads  which  had  been  allowed  to 
get  thoroughly  out  of  repair.  Another 
cause  of  the  addition  to  highway  rates 
was  the  extinction  of  turnpike  trusts  and 
the  charge  upon  highway  rates  of  roads 
formerly  maintained  by  toll.  Within 
the  last  10  years  highway  rates  had  in- 
creased by  £400,000.  They  had  grown 
up  from  £1,300,000  to  £1,700,000.  Some 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  shed  a  tear  of  regret 
over  the  abandonment  of  turnpikes. 
[**No,  no!"]  He' was  glad  to  hear 
that  disclaimer,  for  he  looked  upon  the 
turnpike  system  as  the  most  extravagant 
mode  of  maintaining  roads  which  the  in- 
genuity of  man  or  of  fiend  could  devise. 
Though  highway  rates  had  increased  by 
£400,000,  the  actual  cost  of  the  roads 
had  diminished  by  £130,000,  because 
tolls  had  been  reduced  by  £530,000. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ox- 
fordshire (Mr.  Harcourt)  claimed  Im- 
perial support  for  the  roads  on  the 
ground  of  the  facilities  they  afforded  for 
military  and  commercial  transport.  [Mr. 
Harcourt:  I  said  originally.]  He  was 
glad  to  hear  the  correction,  because, 
since  railways  had  been  created,  road 
traffic  had  become  year  by  year  more 
and  more  local  and  subsidiary;  and, 
therefore,  the  justification  fur  looking 
upon  roads  as  a  matter  of  Imperiu 
charge  had  been  year  by  year  diminish- 
ing. He  looked  with  great  fear  upon 
any  proposition  which  would  enable  any 
person  to  put  a  hand  into  the  Exchequer 
and  take  out  of  it  one  moiety  of  what- 
ever he  should  think  fit  to  spend  upon  a 
matter  admitting  of  indefinite  expendi- 
ture. AVhat  had  taken  place  in  connec- 
tion with  the  grant  in  aid  of  police 
served  him  as  a  caution.  Sir  Robert 
Peel,  many  years  ago,  gave  to  the  county 
and  borough  police  in  England  and 
Wales  a  grant  in  aid  equal  to  one-fourth 
of  their  pay  and  clothing.  The  grant 
was  increased  in  1873-4  to  one-half  of 
the  pay  and  clothing.  The  grant  in 
1873-4,  the  last  year  of  Sir  Robert  Peel's 
grant,  was  £294,000.  What,  how- 
ever, was  the  amount  which  the  Ex- 
chequer had  to  pay  in  1879-80?  It 
was  £857,000,  so  that  it  seemed  to 
have  nearly  trebled.  [An  hon.  Member  : 
By  increase  of  pay.]  He  very  much 
questioned  whetlier  the  rate  of  pay  was 
much  higher  than  in  1873;  the  cost 
of  clothing  was  probably  less.  He  had 
taken  the  published  Returns  of  the  Local 
Qovernment  Board,  and  hon.  Members 
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could  make  the  comparison  for  them- 
selves. In  the  year  1873-4  the  charge 
upon  county  rates  and  borough  funds 
for  county  and  borough  police  was,  after 
deducting  the  grant  received,  £1,239,000, 
whereas  in  1879-80  the  net  charge 
for  county  and  borough  police  was 
£1,018,000,  showing  a  saving  to  the 
local  rates  through  the  increased  grant  of 
£221,000.  But  that  relief  of  £221,000 
was  purchased  by  a  loss  to  the  Exche- 
quer of  £563,000,  so  that  for  every  Is.  of 
relief  to  the  rates  2*.  6d.  was  paid  by  the 
Exchequer.  Further,  in  1873-4  for  the 
county  police  the  charge  per  man  was 
£92  ;  in  1879-80,  when  one-half  of  the 
pay  and  clothing  was  found  by  the  Ex- 
chequer, the  charge  had  risen  to  £101, 
showing  an  increase  of  £9.  But  when  he 
said  that  half  the  pay  and  clothing  was 
defrayed  by  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  it 
only  really  represented  two-fifths  of  the 
entire  cost  of  the  police.  Now,  his  hon. 
Friend  proposed  that  half  the  total  cost 
of  the  main  roads  should  be  borne  by 
the  Exchequer ;  and  the  proportion  of 
contribution  would,  therefore,  be  larger 
than  in  the  case  of  the  police.  More- 
over, under  the  Act  of  1878,  it  was 
left  to  the  discretion  of  the  local  autho- 
rities what  should  be  declared  main 
roads.  The  result,  if  half  the  cost 
were  paid  by  the  Exchequer,  would  be 
that  the  list  of  main  roads  would  be 
largely  increased.  It  had  been  suggested 
that  assistance  should  be  given  to  main 
roads  by  the  surrender  or  the  creation 
of  a  tax  to  be  handed  over  to  the  local 
authorities.  Two  Governments  had  con- 
sidered that  scheme.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Eipon  (Mr.  Goschen)  had 
proposed  to  surrender  the  house  tax  ; 
but  that  proposition  had  not  met  with 
much  favour.  The  late  Government  had 
also  considered  the  surrender  of  a  tax. 
The  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  increased  the  grants  to  the  police, 
and  also  to  lunatics.  But  he  had  made 
that  proposal  avowedly  as  a  stop-gap, 
as  he  said  that  the  Government  had 
really  not  had  time  to  consider  the 
question.  There  were  great  difficulties 
about  the  surrender  or  creation  of  a  tax, 
although  it  would  have  a  distinct  ad- 
vantage over  grants  in  aid  from  the 
Imperial  Exchequer.  The  difficulty  was 
in  finding  an  appropriate  tax.  The 
advantage  would  be  the  absence  of  cen- 
tral interference,  and  of  any  stimulus  to 
expenditure  such  as  attended  grants  in 
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aid.     But  it  would  be  difficult  to  find  a 
suitable  tax  which  could  be  collected  by 
the  locality ;  and,  if  it  were  imperially 
collected,  it  was  difficult  to  ascertain  the 
best  mode  of  distribution.   If  distributed 
to  localities  according  to  their  rateable 
value  it  would  give  most  assistance  to  the 
richest  places,  which  were  least  in  need 
of  it.      If  distributed   in  proportion  to 
expenditure  it  would  have  the  efi'ect  of 
stimulating  expenditure;  and  if,  in  deal- 
ing with  highways,  the  tax  were  given 
according  to  mileage,  they  would  still 
be  giving  it  unequally,  because  mileage 
was  no  measure  of  traffic  and  wear  and 
tear,  or  of  the  abundance  and  cheapness 
of  the  materials  at  command  for  repair- 
ing the  roads.      Lastly,   mileage  was 
only  a  measure  of  the  length  of  roads, 
and   not  of  their  breadth,  which  was 
a    very    material    item    in   estimating 
cost.      It    appeared    to  him  that    the 
present  system  of  grants  from  the  Ex- 
chequer required  consideration,  in  the 
interests  both  of  the  localities  and  of  the 
Treasury,  as  to  the  mode  in  which  they 
were  given,  and  in  some  instances  as  to 
the  purposes  for  which  they  were  given. 
In  making  such  grants  the  Government 
ought   to   consider — first,  whether  the 
charge  to   be   borne  by  the  Treasury 
would  have  the  effect  of  producing  a 
corresponding  amount  of  relief  to  the 
local    taxation  ;     secondly,   whether    a 
stimulus  would   be   given   towards  in- 
creased  expenditure  ;    thirdly,  the   ex- 
tent of  the  liability  undertaken  by  the 
Government  should  be  definite.     Now, 
in  the  case  of  roads,  even  more  than  in 
that  of  the  police,  the  Government  would 
be  undertaking  an  indefinite  liability. 
The  fact  was  that  the  law  relating  to 
roads  was  in  a  state  of  transition.    They 
had  been  for  years  considering  whether 
the  roads  should  be  transferred   from 
parishes   to  districts ;    and   it   was  yet 
unsettled  whether  they  should  be  trans- 
ferred to  districts  formed  for  that  special 
purpose,  or  to  sanitary  districts,   or  to 
the  counties,  or  in  part  to  districts  and 
in  part  to  the  counties.  There  was  much 
difficulty  attending  the  constitution  of 
those   districts.      A   Committee   of  the 
House  of  Lords  was  sitting  on  the  sub- 
ject, from  which  they  hoped  to  derive 
much  assistance;  but,  meanwhile,  they 
had  no  representative  body  in  the  counties 
to  which  they  could  satisfactorily  refer 
the  management  of  roads.  He  bA.iV'C5\^v^ 
that  the  aQ^^x\:L\s^^'V5^^^^i^^^^w^^^^ 
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able  to  deal  with  the  syBtem  of  county 
government  during  the  present  Session, 
and  it  was  only  the  pressure  of  absolute 
business  which  had  induced  the  Govern- 
ment to  abandon  their  intention  for  the 
present  Session.     With  reference  to  the 
Act  of  1878,  it  was  passed  under  circum- 
stances of  considerable  difficulty,  late  in 
the  Session  of  that  year ;  and  he  believed 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr. 
Sclater-Booth)     had    not    the  time    or 
means   at  his  disposal  then  to  pass  a 
more  complete  measure  on  the  subject. 
But  he  quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Durham  (Mr.  J.  W.  Pease) 
that  that  Act  stood  in  need  of  amendment, 
more  especially  in  regard  to  main  roads. 
He  had  already  given  one  reason  for 
Baying  so.    He  would  now  give  another. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  system  which 
had  been   established  of  dividing  the 
cost  of  main  roads  between  county  and 
parish,    or  county  and  district,    was  a 
good  system,  because  it  involved  a  double 
system    of    surveying    and  inspecting, 
which  was  attended  with  expense.     He 
went  further,  and  said  that  the  entire 
law  which  regulated  the  maintenance  of 
the  highways  stood  in  need  of  revision. 
He  had  already  said  that  their  system 
of  county  government  stood  in  need  of 
reform,  and  the  existing  grants  in  aid 
stood  in  need  of  careful  examination  as 
to  their  mode  and  their  object.     Under 
these  circumstances,  he  could  not  accept 
the  Motion  of   the   hon.  Member    for 
Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Harcourt).     This  was 
not  from  any  want  of  sympathy  or  ap- 
preciation   of   the  importance    of   the 
subject.     If  he  accepted  the  Motion,  it 
woiild  be  [received  by  those  in  whom 
the    wish   was   father  to  the  thought 
as  an  assurance  that  the  Government 
were  going  to  deal  with  the  subject  of 
main  roads  in  the  manner  proposed  by 
the  Resolution.     On  behalf  of  the  Go- 
vernment, he  had  to  say  that  they  wished 
to  keep  themselves  free  to  deal  compre- 
hensively with  a  matter  which  they  con- 
sided  required  to  be  so  dealt  with.     He 
could  accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Durham,  and,  therefore,  if 
his  hon.  Friend  went  to  a  division  he 
should  vote  for  the  Amendment.     He 
was  prepared  to   go  further  than  that 
Besolution  but  he  should  accept  it  as  an 
expression  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  their  bond  fide  intentions  to  deal 
with  the  subject  at  the  earliest  available 
zaoznent, 

Jfr,  Dods<m 


Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  he  had 
no  fault  to  find  with  the  allusions  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  Act 
of  1878.     It  was  very  easy,  of  course,  to 
get  rid  of  an  objectionable  Resolution  by 
smothering  it  with  the  suggestion  that 
it  was  only  part  of  a  larger  question. 
The  point  was,   however,  whether  an 
admitted    grievance,   which   had    been 
loudly  complained  of  in  years  past,  and 
which  the  Act  of  1878  had  intensified, 
though  it  had  not  created  it,  should  or 
should  not  be  removed.     If  they  were 
to   wait,   not  imtil  the  Highways  Act 
was  amended,  but  until  the  whole  ques- 
tion  of  county   government   was  dealt 
with,    until  the   relations   existing  be- 
tween the  Imperial   and  local  Exche- 
quers were  settled.  Gentlemen  who  re- 
collected what  had    gone  on   in    that 
House    during    the    last  four    or    five 
years  would  believe  that  the  question 
would  lie  unsolved  for  many  years  to 
come.      He  had   read  in   one    of  the 
papers  that  morning  the  extraordinary 
statement  that  by  the  Highways  Act  of 
1878  turnpikes  were  done  away.     He 
believed  that  was  an  opinion  which  pre- 
vailed in  many  parts  of  the  country; 
but  the  process  had  been  going  on  for 
the  last  20  years,  and  the  Acts  had  been 
allowed  to  lapse  year  after  year,  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  time  having  little  to  do 
with  the  matter.    It  was  in  1878,  under 
his  humble  agency,  that  the  late  Go- 
vernment endeavoured  to  find  a  remedy 
for  the  very  serious  hardship  that  the 
occupier  of  agricultural  land  found  him- 
self labouring  under  when  large  dis- 
tumpiking  operations  took  place  behind 
his  back,  and  he  was  saddled  with  an 
increase  of  rates,  for  which  no  provision 
was   made   when  he   entered  into   his 
agreement  with  his  landlord.     The  Act 
of  1878,  he  contended,  had  not  been  a 
failure,   the  important  provision   as  to 
casting  a  portion  of  the  maintenance  of 
the  main   roads    on   the    county    rate 
being  the  necessary  preliminary  of  any 
future  legislation.     They  had  thus  ob- 
tained the   nucleus   of  a  classification 
of  roads.     What  the  agriculturist  said 
was  that  a   small,  unimportant,  ill-re- 
paired road  would  suit  his  purpose  suffi- 
ciently well,  and  that  he   objected  to 
pay  for  a  road  which  was  four  or  five 
times  the  size  he  wanted.      Those  roads 
had  been  constructed  for  the  public  con- 
venience out  of  borrowed  money ;  turn- 
pike tolls  had  been  allowed  to  be  charged 
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to  meet  the  interest  on  that  outlay ;  and 
Parliament  had  permitted  those  turnpike 
Acts  to  expire,  and  the  tolls  had  come 
to  an  end.  But  the  question  was,  why 
was  the  occupier  of  land  to  have  those 
charges  thrown  on  him,  and  not  the 
general  public,  which  had  been  accus- 
tomed, heretofore,  at  all  events,  to  pay  a 
certain  proportion  of  them,  but  which  had 
now  been  relieved  both  from  the  incon- 
venience and  the  burden  of  turnpike 
tolls  ?  His  hon.  Friend  behind  him  said 
that  that  was  a  question  which  could 
not  wait  for  settlement  —  it  could  not 
•wait  till  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Dodson)  had  not  only  introduced,  but 
had  passed,  a  County  Government  Bill 
and  an  Amendment  of  the  Highway 
Act.  The  task  of  carrying  such  a  mea- 
sure through  the  House  would  be  heavy, 
and  what  chance  was  there  of  its  being 
speedily  accomplished  ?  If  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  a  plan  of  operations  in  his 
mind,  and  knew  the  mode  in  which  he 
was  to  assist  the  highway  rate — if  he 
had  his  scheme  and  an  opportunity  of 
bringing  it  forward,  that  would  be  spme- 
thing  for  them  to  go  upon.  But  his 
right  hon.  Friend  said  nothing  of  that 
sort ;  he  had  given  them  his  objections 
to  the  system  of  subventions,  which  they 
were  aU  aware  of,  and  also  his  objec- 
tions to  the  proposal  of  handing  over 
certain  taxes.  The  late  Government  had 
been  found  fault  with  for  having  em- 
barked in  the  system  of  subventions; 
and  he  certainly  was  not  greatly  ena- 
moured of  that  system  for  local  pur- 
poses. But  there  was  a  very  bitter  cry 
on  this  question  ;  and  he  did  not  think 
there  would  be  any  great  harm  if  the 
Government  said  that  until  they  could 
put  the  matter  on  a  permanent  and  solid 
foundation  they  would  place  a  Vote  of 
£200,000,  or  some  amount  of  that  sort, 
before  Parliament,  and  distribute  the 
money  in  aid  of  that  local  charge,  not 
because  they  were  not  perfectly  conscious 
of  the  objection  to  subventions,  but  be- 
cause they  perceived  that  the  country 
generally  had  been  relieved  from  a  large 
expenditure  and  a  g^eat  inconvenience 
in  regard  to  the  roads  which  thoy  con- 
stantly used  for  purposes  of  business 
and  pleasure.  Now  that  they  had  got 
a  county  authority  which  grudged  to 
spend  much  money  on  the  main  roads, 
and  which  was  obliged  to  have  sur- 
veyors to  verify  the  condition  of  those 
roads,  they  had  all  the  machinery  re- 


quisite, and  a  contribution  in  aid  of  tlio 
county  rate  might  be  given  for  the 
benefit  of  the  districts  and  parishes  in 
which  the  roads  might  be  considered 
insufficiently  aided.  If  the  Government 
were  minded  to  take  that  step,  they 
might  make  a  further  contribution  in 
aid  of  local  expenditure,  intrusting  that 
contribution  to  the  county  authority,  to 
be  given  in  addition  to  their  own.  The 
county  authority  would  thus  be  merely 
the  instrument  in  carrying  the  aid  to 
the  districts  and  parishes.  The  subven- 
tion in  aid  of  lunatics  had,  in  his  opi- 
nion, worked  extremely  well  ;  but  ho 
would  admit  that  the  subvention  in  aid 
of  the  police  had  not  operated  in  the 
direction  of  public  economy,  nor  would 
he  wish  to  see  it  extended.  But  the 
sole  cause  of  that  he  believed  to  be  that 
the  Home  Office,  through  their  Inspec- 
tors, laid  so  much  stress  upon  smart- 
ness of  dress,  drill,  and  efficiency,  and 
had  a  criterion  of  military  efficiency  which 
they  were  able  to  apply,  notwithstand- 
ing the  dead  weight  of  county  resist- 
ance. The  tendency  of  the  county  was 
economical ;  that  of  the  Inspectors,  as 
regarded  the  police,  was  otherwise.  He 
did  not  wish  to  be  bound  by  any  par- 
ticular scheme  of  subvention ;  but  he  had 
shown  how  it  might  be  done,  and  he 
would  willingly  support  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oxford- 
shire. 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  maintained 
that  the  burden  of  keeping  up  the  roads 
ought  in  justice  to  faU  upon  the  land, 
the  taxation  upon  which,  compared  with 
landed  property  in  Germany  and  other 
countries,  was  ridiculously  light,  and 
which,  but  for  the  existence  of  the  roads, 
would  be  comparatively  valueless.  It 
was  the  interest,  and  therefore  the  duty, 
of  the  owner  of  real  estate  to  maintain 
the  means  by  which  he  could  bring  his 
goods  to  market,  and  carry  his  produce 
over  land.  The  burden  thrown  upon  the 
occupier  was  already  too  heavy,  and  if 
the  maintenance  of  the  roads  were 
charged  upon  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
it  would  be  the  unfortunate  occupier 
who  would  bear  the  brunt  of  it.  The 
soi-disant  farmers'  friends  who  supported  * 
the  Motion  were,  therefore,  in  reality,  the 
greatest  enemies  the  farmer  could  have. 

Sir  GABRIEL  GOLDNEY  contended 
that  no  reason  had  ever  been  shown  why 
the  maintenance  of  turn^ikftXQ»^5w^5is^'<^^>^^ 
be  thrown  >x^wi  Kiaa  ^^\««»  '5Jt\a^»^3:MvS!«.  ^«6^ 
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all.  He  understood  the  complaint  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oxford- 
shire to  be  that  that  which  ought  to  be 
a  public  burden  was  cast  unfairly  upon 
special  localities.  Turnpike  roads,  since 
their  commencement  in  the  reign  of 
Charles  II.,  had  never,  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, been  chargeable  on  the  high- 
way rate  until  the  year  1841.  In  and 
subsequently  to  the  year  1841  Acts  had 
been  passed  entailing  the  burden  of  their 
repair  on  the  localities.  For  his  part  he 
believed  that  the  expense  of  maintaining 
roads,  which  were  made,  as  expressed 
in  the  very  words  of  their  Acts,  for 
the  national  benefit — for  the  passage  of 
troops,  for  example,  in  time  of  need — 
ought  to  be  borne,  not  by  the  localities, 
but  by  the  general  public. 

Mr.  RATHBONE  thought  that  unless 
Parliament  dealt  with  the  question  as  a 
whole  they  would  only  be  drifting  more 
and  more  into  inequalities.  The  ques- 
tion ought  to  be  met  by  a  different  mode 
of  levying  locfel  taxation,  which  would 
make  the  rich  colliery  owners  and  manu- 
facturers who  used  the  roads  pay  for 
their  maintenance,  instead  of  the  cost 
falling  upon  the  ratepayers.  He  had 
always  considered  that  there  was  a  strong 
claim  upon  the  owners  of  personal  pro- 
perty to  contribute  towards  local  bur- 
dens ;  but  he  objected  very  strongly  to 
giving  these  small  sops  to  local  burdens 
without  dealing  with  the  whole  question 
of  local  management  and  taxation.  The 
inequalities  existing  in  relation  to  the 
roads  also  existed  in  regard  to  the  water 
supply  and  other  matters.  The  whole 
system  ought  to  be  dealt  with  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment.  It  had  been 
urged  on  Government  after  Government, 
but  somehow  it  had  not  been  done.  It 
was  not  wise  to  go  on  legislating  piece- 
meal on  this  question ;  it  only  created 
difficulties  which  would  have  to  be  over- 
come in  the  future.  He  would  suggest 
that  a  Koyal  Commission,  consisting  of 
the  strongest  men  of  the  House,  should 
be  appointed,  with  instructions  to  have 
their  Eeport  prepared  before  next  Feb- 
ruary. This  would  be  a  most  valuable 
aid  to  the  Government  in  carrying  any 
measure  of  reform  on  the  subject.  He 
was  certain  it  was  possible  to  make  a 
system  of  wise  taxation  more  equal  and 
just  than  it  was  at  present,  and  to  make 
its  administration  more  economical  and 
efficient ;  but  he  did  not  believe  it  could 
be  without  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 


mission,  as  the  Government  had  not 
sufficient  information  Id  their  possession. 
He  hoped  all  the  Motions  on  the  Paper 
would  be  withdrawn,  and  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  assent  to  his  proposi- 
tion, BO  that  they  might  at  last  see  a 
system  of  local  taxation  of  principle 
and  method  in  place  of  haphazard  legis- 
lation. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  understand 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxforshire 
(Mr.  Harcourt)  means  to  divide  the 
House  upon  this  subject.  In  answer  to 
the  appeal  which  has  just  been  made  by 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Carnar- 
vonshire (Mr.  Rathbone),  who  desires 
that  a  Royal  Commission  should  be  ap- 
pointed for  the  purpose  of  considering 
this  very  large  and  diversified  matter, 
and  asks  that  it  should  not  be  dealt  with 
in  a  piece-meal  fashion,  but  completely 
as  a  whole.  On  that  subject  I  may  say 
that  I  do  not  wish  to  bind  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  nor  have  I  been  asked  to 
do  so.  It  would  require  a  preliminary 
consideration  of  the  functions  and  pro- 
vince of  the  Commission  before  Her 
Majesty's  Government  could  undertake 
to  decide  whether  the  labours  of  such  a 
body  could  be  made  useful.  As  to  the 
entire  question,  when  it  comes  to  be 
dealt  with  in  a  satisfactory  manner,  I 
am  convinced  that  it  must  be  dealt  with 
mainly  on  the  responsibility  of  the  Go- 
vernment. Still,  I  will  not  express  an 
opinion  adverse  to  that  of  my  hon. 
Friend  —  namely,  that  the  question 
should  be  inquired  into  by  a  Royal 
Commission.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
near  me  (Mr.  Dodson)  has  made  state- 
ments on  the  part  of  the  Government  in 
regard  to  two  matters.  He  has  declared 
two  things.  In  the  first  place,  he  said 
that  he  gives  his  support  cheerfully  to 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Durham  (Mr.  Pease) ; 
and,  secondly,  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  very  anxious  to  deal  with 
the  question.  We  are  anxious  to  deal 
with  it ;  and  my  right  hon.  Friend  went 
a  point  beyond  that  statement,  and 
frankly  informed  the  House  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  have  been 
anxious  to  place  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  measure  dealing  with  a  large 
portion  of  the  subject,  and  an  essential 
portion  of  it,  and  to  have  passed  it  during 
the  present  Session,  had  it  not  been  for 
the  circumstance  that  the  time  available 
lor  the  purposes  of  Imperial  legislation 
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had  been  effaced  by  the  local  necessities 
of  Ireland,  partly  in  reference  to  the 
preservation  of  peace  and  order  in  that 
country,  and  partly  in  reference  to  the 
conditions  of  the  Land  Question,  and 
that  the  demands  which  have  been  made 
upon  our  time  have  left  a  residue  avail- 
able for  other  purposes  so  small  as  to  be 
quite  insignificant.  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  real  strength  of  the  pleas  urged 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire, 
and  by  all  those  who  have  spoken  in  a 
similar  strain  for  a  long  period  of  years 
— that  the  real  strength  of  those  pleas 
is  founded  on  one  consideration,  and  on 
one  consideration  only — that  the  personal 
property  of  the  district  upon  which  the 
local  rates  were  originally  leviable  was 
undoubtedly  held  in  the  letter  and  spirit 
of  the  law  to  be  liable  to  contribution 
for  local  purposes.  I  must,  at  the  same 
time,  point  out  to  the  House  that  it  is  a 
most  unsatisfactory  substitute  for  the 
liability  of  that  personal  property  to  pur- 
sue the  method  which  has  been  so  much 
in  vogue  during  the  last  30  years,  and 
was  increasingly  in  vogue  during  the  ex- 
istence of  the  last  Parliament,  of  making 
large  transfers,  one  by  one,  from  the  local 
rates  to  the  Consolidated  Fund.  For  as 
far  as  the  effect  of  this  transfer  from  the 
local  rates  is  concerned  in  the  rural  dis- 
tricts, do  not  conceal  it  from  yourselves, 
and  do  not  conceal  it  from  the  country, 
that  however  you  may,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, in  some  measure,  bo  granting 
relief  to  the  agriculturists  and  the  far- 
mers of  the  country,  every  shilling  of 
the  relief  finds  its  way,  by  a  certain  pro- 
cess, on  each  change  of  tenancy,  into  the 
pockets  of  the  landlords,  and  it  is  that 
transfer  and  that  pocket  which  is  to  be 
ultimately  relieved.  And  what  is  the 
fund  on  which  you  lay  the  charge  ?  Is 
it  a  fund  supplied  by  real  property  alone? 
No ;  and  you  say,  and  say  truly,  that  it 
ought  not  to  be  a  fund  supplied  solely  by 
real  property,  or  by  personal  property. 
No,  Sir;  the  Consolidated  Fund  represents 
a  vast  amount  contributed  from  year  to 
year,  of  which  vast  amount  I,  at  least,  for 
one,  am  convinced  that  at  least  one- 
half  of  it  is  supplied  by  the  labours  of 
the  country.  And,  therefore,  in  the 
long  run,  and  in  the  main,  when  you 
make  these  transfers,  you  are  making 
them  largely,  by  placing  them  on  the 
labour  ox  the  country,  not  in  the  first 
moment,  but  after  a  short  period,  and 
by  a  certain  process,  by  placing  on  the 


labour  of  the  country  taxes  hitherto 
borne  by  the  land.  Now,  I  say  that 
that  is  a  very  serious  matter;  and,  in 
my  opinion,  the  lesson  to  be  drawn 
from  it  is  this  —  that  this  is  a  pro- 
cess which  ought  not  to  be  carried  on 
piecemeal ;  but  it  ought  be  dealt  with  in 
view  of  the  whole  facts  of  the  case,  and 
upon  a  large  scale.  Let  Parliament 
examine,  and  examine  upon  a  large 
scale,  what  is  the  best  mode  of  giving 
to  real  property  that  aid  which  it  was 
once  accustomed  to  receive  from  personal 
property,  and  let  it  make  an  adjustment 
of  taxes,  employing  Imperial  agency  for 
their  collection,  but  making  a  portion  of 
the  proceeds  available  for  local  purposes 
in  proportion  to  what  it  thinks  would  be 
a  just  arrangement  on  the  subject.  If 
so,  it  can,  in  the  very  nature  of  the  tax, 
avoid  the  difficulty  I  have  described.  It 
can  avoid  the  difficulty  of  placing  on 
labour  burdens  which  never,  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  country,  was  intended  in 
the  spirit  of  the  Constitution  to  place  on 
labour.  I  challenge  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  show  that  it  is  a  right  or  just  prin- 
ciple of  legislation  that  a  large  portion 
of  the  local  burdens  of  the  country 
should  bo  placed  on  the  labour  of  the 
country  as  an  inevitable  consequence  of 
these  wholesale  transfers  carried  on 
without  any  view  of  their  ultimate  bear- 
ing on  the  subject  of  local  rates.  Now, 
let  us  see  what  is  asked  of  us.  The  hon. 
Member  makes  a  Motion,  one  of  the  most 
innocent  I  have  ever  known  submitted 
to  Parliament  in  its  terms  ;  and  I  must 
say,  from  long  experience,  that  my 
suspicion  is  excited  in  regard  to  aU 
Motions  which  take  the  form  of  truisms 
or  assertions  in  identical  terms.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire  moves — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is 
expedient  so  to  amend  *The  Highway  Act,  1878/ 
that  part  of  the  maintenance  of  main  roads  may 
be  defrayed  from  other  sources  than  county 
rates.*' 

They  are  paid  for  out  of  other  sources 
than  county  rates  now.  The  Motion, 
therefore,  in  its  terms  is  absolutely  un- 
meaning ;  at  least,  it  is  no  more  in  its 
terms  than  the  affirmation  of  a  truism. 
Why  are  we  to  be  called  upon  to  vote 
for  a  Motion  of  this  kind,  if  it  is  only  in 
the  nature  of  a  truism  ?  I  decline  to  be 
bound  to  do  something  or  other  quite 
indefinite,  except  according  to  the  de- 
claration of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
and  which  is  not  express^  Vs^^sis^n?^*^ 
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before  the  House.  If  the  hon.  Member 
has  a  plan,  he  should  state  his  plan  in 
his  Motion  ;  but  while  he  says — 

**  It  is  expedient  so  to  amend  *  The  Highway 
Act,  1878,'  that  part  of  the  maintenance  of  main 
roads  may  be  defrayed  from  other  sources  than 
county  rates," 

he  gives  his  own  construction  to  that 
Motion.  I  "want  to  know,  suppose  his 
Motion  was  accepted  by  the  House,  can 
it  be  imagined  that  the  House  or  the 
Government  are  to  be  bound  to  do 
something  under  it  ?  How  are  they  to 
interpret  it,  and  to  know  what  it  is  that 
is  wanted  ?  Is  not  the  House  bound,  in 
prudence,  for  its  own  dignity,  and  for 
the  public  utility,  to  speak  in  intelligible 
language  when  it  expresses  its  opinion 
that  the  law  ought  to  be  changed  in  this 
way  or  in  that.  I  am  not,  I  think, 
taking  an  unreasonable  objection.  I 
have  heard  four  different  interpretations 
given  to  the  Motion  by  Gentlemen  who 
have  supported  it,  and  one  of  the 
speeches  suggested  to  me  a  fifth  inter- 
pretation which,  I  must  confess,  I 
thought  quite  as  good  as  any  of  the 
other  four.  The  first  interpretation  is 
that  part  of  the  expense  of  maintaining 
highways  should  be  paid  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  That  is  the  inter- 
pretation, I  think,  of  the  Mover.  A 
second  interpretation  is  that  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  who  represents 
a  portion  of  the  county  of  Devon  (Colonel 
Walrond).  He  says  that  the  whole  cost 
ought  to  be  placed  upon  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund.  The  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Shropshire  (Sir  Baldwyn 
Leigh  ton)  stated  in  a  speech  which  I 
must  say  was,  I  thought,  pervaded  by 
a  spirit  of  j  ustice  more  enlightened  than 
that  which  was  conspicuous  in  the 
speeches  of  other  hon.  Members — that 
the  placing  of  the  charge  on  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  is  a  very  rude  method, 
and  ought  only  to  be  temporarily 
adopted.  Then  came  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Hampshire 
(Mr.  Sclater-Booth),  who  said  he  did 
not  recommend  before  the  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  where  he  was  ex- 
amined as  a  witness,  anything  like  a 
subvention  from  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  now 
discovered  something  totally  different 
from  what  he  recommended  to  the  House 
of  Lords,  notwithstanding  the  long  ex- 
perience he  had  had  when  he  went 
before  that  Committee.    He  now  comes 

J^.  Olad»ton$ 


down  and  makes  a  proposition  totally 
different.  He  says  that  he  is  prepared 
to  support  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oxfordshire ;  but  he  says  that 
it  ought  not  to  be  thrown  in  as  a  mere 
quota,  and  that  it  ought  not  to  go  in 
relief  of  the  county  rates,  but  in  relief  of 
that  portion  of  the  charge  paid  by  the 
district.  That  is  an  essential  check. 
But  there  is  an  evident  flaw  in  this  view. 
His  main  argument  was  that  the  county 
rate  would  be  administered  by  those 
who  would  endeavour  to  exercise  an 
efficient  check  over  expenditure.  Yes ; 
but  there  are  two  objections  to  that. 
First  of  all,  that  by  the  present  law  the 
county  authorities  have  not  the  power 
to  exercise  that  check ;  and,  secondly, 
that  under  the  present  system,  and  while 
the  county  authorities  represent  the 
principle  of  nomination  and  in  no  degree 
the  principle  of  representation,  it  is  im- 
possible for  them  to  serve  the  purposes  of 
an  efficient  control  over  the  local  authori- 
ties. These  are  the  four  plans  which  have 
been  submitted  to  the  House.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Hampshire  said  it  was  a  very  hard  case 
for  the  occupier,  as  perhaps  it  is,  that 
he  should  be  burdened  with  the  cost  of 
maintaining  roads  which  he  could  not 
have  anticipated  when  he  made  his  bar- 
gain with  his  landlord.  Then  that  sug- 
gests to  me  a  fifth  remedy  quite  as  good 
as  any  of  the  other  four — namely,  that 
those  of  us  who  are  landlords  should 
take  upon  ourselves  one-half  of  this 
burden.  But  whether  four  or  five  or  50 
plans  may  be  suggested,  I  must  say  that  I 
think  the  adoption  of  these  blind  Motions, 
which  express  nothing,  which  in  their 
terms  have  no  meaning,  or  which  are 
meant  to  be  covers  under  which,  by 
slow  degrees,  hon.  Gentlemen  may  put 
forward  their  particular  views,  ought 
not  to  be  accepted  by  this  House.  When 
my  right  hon.  Friend  near  me  speaks  of 
dealing  with  county  government  as  a 
whole,  the  answer  is — **  "We  cannot 
wait."  It  is  admitted  that  the  system 
of  subvention  is  full  of  defects.  Just  let 
me  remind  the  House  how  full  of  defects 
it  is.  In  the  first  place,  this  is  a  system 
of  subvention  for  England  alone,  and 
the  proposal  is  to  place  half  the  cost  of 
tlie  maintenance  of  the  main  roads  of 
England  upon  a  fund  to  which  Scotland 
and  Ireland  contribute  in  the  same 
manner,  and  substantially  to  the  same 
extent.    I  think  that  is  a  very  serioua 
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and  strong  argument  in  favour  of  the 
doctrine  that  we  ought  to  deal  with  this 
matter  as  a  whole.  In  the  second 
place,  it  is  admitted  that  those  methods 
are  most  unfavourable  to  economy.  The 
real  power  in  this  case  is  in  the  parish,  or 
in  tne  district  boards  or  authorities ; 
and  the  parish  or  the  district  authority, 
as  I  believe,  draws  upon  the  county 
rate,  with  the  county  rate  very  nearly  as 
helpless  as  the  Consolidated  Fund  is. 
But  when  I  say  that  I  complain  of  the 
control  of  the  local  authorities  over  the 
Consolidated  Fund  do  not  let  me  be 
misunderstood.  I  do  not  mean  that 
they  control  it  in  the  sense  of  undue 
power  over  the  public  purse  in  augment- 
ing the  Public  Expenditure.  But  we 
deserve  it  for  the  manner  in  which  we 
have  proceeded,  for  the  manner  in 
which  we  have  brought  in  centralizing 
processes  in  connection  with  this  system 
of  local  grants,  and  for  the  manner  in 
which  we  have  given  them  a  turn  and 
a  tendency  which  is  most  injurious  to 
that  system  of  local  government  and 
economy  which  we  all  profess  to  rever- 
ence, and  which  we  really  believed  to 
be  one  of  our  greatest  treasures  when  it 
commenced  some  ten  years  ago.  I  wish 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late 
Home  Secretary  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) 
had  been  in  the  House  when  his  right 
hon.  Friend  near  him  (Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth)  spoke  on  the  subject  of  the 
Police  Fund.  There  is  one  of  the 
finest  examples  of  the  system  we  have 
been  lately  pursuing.  When  we  have 
continued  to  tax  the  Consolidated  Fund 
and  the  general  taxpayer  two  or 
three  or  four  times,  we  are  told  the 
trifling  and  trumpery  benefits  the  local 
ratepayers  obtain  from  the  maintenance 
of  the  police  ought  not  to  be  an  induce- 
ment for  us  to  wait  for  county  govern- 
ment, but  that  we  should  redress  the 
grievance.  But  how  long  has  this  been 
said  ?  When  this  system  of  grants  in 
aid  was  begun,  as  long  as  ten  years  ago, 
there  were  very  great  difiRculties  to  be 
overcome  in  altering  and  re-casting  the 
system  of  local  authorities  in  the  coun- 
try, so  as  to  place  them  in  due  relation 
to  one  another,  to  the  public  for  whom 
they  act,  and  to  the  Central  Government. 
But  we  had  an  enormous  leverage  in 
our  hands,  by  which  we  could  over- 
come prejudice  and  opposition,  and 
whioh  was  grounded  upon  other  mo- 
tives; because  we  held  a  purse,  out  of 


which  we  were  prepared,  on  proper 
principles,  to  give  largely  in  aid  of  the 
rates.  That  was  found  difficult — and 
so,  what  have  we  done  ?  For  the  last 
six  years  we  have  gone  on  shovelling 
out  large  sums  of  money  to  no  result, 
and  upon  no  system,  except  to  quell,  for 
a  moment,  the  appetite  which  grew  with 
what  it  fed  upon.  £2,000,000  out  of  the 
public  taxes  were  given  away  by  the 
late  Parliament ;  and  the  consequence 
is  that  our  difficulty  is  greater  now, 
because  there  is  not  the  same  power 
and  the  same  inducements  which  you 
formerly  had  to  bring  local  influences 
into  conformity  with  the  will  and  desire 
of  Parliament.  I  think  it  is  time  to 
refuse  to  go  on  with  this  haphazard 
and  piecemeal  system,  and  that,  at  the 
first  moment,  when  circumstances  will 
permit,  we  should  look  at  this  question 
as  a  whole.  It  was  not  a  satisfactory 
result,  that  was  obtained  from  the 
labours  of  the  last  Parliament.  I  have 
pointed  out  what  was  done  with  regard 
to  local  grants,  and  that  certainly 
effected  a  very  important  change  in 
the  balance  of  taxation  as  between  land 
and  labour ;  but  the  same  Parliament, 
while  relieving  land,  laid  a  heavy  addi- 
tional tax  upon  personal  property  by  in- 
creasing the  probate  duties.  In  the  expir- 
ing days  of  the  last  Parliament,  £750,000 
was  laid  by  way  of  taxation  upon  per- 
sonal property.  Is  it  right  that  we 
should  go  on,  time  after  time,  always 
postponing  the  real  process  by  which 
justice  may  be  done  among  the  various 
classes  of  the  community,  and  that  on 
the  present  occasion,  in  deference  to  a 
Motion,  with  regard  to  which  I  think  I 
have  shown  expresses  nothing,  and 
which  has  for  its  main  characteristic 
this — that  it  allows  every  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  the  House  to  apply -it  as  he 
pleases.  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
think  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  not  be 
surprised  that  we  cannot  accede  to  his 
Motion.  I  do  not  wish  to  use  the  term 
offensively ;  but  it  is  a  hood-winking 
Motion.  Let  him  raise  the  issue  by 
some  intelligible  declaration  if  it  is  to 
be  raised  at  all.  But  I  put  it  to  him, 
and  to  the  House  generally,  that  we 
are  bound  to  consider  the  greatness 
of  these  questions,  and  to  make  some 
effort  at  the  adjustment  of  the  balance 
between  real  and  personal  property. 
We  are  here  travelling  away  from  this 
further  and  further,  and  it  is  tvcc^^V 
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think,  that  we  should  declare  that  we 
will  not  advance  in  that  direction.  Let 
the  hon.  Gentleman  urge  upon  us  as 
rapidly  as  the  state  of  Public  Business 
will  permit  the  despatch  of  the  matter 
in  hand ;  but  do  not  let  us  take  a  course 
which  is  really  unworthy  of  the  dignity 
of  the  House  in  the  discharge  of  legis- 
lative functions,  and  which  certainly 
cannot  have  any  comprehensive  or  accu- 
rate application  to  the  principles  of  jus- 
tice in  reference  to  the  various  classes  of 
the  community. 

SiE  MASSEY  LOPES  said,  all  who 
were  interested  in  land  were  much  in- 
debted to  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford- 
shire (Mr.  E.  W.  Harcourt)  for  having 
initiated  so  interesting  a  discussion,  and 
having  ventilated  a  grievance  of  which 
the  owners  and  occupiers  of  land  so 
bitterly  and  yet  so  justly  complained. 
The  very  serious  depression  which  so 
generally  affected  the  agricultural  inte- 
rest intensified  the  grievance.  The  charge 
for  highways  was  one  of  the  two  most 
crying  evils  of  which  the  agricultural 
community  had  to  complain — the  other 
was  the  education  rate.  These  were  new 
charges  exceptionally  imposed  upon  real 
property  within  the  last  ten  years  ;  they 
were  not  hereditary  burdens.  They  were 
not  taken  into  account  or  considered  by 
him  when  he  brought  forward  his  Mo- 
tion on  local  taxation  in  1 872.  When  he 
introduced  that  Resolution  he  was,  to 
some  extent,  responsible  for  advocating 
the  course  which  had  been  condemned  by 
the  Prime  Minister,  of  making  a  sub- 
vention from  the  Consolidated  Fund.  He 
had,  undoubtedly,  recommended  a  sub- 
vention on  that  occasion ;  but  if  he  had 
to  suggest  a  course  in  the  present  case, 
although  he  might  quite  concur  with 
his  hon.  Friend  tliat  a  subvention 
from  the  Consolidated  Fund  might 
be  the  first  step,  yet  he  should  not  ad- 
vise it  in  the  present  instance.  He 
should  infinitely  prefer  a  local  licence. 
With  rofereuce  to  these  subventions,  he 
wished  to  point  out  that,  although  since 
1874  £2,000,000  a-ycar  had  been  given 
by  way  of  subvention  to  the  local  rates, 
the  whole  amount  had  been  swamped 
and  swallowed  up  by  these  new  charges 
for  highways  and  education.  It  was  a 
fact,  that  the  additional  rate  for  edu- 
cation amounted  to  about  £1,300,000 
a-year,  while  the  highway  rate  amounted 
to  £500,000;  and  then  there  was  the 
Banitary  rate  to  be  taken  into  account. 


These  three  imposts  had  absorbed  the 
whole  of  the  money  given  by  way  of  sub- 
vention. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  had  always  opposed 
these  subventions;  but  he  had  never 
suggested  any  other  adequate  relief ;  and 
he  must  remind  him  that  subventions  in 
aid  of  the  local  rates  for  Imperial  pur- 
poses in  the  country  were  first  proposed 
by  Sir  Robert  Peel  and  Lord  John 
Russell.  They  publicly  stated  in  that 
House  that  if  the  House  adopted  Free 
Trade  it  was  absolutely  necessary,  as  a 
matter  of  justice,  that  certain  subven- 
tions should  be  given  towards  the  ex- 
ceptional taxes  which  were  then  being 
paid  by  the  landed  interest.  What  had 
been  done  since  that  time  ?  Parlia- 
ment had  accumulated  fresh  charges  on 
the  landed  interest ;  and  notwithstanding 
the  subvention  of  1874,  which,  as  he  had 
shown  already,  had  been  swallowed  up, 
nothing  whatever  had  been  done  to  re- 
lieve it.  They  complained,  also,  of  the 
abolition  of  the  turnpike  trusts.  What 
was  the  result  of  the  abolition  of  tolls 
during  the  last  10  years  ?  In  1870  there 
were,  in  round  numbers,  1,000  trusts 
with  20,000  miles  of  road.  In  1880 
there  were  only  180  trusts  with  5,000 
miles  of  road,  and  in  six  more  years  all 
trusts  would  have  run  out.  The  repair 
of  15,000  miles  of  road  at  £30  per  mile 
would  add  £450,000  to  the  burdens  of 
the  ratepayers,  and  the  5,000  miles  yet 
to  be  disturnpiked  £150,000  a-year  be- 
sides ;  so  that  the  abolition  of  turnpikes 
alone  would  have  added  £600,000  to  the 
local  burdens.  Some  remedies  had  been 
proposed  that  evening,  which  might 
very  well  be  applied  to  the  case.  The 
carriage  tax  yielded  £500,000  a-year; 
the  dog  tax  £380,000,  and  the  gun  and 
game  licences  together  yielded  £230,000. 
In  his  view  there  could  be  no  more 
proper  tax  than  the  carriage  tax  to 
be  handed  over  to  the  localities.  This, 
he  said,  might  be  handed  over  to 
the  counties,  put  into  hotch-potch,  and 
then  disposed  of  according  to  the  pro- 
portion of  mileage  of  main  road  in  each 
highway  district.  That  arrangement 
would  be  a  fair  one.  But  if  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  like  to  give  so  large  a  sum 
as  that  of  the  carriage  tax,  why  should 
not  the  dog  tax  be  applied  to  the  purpose, 
and  the  amount  collected  by  the  county 
authorities  by  means  of  the  police?  It  had 
been  very  truly  said  by  his  hon.  Friend 
that  Parliament  admitted  the  grievance 
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of  the  main  roads  being  charged  on  the 
local  rates  when  it  passed  the  Act  of 
1878.  But  it  was  well  known  that  that 
Act  was  never  regarded  as  final,  nor 
had  it  been  altogether  a  satisfactory 
measure,  although  it  was  at  the  time 
considered  as  indispensably  necessary 
to  deal  with  the  grievance.  The  hon. 
Member  for  South  Durham  admitted 
that  the  present  law  with  regard  to 
highways  was  not  satisfactory,  and  that 
a  comprehensive  measure  was  required. 
He  (Sir  Massey  Lopes)  was  sure  the 
House  would  agree  that  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  consolidate  the  many 
Highway  Acts  in  existence  and  replace 
them  by  an  Act  intelligible  to  aU.  Again, 
he  thought,  everyone  would  agree  that 
there  was  a  great  want  of  uniformity  in 
the  bye-laws  of  the  various  counties, 
each  of  which  possessed  a  different  set, 
and  these  had  constituted  a  continual 
source  of  heart-burning  and  annoyance. 
An  attempt  ought,  therefore,  to  be  made 
to  introduce  uniformity  in  the  bye-laws 
prevailing  in  the  various  counties.  The 
same  want  of  uniformity  was  also  true 
with  regard  to  highway  districts.  Ten 
counties  had  adopted  highway  districts ; 
10  had  declared  they  would  have  no- 
thing to  do  with  them,  and  the  rest 
adopted  a  system  of  half-highway  dis- 
tricts and  half-parishes.  He  thought 
the  Government  should  have  the  bold- 
ness to  come  forward  with  a  compulsory 
and  not  a  permissive  measure  upon  this 
subject.  Many  hon.  Members  professed 
to  sympathize  with  the  landed  interest 
in  the  present  depression ;  but  if  there 
was  any  real  desire  to  mitigate  that  de- 
pression, some  of  the  legislative  oppres- 
sion, which  was  felt  so  heavily  by  the 
landed  interest,  must  be  removed. 

Mr.  E.  W.  HARCOUET  said,  he 
would  reply  very  briefly  to  the  observa- 
tions which  had  been  made  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  Motion  he  had  submitted  to 
the  House.  In  the  first  place,  he  would 
refer  to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Durham  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Pease).  He  regretted  that  he  had  been 
obliged  to  be  absent  from  the  House  at 
the  commencement  of  the  hon.  Member's 
speech.  On  his  return,  however,  the 
hon.  Member  was  just  explaining  to  the 
House  that  the  payment  of  rates  by 
tenant  farmers  was  a  matter  to  be 
treated  philosophically.  He  could  not 
agree  that  this  would  convey  any  con- 
solatory idea  to  the  farmers  m  question. 


Then,  with  regard  to  his  objection  on  the 
ground  of  the  expense  of  inspection, 
which  he  pointed  out  would  swallow  up 
a  great  deal  of  the  amount  of  the  grant, 
it  must  be  remembered  that  there  was 
already  in  existence  a  number  of  In- 
spectors who  could  be  made  use  of  for 
this  purpose.     The  whole  of  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  was  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  Act  of  1878  ;  but 
he  must  be  well  aware  that  this  could  not 
be  done  during  the  present  Session.     So 
that,  in  fact,  his  advice  to  the  farmers  was 
— *'  Wait."    The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Durham  was  followed  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Calne  (Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice),  who  remarked  that  it  was 
extremely  clever  on  his  (Mr.  Harcourt's) 
part  to  ask  for  immediate  relief.     In 
reply  to  that,  he  was  unable  to  perceive 
the  talent ;  it  was  a  want  so  obvious  to 
all  practical  men  that  ignorance  in  this 
matter  would  indicate  a  great  dunder- 
head indeed.     All  he  had  intended  to 
do  was  to  make  a  recommendation.     He 
was,  however,  perfectly  willing,  as  were 
his  Friends  also,  to  take  anything  they 
could  get.     The  noble  Lord  went  on  to 
say  that  the  difficulty  was  owing  to  the 
bad  administration  in  the  counties.    He 
(Mr.   Harcourt)  thought  in  matters  of 
that  kind  hon.  Members  should  speak 
of  their  own  counties  alone.     It  was 
possible  that  the  county  in  which  the 
noble  Lord  was  interested  was  badly 
administered ;  but  even  if  that  were  the 
case,  it  was  no  reason  why  he  should 
accuse  other  counties  of  being  in  the 
same  plight.    Lastly,  they  were  told  that 
the  only  thing  possible  to  be  done  by 
way  of  remedying  the  evil  would  be  to  es- 
tablish County  Boards.    The  contention, 
then,  of  the  noble  Lord  was  the  same — 
**  Wait."  Then  came  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  who  said  that 
the  expense  of  the  roads  was  less.    But 
he  had  not  told  the  House  that  the  con- 
dition of  the  roads  was  much  worse  than 
it  was.     He  stated  that  the  main  roads 
were  now  less  used  by  the  public  than 
they  were.      But  the  fact  that   some 
brewers  were  paying  £500  or  £1,000 
a-year  for  the  use  of  the  roads  did  not 
look   as  if  that  were  the  case.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said — **  Hands  off 
from  the  Exchequer,"  and  referred  to 
the  increased  cost  of  police  management, 
since  the  Government  had  contributed  to 
their  maintenance,  as  a  proof  of  tk<^s5^^^^ 
demand  which  "^o^oi^V^^  \sji36&Sk  ^a^^Rps^^^^s^ 
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Exchequer.  But  it  had  been  wisely  re- 
marked that  the  increased  expenditure  on 
the  police  was  not  due  to  local  misman- 
agement by  county  authorities,  but  that 
it  had  been  forced  upon  them  by  the  ex- 
pensive habits  of  the  Government.  He 
could  not  but  regard  the  illustration  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  with  reference  to 
the  green  lanes  being  turned  into  high- 
ways, as  having  been  used  in  a  playful 
mood.  He  was  well  acquainted  with 
country  districts,  and  was  aware  what 
store  we  set  by  the  violets  and  primroses 
of  our  village  lanes,  which  no  amount  of 
subvention  would  tempt  us  to  turn  into 
useless  main  roads.  Then  he  went  on  to 
say,  before  they  added  to  the  grants, 
they  ought  to  consider  whether  any  cor- 
responding good  would  come  out  of 
them,  and  whether  they  would  stimulate 
reckless  expenditure.  There,  again,  was 
an  attack  upon  the  local  authorities,  and 
doubt  was  cast  upon  their  management. 
He  next  spoke  of  the  road  laws  being 
in  a  transition  state,  and  alluded  to  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  then 
sitting,  and  stated  that  County  Boards 
would  shortly  be  established.  This  was 
exactly  the  official  answer  shadowed 
forth  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Mid  Somerset  (Mr.  E.  H.  Paget)  in 
the  observations  he  had  used  in  support 
of  this  Motion,  and  this  was  another 
repetition  of  the  Government  refrain — 
**  Wait."  He  (Mr.  Harcourt)  felt  certain 
that  if  the  Government  gave  an  offer  of 
some  kind  in  the  present,  they  would 
not  find  the  farmers  hard  to  please; 
but  they  would  be  unwilling  to  be  put 
off  with  promises  as  to  the  future.  He 
would  be  quite  content  to  accept  either 
of  the  alternatives  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  North  Hampshire 
(Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  and  the  hon. Baronet 
the  Member  for  South  Devon  (Sir  Massey 
Lopes) .  But  the  hon.  Member  for  South- 
wark  (Mr.  Thorold  Eogers),  who  was  a 
gentleman  of  very  large  beliefs,  assumed 
that  the  taxpayer  was  patient,  and  was 
not  eager  for  assistance.  This  showed 
that  the  Professor  was  not  much  up  in 
the  subject.  He  mixed  up  main  roads 
and  bye  roads,  and  spoke  of  certain  pro- 
perties in  Oxfordshire  with  which  he 
professed  to  be  acquainted.  The  hon. 
Member  spoke  of  a  road  which,  he  said, 
led  to  his  (Mr.  Harcourt's)  property. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  did  not  lead  to  lus 
property,  but  was  very  largely  used  by 
the  non.  Professor  himself  when  he  was 
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taking  exercise  to  sharpen  his  appetite 
for  dinner.  At  the  close  of  his  speech 
he  said  the  land  was  much  too  lightly 
taxed ;  no  wonder  that  he  also  should 
say — **Wait."  The  hon.  Member  for 
Carnarvonshire  (Mr.  Eathbone)  objected 
to  give  small  sops  to  local  burdens 
without  entering  into  the  general  ques- 
tion of  local  taxation.  However,  he 
(Mr.  Harcourt)  contended  that  it  was 
much  easier  to  deal  with  one  stick  out 
of  a  bundle  than  to  try  to  deal  with  the 
whole  bundle  at  once.  The  hon.  Mem-i 
ber  suggested  the  appointment  of  a 
Eoyal  Commission ;  and  he,  too,  was  one 
who  counsels  us  to  "  wait."  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  said  he  could  not  deny 
that,  in  the  first  instance,  personal  pro« 
perty  was  liable  to  these  things.  But 
he  further  said  that  a  subvention  to  the 
tenant  would  find  its  way  into  the  pocket 
of  the  landowner,  and  would  come  out  of 
the  pocket  of  the  labourer.  He  (Mr.  Har- 
court), as  a  practical  man  in  a  country 
district,  could  not  and  would  not  submit 
to  such  a  definition.  The  three  interests, 
landlords,  tenants,  and  labourers,  could 
not  be  separated,  because  what  was  for 
the  good  of  the  one  must  be  for  the 
good  of  the  other.  Furthermore,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  his  (Mr. 
Harcourt's)  thesis  could  not  be  con- 
troverted. Why,  then,  did  he  not  vote 
for  it?  If  the  Government  agreed  to 
this  they  would  be  bound  to  do  some- 
thing at  once,  and,  of  course,  they  would 
be  able,  in  their  wisdom,  to  devise 
methods  for  carrying  out  the  wishes  of 
the  farmer  ;  and  he  (Mr.  Harcourt) 
would  answer  for  it  the  smallest  assist- 
ance would  be  gratefully  received.  The 
only  alternative,  however,  offered  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  to  wait 
until  there  was  some  grand  scheme  of 
county  government  prepared.  This  he 
took  to  be  the  crowning  advice  of  the 
Government  —  **Wait."  On  this  he 
would  divide.  They  were  not  pre- 
pared to  wait;  and  he  would  consider 
that  those  who  went  with  him  into 
the  Lobby  on  this  occasion  would  be 
representing  the  views  of  every  farmer 
in  England.  The  farmers  wished  for 
somethings  at  the  present  moment,  and 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  only 
give  them  that  he  would  earn  their 
lasting  gratitude.  This  being  so,  he 
did  not  despair  of  seeing  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman  m  the  same  Lobby  as  himself. 
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Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  145 ;  Noes 
169 :  Majority  14.— (Div.  List,  No.  170.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Resolved,  That,  in  the  opiDion  of  this  House, 
it  is  expedient  to  amend  **The  Highway  Act, 
1878,"  and  especially  those  portions  of  the  said 
Act  which  relate  to  main  roads. 

ORDER     OF    THE    BAY. 

LEASES  BILL.— [Bill  108.] 

(Mr,  Daveyy  Mr,  Gregtyry^  Mr.  M^Cullagh  TorrenSf 
Mr,  Lewis,  Mr.  Chitty.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Commitee.) 

Clause  3  (Belief  against  forfeiture  in 
leases). 

Mb.  GEANTHAM  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  ;  but,  having 
communicated  with  those  who  had  charge 
of  the  measure,  he  proposed  to  withdraw 
it,  and  to  move  another  in  page  2,  line  2, 
after  **  assignment."  He  wished  to  add 
words  to  sub-section  2  of  Clause  3,  to 
provide  that  the  person  making  the  as- 
signments mentioned  should  pay  to  the 
lessor  such  fee  as  he  should  require,  not 
exceeding  £1  le,  for  each  assignment. 
Under  the  circumstances,  it  appeared  to 
him  to  be  only  fair  that  some  acknow- 
ledgment should  be  made  for  the  work 
done,  and  that  the  lessor  should  not  have 
the  work  thrown  on  him  without  pay- 
ment. During  the  whole  of  the  term 
the  leases  had  to  run — and  some  of  them 
were  long,  99  years  being  a  very  common 
period— he  had  not  the  slightest  control 
over  the  assignments,  although  it  was 
necessary  that  a  record  should  be  kept 
of  them.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  with  whom  he  had  discussed  his 
proposal  seemed  to  think  it  was  very 
fair ;  and  he  therefore  trusted  that  the 
Attorney  General  would  accept  it. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  paffe  2,  line  2,  after"  assigfnment,"  to  add 
the  words  **  shall  pay  to  the  lessor  such  fee  as 
he  shall  require  not  exceeding  one  guinea  for 
each  assignment." — (Mr.  Oranihann,) 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEBAL  (Sir 
HiNBT  James)  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  appealed  to  him ;  but  he 


had  not  charge  of  the  Bill.  No  doubt 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  in 
his  mind,  when  he  made  the  proposal,  the 
case  of  the  large  Companies  who  issued 
circulars,  and  who  would,  no  doubt,  sug- 
gest such  an  arrangement.  It  would 
suit  large  Companies ;  but  in  country 
places,  where  the  leases  were  not  so  im- 
portant and  valuable,  the  case  would  be 
different,  and  the  proposal  would  be  a 
tax  to  the  extent  of  £1  1*.  He  was 
aware  it  would  only  apply  to  cases  where 
it  was  stipulated  that  the  assignment 
should  be  prepared  by  a  solicitor ;  but, 
in  many  cases,  solicitors  would  be  able 
to  charge  £1  Is,  for  doing  nothing.  The 
fee  was  supposed  to  cover  the  work  of 
preparing  a  lease;  but  the  solicitor 
would  not  prepare  one,  because  this  part 
of  the  Bill  was  to  meet  the  very  case 
where  he  had  not  prepared  it.  While 
the  proposal  would  be  beneficial  in  the 
case  of  London  Companies,  in  other  cases 
it  would  not  be  beneficial,  but  would 
mean  the  imposition  of  a  tax  of  £1  1^. 
for  the  benefit  of  solicitors,  who  would 
receive  it  for  doing  nothing  at  all. 

Mr.  LEWI8  said,  that  although  the 
Amendment  was  in  the  interest  of  a 
Profession  to  which  he  used  to  belong 
he  could  not  support  it.  He  could 
not  help  thinking  that  it  would  be  an 
unsatisfactory  addition  to  the  clause. 
Why  should  the  tax  be  paid  in  this  in- 
stance, whilst  it  was  not  in  many  other 
instances  ?  Take  a  policy  of  insurance  ; 
the  office  had  to  receive  a  notice  with  re- 
gard to  insurance  with  a  fee  of  only 
5«. — that  was  the  case  of  a  Company 
which  had  to  investigate  the  title  of  a 
person  to  whom  it  had  something  to 
pay.  If  the  Amendment  were  accepted 
a  tax  would  be  inflicted  upon  the  com- 
munity, for  which  there  was  no  reason 
at  all.  It  was  wrong  in  principle,  and 
therefore  he  objected  to  it — it  would  be 
an  encumbrance  upon  property  which 
Parliament  ought  not  to  allow.  He 
agreed  with  the  Attorney  General  that 
they  ought  to  get  rid  of  this  proposal 
as  an  obnoxious  impediment  in  the  way 
of  the  assignment  of  leasehold  property. 

Mb.  H.  DAVEY  said,  the  object  of 
the  Amendment  was  to  provide  some 
means  by  which  the  lessor  might  be  told 
whom  his  tenants  were  ;  the  fact  would 
be  conveyed  to  him  by  the  notice  of 
assignment.  It  was  suggested  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  East  Surrey 
(Mr.  Grantham)  that  the  leaeA^'%^i;^S^ss<^Ks^ 
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could  not  be  expected  to  take  note  of 
these  things,  and  keep  a  register,  unless 
he  received  a  fee.  He  confessed ,  however, 
that  he  had  thought  the  charge  ought 
to  fall  on  the  lessor ;  but,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  had  been  willing  to  con- 
cede the  amended  Amendment  which 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  placed 
on  the  Paper.  The  fact  was  the  lessor 
had  the  lessee  more  or  less  in  his  power  in 
matters  of  this  sort.  He  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Lewis) 
would  not  think  it  necessary  to  divide 
the  Committee.  On  the  whole,  the 
Amendment  was  reasonable  and  proper, 
and  one  which  he,  having  charge  of  the 
Bill,  could  agree  to. 

Mr.  GREQOEY  was  anxious  to  see 
people  relieved  from  the  liabilities  they 
were  under  at  present  as  to  these  ob- 
jectionable covenants;  and  he  took  it 
that  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Grantham)  was  a  sort  of 
compromise.  He  was  willing  to  accept 
it  as  such. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  :  Suppose  a  lessor's  soli- 
citor says — **  I  will  not  prepare  a  lease, 
although  I  am  entitled  to  a  fee."  He 
would  be  able  to  do  that,  and  yet  could 
charge  for  doing  nothing  at  all. 

Mr.  GREGORY :  This  provision  ap- 
plies only  to  the  assignment. 

Mr.  GORST  said,  this  discussion,  so 
far  as  it  had  gone,  showed  the  extreme 
inconvenience  in  matters  of  this  kind  of 
not  having  the  Amendment  on  the  Paper. 
An  Amendment  had  been  placed  on  the 
Paper  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  East  Surrey,  and  that 
hon.  Members  had  come  down  prepared 
to  discuss ;  but,  instead  of  their  being 
asked  to  consider  it  when  the  Bill  went 
into  Committee,  it  was  withdrawn,  and 
a  new  one  was  presented  in  its  place. 
The  Attorney  General  had  given  strong 
reasons  why  the  Amendment  should  not 
be  accepted  ;  and  he  would,  therefore, 
suggest  that  it  should  be  withdrawn.  It 
could  be  placed  upon  the  Paper  and 
fully  considered  on  Report. 

Mr.  DODDS  pointed  out  that  unless 
an  Amendment  were  introduced  in  Com- 
mittee there  would  be  no  Report ;  and, 
therefore,  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
raise  another  discussion  on  this  matter. 
The  Amendment  was  not  an  unreason- 
able one,  and  it  would  give  great  relief 
to  the  lessee ;  therefore  he  trusted  the 
Committee  would  adopt  it. 


Mr.  LEWIS  said,  he  should  be  sorry 
to  stand  in  the  way  of  an  amicable  settle- 
ment of  this  question.  Unlike  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst),  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  well 
to  have  a  formal  discussion  on  Report. 
He  would  withdraw  his  opposition  to  the 
Amendment,  seeing  that  the  latter  was  a 
compromise  between  the  opponents  of 
the  clause  and  the  promoters  of  the  Bill. 
The  whole  matter  was  not  very  important; 
therefore,  he  hoped  the  Committee  would 
not  be  detained  on  it  any  longer. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Question  proposed,  ^'That  the  Clause, 
as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  WARTON  :  I  have  an  Amend- 
ment to  Clause  3,  on  page  2,  line  39. 

The  chairman  :  That  will  be  on 
Clause  4. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  had  made  a 
mistake,  and  it  was  in  line  29.  The 
Amendment  was  very  short,  being  merely 
to  omit  the  words  "  before  or  "  in  line  29. 
The  new  provision  ought  not  to  apply 
to  leases  made  **  before,"  because,  of 
course,  there  were  now  vested  interests 
in  those  leases. 

Tue  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Memoer  that 
as  we  have  now  put  the  Question,  **That 
this  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  his 
Amendment  cannot  be  considered. 

Mr.  WARTON  :  Yes ;  but  you  did 
not  give  me  time  to  move  it. 

The  chairman  :  The  clause  having 
been  put,  no  Amendment  can  now  be 
discussed 

Mr.  WARTON :  I  thought  I  was  in 
time. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  can  move  his  Amend- 
ment on  Report.  The  Question  is,  **  That 
this  Clause,  as  amended,  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow, 


AGRICULTURAL   HOLDINGS  ACT   (187i5) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Staveley  Hill,  Bill  to 
amend  **  The  Agricultural  Holdings  Act,  1876," 
ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr.  Staveley  HuJi 
and  Mr.  Monckton. 

'^i)!  presented  y9sA  read  thefirst  time.  [Bill  127.] 

HouBe  adjourned  at  a  qaarter 
after  One  o  clock. 
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MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— fiVj^  Reading— 
Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  ♦  (56). 

Royal  ^«»«i^— Consolidated  Fund  (No.  2)  [44 
Vict.  c.  8] ;  Local  Taxation  Returns  (Scot- 
land) ^44  Vict,  c.  6] ;  India  Office  (Sale  of 
Superfluous  Land)  [44  Vict.  c.  7]  ;  Local  Clo- 
vemment  Provisional  Orders  (Godalming, 
&c.)  [44  Vict.  c.  i]. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE    TRANSVAAL 
(MILITARY     OPERATIONS)  —  SURREN- 
DER  OF  POTCHEFSTROOM. 
QUESTION. 

Viscount  CRANBROOK  :  I  wish  to 
pat  a  Question  to  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site as  to  the  peculiar  information  which 
is  published  respecting  the  surrender  of 
one  of  the  British  garrisons  in  the 
Transvaal.  According  to  the  accounts 
in  the  newspapers  Potchefstroom  was 
surrendered  during  the  armistice,  as  the 
provisions  were  within  one  day  of  reach- 
ing it.  According  to  one  account,  the 
surrender  seems  to  have  taken  place 
after  a  severe  fight,  in  which  it  is  said 
that  1 9  officers  and  soldiers  were  killed 
and  90^wounded.  I  should,  therefore, 
like  to"  know  whether  the  noble  Earl 
has  any  official  account  of  the  affair  ? 

The  Earl  op  KIMBERLEY:  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  yesterday 
received  the  following  telegram  from 
Sir  Evelyn  Wood : — 

"  March  28. — Fort  Amiel,  12  noon. — Winsloe 
surrendered  Potchefstroom  on  the  2 let,  before 
my  mule  waggons,  which  left  Mount  Prospect 
the  7th,  had  traversed  the  distance — 200  miles. 
Terms :  All  honours  of  war,  retaining  private 
weapons  and  property  ;  guns  and  rifles  surren- 
dered,  but  ammunition  for  both  to  be  handed  to 
Brand  for  custody  during  war,  after  which  to 
bo  returned  to  us.  Garrison  not  to  serve  during 
the  hostilities  at  present  existing.  Garrison 
now  marching  vid  Kronstadt  on  Natal." 

I  have  conferred  already  with  Mr.  Chil- 
ders  on  the  subject;  but  we  are  not  yet 
in  possession  of  sufficient  information  to 
gmde  Her  Majesty's  Government  as  to 
the  reply  to  be  sent  to  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood. 

Earl  CAIENS  :  I  wish  to  ask  if  the 
Government  have  any  knowledge  as  to 
whether  there  was  fighting  on  uie  occa- 
0ion  of  the  surrender  of  the  place;  and, 


if  so,  whether  there  was,  as  reported, 
any  loss  of  life  ? 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY:  The 
whole  of  the  information  we  have  on  the 
subject  I  have  just  read ;  but  if  I  were 
to  venture  any  conjecture  I  should  say 
that  the  newspaper  accounts  refer  to 
killed  and  wounded  during  the  whole 
time  the  garrison  was  beleaguered. 
That,  however,  is  entirely  conjecture 
on  my  part. 

CAXDAIIAR.— QUESTION. 

Lord  WAVENEY  asked  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government — (1)  Which  Go- 
vernment, the  Indian  or  Afghan,  re- 
ceives at  present  the  revenues  of  Canda- 
har;  and  subject  to  what  account?  (2)  In 
the  event  of  Candahar  being  transferred 
to  the  Government  of  Abdurrahman, 
what  means  of  protection  for  British 
subjects  will  be  adopted  ;  and,  whether 
a  consul,  with  right  of  flag  and  escort, 
will  reside  in  that  city  ? 

Viscount  ENFIELD :  With  regard 
to  the  first  portion  of  my  noble  Friend's 
Question,  I  have  to  state  that,  although 
the  Secretary  of  State  has  not  received 
any  specific  or  detailed  information  on 
the  suoject,  there  is  very  little  reason  to 
doubt  that  the  Indian  Government  have 
been  in  receipt  of  the  revenues  of  Can- 
dahar during  the  occupation  of  the  place. 
With  regard  to  the  second  part  of  the 
Question,  I  may  say  that  my  noble 
Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
hopes  shortly  to  be  informed  as  to  what 
arrangements  the  Indian  Government 
have  made  with  Abdurrahman  with  re- 
spect to  Candahar;  but  at  present  we 
have  no  specific  or  detailed  information 
on  the  subject. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
ACTS  —  FOOT  -  AND  -  MOUTH  DISEASE. 

question. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
asked  the  Lord  President  of  the  Council, 
What  are  the  intentions  of  the  Privy 
Council  with  regard  to  the  Orders  rela- 
tive to  foot  and  mouth  disease  which  ex- 
pire on  the  31st  of  March ;  and  whether 
the  Privy  Council  have  decided  what  re- 
gulations they  intend  to  impose  for  the 
next  few  months  ? 

Earl  SPENCEE  :  In  answer  to  the 
Question  which  my  noble  Friend  has 
put  to  me,  I  will  lay  before  your  Lord- 
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ships  the  course  wbicli  the  Privy  Council 
have  taken  and  intend  to  take  with  regard 
to  the  foot-and-mouth  disease.     There 
have  been  four  Orders  of  a  temporary 
character  issued,  and  they  expire  on  the 
31st  of  March  next.     First,  there  is  the 
"  Markets  and  Fairs  Order,"  by  which 
all  public  sales  of  animals  throughout 
England  and  Wales  are  prohibited,  ex- 
cept by  licence,  the  local  authority  being 
empowered  to  grant  licences  for  the  sale 
of  fat  stock  for  slaughter,  while  no  sale  of 
store  stock  is  allowed  without  a  licence 
from    the   Privy   Council.      This   is    a 
very  strong  measure,  without  doubt,  ap- 
plying as  it  does  to  the  healthy  districts ; 
but  there  is  every  reason  to  believe  that 
it  has  been  effective,  coupled  with  the 
restrictions  imposed  on  the  infected  areas, 
in  preventing  the  spread  of  the  disease. 
It  is  clear,  however,  that  such  a  severe 
measure  could  only  have  been  enforced 
at  a  period  of  the  year  when  the  move- 
ment of  animals  is  not  so  essential  as 
at  other  times,  and  it  is  not  proposed  to 
continue  that  Order  after  the  31st  in- 
stant.    From  that  date,  therefore,  the 
holding  of  markets,  fairs,  and  sales  of 
animals    will    be    unrestricted,    except 
within  the  infected  areas.     The  second 
Order,   which    expires  on  the   3l8t   of 
March,   is  the  Metropolitan  Foot-and- 
Mouth  Disease  Order,  which  limits  the 
markets  to  be  held  in  the  Metropolis  to 
the  one  market  at  Islington,  at  which 
fat  animals  only  can  be  sold  for  slaughter 
within  1 0  days,  and  within  the  limits  of 
the  Metropolis.    One  very  fruitful  source 
of  disease  has  always  been  this  central 
market,  and  it  is  certain  that  so  long  as 
disease  exists  in  the  country  a  free  cir- 
culation   of    animals    that   have    been 
exposed   in    the  Metropolitan  markets 
throughout  other  districts  must  tend  to 
spread  the  disease.     The  Privy  Council 
propose,  therefore,  to  continue  the  pro- 
hibition against  the  exit  of  animals  from 
the  Metropolis  that  have  been  exposed 
in   the    market    for    another    month — 
namely,  till  April  30.     The  third  tem- 
porary Order  which  was  passed  was  an 
Order  aflPecting  Scotland.     It  was  passed 
with  a  view  of  preventing  the  introduc- 
tion of  this  very  insidious  disease  into 
that  country.    The  Privy  Council  passed 
it,  and  by  that  Order  all  cattle  coming 
from  England  were  proliibited  from  en- 
tering Scotland  until  the  31st  of  March. 
The  Order  has  been  entirely  successful, 
I    am    happy  to  say,   foot-and-mouth 

Earl  8p$no$r 


disease  having  been  completely  kept 
out  of  Scotland.  At  the  iustance  of  the 
Highland  Society,  whom  I  consulted 
about  renewing  the  Order,  the  Privy 
Council  propose  to  renew  this  Ozrder  in 
Scotland  until  the  30th  of  April.  They 
have  made  a  modification  in  the  Order 
to  reme:ly  an  inconvenience  which  was 
felt  by  owners  of  stock  in  Scotland, 
who  pastured  animals  across  the  Border, 
and  who  are  now  anxious  to  get  those 
animals  back  to  their  farms.  The  Coun- 
cil will,  therefore,  give  a  relaxation  of 
the  Order  to  such  an  extent  that  Scotch 
owners  who  have  stock  across  the  Borders 
may,  under  a  licence  to  be  granted  under 
certain  conditions,  bring  them  back  to 
Scotland.  The  fourth  Order,  which  has 
reference  to  the  New  Forest,  we  do  not 

Fropose  to  renew.  There  is  no  disease, 
am  happy  to  say,  around  the  New 
Forest,  and  the  authorities  in  that  dis- 
trict are  anxious  that  the  Order  should 
not  be  renewed.  There  seems  to  be  no 
necessity  for  renewing  it.  I  now  come 
to  the  General  Infected  Area  Order, 
which  affects  all  districts  where  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  exists.  In  the  early  part 
of  the  year,  or  the  end  of  last  year,  the 
Privy  Council  carried  out  a  large  policy 
with  regard  to  the  infected  areas.  In- 
stead of  leaving  a  so-called  **  infected 
district "  small  in  extent,  we  extended 
its  area  over  the  whole  county,  our 
anxiety  being  to  forestall  disease,  be- 
cause we  found  that  if  we  waited  until 
disease  came  it  very  often  appeared  at 
a  market  and  spread  over  the  county  be- 
fore we  could  take  steps  to  stop  it.  The 
Order  has  been  very  successful,  for  we 
have  had  a  constant  diminution  of 
disease  from  then  to  the  present  time. 
I  have  a  Return  showing  the  number  of 
cases  in  the  several  districts  in  the  dif- 
ferent weeks  from  the  week  ending 
January  8  to  March  26.  In  the  week 
ending  January  8  there  were  256  out- 
breaks ;  in  the  week  ending  January  15, 
217;  in  the  following  week  they  went 
down  to  174;  in  the  week  ending  5th 
March  to  70 ;  and  in  the  week  ending 
26th  March  to  34.  That,  I  think,  is  a 
satisfactory  result,  and  one  which  com- 
pares very  favourably  with  other  out- 
breaks that  have  taken  place.  The  time, 
however,  has  now  arrived  when  the 
Privy  Council  feel  that  they  are  no  longer 
justified  in  keeping  up  such  large  areas, 
and  they  propose  from  time  to  time  to 
reduce  them  so  as  to  £ree  those  parts  of 
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the  existing  areas  which  have  become 
free  from  disease  from  the  restrictions 
under  which  they  are  now  placed.     In 
order  to  do  this,  particular  information 
is  required  from   each  local  authority 
as  to  the  state  of    disease    within   the 
area,  for  it   must  be  remembered  that 
by  Section  26  (3)  of  the  Act  the  Privy 
Council  having  declared   an    area  in- 
fected may  at  any  time  when  there  is 
not  within  that  area,  or  within  some 
particular  portion  thereof,  any  place  in- 
fected with  foot-and-mouth  disease,  de- 
clare that  area,  or  that  portion  thereof, 
to  be  free.     The  Privy  Council  cannot, 
therefore,  deal  with  any  area,  or  any 
part  of  an  area,  until  they  know  that 
the  local  authority  has  declared  all  in- 
fected places  in  that  area  or  part  of  an 
area  to   be  free.      The  Privy  Council 
are  going  carefully  through  each  area 
seriatim,   and    have    called    upon    the 
local  authorities  to  furnish  them  with 
the  requisite  information.     As  regards 
the  restrictions  to  be  placed  upon  those 
parts  of  the  country  which  it  may  be 
necessary  to  keep  as  infected  areas,  it 
is  proposed  to  consolidate  and  simply 
the  orders  which  now  apply  to  sales  and 
movement  within  those  areas.     Under 
the  new  Eegulations,  markets  and  sales 
will  only  be  allowed  under  licence  of  the 
local  authority  for  fat  stock  to  be  slaugh- 
tered within  four  days,  but  not  confined, 
as  at  present,  to  slaughter  within  the 
areas.     Store  stock  sales  will  only  be 
allowed  by  license  of  the  Privy  Council ; 
and  no  sale,  public  or  private,  will  be 
allowed  on  any  farm  or  premises,  unless 
the  animals  to  be  sold  have  been  for 
14  days  on  the  premises,  and  have  not 
been    in    contact  with  other    animals. 
With  a  view  to  the  protection  of  healthy 
districts  in  exceptionally  dangerous  posi- 
tions, it  is  proposed  to  allow  them  to 
prohibit  the  introduction  of  animals  from 
any  other  specified   districts,  with   the 
special  sanction  of  the  Privy  Council.    I 
should  like,  as  I  have  touched  on  theee 
matters,  to  refer  to  the  Eegulations  which 
we  have  made  at  the  foreign  animals' 
wharves.     Your  Lordships  know   that 
the  Eegulations  with  regard  to  disease 
there  are  exceedingly  important,   and 
unless  carried  out  with  energy  and  care 
there  is  always  a  danger  of  tMs  insidious 
disease  getting  out  from  the  market,  and 
being  spread  in  difiPerent  parts  of  the 
country.     We  have  introduced  very  im- 
portant Se^^ulationa  with  regard  to  the 


foreign  wharves.  First  of  all,  we  have 
prevented  a  thing  which,  I  believe,  is 
legal,  but  which  we  thought  was  exceed- 
ingly dangerous — the  sending  of  home- 
bred cattle  to  the  slaughterhouses  at  those 
foreign  wharves.  That  is  not  illegal ; 
but  a  danger  arises  that  there  might  be 
some  animals  with  foot-and-mouth  dis- 
ease recently  slaughtered  there,  and  the 
owners  coming  in  contact  with  the  dis- 
ease would  carry  it  outside  after  leav- 
ing the  market,  and  we  think  that  an 
important  Eegulation  to  have  had  intro- 
duced. We  have,  further,  got  the  Cor- 
poration— and  I  am  bound  to  say  the 
Corporation  have  been  most  ready  to 
meet  the  views  of  the  Privy  Council  in 
all  these  matters — we  have  got  them  to 
divide  the  market  in  sections,  and  pro- 
vide each  section  with  slaughterhouses. 
When  that  is  carried  out,  foreign  animals 
that  may  arrive  with  disease  will  be  kept 
within  a  certain  block,  not  allowed  to 
leave,  and  slaughtered  in  houses  spe- 
cially prepared  ;  and,  further  than  that, 
all  who  come  in  to  see  the  cattle,  whe- 
ther drovers  or  owners,  are  obliged  before 
they  leave  to  be  very  thoroughly  disin- 
fected. That  is  not  a  very  pleasant  pro- 
cess ;  but  I  believe  it  has  been  satisfac- 
torily carried  out,  and  we  hope  to  prevent 
the  danger  from  persons  going  back- 
wards and  forwards  from  those  places  to 
other  cattle.  We  hope  to  arrange  for 
different  hours  of  holding  the  markets 
in  such  a  way  that  those  who  go  to  the 
foreign  wharf  at  Deptford  shedl  not  be 
able  to  go  also  amongst  the  cattle  at 
Islington,  which  has  spread  the  disease 
more  than  once.  I  believe  the  Corpora- 
tion have  agreed  to  make  an  alteration 
with  regard  to  the  hours  in  order  to  meet 
that.  Then,  my  Lords,  there  is  another 
point  which  is  not  exactly  arranged,  but 
which  I  am  endeavouring  to  get  the  Cor- 
poration to  agree  to — namely,  to  have  a 
separate  body  of  men  to  attend  upon  the 
cattle  at  the  foreign  markets.  Now,  the 
drovers  and  attendants  on  those  cattle  are 
in  the  habit  of  going  to  Deptford  and 
other  places,  and  naturally  when  there  is 
disease  at  Deptford  they  carry  the  disease 
to  other  markets  and  places,  and  that  is  a 
source  of  considerable  danger.  I  took 
the  opportunity  some  time  ago  of  visiting 
Deptford,  and  I  threw  out  a  suggestion  as 
to  that,  and  we  now  hope  to  carry  that 
change  into  effect.  We  hope  to  be  able 
to  diminish  very  largely  the  danger, 
which  I  am  afraid  must  to  some  extent 
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exist,  from  the  arrival  in  England  of 
animals  diseased  from  other  countries. 
We  hope  not  only  to  carry  out  those 
Keg^ations  atDeptford,  but  also  to  carry 
them  out  at  other  foreign  animal  wharves 
which  are  in  different  parts  of  the  coun- 
try. I  wish  also  to  say  that  my  noble 
Friend  behind  me,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  has  been  in 
communication  with  various  Governments 
abroad,  and  has  urged  them  to  make 
Regulations  to  stop  the  traffic  of  sending 
diseased  animals  to  England  from  those 
countries.  My  Lords,  I  think  I  have 
stated  the  position  in  which  the  country 
stands  with  regard  to  these  Orders.  We 
are  now  very  carefully  going  through  all 
the  different  counties  in  England,  and 
hope  in  every  county  to  reduce  the  num- 
ber of  areas  to  a  much  larger  extent 
than  has  been  done  before ;  and  if 
your  Lordships  are  interested  in  any 
particular  county  I  should  be  glad  to 
answer  any  question  upon  the  subject 
and  give  any  explanation.  I  may  say 
we  hope  to  publish  nearly  all  these  Orders 
in  Ths  Gazette  to-morrow. 

Lord  DENMAN  asked  that  further 
time  should  be  given  for  the  continuance 
of  the  necessity  for  the  Orders  for  re- 
moval which  were  so  easily  obtained; 
and  as  the  Privy  Council  was  a  delibe- 
rative body,  there  was  yet  time,  before 
the  3 1  St  of  March,  to  provide  for  their 
being  enforced  for  a  longer  time,  as  they 
were  so  great  a  safeguard. 

LOCAL  COURTS  OF  BANKRUPTCY  (IRELAND) 

BILL  [lI.L.] 

A  Bill  for  the  establishment  of  liocnl  Courts 
of  Bankruptcy  in  Ireland — Was  presmted  by 
The  Lord  O'Haoax  ;  read  1».     (No.  bQ.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Six  o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  29M  March,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Private  Bill  {by  Order)— JFith. 
drauH — Tliames  River. 

Public   Bill— SvUet  Committee — lieport — ^lar- 
ri«d  Women's  Property  (Scotland)  [No.  152]. 

£arl  Spenc&r 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


THA3HES  RIVER  BILL  {by  Order,) 
SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time." — {Mr,  Evelyn  Ashley,) 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  that  at  last  this 
Bill,  which  had  been  so  frequently  de- 
layed, came  before  the  House  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  hon.  Members  to 
express  an  opinion  as  to  whether,  in  its 
present  form,  it  should  be  read  a  second 
time  or  not.  He  did  not,  of  course,  wish 
to  blame  the  Government  for  the  many 
delays  which  had  taken  place  in  regard 
to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  In 
fact,  his  (Mr.  Ritchie's)  feeling  in  re- 
ference to  the  delay  was  a  mingled 
feeling.  For  some  reasons  he  had  been 
glad  of  the  delay ;  for  other  reasons  he 
regretted  it.  He  was  glad  of  the  delay 
because  it  had  afforded  him  more  op- 
portunities for  investigating  the  subject ; 
and  upon  each  investigation  he  had 
become  armed  with  a  further  authority 
in  justification  of  the  course  which  he 
now  asked  the  House  to  adopt.  On 
the  other  hand,  he  regretted  the  de- 
lay somewhat,  because  it  had  given 
the  Government  an  opportunity,  which 
they  had  certainly  availed  themselves 
of  to  the  fullest  extent,  of  endea- 
vouring, to  use  a  familiar  word,  to 
square  hon.  Members  who  were  likely 
to  be  opposed  to  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill.  He  himself  knew  of  cases  in 
which  this  influence  had  been  exercised 
in  a  very  extraordinary  degree.  He 
knew  that  it  was  not  an  unfrequent 
thing  for  the  Government  to  endeavour 
to  meet  the  objections  which  might  be 
raised  to  their  Bills  by  private  Members ; 
but  it  was  somewhat  of  a  novelty  for  the 
Government  to  endeavour,  as  he  was  told 
they  had  done  in  this  case,  to  strike  an 
absolute  bargain  with  hon.  Members 
who  had  signified  their  intention  of 
oi)posing  the  Bill — that  bargain  being 
that  if  they  would  withdraw  their 
opposition  the  Government  would  con- 
sent to  make  certain  changes  in  the 
Bill ;  but  that  if  they  did  not  withdraw 
their  oi)position,  then  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  make  those  changes. 
He    understood  that  this  mode  of  ue* 
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gotiation  with  hon.  M embeni  had  been, 
to  a  certain  extent,  Bnccessful ;  but  it  was 
a  course  which  would  hardly  redound  to 
the  credit  of  those  in  oharee  of  the  Bill. 
The  Amendment  which  he  had  placed  on 
the  Paper  was  not  the  Amendment  which 
he  had  originally  placed  upon  it ;  and  he 
thought  it  necessary  to  say  a  few  words 
of  explanation  on  the  subject,  in  order 
that  he  might  not  lay  himself  open  to 
the  charge  of  having  changed  his  front. 
He  never  intended  to  ask  the  House 
to  refuse  a  second  reading  to  this  Bill 
on  the  merits  of  the  Bill  itself;  but 
it  was  pointed  out  to  him  that  his  first 
Notice^"  That  this  Bill  should  be  read 
a  second  time  on  this  day  six  months  " — 
might  be  understood  by  some  as  being 
directed  against  the  merits  of  the  Bill ; 
and,  therefore,  he  came  to  the  condu- 
aion  that  the  Amendment  which  he 
now  had  upon  the  Paper  was  one  which 
more  accurately  represented  the  posi- 
tion which  he  desired  to  take  up.  He 
had  no  intention  of  entering  into  the 
merits  of  this  Bill.  Indeed,  he  con- 
tended that  its  merite  were  an  alto- 
gether secondary  consideration  —  that 
the  question  was  one  of  fSar  more  im- 
portance than  the  merits  of  any  parti- 
cular Bill.  The  question,  in  point  of 
fact,  was  entirely  one  of  principle.  He 
miffht  point  out  that  this  Amendment, 
if  the  House  assented  to  it,  would  not 
necessarily  be  fatal  to  the  Bill.  It 
was  an  Amendment  which  was  simply 
directed  against  the  mode  in  which  the 
Bill  was  introduced;  and  if  it  were 
carried,  there  would  be  nothing  what- 
ever to  hinder  the  Government  from 
withdrawing  the  Bill  and  introducing  it 
again  to-morrow  as  a  Public  Bill. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners ; — 

The  House  went; — and  being  returned; 
—Mr.  Spsakeb  reported  the  iCoyal  Assent 
to  several  Bills. 

THAMES  EIVER  BILL  (5y  Order,) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Mb.  BITOHIE  said,  he  had  already 
stated  that  his  Amendment  to  this  Bill 
was  not  directed  against  the  merits  of 
the  Bill.  He  wished  the  House  clearly 
to  understand  that.  He  did  not  propose 
to  go  into  the  merite  of  the  Bill.  In 
fact,  he  acknowledged  at  once  that  there 
was  a  necessity  for  legislation.  The  pro- 

YOL.  OOLX.       [thibd  sebos.] 


position  might  be  or  might  not  be  of 
a  most  reasonable  kind.  That  was  not 
what  he  asked  the  House  to  consider. 
What  he  asked  the  House  to  consider 
was,  whether  this  legislation  was  to  be 
carried  out  by  a  private  measure  or  by 
a  public  one ;  and  if  his  Amendment 
were  assented  to,  it  would  do  nothing 
to  hinder  the  Government  from  intro- 
ducing the  Bill  to-morrow  as  a  public 
measure.  He  hoped  he  should  be  able 
to  convince  the  House  that  this  was  a 
Bill  which  ought  to  be  dealt  with  as  a 

Eublic  measure.  He  hoped  he  should 
e  able  to  show  the  House  that  almost 
every  one  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
taken  by  iteelf  ,  would  constitute  the  mea- 
sure a  public  one  ;  but,  taken  together, 
his  case  was  absolutely  overwhelming. 
Now,  the  first  difficulty  he  had  to  con- 
tend against,  in  consequence  of  the  mode 
in  which  the  Bill  had  been  introduced, 
was  that  they  had  not  been  favoured 
with  a  speech  from  the  Member  of  Her 
Majesty  s Government  who  was  in  charge 
of  the  Bill.  That  placed  him  in  a  some- 
what difficult  position,  because  he  hardly 
knew  on  what  argumente  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  relied,  and 
what  he  (Mr.  Eitehie)  had  to  answer. 
That  was  one  of  the  difficulties  conse- 
quent upon  the  mode  in  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  chosen  to  in- 
troduce the  Bill.  If  the  Government 
had  introduced  the  measure  as  they 
ought  to  have  done — as  a  Public  BiU 
— ^hon.  Members  would  have  had  the 
reasons  for  introducing  it,  and  the  ar- 
gumente in  ito  favour,  placed  before  the 
House  by  the  Minister  responsible  for 
the  Bill.  But  as  it  was,  here  was  a 
Bill,  dealing  with  a  large  and  important 
matter,  which  was  simply  moved  by 
the  hon.  Member  in  charge  of  it  (Mr. 
Evelyn  Ashley)  lifting  his  hat.  He  was 
afraid  that  the  course  which  had  been 
taken  by  the  Government  would  lead 
to  his  remarks  being  longer  than  they 
would  otherwise  have  been^  because  it 
was  necessary  that  he  should  endeavour 
to  meet  every  single  point  Her  Majesty's 
Government  could  raise ;  whereas,  if  the 
hon.  Member  had  moved  the  second 
reading  in  the  ordinary  way,  it  would, 
perhaps,  have  been  sufficient  for  him  to 
have  confined  himself  to  answering  the 
argumente  used  by  the  hon.  Member. 
There  had,  however,  been  distributed 
to  the  Members  of  the  House  a  Paper 
of ''Beasons"  in  favour  of  the  second 
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reading  of  the  Bill.    Now,  lie  did  not 
think  that  that  course  was  one  which, 
as  a  rule,  was  a  convenient  one.     He 
knew  it  was  frequently  taken  in  the 
case  of  a  Private  Bill ;  out  he  ventured 
to  say  that  it  never  before  had  been 
taken  in  reference  to  a  Bill  in  charge 
of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown.     The  hon. 
Gentleman  might  say,  and  say  truly, 
that  these  ''  reasons  "  had  been  distri- 
buted by  the  Thames  Conservancy  Board, 
who,  he  said,  were  th6  promoters  of  the 
Bill.     No  doubt,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
said  so  it  would  be  true ;  but  it  was  a 
curious  coincidence  that  the  names  of  the 
Parliamentary  agents  at  the  end  of  these 
"reasons,"  who,  he  presumed,  were  the 
agents  for  the  Thames  Conservancy,  were 
also  those  of  the  agents  to  the  Board 
of  Trade.    It  might  be  a  mere  coinci- 
dence ;  but  it  lea  one  to  suppose  that 
the  Government  themselves  had  some- 
thing to   do  with  the  issue  of  these 
''  reasons."   He  thought  it  necessary  to 
ask  the  House,  in  the  first  place,  to  con- 
sider for  one  moment  the  difference  in 
the  mode  of  proceeding  in  reference  to 
a  Public  and  a  Private  Bill.     A.  Public 
Bill,  in  the  first  place,  was  distributed 
to  every  Member  of  the  House  some 
days  before  the  second    reading    was 
taken,   so  that    hon.   Members    might 
make  themselves  acquainted  with  all  the 
objects  proposed  by  the  measure.    In 
the  case  of  a  Private  Bill,  no  distribu- 
tion took  place  to  the  Members  of  that 
House.    In  the  case  of  a  Public  Bill, 
either  upon  its  introduction  or  upon  the 
second  reading,  the  nature  of  its  pro- 
visions was  explained  by  the  Minister 
of  the  Crown  in  charge  .of  it,  and  a 
debate  took  place  before    assent   was 

f'iven  to  the  principle  contained  in  it. 
t  was  altogether  different  in  regard  to 
a  Private  Bfll.  It  was  read  at  a  quarter 
to  4  o'clock,  when  there  were  very  few 
Members  in  the  House.  It  was  read  as 
a  matter  of  course,  and  the  House  was 
committed  to  whatever  principle  there 
might  be  in  it.  As  a  rule.  Private  Bills 
did  not  initiate  any  new  principle  at  all, 
but  were  simply  for  carrying  out  in 
some  particular  locality  the  principles 
already  assented  to  by  the  House  in 

frevious  measures  of  public  legislation, 
[e  remembered  perfectly  well  last  Ses- 
sion that  a  Private  Eailway  Bill  was 
brought  into  this  House,  in  which  it 
was  proposed  to  deid  with  the  Lands 
OlauBes  Consolidation  Act— a  PubUo  Act 

Mr.  £iUhi0 


—  and  the  House  rejected  it  on  the 
third  reading,  because  it  interfered  with 
that  Public  Act,  and  because  it  was  held 
that  hon.   Members  ought  not  to  be 
asked  to   reverse  important  principles 
of  general  legislation  in  a  Private  Bill. 
In  this  case  there  was  another  incon- 
venience which  hon.  Members,  who  had 
been  so  long  deprived  of  their  rights  in 
regard  to  private  Members'  days,  would 
readily  appreciate  and  understand.    If 
this  Bill  had  been  introduced  as  a  Public 
Bill  by  the  GK)vemment,  as  it  ought  to 
have  been,  the  Government  would  have 
been  compelled  to  place  it  on  the  Paper 
for  a  Government  night ;  but  here  the 
Government  came  down  with  a  Bill  of 
great   importance  affecting  the  whole 
&ade  and  commerce  of  Liondon,   and 
they  proposed  to  bring  it  forward  on  a 
private  Members'    night.    They    care- 
fully abstained  from  placing  it  on  the 
Paper  on  a  Government  night ;  but  they 
brought  it  forwaird  on  a  private  Mem- 
bers' night;   and,    in    so   doing,  they 
staved  off  the  Motions  of  hon.  A&mbers 
which  already  stood  on  the  Paper  until 
some  indefinite  period  in  the  evening. 
The  Government  had  interfered  very 
largely  with  private  Members'  days  this 
Session.    It  might  have  been  necessary; 
but  this  was  altogether  an  unnecessaiy 
interference  with  private  Members'  days 
and  with  the  rights  of  private  Members. 
He  had  pointed  out  what  the  difference 
was  between  the  second  reading  of  a 
Private  Bill  and  a  Public  Bill.    He  now 
came  to  the  Committee  stage.  A  Public 
Bill  passed  through  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House ;  and  all  the  clauses  were 
carefully  considered.      A  Private  Bill 
went  upstairs ;  and  even  if  referred  to 
the  large  Committee,  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  expressed  his  willingness  to 
nominate  in  tnis  case,  it  would  never 
come  back  again  so  that  its  details  might 
be  discussea.    A  Private  Bill  did  not 
appear  again  in  that  House  until  it  was 
considered.    There  was  another  incon- 
venience in  treating  a  Bill  containing 
any  very  great  principles  of  legislation 
as  a  Private  Bill.    A  Private  Bill  Com- 
mittee did  not,  as  was  the  custom  in  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  post- 
pone, in  the  first  place,  the  Preamble  of 
the  Bill.    The  House  then  considered 
the    clauses,    and    if   alterations   were 
made   in    the    clauses,    the    Preamble 
was  afterwards  amended  in  accordance 
with  these  altered  oUuses ;  but  the  first 
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tiling  a  Oommittee  upon  a  Private  Bill 
considered  was  the  Freamble;  and  no 
alteration  was  allowed  to  be  made  in 
the  clauses  which  was  not  in  strict  accord 
with  the  Preamble.  He  might  mention 
that  the  Committee  on  the  East  India 
Bailway  Bill  in  1H79  felt  it  to  be  so  in- 
convenient to  deal  with  matters  involving 
g^eat  principles  in  a  Private  Bill  that  a 
special  Beport  was  made  by  them  point- 
ing out  the  inconvenience  of  such  a 
proceeding.  He  had  now  to  refer  to 
the  reasons  which  had  been  distributed 
against  his  Amendment  in  opposition 
to  the  BUI.  The  first,  which  he  would 
put  shortlj,  was  that  this  was  properly 
a  Private  Bill;  and  why?  Because, 
forsooth,  the  Thames  was  a  locality. 
Private  Bills  dealt  with  localities ;  and  as 
the  Thames  was  a  locality  this  ought  to 
be  a  Private  Bill.  Now,  he  did  not  deny 
that,  technically,  the  Bill  could  be  intro- 
duced as  a  Private  Bill.  His  Amend- 
ment did  not  say  that,  technically,  it 
could  not  be  introduced  as  a  Private 
Bill.  What  the  Amendment  said  was 
that  it  ought  not  to  be  introduced  as  a 
Private  Bui;  and  that  was  the  whole 
ground  of  the  argument.  The  House 
knew  that,  on  more  than  one  occasion, 
Bills  had  been  introduced  into  that  House 
as  Private  Bills,  and  Hesolutions  passed 
to  the  efiPect  that  they  oueht  not  to 
be  dealt  with  as  Private  BiUs.  Those 
Bills  were  all,  technically.  Private  Bills ; 
but  the  House  had  said  that  they  ought 
not  to  have  been  so  dealt  with.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn), 
whom  he  regretted  to  see  was  not  in  his 
place,  some  years  ago  moved  the  rejec- 
tion of  a  IVivate  Bill,  not  because  it 
could  not  technically  be  called  a  Private 
Bill,  but  because  it  contained  provisions 
such  as  constituted  it  a  Public  Bill.  So 
with  the  Manchester  Education  Bill, 
which  was  introduced  as  a  Private  Bill. 
It  complied  with  the  Standing  Orders, 
and  passed  through  aU  the  forms  which 
usually  applied  to  Private  Bills,  thus 
showing  tnat  it  was  technically  a  Pri- 
vate Bill;  but  the  House  said--" This 
is  a  Bill  involving  large  principles, 
which  ought  not  to  be  dealt  with 
by  any  Private  Bill."  The  House 
assented  to  a  Besolution  to  that  effect 
almost  identical  with  the  Besolution 
he  asked  the  House  to  assent  to  now. 
Therefore,  he  did  not  assert  that  there 
was  anythinfi^  informal  in  the  intro* 
daction  of  this  Bill ;   but  while  say- 


ing that,  he  altogether  denied  the  va- 
lidity of  the  grounds  contained  in  the 
so-called  "Eeasons"  to  which  he  had 
referred.  The  idea  of  calling  the  Thames 
through  200  miles  of  its  course,  touching, 
as  it  did,  many  large  and  important 
towns,  and  conveying  the  trade  and 
commerce  of  London  upon  it — the  idea 
of  calling  it  a  "  locality  "  was  simply 
ludicrous.  One  might  as  well  call  the 
Mississippi  a  locality.  There  would  be 
just  as  much  reason  for  such  a  designa- 
tion as  to  call  the  Thames  a  locality. 
Another  of  the  ''reasons"  given  was 
that  Public  Bills  must  relate  to  the  whole 
community.  Of  course  they  must ;  and 
that  was  exactly  what  he  said.  He 
contended  that  this  Bill  related  to  the 
whole  community.    Another  statement 

Eut  forward  in  the  "reasons"  against 
is  Amendment  was  that  Bills  brought 
in  at  the  suit  of  the  promoters  were 
necessarily  Private  Bills,  and  that  this 
Bill  was  brought  in  at  the  suit  of 
the  Thames  Conservancy.  No  doubt 
that  was  so ;  but  that  was  the  funda- 
mental point  of  his  objection.  He  ob- 
jected to  this  Bill  being  brought  in  at 
the  suit  of  the  Thames  Conservancy 
Board.  He  contended  that  it  ought  not 
to  be  so  brought  in ;  but  that  it  ought 
to  be  introduced  as  a  Public  Bill  upon 
the  Motion  of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
That  was  the  whole  of  his  case.  Some 
confusion  was  attempted  to  be  created 
by  saying  that  it  could  not  be  a  Hybrid 
Bill,  because  Hybrid  Bills  were  for 
carrying  out  national  works,  or  works 
in  relation  to  Crown  property,  or  for 
public  objects  in  which  the  Government 
were  concerned.  Now,  he  utterly  denied 
that  statement  in  reference  to  Hybrid 
Bills ;  and  he  held  that  this  Bill  ought 
to  be  a  Hybrid  Public  Bill.  A  Hybrid 
BiU  was  as  much  a  Public  Bill  as  any 
other  Public  Bill ;  but  as  it  interfered 
with  private  rights  it  had  to  comply 
with  the  Standing  Orders,  like  a  Private 
Bill.  It  was  then  brought  into  the 
House,  read  a  second  time,  and  referred 
to  a  Hybrid  Committee.  Sir  Erskine 
May's  book  explained  to  them  what  the 
difference  was  between  a  Public  and  a 
Private  Bill— 

"Every  Bill  for  the  paiticnlar  interest  or 
benefit  of  any  person  or  persoxis  is  treated,  in 
Parliament,  aa  a  Priyate  Bill.  Whether  it  be 
for  the  inte««st  of  an  individual,  a  public  com- 
pany, or  corporation, ,  a  parish,  a  city,  a  county, 
or  other  locality,  it  is  equally  distinguished  froin 
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a  measure  of  public  policy  in  which  the  whole 
community  are  interested.*' 

Further — 

**  Though  a  Bill  relating  to  a  city  is  generally 
held  to  be  a  Private  Bill,  Bills  concerning  the 
Metropolis  have  been  dealt  with  as  Public  Bills 
— the  large  area,  the  number  of  parishes,  and 
the  variety  of  interests  concerned,  constituting 
them  measures  of  public  policy,  rather  than  of 
local  interest/' 

Then  Sir  Erekine  May  proceeds  to  give 
instances  in  which  Bills  affecting  the 
Metropolis  had  been  dealt  with  as  JPub- 
lio  Bills.  There  were  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Bills  of  1828  and  1839,  the  Me- 
tropolis Local  Management  Bill  of  1858, 
and  the  Main  Drainage  Bill  of  1865, 
which  were  all  passed  as  Public  Bills. 
In  1851, 1852, 1878,  and  1880,  theMetro- 

Solitan  Water  Supply  Bills  were  intro- 
uced  as  Public  Hybrid  Bills.     Those 
Bills  affected  the  locality  of  the  Metro- 
polis ;  and  the  fact  that  they  affected  the 
Metropolis,  it  was  held,  constituted  them 
matters  of  public  interest.     The  Thames 
Embankment  Bills  of  1862   and   1863 
were  introduced  as  Public  Bills;    but 
as  private  property  and  interests  were 
affected  the  Standing  Orders  were  com- 
plied with,  and  other  proceedings  taken 
as  in  Private  Bills ;  and  the  same  course 
was  taken  in  1867  and  1876  with   the 
Metropolis  Gas  Bills,  in  1874  with  the 
Metropolis  Water  Supply  and  Fire  Pre- 
vention Bill,  and  in  1877  with  the  Me- 
tropolitan Toll  Bridge  Bill.     Bills  affect- 
ing the  Oity  of  London  only  have,  as  a 
rule,  when  dealing  with  the  property, 
interests,  and  jurisdiction  of  the  City, 
been  dealt  with  as  Private  BiUs ;  but  the 
moment  such  Bills    interfered    in  any 
way  with  the  area  outside  the  City  so  as 
to  affect  the  public  interests  of  the  Me- 
tropolis they  ceased  to  be  Private  Bills, 
and  became  Public  Bills.     Sir  Erskine 
May  said  that  Bills  concerning  the  City  of 
London,  but,  at  the  same  time,  affecting 
public  interests  and  involving  considera- 
tions of  public  policy,  had  been  intro- 
duced and  passed  as  Public  Bills.    In 
1864  the  Weighing  of  Grain  (Port  of 
London)  Bill  was  held  to  be  properly  a 
Public  Bill,  as  affecting  an  extensive 
area  and  a  population  of  3,000,000,  and 
its  object  being  to  substitute  weighing 
for  measurement  of  cpain.    In  1870,  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Brokers  (City 
of  London)  Bill,  objection  being  taken 
that  it  ought  to  have  been  brought  in 
as  a  Private  Bill,  the  Deputy  Speaker 


stated  that  the  Bill  had  been  referred  to 
the  Examiner,  who  had  decided  other- 
wise.    In  1871  the  Court  of  Hustings 
(City  of  London)  Bill,  which  established 
a  Court  having  jurisdiction  over  the 
Metropolis,  was  brought  in  as  a  Private 
Bill ;  out  on  notice  being  taken  of  the 
extent    and  public  importance  of  the 
measure  it  was  withdrawn.      It  would 
thus  be  seen  that,  although  Bills  which 
affected  only  the  property,  interests,  and 
jurisdiction  of  the  City  were  introduced 
as  Private  Bills,  the  moment  they  affected 
the  Metropolis  at  large,  or  involved  con- 
siderations of  public  policy,  or  affected 
public  interests,  they  ceased  to  be  Pri- 
vate, and  became  Public  Bills.  It  would 
also  be  seen  that  the  extensive  area  and 
large  population  themselves  were  suffi- 
cient to  constitute  a  Bill  a  public  one. 
So  far,  Bills  affecting  the  Metropolis  and 
the  City  had  been  dealt  with.    The  same 
principles  hold  good  in  other  localities. 
The  case  he  was  now  about  to  refer  to 
more  nearly  approached  the  question 
now  before  the  House.    In  1856  the 
Passing  Tolls  on  Shipping  Bill  was  held 
to  be  a  Public  Bill.     It  concerned  the 
harbours  of  Dover,  Eamseate,  Whitby, 
and  Bridlington — abolished  passingtolls, 
transferred  these  harbours  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  imposed  rates,  and  repealed 
local  Acts ;  but  being  a  measure  of  pub- 
lic policy  its  character  was  not  changed 
by  the  fact  that  these  harbours  only  came 
under  its  operation.     And,  again,  the 
Harbours  Bul  in  1861  affected  the  same 
four  harbours  and  the  local  Acts  under 
which  they  were  administered,  but  other- 
wise dealt  with  so  many  matters  of  gene- 
ral legislation  as  to  be,  unquestionably,  a 
measure  of  public  policy.     In  1875  the 
Dover  Pier  and  Harbour  Bill,  backed  by 
the  Government  for  public  objects,  was 
introduced  as  a  Public  Bill,  but  pro- 
ceeded with  as  a  Hybrid  Bill.     What 
the  House  would  have  to  consider  was 
whether  this  was  a  Bill  affecting  pub- 
lic   interests.      Did    it    involve    ques- 
tions of  public  policy?     Did  it  affect 
a  large  area  and  an  extensive  popula- 
tion,  and   did  it  deal  with  matters  of 
general  legislation  ?    If  so,  it  would  be 
no  answer  to  say  that  it  onlv  affected 
the  locality  of  the  Thames,  for  it  was 
held  that,  although  a  Bill  of  this  cha- 
racter might  only  affect  one  or  two  har- 
bours, that  did  not  take  away  from  it 
the  character  of  a  Public  Bill,  because  it 
dealt  with  mattors  of  public  importance. 
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He  would  ask  the  House  whether  a  Bill 
to  abolish  pilotage  on  the  Biver  Thames 
was  not  obviously  a  question  of  a  public 
character?  This  was  a  Bill  affecting 
the  counties  of  Essex,  Kent,  Middlesex, 
Surrey,  Berks,  Bucks,  Oxford,  and  Wilts ; 
and  he  contended  that  that  itself  would 
constitute  it  a  Public  Bill.  Then  Bills 
dealing  with  any  important  principle 
have  been  hitherto  Public  Bills.  In  the 
case  of  the  Manchester  Education  Bill  of 
1 854,  which  was  introduced  as  a  Private 
Bill,  the  House  said  it  was  a  measure 
which  ought  not  to  have  been  so  intro- 
duced, but  that  it  ought  to  have  been 
dealt  with  as  a  public  measure.  It  had 
been  contended  that  Bills  dealing  with 
the  conservancy  of  the  Thames  had  been 
hitherto,  in  most  cases,  dealt  with  as 
Private  Bills.  This  contention  he  would 
refer  to  presently.  He  hoped  he  had 
shown  the  House,  not  on  his  own  au- 
thority, but  on  that  of  one  whose  au- 
authority  they  all  recognized,  what  was 
the  broad  line  of  distinction  between 
Public  and  Private  Bills ;  and  he  would 
now  ask  the  House  to  consider  the  pro- 
visions of  the  present  Bill,  in  order  to 
ascertain  whether  it  came  within  the 
category  of  Public  or  Private  Bills, 
whether  it  affected  large  masses  of  the 
population,  and  whether  it  dealt  with 
great  questions  of  public  policy.  The 
propositions  of  this  Bill  were,  roughly 
speaking,  five  in  number.  It  abolished 
compulsory  pilotage  above  Gravesend ;  it 
gave  everyone  a  right  to  navigate  the 
Thames  without  any  qualification ;  it 
repealed  all  the  powers,  riehts,  duties, 
obligations,  and  privileges  of  the  Water- 
mair  8  Company ;  it  increased  the  ton- 
nage dues  payable  in  the  Tovt  of 
London ;  and  it  constituted  the  Thames 
Conservancy  Board  a  smoke  nuisance 
authority  in  the  counties  of  Essex,  Kent, 
Middlesex,  Surrey,  Berks,  Bucks,  Oxford, 
and  Wilts.  Now,  with  reference  to  that 
part  which  constituted  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy Board  the  smoke  nuisance  au- 
thority, that  was  altogether  anew  power 
conferred  on  them.  They  were  autho- 
rized by  this  Bill  to  enter  lands  belonging 
to  anyone  without  saying  why  or  where- 
fore, to  demand  the  production  of  all  the 
plana  that  the  owners  had,  and  it  also 
gave  the  Board  power  to  inspect  fac- 
tories. There  were  large  numbers  of 
towns  upon  the  banks  of  the  Thames 
which  were  seats  of  Tery  great  in- 
dustries, and  those  who  were  engaged 


in  those  industries  looked  with  some 
apprehension  upon  the  creation  of  a 
new  nuisance  authority,  it  having  been 
supposed  that  they  were  already  under 
regulations  of  proper  local  authorities. 
They  altogether  objected  to  the  creation 
of  another  new  authority  to  overlook 
their  factories  and  works.  Even  this 
point  itself  would  constitute  the  Bill  one 
of  a  public  character.  But  the  next 
power  which  it  proposed  to  give  the  Con- 
servancy was  to  raise  the  tonnage  dues 
in  the  Port  of  London,  and  in  order  to  do 
this  it  was  necessary  to  amend  a  public 
statute — namely,  the  4  &  5  JTilL  IV., 
c.  32.  This  statute  enacted  that  no  vessels 
in  the  Biver  Thames  should  be  subj  ected  to 
tonnage  dues  unless  they  were  over  45 
tons  register ;  and  by  tne  present  pro- 
position of  the  Government  vessels  of  over 
20  tons  register  would  be  liable  to  ton- 
nage dues.  This  would  be  a  very  heavy 
burden  of  taxation  upon  a  large  number 
of  vessels,  and  putting  aside  altogether 
for  the  moment  the  point  that  it  inter- 
fered seriously  with  a  Public  Act  of  Par- 
liament, he  thought  the  question,  affect- 
ing, as  it  did,  taxation,  was  not  a  proper 
matter  for  a  Private  Bill,  but  a  matter  of 
public  policy  that  should  be  dealt  with 
m  a  Public  Bill.  With  reference  to  the 
navigation  of  the  Thames,  it  stood  at 
present  in  this  way — no  one  oould  take 
charge  of  a  barge  or  wherry  of  any  kind, 
or  ply  for  hire,  without  having  gone 
through  an  examination,  and  without 
being  properly  qualified  by  apprentice- 
ship, and  without  having  become  a 
member  of  the  Waterman's  Company, 
whose  rights  and  privileges  had  been 
conferred  by  Act  of  Parliament;  and, 
therefore,  this  Bill  affected  rights  and 

Erivileges  conferred  by  an  Act  of  Par- 
ament.  He  believed  there  were  some- 
thing like  1,200  of  the  watermen  who 
would  be  affected  by  these  provisions  in 
the  Bill.  It  might  be  right  and  proper 
that  these  men  should  be  deprived  of 
their  privileges  ,by  Act  of  Parliament ; 
but  the  propriety  of  doing  so  by  a  Private 
Bin,  in  which  there  was  no  attempt  to 
provide  any  compensation  for  the  men 
who  were  to  be  so  deprived  of  their  pri- 
vileges, was  open  to  grave  objection ;  at 
any  rate,  it  was  a  question  which  de- 
manded full  discussion,  and  that  dis- 
oussion  could  only  be  obtained  if  the 
measure  were  introduced  as  a  Public 
BUI.  He  would  not  sav  anvthing  with 
reference  to  the  principle  of  abc^akos&s^ 
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public  Companies  by  means  of  a  Private 
Bill.  That  might  be  very  convenient  or 
not ;  but  he  thought  it  was  an  objection- 
able course.  It  might  be  desirable  to 
abolish  certain  Companies  now  enjoying 
special  privileges ;  but  it  ought  to  be 
done  publicly  by  a  public  legislative 
measure,  and  not  by  a  Private  Bill.  He 
now  came  to  another  provision  of  the 
Bill — namely,  the  one  which  dealt  with 
compulsory  pilotage.  It  was  now  pro- 
posed, by  a  Private  Bill,  to  repeal  an 
important  provision  of  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Act  of  1854.  That  Act  dis- 
tinctly declared,  in  Section  353 — 

"  Subject  to  any  alteration  to  be  made  by  any 
pilotage  authority  in  pursuance  of  the  power 
hereinbefore  in  that  behalf  given,  the  employ- 
ment of  pilots  shall  continue  to  be  compulsory 
in  all  districts  in  which  the  same  was  by  law 
compulsory  immediately  before  the  time  when 
this  Act  comes  into  operation." 

The  Eiver  Thames  was  one  of  the  dis- 
tricts referred  to  in  that  section.     There 
was  also  given  power  to  the  pilotage 
authorities  to  mase  certain  exemptions. 
The  Bill  now  before  the  House  proposed 
to  abolish,  compulsory  pilotage  on  the 
Thames.    That  might  be  very  right  and 
very   proper ;    but  his  contention   was 
simply  and  solely  that  it  ought  not  to  be 
done  by  means  of  a  Private  Bill.     The 
question  was  certainly  one  of  import- 
ance to  London,  and  not  only  to  Lon- 
don and  to  this  country,  but  it  was  posi- 
tively an  international  question,  because 
every  ship  that  came  to  the  Thames, 
whether  it  was  a  foreign  or  a  British 
ship,  was  at  present  subject  to  the  law — 
under  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act — of 
compulsory  pilotage,  unless  coming  un- 
der certain  exemptions.      The  present 
Bill    took    away    the    powers    of    the 
Trinity  House  and  abolished  compulsory 
pilotage.    The  House  would  understand 
the  great  importance  of  this  question 
when  he  told  them  that  the  tonnage  of 
sea-going  vessels  which  went  up   the 
Thames  in    one    year    was   something 
like   10,000,000  of  tons;   and  yet  this 
Bill  proposed  to  deal  with    a  matter 
of  such  enormous  importance  by  means 
of  a  Private  Local  Act  instead  of  by 
a  public  measure.    It  would  be  said, 
and  said  truly,  that  this  question  had 
already  been  investigated  by  a  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  only  wished  to  refer  to  this  in  order 
to  show  the  ffreat  difference  of  opinion 
which  existed  on  this  subject,  and  to  show 
that  it  was  a  matter  on  which  opinion 
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was  pretty  evenly  divided.  The  Select 
Committee,  it  was  true,  in  their  Heport, 
recommended  the  abolition  of  pilotage 
generally ;  but  the  recommendation  was 
only  carried  by  the  casting  vote  of  the 
Chairman,  and  a  counter  Eeport  was 
proposed,  which  was  only  rejected  in  a 
similar  way  by  the  casting  vote  of  the 
Chairman.  This  was  what  the  counter 
Beport  said — 

"The  Conmiittee  are  of  opinion  that  the 
evidence  proves  conclusively  that  the  system  of 
compulsory  pilotage  now  m  forc«,  though  ca- 

Eable  of  improvement  in  details,  fulfils  in  a  very 
igh  degree  that  which  is  admittedly  its  prin- 
oipid  object,  namely,  the  preservation  of  life  and 
property  from  the  dangers  attendant  on  the 
navigation  of  the  entrances  to  the  various  ports 
of  the  United  Kingdom." 

That  passage  had  reference  to  pilotage 
generally.     Of  the  Thames  it  said  that 
''  the  state  of  the  pilotage  of  the  Thames 
is  not  satisfactory ;  "  but  it  did  not  re- 
commend   its    abolition — on    the    con- 
trary, it  recommended  the  constitution 
of  a  pilotage  authority  for  London,  in 
the  appointment   of  which    the    mer- 
chants   and    shipowners    of     London 
should  have  direct  representation.  Now, 
he    only    instanced    this  in    order    to 
show  the  necessity  of  having  this  ques- 
tion fully  discussed  before  the  House 
assented  to  the  second    reading.     He 
wished  to  show  that  there  was  a  divided 
opinion  upon  it.     There  were  masses  of 
Blue  Books  pro  and  con  on  the  matter ; 
he  asked  the  House  whether  a  ques- 
tion of  such  great  national  importance, 
and  upon  which  there  was  so  much  dif- 
ference of  opinion,  should  be  smuggled 
through  the   House   at  a  quarter  to  4 
in  the  afternoon.  It  was  a  question  that 
required  debate,  and  it  should  be  con- 
sidered at  the  ordinary  time  of  Public 
Business.     He  wished  next  to  ask  for 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  what  he 
considered  to  be  a  very  important  point 
in  his  case.     He  did  not  rely  upon  it  ex- 
clusively ;  but  he  thought  it  was  a  most 
important  point.      It   was  this  —  that 
although  Thames  Conservancy  Bills,  in 
regard  to  which  he  should  have  some- 
thing to  say  in  a  moment,  had  been 
brought    in    and  passed   through    the 
House  as  Private  BiUs,  yet  Bills  dealing 
with  pilotage  had  never  been  introduced 
as  Private  Bills ;  but  they  had  been  in- 
variably dealt  with  by  Public  Acts  of 
Parliament,  and  not  by  private  measures. 
In  1853  an  Act  was  passed  vesting  the 
right  of  pilotage  of  snips  outward  from 
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the  Port  of  London,  and  the  right  of 
pilotage  of  ships  inward  to  the  same 
port,  in  one  body  of  pilots  subjecting 
them  to  uniform  authority  and  control ; 
but  there  was  no  attempt  to  bring 
that  in  as  a  Private  Bill,  although  it 
only  affected  the  Port  of  London,  and, 
therefore,  partook  of  the  nature  of  a 
Private  Bill.  On  the  contrary,  it  was 
passed  as  a  public  measure.  The  Act  of 
1854 — the  Merchant  Shipping  Act — was 
a  public  measure.  He  had  already  al- 
luded to  that  Act ;  but  it  was  necessary  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  another 
important  point  in  reference  to  it.  In 
1 862  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill  was  brought  in  as  a  Public 
Bill.  It  dealt,  amongst  other  things, 
with  the  question  of  pilotage.  The 
<<  reasons  "  which  had  been  circulated 
by  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  said — 

'^  Alterations  of  local  pilotage  laws  have 
in  recent  times  always  been  made  by  Private 
Bills  or  Provisional  Orders. " 

But  the  promoters  forgot  to  say  that 
those  Provisional  Orders  were  of  no 
validity  whatever  imtil  they  were  as- 
sented to  by  Parliament,  not  in  a  Pri- 
vate Bill,  but  in  a  PubHc  Bill.  The 
Merchant  Shipping  Amendment  Act  of 
1862  actually — aftor  stating  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  could  abolish  pilotage, 
in  any  particular  pilotage  district,  by 
means  of  a  Provisional  Order — said  in 
sub-section  6  of  Section  40 — 

**  No  such  Provisional  Order  shall  take  effect^ 
unless  and  until  the  same  is  confirmed  by  Par. 
liament,  and  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  such 
confirmation  the  Board  of  Trade  shall  introduce 
into  Parliament  a  Public  General  Bill  or  Public 
General  Bills." 

Therefore,  the  Public  Act  of  1862  ex- 
pressly guarded  against  such  a  proceed- 
ing as  that  which  was  now  being  attempted 
by  the  Government.  Pilotage  could  not 
be  abolished  in  any  particular  district 
by  means  of  a  Private  Bill ;  but  it  dis- 
tinctly provided  that  it  should  be  done 
only  by  a  Provisional  Order,  and  that 
such  Provisional  Order,  before  it  had  any 
validity,  must  be  confirmed  by  a  Public 
Act.  Notwithstanding  this,  the  Govern- 
ment now  came  forward  with  the  so- 
called  Private  Bill,  and  were  endeavour- 
ing to  set  the  provisions  aside  which 
the  Merchant  Shipping  Amendment 
Act  of  1862  specially  enacted.  In  1863, 
1864,  and  1865,  Public  Bills  were  in- 
troduced, confirming  Provisional  Orders 
in   conformity  with   the  Act   he  had 


cited,  for  the  harbours  of  Hartlepool 
the  Clyde,  the  Tyne,  and  Sunderland. 
They  only  dealt  with  localities;  but, 
by  virtue  of  the  Act  of  1862,  it  was  im- 
possible to  do  away  with  pilotage  with- 
out obtaining  the  consent  of  Parlia- 
ment by  means  of  a  Public  Act.     In 

1870  and  1871,  the  Oovemment  of  the 
day  introduced  a  Bill  to  abolish  com- 
pulsory pilotage  ;  but  they  were  not 
Private  Bills,  but  Public  Bills.  He 
had,  he  hoped,  thus  shown  to  the  House 
that,  with  reference  to  the  question  of 
pilotage,  the  Bills  that  had  been  intro- 
duced to  abolish  pilotage,  without  one 
single  exception,  had  been  Public 
Bills ;  and,  m  point  of  fact,  the  pro- 
ceeding now  adopted  by  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  specially  guarded 
against  by  the  Act  of  1862.  There  was 
one  other  point  in  the  matter  to  which  he 
desired  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House. 
He  had  shown  that  the  pilots  of  the  Port 
of  London  existed  under  a  special  Act 
of  Parliament.     The  Bills  of  1870  and 

1871  proposed  to  abolish  compulsory 
pilotage ;  but  they  also  contained  clauses 
for  compensating  the  pilots  for  their  dis- 
establishment,inpreciselytheBamewaya8 
the  proctors  were  compensated  when  the 
Divorce  Act  was  passed.  But  here  they 
had  a  Bill,  introduced  without  any  com- 
pensation clauses  whatever,  which  pro- 
posed to  ^take  away  privileges  which 
had  been  conferred  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  under  which  men  had  served 
their  apprenticeship,  and  qualified  them- 
selves for  the  fulfilment  of  duties  which 
were  now  to  be  rendered  non-compulsory. 
And  if  this  Bill  went  upstairs  to  a  Private 
Bill  Committee,  even  the  Committee 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Evelyn  Ashley),  and  a  most  conclusive 
case  was  made  out  by  the  pilots  and 
others  for  compensation,  the  Committee 
would  have  no  power  to  insert  clauses 
giving  compensation ;  and,  therefore, 
unless  the  House  was  prepared  to  assent 
to  the  comfiscation  of  rights  conferred 
by  Act  of  Parliament,  it  ought  not  to 
give  this  Bill  a  second  reading.  There 
was  another  and  a  fatal  objection,  to  his 
mind,  and  it  was  that  this  Private  Bill 
repealed  an  important  part  of  Section  358 
of  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act  of  1854 — ^a 
public  measure — and  set  aside  the  pro- 
visions of  another  Public  Act,  the  4  & 
5  Will.  rV.  c.  32.  He  maintained  that 
this  was  altogether  unprecedented.  A 
Private  Bill  had,  on  more  than  one  occa* 
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Bion,  varied  and  extended  Publio  Acts, 
but  had  never  repealed  and  reversed  the 
policy  and  principle  of  Public  Acts.  Sir 
Erskine  May,  in  his  book,  said — 

**  It  has  been  questioned  whether  a  Publio 
Act  may  properly  be  repealed  or  amended  by  a 
Private  Bill ;  and,  undoubtedly,  such  provisions 
demand  peculiar  vigilance,  lest  public  laws  be 
lightly  set  aside  for  the  benefit  of  particular 
persons  or  places.  But  no  rule  has  been  estab> 
fished  which  precludes  the  promoters  of  Private 
Bills  from  seeking  the  repeal  or  amendment  of 
Public  Acts,  and  there  are  precedents  in  which 
this  course  has  been  sanctioned  by  Parliament." 

He  would  ask  the  House  to  consider  the 
precedents  which  Sir  Erskine  May  gave 
m  his  book,  where  Public  Acts  had  been 
varied  or  repealed  by  Private  Acts  of 
Parliament,  and  the  House  would  see 
that  there  was  not  a  single  one  which 
was  analogous  to  the  propositions  con- 
tained in  the  present  Bill.  He  was  ex- 
ceedingly sorry  to  weary  the  House  with 
this  matter ;  but  it  was  really  one  which 
was  so  much  of  precedent  that  he  was 
compelled  to  exhaust  the  subject  as  far 
as  possible.  The  only  instances  of  an 
interference  with  Public  Acts  by  private 
ones  were  these.  In  1832  the  JBristol 
Eiots  Amendment  Act  of  7  &  8 
060,  TV.  c.  31,  was  passed.  Now,  the 
Bristol  Eiots  Act  was  simply  an  ex- 
tension of  a  Public  Act,  in  order  to 
enable  compensation  to  be  given  in 
Bristol  for  riots  which  had  taken  place 
there.  That  could  by  no  means  be  a 
reversal  of  the  principle  of  any  Public 
Act;  it  was  simply  an  extension  of 
it.  In  1864  the  City  of  London  Tithes 
Act  repealed  an  Act  of  Henry  VIII.  It 
repealed  the  Act,  but  it  re-enacted  it; 
the  only  difference  being  that  whereas 
the  original  Act  made  the  tithes  vary 
with  the  rents,  this  Private  Bill,  which 
amended  the  Public  Act,  placed  the 
tithes  at  a  fixed  sum.  It  was  assented 
to  by  the  clergy,  the  vestry,  the  incum- 
bent, the  bishops,  and  the  patrons  of 
the  livings;  and  the  Bill  was  in  no 
sense  a  reversal  of  the  principles  of  any 
Publio  Act.  And  so  in  1 864  the  Metro- 
politan District  Eailway  Bill  amended 
the  Thames  Embankment  Act,  which 
was  a  Public  Act.  But  there  was  no 
question  of  principle  there.  The  Public 
Act  gave  the  City  Gas  Company  access 
to  the  river ;  and  the  Private  Bill,  for 
the  formation  of  a  railway,  provided  for 
compensation  to  the  City  Gas  Companies 
in  case  their  access  ana  privileges  were 
in  any  way  inteifered  witn.   These  were 


the  whole  of  the  Public  Acts  which  had 
been  ^mended,  so  far  as  he  could  ascer- 
tain, by  Private  Bills,  and  there  was  not 
one  of  them  which  reversed  the  principle 
of  any  Public  Act,  whereas  this  Bill 
absolutely  reversed  the  principle  of 
compulsory  pilotage,  which  was  enacted 
by  the  Act  of  1854,  and  it  increased  the 
tonnage  dues  of  vessels,  from  vessels  of 
45  tons  to  vessels  of  20  tons.  Now,  it  had 
been  said,  and  it  would  be  said  again  to- 
night, that  the  Thames  Conservancy  Bills 
had  been  introduced  into  that  House  as 
Private  Bills.  Now,  if  everything  was 
to  be  said  by  the  friends  of  this  Bill  that 
could  be  said  upon  that  subject,  he 
should  contend  that  the  Thames  Conser- 
vancy Bill  was  by  no  means  on  all  fours 
with  the  present  measure.  This  was 
not  a  Conservancy  Bill  at  all ;  it  was  a 
Pilotage  Bill.  The  Thames  Conservancy 
Bills  were  simply  with  reference  to  ar- 
rangements of  traffic  and  keeping  open 
the  channel  of  the  river,  and  dealing 
with  piers,  and  other  such  matters  ;  but 
this  was  altogether  a  different  Bill,  deal- 
ing with  the  pilotage  of  vessels,  a  matter 
in  which  theyhad  no  right  to  interfere,  and 
in  which  they  had  never  interfered.  As 
a'rule,  the  Thames  Conservancy  Bills  had 
been  Private  Bills,  and  in  1857,  1867, 
1870,  and  1878,  they  had  dealt,  aJs  he  had 
said,  only  with  matters  re&;nlating  the 
traffic  of  the  Thames,  and  piers,  and  the 
keeping  open  the  navigation  of  the 
Thames.  But  there  was  one  very  re- 
markable provision  in  the  Act  of  1870. 
The  Act  of  1870,  to  which  he  should  like 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House,  was 
to  this  effect — it  enabled  the  Conser- 
vancy to  levy  tolls  ;  but  it  expressly  con- 
fined this  power  to  the  levying  of  tolls 
upon  vessels  already  subject  to  tolls.  It 
said  that  they  could  collect  tolls  -  and 
charge  the  dues  in  respect  to  certain 
vessels  now  liable  thereto,  whereas  by 
this  Bill  it  gave  the  Thames  Conservancy 
power  to  tax  people  who  had  never 
hitherto  been  taxed.  One  other  very  re- 
markable fact  about  these  Bills  was  this. 
So  long  as  they  confined  themselves  to 
questions  merely  affecting  the  proper 
conservancy  of  the  Thames,  they  had 
been  Private  Bills;  but  in  1864  he 
found  a  Public  Bill — the  Thames  Con- 
servancy Act  of  1864,  and  on  trying  to 
ascertain  how  it  happened  to  be  a  Pnblio 
Bill,  while  all  the  other  Bills  were  private 
ones,' he  discovered  that  it  proposed  to 
do,  to  a  certain  extent,  exaotfy  what  this 
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Bill  proposed  to  do.  The  Act  of  1864 
was  not  confined  simply  to  the  ordinary 
conservancy  of  the  Thames.  Section  49 
said — **  The  powers  given  to  the  Trinity 
House  to  erect  sea-marks,  &c.,  is  re- 
pealed," and  that  necessitated  the  repeal 
of  a  Public  Act  of  Parliament,  as  this 
Bill  did.  Section  50  amended  the  Mer- 
chant Shipping  Act  of  1 864,  as  this  Bill 
did.  Section  63  amended  the  Water- 
man's Company  Act  again,  as  this  Bill 
did  ;  and  it  was  in  consequence  of  these, 
amongst  other  things,  that  it  was  a  Pub- 
lic Bill.  The  House  would  see  thtft  these 
were  some  of  the  very  things  the  present 
Bill  proposed ;  and  therefore  it  ought,  like 
the  Act  of  1864,  to  be  a  public  measure. 
He  hoped  he  had,  though  at  some  length, 
shown  the  House  that  it  had  hitherto 
been  the  practice  to  deal  with  matters  of 
public  interest  by  Public  Bills ;  and  he 
had  further  shown  that  this  Bill,  in 
every  one  of  the  provisions  he  had  called 
attention  to,  dealt  with  a  question  of 
public  interest.  Matters  affecting  large 
areas,  many  counties,  and  large  popula- 
tions, were  matters  hitherto  dealt  with 
by  Public  Bills;  and,  seeing  that  this 
Bill  affected  eight  counties,  many  towns, 
and  large  populations;  that  no  Bill 
which  dealt  with  pilotage  in  the  manner 
it  was  proposed  to  be  dealt  with  in  this 
Bill  had  ever  been  brought  forward  as 
a  Private  Bill;  but  that  the  Act  of  1862 
specially  provided  that  legislation  of  this 
nature  must  be  by  means  of  a  Public  Bill ; 
and  seeing,  further,  that  such  questions 
had  always  been  so  dealt  with,  he  saw  no 
reason  why,  on  this  occasion,  they  should 
take  an  exceptional  course.  He  had  shown 
that  the  Conservancy  Bills  did  not  deal 
with  pilotage  ;  that  there  was  no  prece- 
dent whatever  for  reversing  a  principle 
contained  in  a  Public  Act  by  means  of  a 
Private  Bill;  and  that  this  Bill  did  re- 
verse the  principle  of  Public  Acts.  He 
had  also  shown  Uiat  although  the  Thames 
Conservancy  Bills  had  been  Private  Bills, 
the  moment  they  proposed  to  repeal  Pub- 
lic Acts  they  ceased  to  be  Private  Bills, 
and  were  brought  in  as  Public  Bills. 
But,  before  concluding  his  remarks, 
there  was  another  point  he  might  men- 
tion, and  that  was  the  extraordinary 
mode  in  which  the  Bill  had  been  intro- 
duced. It  was  very  well  known  that  a 
Private  Bill  must  be  introduced  into 
that  House  with  the  names  c^  two  Mem- 
bers upon  the  back  of  it;  and,  as  a 
rule,  the  Members  who  were  interested 


in  the  locality  affected  by  the  measure 
were  readily  induced  to  place  their 
names  upon  the  back  of  the  Bill ;  but, 
on  turning  to  the  back  of  this  Bill, 
he  was  unable  to  find  the  names  of 
either  of  the  Members  for  the  City  of 
London,  or  of  the  Members  for  any  of 
the  counties  or  towns  over  which  this 
Bill  proposed  to  give  authority  to  the 
Conservancy;  but  they  would  find  the 
names  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  and  of  the  Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley). 
The  circumstance  was  totally  unprece- 
dented in  the  history  of  that  House.  It 
was  no  answer  to  say,  as  he  had  no 
doubt  would  be  said,  tJiat  in  one  par- 
ticular case  the  name  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  was  upon  the  back  of 
a  Private  Bill.  That  was  no  case  in  point. 
The  Bill  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
name  was  attached  to  was  a  Bill  upon 
which  the  names  of  two  Members  for  the 
locality  were  also  placed  as  the  intro- 
ducers of  the  Bill.  The  name  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  added  simply 
to  show  that  the  assent  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  been  obtained  to  the  provi- 
sions contained  in  the  measure.  And 
what  was  that  BiU  ?  Was  it  a  Bill 
dealing  with  a  question  of  g^at  prin- 
ciple such  as  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House  ?  It  was  a  Bill  for  the  purpose 
of  placing  part  of  the  river  under  a 
Public  Act  which  had  been  passed  in 
the  previous  Session,  and  in  the  Public 
Act  itself  there  was  a  clause,  stating 
that  it  was  desirable,  upon  the  first  op- 
portunity, that  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  should  be  extended  to  that  par* 
ticular  part  of  the  river.  The  House 
would  see  at  once  the  great  differ- 
ence between  the  present  case  and  that 
of  the  Bill  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  North  Devon  -had  attached 
his  name.  He  had  seen  it  stated  in  the 
papers,  he  thought  in  the  speech  made 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  in  receiving  a  depu- 
tation on  this  subject,  that  the  reason 
why  the  Board  of  Trade  had  placed  the 
names  of  their  Bepresentatives  upon  the 
back  of  the  Bill  was  that  the  Thames 
Conservancy  had  no  direct  representa- 
tion in  that  House.  That  was  merely 
throwing  dust  in  the  eyes  of  people. 
Did  the  hon.  Gentleman  maintain  taai 
there  was  direct  represen^tA.^^^  Vss.  "^s^a^^ 
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House  for  the  lOOth  part  of  the  persons 
or  pablio  bodies  who  presented  Petitions 
for  Private  Bills  in  that  House?    The 
Bills  were  taken  charge  of,  as  a  rule, 
by   Members  who    were  interested  in 
the  locality.      If,   however,  there    had 
ever  been  a  body  which  had  representa- 
tion in  that  House,  it  was  the  Thames 
Conservancy.     They  were,  until  a  few 
days   ago,   represented    by  two  Mem- 
bers in  that  House — two  Members  of 
the  Thames  Conservancy — one  of  them 
being  the  Lord  Mayor  and  the  other  a 
GenUeman  whose    loss,   he  was  sure, 
every  Member  of  that  House,  to  what- 
ever Party  he  belonged,  must,  not  only 
for  the  sake  of  the  House,  but  for  the 
sake  of  the  public  generally,  greatly 
deplore — ^he  meant  the  loss  of  his  la- 
mented Friend  Sir  Charles  Eeed.     The 
House  would  thus  feel  that  there  was 
not  the  slightest  pretence  for  saying  that 
there  was  no  one  to  take  charge  of  the 
Bill,   and  that,  therefore,  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  kindly  taken  charge  of  it. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  if  the  hon.  Q-en- 
tleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  took  charge  of  every  Bill  which 
had  no  father  for  it,  he  would  soon  be 
overwhelmed  with  children  of  that  sort. 
But  the  real  fact  was  that  it  was  not  a 
Conservancy  Bill  at  all ;  it  was  a  Board 
of  Trade    Bill ;    it  was  conceived   and 
oreated  in  the  Board  of  Trade ;  it  was 
the  outcome  of  a  Board  of  Trade  in- 
quiry, and   it   had    nothing    whatever 
to   do  with  the  Thames   Conservancy. 
He  would  like  to  put  a  question  to  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade.     He 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  was  listening, 
because  he  expected  him  to  answer  the 
question.     He  would  ask  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman distinctly,  whether  it  was  or  was 
not  a  fact  that  the  Bill  was  originally  in- 
tended by  the  Board  of  Trade  to  be  a  Pub- 
lic Bill  in  the  ordinary  way ;  and  was  it  or 
was  it  not  a  suggestion  on  the  part  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  the  Thames  Conser- 
vancy that  they  should  petition  to  have 
it  passed  through  the  House  of  Commons 
as  a  Private  Bill  ?     He  asked  this  be- 
cause there  was  rumour  that  it  was  ori- 
ginally intended  to  introduce  the  Bill  as 
a  Public  Bill,  and  that  it  was  at  the 
suggestion  of  the  Board  of  Trade  that 
the  Thames  Conservancy  Board  came  for- 
ward to  father  the  Bill.     He  was  afraid 
that  he  had  trespassed  on  the  attention 
of  the  House  at  considerable  length; 
but  he  hoped  not  at  undue  length,  con- 

2fr,  Ritchie 


sidering  the  great  importance  of  the 
issue.  He  desired  to  impress  upon  the 
House  again  that  he  was  not  asking 
them  to  pass  any  opinion  upon  the 
merits  of  the  Bill.  It  might  be  a  good 
Bill  or  it  might  be  a  bad  Bill ;  with  that 
he  had  nothing  to  do,  but  he  had  to  ask 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
to  consider  whether  it  was  right  and  pro- 
per that  the  Government,  presuming  on 
the  large  majority  behind  them,  should  so 
tamper  with  the  Eules  and  Regulations 
for  the  transaction  of  Business  in  that 
House,  as  to  attempt,  by  means  of  a 
Private  Bill,  to  pass  through  a  measure 
dealing  with  questions  of  great  national 
importance,  and  of  general  legislation, 
in  the  way  they  were  attempting  to  do 
by  the  present  measure.  He  repeated, 
that  if  the  House  assented  to  the  Amend- 
ment he  intended  to  move,  it  would  be 
simply  assenting  to  aKesolution  which  de- 
clared that  the  Bill  ought  to  be  a  Public 
Bill  and  not  a  private  one ;  and  if  that 
Resolution  were  agreed  to  there  was 
nothing  to  hinder  the  Government  from 
bringing  forward  the  Bill  to-morrow  in 
the  ordinary  course  by  means  of  a  public 
measure,  and  passing  it  into  law  in  the 
course  of  the  ensuing  Session.  He 
begged  to  move  the  Resolution  which 
appeared  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"the  character  and  objects  of  this  Bill  are 
such  as  to  constitute  it  a  measure  of  public 
policy,  which  ought  not  to  be  dealt  with  by  any 
Private  Bill,"— (Jfr.  Ritchie,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sir  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  said, 
the  question  now  before  the  House  was 
one  upon  which  he  did  not  desire  to  say 
much  after  the  very  long  and  able 
speech  which  had  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  in 
submitting  the  Besolution.  He  should 
not  refer  to  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  any 
further  than  might  be  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  indicating  that  he  thought 
the  Bill  ought  to  be  a  Public  Bill  and 
not  a  private  one.  But  upon  one  point 
he  wished  to  be  distinctly  understood. 
He  was  not  objecting  to  the  measure 
because  he  objected  to  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  as  described  in  the  Preamble* 
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He  felt  as  strongly  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill 
that  the  question  of  compukorj  pilotage 
ought  to  be  dealt  with  at  once,  for  it 
had  been  a  disgrace  for  years  past  to 
everyone  concerned — a  disgrace  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  a  disgrace  to  the  Trinity 
Board,   and  a  disgrace  to  many   rich 
owners  of  large  vessels  who,  for  years, 
had  been  sheltering  themselves  by  re- 
gistering their  vessels  in  the  Port  of 
Glasgow  or  elsewhere,   although  they 
belonged  to  the  Port  of  London.    They 
did  this  in  order  to  screen  themselves 
J&om  the  costs  and  charges  of  damage 
incurred  when  they  ran  into  craft  on 
the  river,  because  they  were  enabled  to 
plead  that  their  vessels  were  in  charge 
of  a  compulsory  pilot.     He  desired,  as  a 
matter  of  principle,  to  protest  against 
the  Bill  which  had  been  introduced  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  being  dealt  with 
as  a  Private  Bill.     It  had  not  been  his 
lot  to  have  any  very  large  experience  of 
the  Kules  and  Orders  which  controlled  and 
directed  Private  Bills  in  that  House ;  but 
from  what  little  he  did  know,  and  from 
what  he  had  heard  from  the  greatest 
authority  in  the  matter — namely,   the 
Chairman  of  Oommittees,  he  considered 
that  there  might  be  much  mischief  in 
introducing  a  Bill  of  this  kind  in  this 
way,  as  it  was  placing  a  measure  of  such 
great  importance,  endorsed  and  brought 
in  by  two  Members  of  the  Ministry,  in 
the  hands  of  private  promoters  and  of 
Parliamentary  agents.      He   was    told 
that  practically  a  Private  Bill  was  in 
charge  of  a  Parliamentary  agent,  who 
acted  for  the  promoters,  and  that  it  was 
a  rule  never  to  refuse  to  allow  a  Private 
Bill  to  be  withdrawn  if  the  promoters 
felt  their  interests  were  being  affected 
by  any  Amendments  to  the  Bill.     He 
should,   perhaps,   be  told  that  though 
this  was  practically  right,  technically  it 
was    wrong,  and    that  a  Private  Bill 
could  not  be  removed  from  the  House 
except  with  the  consent  of  the  House. 
But  he  had  made  inquiries  upon  that 
point,  and  he  found  that  there  was  not 
a  single  precedent  for  refusing  consent 
to  the  Parliamentary  agent  to  withdraw 
the  Bill  if  anything  happened  to  be  sug- 
gested which  was  prejudicial  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  promoters.    If  the  present 
Bill  went  to  a  second  reading,  and  a 
Oommittee  were  appointed,  it  would  be 
impossible  to   prevent  the  Oommittee 


from  considering  the  constitution  of  the 
Conservancy  Board.  They  had  upon 
the  Paper  now  a  Notice  of  Motion 
affecting  the  Thames  Conservancy ;  but 
supposing  an  Amendment  were  intro- 
duced to  alter  the  constitution  of  the 
Board,  the  Members  of  the  Conservancy 
Board  would  feel  that  they  might  lose 
their  position  if  they  kept  the  Bill  before 
the  House,  and  they  would,  therefore, 
withdraw  it.  Now,  he  thought  the 
House  must  see  that  large  and  import- 
ant interests  of  a  public  character  were 
contained  in  the  Bill ;  and  he  ventured 
to  say  that  the  measure  was  not  a  Con- 
servancy Bill  at  all ;  but  it  was,  to  all 
intents  and  purposes,  a  Pilotage  Bill. 
The  Preamble  said  that  it  was  desirable 
to  abolish  compulsory  pilotage.  Now, 
this  question  of  compulsory  pilotage  had 
been  a  scandal  for  a  sreat  many  years. 
He  would  only  go  back  as  far  as  1870, 
when  a  Pilotage  Bill  was  brought  in ; 
and  it  was  felt  to  be  a  subject  that 
ought  not  to  be  dealt  with  by  a  Private 
BiU.  It  was  said  that  it  only  proposed 
to  deal  with  pilotage.  Nevertheless,  it 
was  made  a  Public  Bill,  and  it  was  re- 
ferred to  a  large  Committee.  That  Com- 
mittee sat  for  several  months  in  1 870  and 
made  aBeport,  and  the  materials  in  that 
Report  were  most  important,  and  ought 
to  be  considered  in  discussing  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House.  In  1871,  another 
Pilotage  Bill  was  brought  in — a  Public 
Bill — based  upon  the  Beport  of  the 
Committee  of  1870,  and  he  aesired  espe  - 
cially  to  call  attention  to  the  two  prin- 
ciples of  that  Bill.  Clause  1  proposed 
to  abolish  compulsory  pilotage  just  as 
the  present  Bill  did,  with  a  little  dif- 
ference in  form.  Clause  2  gave  com- 
pensation for  diminution  of  earnings  to 
the  persons  injured  by  the  abolition  of 
compulsory  pilotage.  He  wished  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  to  bear  in  mind  the 
second  part  of  the  Bill.  Well,  the  next 
thing  they  had  was  a  Beport  from  a 
Committee  appointed  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  De- 
partmental inquiry.  That  Committee  sat 
in  1879,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
stated  to  some  members  of  a  deputation 
who  waited  upon  him  a  short  time  ago 
in  reference  to  the  questions  contained 
in  this  Bill  that  the  present  measure 
was  based  upon  the  recommendations  of 
that  Beport.  What  was  the  last  recom- 
mendation of  that  Beport — the  Beport 
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of  a  Oommiitee  appointed  by  the  De- 
partment ?    These  were  the  words — 

"  Lastly,  as  regards  any  question  of  vested 
interests  or  compensation,  your  Committee  be- 
lieve that  they  must  be  dealt  with  by  the 
Executive  Government  in  carrying  out  what  is 
proposed  in  the  Report." 

What  did  the  Government  do?  They 
brought  in  a  Bill  as  a  Private  Bill  with- 
out a  single  clause  with  regard  to  vested 
interests  and  compensation,  and  by  mak- 
ing it  a  Private  Bill  they  precluded  the 
possibility  of  introducing  any  clause 
making  a  charge  upon  the  Consolidated 
Fund  lor  the  purpose  of  compensating 
anyone  who  might  be  entitled  to  it.  He 
was  not  there  to  say  that  this  class  of 
persons  or  that  class  of  persons  ought  to 
oe  compensated.  He  had  simply  read 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee, 
and  they  said  that  the  question  ought  to 
be  considered.  He  appealed  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  to  hon.  Members 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  whether  it 
was  fair  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  preclude 
the  possibility  of  anyone  getting  com- 
pensation. If  they  were  not  going  to 
give  compensation,  at  any  rate,  let  them 
allow  discussion  upon  it.  If  any  man 
possessed  rights,  he  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  stating  his  case  in  order 
to  see  whether  his  claim  was  one  that 
Parliament  ought  to  consent  to,  and 
they  ought  not  to  shut  him  out  by 
refusing  to  allow  his  claim  to  be  dis- 
cussed at  all.  Then  there  was  another 
strong  objection  to  this  Bill  being  a 
Private  Bill.  The  promoters  of  the  Bill 
were  not  satisfied  with  simply  dealing 
with  matters  affecting  the  Conservancy 
of  the  River  Thames.  They  desired,  in 
Clauses  29  and  30,  to  interfere  with  one 
of  the  most  important  manufactures  on 
the  banks  of  the  Thames.  They  were 
seeking  to  obtain  powers  which  would 
enable  them  to  determine  whether  or 
not  furnaces  used  by  cement  manu- 
facturers were  properly  constructed  or 
not.  It  might  be  very  proper  that  there 
should  be  an  inquiry ;  but  he  wanted  to 
point  out  that  there  was  a  Public  Bill 
for  discussion  on  Thursday  which  pro- 
posed to  raise  that  question,  and  which 
proposed  to  give  by  a  Public  Bill  powers 
to  Inspectors  to  determine  whether  it 
was  or  was  not  carried  on  in  a  proper 
way.  He  asked  the  House  to  say  that 
such  legislation  ought  to  be  proposed  in 
a  Public  Bill,  and  not  in  a  Private  Bill. 
He  thought  that  it  was  unfair  in  a  Pri- 

a5/>  Sydn0y  Walerhw 


vate  Bill  to  seek  to  create  a  new  smoke 
authority    giving   powers    beyond    the 

f>owers  granted  by  Parliament  in  legis- 
ation  upon  this  subject.  He  thought  it 
was  unfair  in  a  Private  Bill  to  seek  to 
extend  the  limits  of  the  Smoke  Nuisances 
Act,  which,  he  believed,  was  a  public 
measure ;  and  when  that  Act  was  passed 
there  was  a  sort  of  compromise  made 
that  the  Act  should  extend  to  certain 
limited  manufactures,  and  not  to  all 
manufactures,  and  within  those  limits 
alone  they  would  subject  themselves  to 
penalties.  Now,  he  ventured  to  say 
that  many  millions  had  been  spent  on 
the  banks  of  the  Thames  in  cement,  and 
if  this  trade  was  to  be  dealt  with,  let  it 
be  dealt  with  by  a  public  measure.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  (Mr.  Ititchie)  had  touched  upon 
almost  everything  that  it  was  necessaiy 
to  mention.  Therefore,  he  would  simply 
ask  the  House  not  to  assent  to  the  pro- 
posal ;  he  did  not  ask  the  House  to 
reject  it.  The  Bill  ought  to  be  consi- 
dered ;  it  was  of  great  public  importance, 
and  he  trusted  that  the  Gt)vemment 
would  consent  to  bring  it  in  as  a  Public 
Bill,  and  that  they  would  all  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  it,  and  that 
every  hon.  Member  might  have  an  op- 
portunity of  expressing  the  feelings  and 
views  of  those  of  his  constituents  who 
were  affected  by  it. 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  it  must 
be  a  great  satisfaction  to  his  hon.  Friend, 
after  having  so  long  a  time  been  strain- 
ing on  the  leash,  to  have  at  last  a  spring 
at  the  Board  of  Trade  by  bringing  for- 
ward his  Motion  against  this  abominable 
Bill.  But  he  must  say  that  the  eloquence 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  shown  might 
have  been  employed  in  a  better  cause, 
because  he  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  hoped, 
before  he  sat  down,  to  be  able  to  convince 
the  House  that  the  provisions  of  the  mea- 
sure were  such  as  ought  to  be  brought 
forward  in  a  Private  Bill.  He  would 
begin  first  of  all  by  answering  what  had 
been  said  as  to  the  Government  with- 
drawing this  Bill,  and  not  bringing  it  in 
again  as  a  Public  Bill.  He  believed  that 
it  was  impossible  to  do  so.  He  was  in- 
formed by  authorities  in  whom  they  had 
confidence  that  the  Standing  Orders 
could  not  be  complied  with,  that  the 
Notices  given  were  exhausted,  and  that^ 
therefore,  the  Bill  could  not  go  on| 
but  would  disappear  altogetheri  as  it 
would  be  unable  to  pass  in  the  present 
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Session  at  all.    That,  he  believed,  from 
what  he  was  informed,  was  a  correct 
view,   and    he  was    speaking    on    the 
authority  of  one  conversant  with  these 
matters.      But  he  would  like  to  make 
one  remark.     The  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite spoke  about  "squaring"  Mem- 
bers.     He    had    no    objection    to   the 
use  of  these  words ;  but  it  struck  him 
that  there  had  been  a  great  deal  more 
"  squaring  "  and  Lobbying  by  the  oppo- 
nents of  tne  Bill  than  by  ti^e  promoters. 
He  gathered  that  what  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man referred  to  was  simply  this — There 
were  certain  Members  interested  in  the 
upper  navigation  who  came  to  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  and  said  that  they  did 
not  disapprove  of  the  Bill  as  a  whole, 
but  that  they  objected  to  certain  clauses 
which  would  give  undue  power  to  the 
Conservancy  Board  in    the    matter  of 
entering  on  lands.      Well,  the  matter 
had  been  inquired  into,  and  the  answer 
given  was  that  they  would  communicate 
with  the  Conservancy.    Ultimately,  they 
did  inform  the  Conservancy  that  the 
powers  asked  for  on  their  behalf  were 
much  too  great  and  too  vast,  and  they 
undertook  that  when  the  Bill  came  into 
Committee  the  clause  should  be  quali- 
fied so  as  only  to  give  the  Conservancy 
the  ordinary  powers  of  a  sanitary  autho- 
rity.   

Mr.  BITCHIE  remarked,  that  it  was 
made  a  condition  of  the  undertaking 
being  g^ven  that  the  Members  referred 
to  withdrew  their  opposition. 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  that 
was  so.  The  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site put  him  in  a  very  difficult  position. 
He  would  tell  the  House  why.  The 
hon.  Member  began  by  stating  that  he 
had  nothing  to  say  against  the  merits  of 
the  Bill,  and  that,  as  far  as  he  knew,  he 
believed  the  merits  were  all  right.  Fur- 
ther, the  hon.  Member  was  ready  to 
admit  that  technically  it  might  be  a 
Private  Bill.  The  question,  therefore, 
reduced  itself  to  this — that  although  the 
Parliamentary  technicalities  sanctioned 
this  as  a  Private  Bill,  and  although  the 
merits  of  the  Bill  ought  to  be  supported, 
still  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  pre- 
ferred that  it  should  not  be  brought  in 
as  a  Private  Bill.  He  would  like  to 
consult  the  preferences  of  the  hon. 
Member;  but,  nevertheless,  if  it  were 
brought  in  as  a  Public  Bill,  he  did  not 
think  the  hon.  Member  would  be  satis- 
fied. 


Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  the  hon.  Member 
would  remember  that  he  had  said  if  the 
Government  introduced  the  Bill  as  a 
Public  Bill  he  would  undertake  not  to 
put  down  a  Notice  of  opposition. 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  that 
was  because  it  happened  to  be  intro- 
duced as  a  Private  Bill ;   but  he  would 
show  the  House  that  the  measure  was 
compatible  with  the  law  of  Parliament 
in  connection  with  Private  Bills.     First 
of  all,  Sir  Erskine  May  told  them  that 
every  Bill  for  the  particular  interest  or 
benefit  of  any  person,  or  persons,  was 
treated  as  a  Private  Bill,  whether  it  was 
for  the  interest  of  the  individual,  a  public 
company,  a  county,  or   other  locality. 
He  supposed  the  hon.  Member  would 
not  deny  that  this  was  a  locality.     The 
Thames  was,  no  doubt,  often  called  by 
our  minor  poets   an  imperial   stream; 
but,  like  any  other  stream,  it  had  its 
**  metes  and  bounds ;  "  and  the  measure 
was  for  the  benefit  of  those  interested  in 
the  navigation  of  this  special  river.     A 
Private  Bill  dealt  with  an  exception  to 
the  general  law,    as  in  this  case,   all 
which,  therefore,  would  be  covered  by 
the  definition  given  by  Sir  Erskine  May. 
The  hon.  Member  seemed  to  think  that 
the  test  of  a  Private  Bill  was  whether  the 
matters  dealt  with  by  it  were  of  great 
importance.     Now,  what  could  be  more 
important  than  the  constitution  of  the 
City  of   London  Police    Court?      Yet 
that  was  established  by  a  Private  Bill. 
Wherever  there  was  a  Corporation,  or 
Commissioners,  or  a  body,  having  juris- 
diction over  an  entire  area,  they  could 
come  forward  as  petitioners  for  a  Private 
Bill.  The  Standing  Orders  enabled  them 
to  present  a  Petition  to  that  House,  and 
upon  that  Petition  leave  was  granted  them 
to  bring  forward  a  Private  Bill,  and  it 
was  not  necessary  for  them  to  proceed 
by  Motion,  as  it  would  be  in  the  case  of 
a  Public  Bill.     That  was  the  answer  he 
had  to  make  to  the  long  list  of  cases 
which  the  hon.  Member  quoted,  in  which 
the    measures    referred    to    were    not 
brought  in  as  Private  Bills.     The  hon. 
Member  had  laid   great  stress  on  the 
fact  that  the  Metropolitan  Water  and 
Gas  Bills  had  been  introduced  as  Public 
Bills.     The  real  fact  of  the  matter  was 
that  in  those  cases  there  was  no  person 
or  body  who  represented  the  area  con- 
cerned.    Almost  all  the  Bills  introduced 
in  connection  with  the  Corporation  of 
London  had  been  Private  BiIL&^\^<^^'^s^s^^ 
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the  Oorporation  covered  the  whole  area; 
and  in  the  same  way  the  Thames  Con- 
servancy Bills,  with  two  exceptions,  had 
been  brought  in  as  Private  Bills,  be- 
cause the  Thames  Conservators  had 
jurisdiction  over  the  whole  area.  The 
two  exceptions  were  Bills  introduced  in 
1864  and  1867.  The  reason  why  they 
were  not  brought  in  as  Private  Bills 
was  because  they  were  brought  in,  in  a 
certain  sense,  adversely  to  the  Thames 
Conservancy  Board.  Their  object,  in 
point  of  fact,  was  to  reform  the  Thames 
Conservancy,  and  they  were  opposed  to 
the  views  of  the  Thames  Conserva- 
tors in  certain  respects.  Therefore,  the 
Thames  Conservators  did  not  appear  as 
petitioners,  and  those  Bills  were  Drought 
m  on  Motion  and  not  on  Petition.  But 
the  Thames  Conservancy  Acts  of  1 867, 
1870,  and  1878,  were  passed  as  Private 
Bills,  and  were  brought  in  on  the  peti- 
tion of  the  Conservators  as  Private  £ills. 
The  London  Corporation  Bill,  which 
dealt  with  the  important  matter  of  the 
municipal  franchise  of  the  City  of  Lon- 
don, and  with  the  relief  of  the  inhabit- 
ants from  taxation,  was  also  brought  in 
as  a  Private  Bill.  Objection  was  taken 
to  the  introduction  of  that  Bill  as  a 
private  measure ;  but  Mr.  Speaker 
said — 

"It  cannot  be  Questioned  that  the  Bill  is, 
according  to  Stanoing  Orders,  a  Private  Bill, 
inasmuch  as  it  is  brought  forward  on  the 
petition  of  a  corporate  boay." 

He  had  already  said  that  the  Thames 
Conservancy  Acts,  every  one  of  them, 
with  the  exception  of  the  two  he  had 
mentioned,  were  brought  in  and  in- 
troduced ^as  Private  Bills  on  Petition, 
and  not  as  Public  Bills  upon  Motion. 
The  hon.  Member  said — **  Oh !  but  this 
is  a  thoroughly  wrong  principle.  You 
are  introducing  a  Bill  as  a  private  mea- 
sure which  modifies  existing  Acts  of  Par- 
liament;" but  the  hon.  Member  antici- 
pated him  by  quoting  from  Sir  Erskine 
May's  work  on  Parliamentary  practice 
which  argued  against  the  view  he  took. 
But  the  hon.  Member  proceeded  to  dis- 
parage this  statement— in  fact,  he  only 
relied  on  Sir  Erskine  May  when  Sir 
Erskine's  view  was  favourable  to  him. 
The  hon.  Member  came  down  to  the 
House  with  a  text-book,  and  he  ought  to 
say  whether  it  was  a  good  authority  or 
whether  it  was  not.  In  the  early  part 
of  his  speech  he  quoted  Sir  Erskine 
May  as  an  authority ;  but  when  he  found 
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that  Sir  Erskine  May  went  against  him 
on  the  question  that  a  Private  Act  never 
modified  a  Public  Act,  then  he  said  that 
he  disagreed  with  Sir  Erskine  May. 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  ventured 
to  say  that  Sir  Erskine  May  laid  down 
what  was  quite  right  when  he  said  that  a 
Private  Act  mi^ht  modify  a  Public  Act, 
because  it  was  done  almost  every  day  in 
the  year — for  instance,  in  Improvement 
Acts,  which  modified  the  General  Sani- 
tary Acts.  He  wished,  however,  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  those 
points  urged  by  the  hon.  Member  as 
constituting  points  of  so  much  import- 
ance that  the  measure  ouffht  not  to  be 
dealt  with  as  a  Private  BiU,  and  to  show 
that  there  was  no  real  modification  of 
Public  Acts.  First  of  all,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber took  the  question  of  compulsory 
pilotage.  Now,  that  question  of  com- 
pulsory pilotage  was  in  no  way  the 
creation  or  the  creature  of  Public  Acts. 
If  hon.  Members  would  look  at  the 
Beport  of  the  Committee  of  1870  on 
Pilotage,  they  would  see  what  the  Com- 
mittee said  at  the  beginning  of  that 
Heport.    They  said — 

**  In  fact,  the  existence  or  non-exifltence  of 
the  obligation,  and  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
exemptions  from  it,  differ  in  such  an  arbitrary 
and  capricious  manner  as  to  show  that  they 
must  have  arisen  fron  local  and  special  legisla- 
tion without  reference  to  general  principles  of 
any  kind." 

Hon.  Members  would  find  that  the 
custom  of  compulsory  pilotage  varied  in 
almost  every  port  of  the  Kingdom,  and 
that  it  was  not  the  creation  of  public 
enactments,  but  almost  always  the  result 
of  custom  or  a  Private  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  seemed 
to  suppose  that  compidsory  pilotage  was 
the  rule  of  every  English  port ;  but  one- 
half  of  the  ports  of  England  had  no 
compulsory  pilotage  at  all,  and,  indeed, 
in  this  very  Port  of  London  there  were 
many  ships  which  went  up  every  day, 
and  which  were  exempt  from  compulsory 
pilotage.  He  believed,  in  point  of  fact, 
that  two-thirds  were  already  exempted 
by  law  from  compulsory  pilotage.  What 
could  be  stronger  than  the  f€u:t,  which 
the  hon.  Member  slurred  over,  that  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Act  of  1854,  in  the 
three  following  sections,  provided : — 

"Sec.  332.  Every  pilotage  authority  shall 
have  power,  by  bye-law  made  with  the  consent 
of  Uer  Majesty  in  Council,  to  ezeinpt  th« 
masters  of  any  ships,  or  of  any  daas  of  ihip*! 
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exemptiooB,  and  to  reviee  and  extend  any  ei- 
emptiona  now  eiiBtine  hj  virtue  of  this  Act  oi 
any  other  Act  of  Parliament.  Law,  or  Charter, 
or  bj  mage,  upon  suet  terms  and  conditions, 
and  in  such  manner,  as  may  appear  desirable  to 
Bocb  authority. 

"Sec. 353.  Subjecttoanyalterationto  bemade 
by  any  pilotage  authority  in  pursuance  of  the 
powers  hereinbefore  in  tnat  hehali  given,  the 
employment  of  pilots  shall  continue  to  be  com- 

Siiuory  in  all  districts  in  which  the  same  was 
,}f  law)  compulsory  immediately  before  the 
time  when  this  Act  cornea  into  operation. 

"Sec.  376.  Subject  to  any  alteration  to  ba 
made  by  the  Trinity  House  jand  to  the)  the 
pilotage  districts  of  the  Trinity  House  within 
which  the  emplo}'ment  of  pilots  if  compolaorj  in 
the  London  Dis^ct,  &c.,  &c," 

Bo  that  the  Trinity  House  might  ao- 
tuaUy  do  that  on  their  own  motion,  which 
was  now  proposed  to  he  attempted  hy 
a  Private  Act.  The  hon.  Uembei 
quoted  the  Act  of  1862,  which  em- 
powered the  abolition  of  compulsory 
pilotage  by  a  Provisional  Order ;  but 
he  said  that  the  Provisional  Order 
must  be  ratified  by  a  Fublio  General 
Act.  But  how  ran  the  Irw  upon  the 
question  ?  The  Merohant  Shipping  Act, 
1862,  Section  39,  provided — 


ft  the  maiten  ol  any  ships,  or  of  any 
ships,  from  heingcompelled  to  employ 
qualified  pilots,  &c,  Jtc.  Be  it  enacted  that  it 
ibaa  be  lawful  for  the  Board  of  Trade  by  Pro- 
visional Order  to 

"  4.  Exempt  ths  masten  and  ownets  of  all 
ihipa,  or  ol  any  classes  of  ships,  from  being 
obligfedto  employ  pilots  inany  puotage  district, 
or  in  any  part  ol  any  pilotagfs  district. ' ' 

Did  the  hon.  Member  know  that  every 
Provisional  Order,  however  insignificant 
its  subject-matter,  whatever  the  subject 
it  dealt  with,  had  to  be  ratified  by  a 
oorreaponding  General  Act  at  the  end  of 
the  Session;  therefore,  what  the  hon. 
Member  stated  only  amounted  to  this — 
that  aujPilota^  Provisional  Order  must 
he  dealt  with  in  the  usual  way ;  but  it 
was  rather  strong  to  say  in  regard  to 
a  subject  which,  as  he  (Mr.  Evelyn 
Ashley)  had  shown,  might  be  dealt  with 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  hy  a  Provisional 
Order,  and  by  the  pilotage  authorities, 
without  coming  to  Parliament  at  all, 
that  it  was  of  so  sacred  a  character  that 
it  could  not  he  dealt  with  by  a  Private 
Act.  The  hon.  Member  next  referred  to 
the  caw  of  the  Waterman's  Company ; 
but  the  caw  of  the  Waterman's  Oom- 


pany  must  fail  absolutely.  Was  the 
hon.  Member  aware  that  the  Water- 
man's Oompany,  at  the  present  moment, 
was  the  creature  and  creation  of  a  Pri- 
vate Act  ?  [Mr.  Alderman  Laweence  : 
No,  no  !]  Well,  the  powers  granted  to 
it,  and  which  it  now  enjoyed,  were  con- 
ferred upon  it  hy  the  Waterman's  and 
Lighterman's  Act  of  1859,  which  was 
passed  as  a  Private  Act,  and  repealed 
&om  Acts,  and  if  they  could  not .  deal 
with  a  body  and  corporation  which 
were  the  creation  of  a  Private  Act 
by  another  Private  Act  he  did  not  see 
how  they  could  bring  in  any  Private 
Act  at  all.  The  third  point  the  hon. 
Member  referrad  to  was  the  Tonnage 
Act,  the  Act  of  William  IT.,  which  he 
said  was  repealed  and  modified  hy  this 
Act.  Again,  be  called  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's attention  to  the  iact  that  the  Ton- 
nage Act,  4  &5  Will.  IV.,  c.  32,  which  this 
Bifl  modified  merely  by  reducing  the 
minimum  of  tonnage  liable  to  pay  these 
dues,  was  virtually  a  local  Act,  because  it 
was  an  Act  which  empowered  the  King 
to  levy  dues  upon  ships  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Oorporation  of  London.  The  whole 
of  these  dues  went  to  the  Corporation  of 
London,  who  were  then  the  harbour 
authorities.  Was  the  hon.  Member 
aware  that  the  powers  of  that  Act,  and 
the  dues  leviable  under  it,  were  all  trans- 
ferred to  the  Thames  Conservancy  Board 
hy  a  Private  Act  of  Parliament?  It  was 
a  fact  that  one  of  the  Thames  Conser- 
vancy Acts  transferred  all  these  ques- 
tions;  and  why,  then,  did  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman object  now,  in  1881,  to  the  iden- 
tical thing  which  was  done  by  a  Private 
Act  in  lU(j7  f  The  other  point  alluded 
to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  that  the 
Bill  constituted  the  Thames  Conservancy 
a  smoke  nuisance  authority ;  and  he 
(Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  could  only  say 
that  there  was  a  very  strong  recom- 
mendation on  the  part  of  the  Committee 
that  something  should  be  done  by  Par- 
liament in  this  respect.  It  was  alleged 
that  ths  navigation  of  the  river  was 
seriously  impeded  and  damaged  by  the 
smoke  which  at  present  arose  from  the 
cement  works,  and  it  was  suggested  that 
something  should  be  done  to  check  the 
nuisance.  Clauses  had  been  introduced 
nto  the  Bill  to  deal  with  the  matter; 
but  it  was  proposed  to  deal  with  it  in  a 
guarded  manner.  If  it  was  found  that 
the  navigation  was  impeded  by  the 
smoke  ooming  ootobb  the  river,  theq 
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the  Thames  Conservancy  would  be  em- 
powered to  go  to  the  owners  of  the  ce- 
ment works  and  call  upon  them  to  abate 
the  nuisance.  He  ventured  to  think 
that  this  was  a  matter  which  a  Commit- 
tee upstairs  would  be  quite  able  to  deal 
with,  and  if  the  Bill  was  a  little  too 
sweeping  in  its  character  it  might  be 
modified.  These  particular  provisions 
were  certainly  in  no  way  inconsistent 
with  the  provisions  usually  inserted  in 
Private  Bills.  The  hon.  Member  said 
that  the  measure  should  be  a  public 
measure,  because  it  subjected  ships  to 
tolls  they  were  never  before  subjected  to. 

Mr.  RITCHIE:  What  I  alluded  to 
was  the  power  this  Bill  gives  to  the 
Thames  Conservancy  to  extend  the 
power  of  levying  tolls  upon  ships  of  45 
tons  to  ships  of  20  tons. 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  he  had 
already  dealt  with  that  question,  and  he 
had  shown  that  it  had  already  been 
dealt  with  by  a  Private  Bill.  As  to  the 
grave  charge  which  the  hon.  Member 
brought  against  the  Board  of  Trade  of 
having  put  their  names  upon  the  back  of 
the  Bill,  the  hon.  Memoer  talked  as  if 
it  were  one  of  the  greatest  outrages 
ever  known.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Evelyn 
Ashley)  said,  in  the  first  place,  that  if 
they  were  sinning  at  all  they  were  sinning 
in  good  company.  As  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  already  pointed  out,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  had  placed  his  name  on  the 
back  of  a  Private  Conservancy  Bill  when 
he  was  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
had  also  placed  his  upon  the  back  of  a 
Private  Railway  (Plymouth  and  Totnes) 
Bill  when  he  was  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty — a  railway  in  a  district  with 
which  he  was  not  in  any  way  connected 
as  a  Member  of  Parliament.  Now,  he 
(Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  did  think  it  would 
be  an  objectionable  thing  for  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  to  put  his  name  upon  the 
ba^Bk  of  a  Bill  that  was  brought  in  by 
private  persons  for  their  own  private 
emolument ;  but  he  saw  nothing  wrong 
in  placing  their  names  on  the  back  of  a 
Bin  promoted,  as  this  was,  by  a  Cor- 
poration charged  with  serious  duties, 
who  wished  to  obtain  powers  to  enable 
them  the  better  to  carry  out  those  duties. 
There  had  been  no  secret  about  it.  The 
Thames  Conservancy  brought  in  this 
Bill  on  petition  at  their  own  expense ; 
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and  he  and  his  right  hon.  Friend  put 
their  names  on  the  back  because  they 
thought  the  object  of  the  measure  was 
good  and  they  wished  to  give  it  their 
assistance.  No  doubt  they  could  easily 
enough  have  obtained  the  names  of 
other  hon.  Members  to  have  followed 
theirs.  It  was  perfectly  certain  that  if 
they  had  imagined  that  that  would  have 
pleased  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets  they  could  have  done  so  with- 
out the  slightest  difficulty  ;  but  they 
had  no  object  in  throwing  dust  in  the 
eyes  of  the  public.  They  had  oome 
forward  as  the  guardians  of  the  public 
for  the  purpose  of  keeping  control  of 
the  Bill  and  pressing  the  matter  upon 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  they  had 
made  no  secret  of  their  intention.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  it  dealt  with  no- 
thing unusual,  and  that  there  was  no- 
thing unprecedented  in  the  course  they 
had  taken ;  and  he  confessed  that 
he  himself  could  not  see  upon  what 
grounds  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
was  brought  forward.  Then,  as  to  the 
question  of  compensation  which  had 
been  alluded  to  by  various  speakers,  he 
hoped  if  the  Bill  went  before  a  Commit- 
tee of  that  House  that  the  Committee 
would  require  strong  evidence  in  order 
to  satisfy  themselves  that  compensation 
should  be  granted  to  the  pilots,  and 
for. this  reason — that,  so  far  as  he  was 
aware,  all  the  evidence  went  to  show 
that  there  would  be  just  as  much  work 
for  the  pilots  when  pilotage  was  not 
compulsory  as  there  was  now.  Let  it 
be  aistinctly  understood,  because  there 
was  great  misapprehension  about  it, 
that  the  Bill  did  not  interfere  in  any  way 
with  the  private  or  peculiar  privileges  of 
the  licensed  pilots.  It  left  them  as  they 
were,  subject  to  the  control  and  licence 
of  the  Trinity  House.  All  they  said  was 
that  no  ships  should  be  required  to 
take  pilots  compulsorily  above  Graves- 
end  ;  and  even  then,  as  he  had  already 
said,  the  whole  evidence  went  to  show 
that  there  would  be  as  many  pilots  em- 
ployed as  before.  It  only  stood  to  reason 
that  captains  coming  from  a  sea  voyage, 
and  knowing  the  crowded  and  confined 
state  of  traffic  on  the  river,  and  the 
difficulties  of  the  navigation,  must  always 
require  the  assistance  of  a  pilot ;  but 
if  it  was  considered  desirable  that  the 
pilots  should  receive  compensation  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  on  that  point. 
So  far  as  the  question  of  pilota^  WM 
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concerned,  they  might  even  strike  out 
the  pilotage  clause  altogether  without 
inteiferingwith  the  rest  of  the  Bill ;  but 
if  thej  thought  it  was  desirable  that 
the  pilots  should  have  compensation, 
they  would  only  have  to  come  down  to 
this  House  and  get  a  Besolution  passed 
that  compensation  should  be  given,  and 
he  had  no  doubt  that  proper  steps  would 
be  taken  to  obtain  compensation  for 
them.  There  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
the  matter  at  all,  and  if  the  pilots 
proved  that  they  were  entitled  to  com- 
pensation they  would  get  it;  but  he 
believed  there  was  no  ground  for  com- 
pensation in  the  case  at  all.  There  were 
one  or  two  other  points  upon  which  it 
was  necessary  that  he  should  touch, 
because  the  hon.  Member  had  certainly 
managed  to  put  a  great  many  points  into 
his  speech.  The  hon.  Member  said  that 
there  was  this  disadvantage  in  a  Private 
Bill,  as  compared  with  a  Public  one,  that 
Public  Bills  were  distributed  to  Members, 
whilst  Private  Bills  were  not.  Now,  he 
would  remind  the  hon.  Member  that 
Private  Bills  were  always  to  be  got.  It 
was  merely  a  question  of  walking,  when 
they  came  down  to  the  House,  as  far 
as  the  Private  Bill  Office.  There  was 
this  additional  fact,  that  Private  Bills 
could  be  obtained  before  Parliament 
met,  whereas  a  Public  Bill  was  not 
usually  printed  and  circulated  until  the 
day  before  the  second  reading.  The  hon. 
Member  had  said  he  did  not  dispute  the 
merits  of  the  Bill;  but  he  thought,  as  he 
had  charge  of  the  Bill,  that  he  ought  to 
say  two  or  three  words  in  regard  to  its 
merits.  Now,  the  evils  of  compulsory 
pilotage  were  three-fold,  and  necessitated 
a  great  amount  of  confusion  in  the  pilot- 
age service.  Of  the  number  of  vessels 
which  went  from  Gravesend  to  London 
Bridge,  one-half  had  to  take  compulsory 
pilots,  whilst  the  other  half  had  not.  In 
point  of  fact,  there  were  three  kinds  of 
pilots  to  serve  the  ships,  They  charged 
different  rates,  and  received  different 
payments  for  the  same  service.  Com- 
pulsory pilotage  was  regarded  as  a 
serious  tax  upon  the  shipowner,  and  the 
evidence  went  to  show  that  if  they  did 
away  with  the  charge  for  compulsory 
pilotage,  all  they  would  do  would  be  to 
throw  the  pilots  into  one  dass,  by  which 
means  thev  would  ensure  better  disci- 
pline, uniformity  of  charge,  prevent  a 
great  deal  of  confusion  wmch  existed  in 
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the  navigation  of  the  river,  and  gene- 
rally have  the  pilotage  service  better 
rendered.  At  present  there  was  this 
difficulty  in  regard  to  compulsory  pilot- 
age. The  employment  of  a  pilot  under 
compulsion  gave  the  shipowner  immu- 
nity in  case  of  a  running  down.  Cases 
of  this  sort  occurred — two  ships  came 
almost  from  the  same  place,  the  one 
obliged  to  carry  a  pilot  and  the  other 
not  obliged ;  the  ship  obliged  to  carry  a 
pilot  was  free  from  all  liability,  while 
the  other  was  liable  to  pay  for  damage. 
As  to  the  Waterman's  Company,  there 
was  also  a  very  strong  case,  and  one 
that  called  for  an  immediate  remedy. 
He  was  unwilling  to  detain  the  House, 
because  he  was  afraid  that  he  had 
already  been  a  great  deal  longer  than 
he  ought  to  have  been  ;  but  he  wanted 
to  point  out  to  hon.  Members  that  the 
principal  provisions  of  the  Bill  were 
ibunded  upon  the  Beport  of  the  Thames 
Traffic  Committee.  That  Committee 
was  appointed  by  the  noble  Viscount 
(Viscount  Sandon)  who  was  then  at 
the  head  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
in  consequence  of  a  collision  upon  the 
river,  in  which  a  large  number  of 
lives  were  lost.  The  Committee  of  In- 
quiry into  the  collision  of  the  Frincea 
Alice ^  stated  in  their  Beport  that  the 
accident  was  largely  owing  to  the  control 
of  the  navigation  being  under  the  Water- 
man's Act.  The  Waterman's  Company 
had  originally  certain  duties  to  per- 
form, in  consequence  of  which  they 
were  liable  to  be  impressed  for  ser- 
vice in  the  Boyal  Navy,  and,  in  spite 
of  that  liability  having  been  removed, 
their  privileges  had  still  been  continued. 
There  was,  again,  a  claim  on  the  part  of 
the  Waterman's  Company  to  a  concur- 
rent jurisdiction  with  the  Metropolitan 
Board  as  to  the  police  of  the  river. 
Another  evil  of  the  monopoly  was  that, 
under  some  circumstances,  steam-boats 
were  compelled  to  change  their  crews 
and  engage  men  belonging  to  the  Water- 
man's Company.  For  instance,  a  steam- 
boat might,  during  the  summer,  be  run- 
ning daily  between  Bamsgate  or  Sheer- 
ness  and  London  Bridge ;  and  in  the 
event  of  the  proprietors  choosing  to  put 
the  vessel  on  from  Gravesend  to  London 
Bridge  during  the  winter  months,  they 
would  be  obliged  to  dismiss  the  whole 
of  their  crew  and  re-engage  another 
belonging  to  the  Waterman's  Company. 

P 


131 


Thames 


{COMMONS) 


Eiver  Bill. 


132 


Hon.  Members  would  see  from  the  evi- 
dence that  barge-owners,  wharf-owners, 
pilots,  dock-masters,  officials  of  the  Cus- 
toms and  Board  of  Trade,  and  Thames 
police,  all  united  in  condemning  in  the 
strongest  manner  the  longer  existence 
of  the  privileges  of  the  Waterman's 
Company,  and  that  the  only  persons 
who  were  in  favour  of  their  continuance 
were  the  watermen  themselves.  There 
was  no  question  of  disestablishing  the 
Waterman's  Company  as  a  Guild ;  all 
that  it  was  proposed  to  do  was  to  take 
away  their  special  privileges,  leaving 
them  in  the  enjoyment  of  their  property. 
In  conclusion,  he  would  only  say  there 
never  was  any  intention  of  sending  the 
Bill  to  an  ordinary  Private  Bill  Com- 
mittee; on  the  contrary,  it  had  been 
the  intention  from  the  first  that  it  should 
be  examined  by  a  Select  Committee. 
He  trusted  the  House  would  not  be  led 
away  by  an  abstract  discussion  upon  the 
right  method  of  introducing  this  sub- 
ject, and  thereby  delay  the  passage  of 
a  measure  containing  provisions  of  the 
greatest  importance,  which  would,  in  his 
opinion,  tend  very  much  to  improve  the 
navigation  of  the  Itiver  Thames. 

Baeon  henry  DE  WORMS:  I 
would  ask  Mr.  Speaker,  whether  it  is 
in  Order  for  two  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
to  bring  in  a  Private  Bill  on  business 
of  their  own  Department  with  only  their 
own  names  upon  it  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
asks  me  whether  it  is  out  of  Order  for 
two  Official  Members  to  place  their  names 
on  the  back  of  a  Private  Bill.  Two  cases 
have  already  been  cited  by  the  hon. 
Member  the  Under  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  in  which  Official  names 
have  appeared  on  Private  Bills.  I  can- 
not say  I  think  the  practice  a  convenient 
practice ;  but,  as  there  are  precedents  for 
it,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  it  is  out  of 
Order. 

Mb.  RITCHIE :  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I 
ask  your  attention  to  the  particular* 
point  as  to  whether  there  is  any  pre- 
cedent for  a  Private  Bill  appearing  in 
this  House  with  only  the  two  names  of 
Official  Members  upon  it  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  am  not  aware  of 
any  precedent  of  that  kind. 

Babon  henry  DE  WORMS  said, 
he  did  not  propose  to  go  into  the  merits 
or  the  demerits  of  this  measure.  He 
proposed  rather  to  endeavour  to  answer 
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a  few  of  the  observations  which  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down.  He  thought  the  Under 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
succeeded  in  proving  the  case  of  those 
who,  like  himself  (Baron  Henry  De 
Worms),  believed  that  this  Bill  ought 
to  be  a  Public  and  not  a  Private  Bill. 
He  had  been  gratified  to  hear,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  an  admission  that  the  Bill 
had  been  brought  in  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  although  he  could  not  help  feel- 
ing that  much  time  would  have  been 
saved  to  the  House  had  that  admis- 
sion been  made  at  an  earlier  period. 
[Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  :  I  did  not  make 
that  admission.]  He  begged  pardon  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  he  had  under- 
stood him  to  say  that  it  was  a  Board  of 
Trade  Bill.  He  had  taken  down  his 
words.  However,  as  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man now  said  the  Bill  was  not  brought 
in  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  he  could  only 
accept  the  explanation  he  gave,  although 
it  was  difficult  to  reconcile  that  statement 
with  the  fact  that  the  only  names  on  the 
Bill  were  those  of  the  two  heads  of  the 
Department.  But  the  question  was  not 
only  one  of  law  or  of  right ;  it  was  not 
a  question  simply  whether,  legally  or 
technically,  the  Bill  should  be  a  Public 
or  a  Private  Bill.  He  ventured  to  think 
it  was  also  a  question  of  expediency  that 
was  involved.  Although  they  had  heard 
many  reasons  why,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  it  should  be  a  Pri- 
vate Bill,  they  had  heard  from  him 
no  argument  whatever  to  show  wlr^  it 
should  not  have  been  a  Public  Bill. 
There  was,  however,  one  special  reason 
which,  in  his  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms') 
opinion,  indicated  why  it  should  be  a 
Public  Bill,  and  that  point  had  been 
alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gravesend  (Sir  Sidney  Waterlow)  — 
namely,  compensation  to  the  watermen. 
That  question  might,  of  course,  appear 
a  very  insignificant  one  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  ;  but  he  ventured  to  think 
that  those  Gentlemen  who  above  all 
others  were,  as  a  rule,  so  fond  of  arro- 
gating to  themselves  the  protection  of 
the  working  classes,  should,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  consider  that,  in  introducing 
this  measure  inj  a  private  form,  they 
were  virtually  depriving  many  thou8and[8 
of  honest  workmen  of  employment,  and 
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also  of  the  compensation  to  which  they 
would  have  been  entitled,  had  the  mea- 
sure been  brought  in  as  a  Public  BiU. 
Another  argument  of  great  strength 
against  the  Bill  being  made  private  was 
to  be  found  in  the  fact  that  the  expen- 
diture of  public  time  would  not  have 
been  greater  had  the  measure  been  in- 
troduced, as  it  ought  to  have  been,  as 
a  Public  Bill.  A  small  amount  of  time 
was  allotted  by  the  Bules  of  the  House 
to  Private  Business,  and  this  was  gene- 
rally found  to  be  amply  sufficient  for 
the  purpose;  but  it  was  clear  that  the 
present  debate  would  be  prolonged,  and 
would  thereby  show  the  inconvenience 
of  the  system  adopted  in  the  present  in- 
stance by  the  hon.  Gentlemen  in  charge 
of  the  Bill.  With  regard  to  the  reasons 
which  had  prompted  them  in  bringing 
in  this  Bill  as  a  private  and  not  as  a 
public  measure,  he  ventured  to  think 
that  one  of  them  might  be  found,  if 
rumour  was  to  be  credited,  in  the  fact 
which  was  whispered  in  the  Lobby  and 
elsewhere,  that  it  was  anticipated  the 
Bill  as  a  public  measure  might  meet 
with  a  certain  amount  of  opposition 
from  Gentlemen  who  sat  below  the 
Gangway.  If  that  were  the  reason — 
and  he  had  good  grounds  for  thinking 
it  was— it  would  form  a  somewhat  dan- 
gerous precedent,  because  if,  whenever 
opposition  was  apprehended,  it  was  to 
be  in  the  power  of  the  Government  of 
the  day  to  introduce  what  was  really 
a  pubHc  measure  under  the  g^ise  of  a 
Private  Bill,  it  was  very  difficult  to  know 
where  the  application  of  this  principle 
would  stop.  With  regard  to  the  Bill 
itself,  it  nad  been  said  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  that  this  Bill  did  not 
involve  any  question  of  money,  and  that, 
therefore,  the  Thames  Conservators  were 
allowed  to  introduce  it  as  a  private  mea- 
sure, the  officials  of  the  Department  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  placing  their  names 
on  the  back  of  it.  But  had  it  not  oc- 
curred to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that 
this  Bill,  which  dealt  with  the  interests 
of  thousands  of  persons  and  with  mil- 
lions of  money,  was  hardly  a  measure 
which  should  be  confided  to  the  hands 
of  a  public  body,  however  respectable 
that  body  might  be  ?  He  was  reading 
the  other  day  a  description  by  an  old 
writer  of  public  bodies  quite  as  respect- 
able as  the  Thames  Conservancy,  and 
had  been  struck  with  the  reference  to 
the  freedom  from  personal  responsibility 


enjoyed  by  individual  members  of  cor- 
porate bodies.     The  lines  ran  thus — 

"  Corporate  bodies  they,  each  member  free 
From  personal  responsibility. 
In  what  they  say  uiere's  often  many  a  flaw  ; 
But  that's  no  matter — what  they  say  is  law." 

That  definition  met,  in  some  measure, 
the  case  in  point.  The  Thames  Conser- 
vancy was  to  take  in  hand  the  whole  of 
the  Queen's  high  way — theEiver  Thames 
— termed  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
**  a  locality."  Of  course,  it  was  not  to 
be  disputed  that  every  part  of  the  coun- 
try was  a  locality ;  still,  he  thought  in 
legislation  they  must  be  to  some  extent 
guided  by  the  importance  of  the  locality, 
as  well  as  the  importance  of  the  inter- 
ests immediately  connected  with  it ;  and 
he  said  that  the  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site had  in  no  way  made  out  a  case  for 
handing  over  the  Biver  Thames  in  its 
entirety,  and  the  interests  of  all  con- 
nected with  it,  without  compensation, 
to  the  Thames  Conservators.  Why  the 
liberties,  privileges,  and  rights  affecting 
avast  amount  of  capital  should  be  handed 
over  to  the  Thames  Conservators  had 
not  been  shown.  At  the  present  time 
the  whole  of  the  management  of  the 
Eiver  Thames  was  vested  in  five  bodies. 
He  thought  it  would  have  been  a  more 
statesmanlike  act  on  the  part  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  if,  instead  of  creating 
a  new  body,  they  had  endeavoured  to 
place  the  whole  of  the  river  under  the 
control  of  that  Department.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers often  heard  Questions  asked  in  that 
House  as  to  the  power  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  such  and  such  a  Vestry 
do  certain  things,  the  answer  invariably 
being  that  it  was  impossible  to  interfere 
with  the  Vestry,  because  they  did  not 
choose  to  be  interfered  with.  Now  that, 
he  thought,  was  a  strong  argument 
against  creating  a  new  Vestry,  and  vest- 
ing in  them  all  the  rights  and  privileges 
connected  with  the  Eiver  Thames  and  its 
navigation.  He  would  conclude  by  re- 
cording his  opinion  that  the  Goverment 
would  do  well  and  wisely  were  they  to 
adopt  the  suggestion  thrown  out  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  to 
withdraw  the  Bill  and  re-introduce  it 
as  a  public  measure,  in  which  form  it 
might  not  meet  with  the  kind  of  oppo- 
sition now  offered  to  it. 

Mr.  Aldeb3£an  LAWEENCE  said, 
the  House  had  heard  from  the  highest 
authority  that  evening,  that  there  was  no 
precedent  for  two  Ministers  of  the  Orowu 
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placing  their  names  alone  on  the  hack 
of  a  Private  Bill.  That,  he  thought,  was 
in  itself  a  sufficient  reason  for  at  once 
rejecting  the  present  Bill,  because  they 
ought  to  be  very  cautious  of  setting  pre- 
cedents of  that  kind.  What  was  the 
reason  for  introducing  the  Bill  in  its 

E resent  form  ?    He  could  not  cong^atu- 
ite  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
upon  the  defence  he  had  made  of  the 
Bill  on  the  present  occasion.    The  hon. 
Oentleman  had  said  the  Bill  was  made 
private  on  the  ground  of  convenience; 
but  he  (Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence)  was 
obliged  to  say  of  the  reasons  he  had 
adduced  in  support  of  the  measure,  that 
it  was  almost  impossible  for  anyone  to 
allow  their  validity.  He  objected  to  this 
Bill  altogether.     It  was  called  a  Oon- 
servator's  Bill  by  the  Board  of  Trade ; 
but  he  had  himself  spoken   with  the 
Conservators,  and  they  told  him  it  was 
a  Board  of  Trade  Bill.     Of  course,  he 
believed  both   statements,   and  looked 
upon  the  measure  as  a  concoction,  or 
stirring  up  together,  of  the  views  of  the 
Thames  Conservancy  and  the  views  of 
the  Board  of  Trade.     He  knew  the  Con- 
servators were  anxious  to  carry  their 
portion  of  the  Bill,  and  that  they  were 
ready  to  submit  to  any  terms  and  sug- 
gestions that  might  be  made  to  them  by 
the  Board  of  Trade.     The  House  was 
aware  that  the  Thames  Conservancy  was 
a  comparatively  newly-formed  body,  and 
all    newly-rormed    bodies  were  at  all 
times  anxious  to  extend  what  was  called 
their    sphere    of  usefulness,  and    pro- 
mote the  advantage  of  the  public.     In 
the  present  case,  he  must  say  that  this 
was  not  to  be  done  without  carrying  out 
some  little  interested  views  of  their  own. 
When  the  Thames  Conservators  were 
first  appointed  they  had  £1,200  paid  to 
them,   which   sum  was    to  be  divided 
amongst  themselves  in  the  manner  they 
might  think  proper.     He  believed  they 
divided  the  money  amongst  themselves 
according  to  the  number  of  attendances 
in  the  course  of  the  year.     Shortly  after 
this  a  Public  Bill  was  brought  in  ex- 
tending their  jurisdiction  from  Staines 
to  Yanlet  Beach ;  and  it  was  then  pro- 
posed to  increase  the  £1,200  a -year 
which  they  were  receiving  to  £1,800 
a-year.     Another  Bill  was  subsequently 
brought  in,  which  further  extended  their 
jurisdiction  from  Staines  to  Cricklade, 
and  an  additional  £700  a-year  was  given 
to  the  Conservators,  m^ing  altogether 

Mr.  Alderman  Lawrence 


£2,500  a-year.     The  present  Bill  would 
place    immense    responsibility    on  the 
Conservators.     It  empowered  them  to 
deal  with  the  smoke  nuisance  along  the 
river  from  Cricklade  to  Yanlet,  and  to 
impose  a  great  charge  upon  the  com- 
munity along  their  line  of  jurisdiction. 
It  also  gave  them  the  right  to  put  out 
any  light  along  the  river  that  might  in- 
terfere with  the  navigation,  as  conflict- 
ing with  the  lights  now  on  the  river. 
And,   further,   they   were  to  have  in- 
creased powers  on  the  abolition  of  the 
Waterman's  Company.     For  those  in- 
creased duties  they  were  to  have  another 
£1,000  a-year.      His  hon.  Friend   the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  said 
this  was  a  case  of  urgency.     Undoubt- 
edly, it  was  a  case  of  urgency  with  the 
Conservators,  because  if  the  Bill  did  not 
pass  they  would  not  get  the  additional 
£1,000  a-year.    The  Bill  also  provided 
that  the  extra  £1,000  should  be  allotted 
amongst  the  members  as  they  might 
think  fit ;  but  it  appeared  that  nothing 
was  to  go  to  the  Chairman,  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  London.    He  understood  that 
this    £1,000   was    to    be   divided  into 
moities,  one  of  which  was  to  go  to  the 
Deputy  Chairman,  and  the  other  to  the 
rest  of   the  members.      Thus,  £3,500 
a-year  was  to  be  given  to  the  Conser- 
vators for  the  duties  they  had  to  perform. 
He    had    no    doubt    the    Conservancy 
Board  would  soon  suggest  other  duties 
that  they  might  discharge  with  advan- 
tage to  the   public.     No   doubt,  they 
would  be  quite  ready  to  take  upon  them- 
selves the  duties  of  the  Trinity  House,  and 
then  there  would  be  another  sum  wcmted. 
Therefore,  he  agreed  with  the  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  when  he  described 
the  Bill  as  urgent.     Now,  with  respect 
to  the  Bill  being  brought  in  as  a  Private 
Bill.     It  was  obvious  that,  to  use  the 
invariable  Ministerial  phrase,  the  pre- 
sent state  of  Public  Business  would  have 
made  it  impossible  to  introduce  a  Public 
Billon  the  subject  this  Session.  They  had 
heard  this  from  every  one  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  in  connection  with  other 
matters,  and  they  now  heard  it  from  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  with 
reference  to  the  present  Bill.     He  had 
nothing  to  say  against  the  officials  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  who  performed  their 
duties  in  an  admirable    manner;    but 
he  thought  it  was  clever  to  suggest  that 
this  Bill  should  be  brought  forward  as  a 
Private  Bill,  on  the  petition  of  the  Co4« 
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Bervators ;  and  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
were  ready  to  meet  them,  and  refer  it  to 
a  large  Committee  upstairs,  and  that  the 
Bill  would  easily  pass  as  a  Private  Bill. 
But  there  would  be  no  chance  of  passing 
it  this  Session  if  brought  in  as  a  public 
measure.  He  urged  that  if  the  Bill  were 
allowed  to  go  forward  as  a  Private  Bill, 
an  injurious  precedent  would  thereby  be 
formed.  The  present  measure  was  only 
the  fringe  of  what  the  Board  of  Trade 
intended  to  do.  The  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  given  an  idea  of 
what  was  intended,  in  reply  to  a  depu- 
tation that  waited  upon  him,  when 
he  said  the  question  of  the  re-constitu- 
tion of  the  Conservancy  Board,  and  also 
of  the  Trinity  House,  had  been  mooted 
by  some  gentlemen,  and  it  had  been 
pointed  put  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
might  take  a  sort  of  increased  control 
over  the  navigation  of  the  river.  He 
said — 

"  As  to  that,  however  desirable  it  might  be 
that  this  question  should  be  understood  and 
considered  at  some  future  time,  and  although 
he  thought  it  would  be  necessary  to  reform  the 
constituency  of  the  Thames  Conservancy  Board, 
he  did  not  think  that  the  Government  oould 
hold  out  any  hope  that  it  would  be  done  this 
Session.  Tliis  was  a  Bill  promoted  by  the 
Thames  Conservancy,  and  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  undertaken  its  conduct  in  Parliament,  con- 
sidering it  as  a  public  duty,  and  especially  be- 
cause the  Conservancy  Board  had  no  direct 
representation  in  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
other  reforms  alluded  to  were  really  outside  the 
purview  of  the  Bill,  and  the  Government  must 
remit  them  to  a  more  convenient  opportunity.'* 

This  showed  that  the  Bill  was  only  the 
fringe  of  what  the  Board  of  Trade  in- 
tended to  do.  That  being  the  case,  he 
wished  to  know  whether  the  House  was 

Prepared  to  go  into  a  Bill  that  only 
ealt  with  a  fragment  of  the  whole 
question,  and  that,  too,  in  the  form  of  a 
Private  Bill  ?  With  regard  to  com|)ul- 
Bory  pilotage,  he  should  ofiPer  no  opinion. 
He  would  only  remark  that  the  Bill 
for  abolishing  compulsory  pilotage,  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee  in  1870, 
was  brought  in  as  a  Public  Bill,  and 
was  endorsed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man then  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  now  Chancellor  for  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John  Bright).  It  also 
bore  the  names  of  the  present  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
and  that  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Halifax  (Mr.  Stansfeld).  That  Bill,  as 
he  had  pointed  out,  was  brought  in  as  a 
PubUo  BUI,  and  referred  to  a  l^lect  Com- 


mittee, who  made  a  Report ;  but  the  Bill 
was  afterwards  withdrawn.     The  com- 
pulsory pilotfige,  now  proposed  to  be 
dealt  with,  affected  the  poit  of  London 
only,  and  he  gave  no  opinion  upon  the 
subject.      With  respect  to  the  powers 
given  by  the  Bill  to  the  Conservancy 
Board  for  dealing  with  the  smoke  nui- 
sance, he  pointed  out  that  they  were  of 
that    astonishing   character   that  they 
might  be  used  to  the  detriment  of  the 
interests  of  all  the  great  works  along 
the  Biver  Thames.     All  those  works 
would  be  subject  to  inspection  under 
this  Bill ;  the  proprietors  would  thereby 
be  put  to  the  greatest  inconvenience, 
and,  perhaps,  forced  to  close  their  con- 
cerns, because  they  might  not  be  able  to 
fulfil  aU  the  requirements  of  the  Con- 
servancy Board;    while  the   proposed 
penalties  were  of  the  most  serious  cha- 
racter.  The  hon.  Member  for  Gravesend 
(Sir  Sidney  Waterlow)  had  ably  referred 
to  the  great  cement  works  established  on 
the  river.      These  works  already  met 
with    the    greatest    competition    from 
foreign  manufacturers,  and  this  Bill  was 
regarded  by  all  interested  therein  with 
the  utmost  alarm.     Under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances he  had  enumerated,  it  be- 
came a  question  whether  the  Bill  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  pass.    He  had  now  to 
say  a  few  words  with  reference  to  the 
Waterman's  Company.     The  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of   Trade   appeared    to 
him  to  have  spoken  upon  this  point  with 
very  little  knowledge  of  the  subject, 
when  he  implied  that  the  Waterman's 
Company  was  organized  for  the  first 
time  in  1859.     Why,  the  Waterman's 
Company  was  in  existence  and  had  its 
rules  in  force  hundreds  of  years  ago, 
and  an  Act  of  Parliament  was  passed 
in    the  time  of  Philip  and  Mary — ^in 
1555 — which    ordered  them  to    do   as 
they  did  now.     The  Act  provided  that 
no   barge,  craft,    or  wherry,    or    any 
kind     of    floating    craft,     should    be 
navigated  on  the  Hiver  Thames,  except 
there  was  one  man  upon  that  craft  who 
had  served,  at  least,  two  years  in  active 
service  upon  the  river.     That  was  the 
reg^ation  in  force  at  the  present  day. 
No  person    could    be  in   charge  of  a 
craft    who    had    not   been  previously 
at  work  upon  the  Eiver    Thames  for 
two     years.        Then      the      Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade  went  on  to  de- 
scribe the  Waterman's  Company  as  a 
monopoly.    You  had  only  to  cry  <'  mo« 
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nopoly,"  and  everyone  would  run  away 
as  from  the  cry  of  **mad  dog."  The 
Waterman's  Company  was  not  a  mono- 
;)oly.  The  term  could  not  be  applied 
;  ustly  to  6,000  men  and  2,000  appren- 
ices.  All  these  men  were  obliged  to  serve 
their  apprenticeship  and  work  for  two 
years  on  the  river  before  they  could  take 
charge  of  a  barge.  Nobody  called  the 
body  of  chemists  or  surgeons  a  monopoly 
because  they  had  to  undergo  examination. 
The  navigation  of  the  Thames  had  been 
carried  on  for  centuries  by  men  who 
were  certified  as  being  competent  to 
perform  their  duties  in  this  respect.  It 
was  all  very  well  to  say  that  the  men 
were  not  such  as  could  be  wished.  But 
he  maintianed  that  if  hon.  Members 
looked  at  the  amount  of  work  done,  and 
the  millions  of  money  represented  by  pro- 
perty and  ships  upon  the  Biver  Thames, 
they  would  see  that  the  number  of  acci- 
dents was  very  small,  and  that  the  work 
was  generajly  very  well  done.  The  Se- 
cretary to  the  Board  of  Trade  stated  that 
this  portion  of  the  Bill  had  been  founded 
on  the  Eeport  of  the  Traffic  Com- 
mittee, which  had  before  them  the  cir- 
cumstances in  connection  with  the  loss 
of  the  Princess  Alice,  It  was  stated 
that  all  the  men  who  navigated  this 
vessel  were  members  of  the  Waterman's 
Company.  But  there  was  nothing  in 
that,  because  every  craft  must  be  navi- 
gated by  men  of  the  Waterman's  Com- 
pany. He  would,  with  the  permission 
of  the  House,  read  a  list  of  the  ships 
that  came  up  the  Thames  annually.  In 
the  year  1878  it  appeared  there  were 
sailing  vessels  from  foreign  ports,  5,818, 
with  &e  tonnage  of  2,250,000  tons ;  sail- 
ing vessels  coastwise,  30,580,  tonnage 
1,547,000  tons;  steam  vessels  from 
foreign  ports,  3,585,  tonnage,  3,100,000 
tons;  and  steam  vessels  coastwise,  7,497, 
with  the  tonnage  of  2,103,000  tons.  In 
all,  47,480  vessels,  with  the  tonnage  of 
about  9,000.000  tons.  In  addition  to 
these,  there  were  the  whole  of  the  river 
steamboats,  barges,  and  other  craft, 
which  were  not  recognized  by  the 
Custom  House.  He  had  before  him 
also  a  Eeport  of  the  accidents  on  the 
Biver  Thames,  which  it  was  most  im- 
portant for  the  House  and  the  public  to 
consider.    The  Traffic  Committee  said — 

<*  The  casualties  on  the  Thames  are,  as  mi^ht 
be  expected,  numerous ;  but  it  must  not  be  sup- 
posed from  the  terrible  calamity  in  which  the 
j^reeent  inquiry  originated  that  the  loss  of  Ufe, 
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or  even  of  property,  caused  by  these  casualties 
is  large  in  proportion  to  their  number.  From 
the  last  Wreck  Register  it  appears  that  between 
June,  1877,  and  June,  1878,  there  were  on  the 
Thames  above  Gravesend  419  casualties  reported 
to  the  Board  of  Trade,  of  which  373  were  colli- 
sions. In  all  these  cases,  however,  only  six 
lives  were  lost." 

Let  hon.  Members  contrast  with  that 
state  of  things  the  loss  of  life  in  the 
streets  of  London.  The  traffic  in  them 
was  far  more  dangerous  to  the  public 
than  the  traffic  on  the  Biver  Thames, 
which  was  carried  on  by  the  Watermen's 
Company,  and  which  had  been  mis- 
described  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  as  a  monopoly.  Again,  ac- 
cording to  the  Beport,  during  the  three 
years,  1875,  1876,  1877,  there  were  36 
vessels  and  95  barges  sunk  between 
London  Bridge  and  Yanlet  Beach,  the 
number  of  lives  lost  being  only  15.  Again, 
let  hon.  Members  contrast  with  that  state 
of  things  the  loss  of  life  in  the  streets  of 
London.  He  had  had  a  paper  bearing 
statistics  of  the  street  accidents  in  Lon- 
don, but  he  could  not  lay  his  hand  on 
it  just  now.  He  believed,  however, 
that  in  1879 — and  the  average  of  the 
last  10  years  would  be  fully  as  many — 
there  were  144  lives  lost  and  2,560 
people  maimed  in  the  streets  of  the 
Metropolis.  From  this,  hon.  Members 
would  see  what  a  large  number  of  acci- 
dents there  were  in  the  streets  compared 
with  the  number  on  the  river,  notwith- 
standing the  enormous  amount  of  pro- 
perty on  it,  and  the  number  of  small 
and  large  craft,  including  steamers  and 
small  boats.  He  did  not  think  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  would, 
by  his  proposal,  at  all  provide  greater 
security  for  life  on  the  river;  and  he 
would  remind  the  hon.  Member  that  the 
Departmental  Committee,  appointed  at 
the  instance  of  the  noble  Loi^  the  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool  (Viscount  Sandon), 
was  appointea  solely  to  consider  the 
question  of  the  loss  of  life,  the  rule  of 
the  road,  and  for  various  other  matters 
connected  with  rivers.  The  Board  of 
Trade,  in  this  Bill,  had  not  introduced 
one  of  the  suggestions  of  the  Committee 
as  to  the  Thames.  There  were  one  or 
two  clauses  in  the  Bill  which  he  did  not 
understand.  Hon.  Members  who  sup- 
ported it  said  they  gave  to  the  Conser- 
vators further  powers  in  regard  to  the 
navigation  of  me  Thames;  out  he  did 
not  see  what  those  *'  fiirther  powers  " 
meant.    It  had  been  pointed  out  alsO| 
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that  it  wa9  an  advantage  to  have  this 
Bill  in  the  form  of  a  private  measure, 
because  of  its  early  deposit  in  the  month 
of  December ;  but  the  announcement  of 
the  title  was  not  sufficient  to  give  a 
correct  idea  of  what  the  measure  con- 
sisted. The  Bill  was  called  a  measure 
for  the  abolition  of  compulsory  piloting, 
for  rendering  the  river  free,  and  for  the 
repeal  of  all  Acts  inconsistent  {here- 
with ;  but  it  was  a  misleading  title,  for 
no  one  would  suppose  from  it  that  there 
were  clauses  dealing  with  the  smoke 
nuisance  and  abolishing  the  Water- 
man's Company.  It  was  a  deluding 
title  and  a  deluding  Bill,  and  he  hoped 
the  House  would  not  allow  it  to  proceed 
any  further. 

Mb.  BAXTER  said,  he  rose  not  to 
make  a  speech,  but  to  make  an  appeal  to 
the  Government.  It  was,  no  doubt, 
evident  to  the  Board  of  Trade  that  many 
hon.  Members  who  were  going  to  vote 
against  the  Bill  were  strongly  in  favour 
of  some  of  its  leading  provisions.  But, 
surely,  it  ought  to  be  a  Public  Bill. 
Depend  upon  it,  there  was  no  practice 
more  dangerous  or  reprehensible,  and 
against  which  the  House  ought  most 
determinedly  to  set  its  face,  than  attempt- 
ing to  over-ride  public  legislation  oy 
means  of  Private  Bills.  Such  a  course 
was  calculated  to  give  rise  to  an  immense 
amount  of  jobbery,  and  to  cause  great 
confusion,  and,  therefore,  to  bring  dis- 
credit on  the  legislation  of  the  country. 
It  was  because  he  was  anxious  that  the 
main  provisions  of  the  Bill  should  be- 
come law  in  a  proper  and  legitimate 
manner  that  he  now  rose  to  make  an 
earnest  appeal  to  the  Government  to 
withdraw  it,  and  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion in  a  public  measure. 

Mb.CHAMBEELAIN  :  I  am  disposed 
to  attach  g^eat  importance  to  the  opinion 
of  my  right  hon.  Priend,  and  I  think  it 
will  be  a  saving  of  the  time  of  the  House 
if  I  state  at  once  the  course  I  propose  to 
take  on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty  s  Govern- 
ment. I  should  like  first  to  protest,  on 
behalf  of  my  hon.  Priend  (Mr.  Evelyn 
Ashley)  and  myself,  that  we  are  not 
eng^ed  in  an  insidious  attempt  upon 
the  privileges  and  dignity  of  this  House, 
and  that  we  have  not  intentionally  taken 
any  step  which  is  not  in  strict  accordance 
with  precedents  in  similar  matters.  It 
has  Deen  said  bv  hon.  Members  that 
this  measiire,  although  brought  in  by 
the  Conservators;  is  really  a  Board  of 


Trade  Bill.  Well,  I  do  not  want  to 
dispute  about  terms.  Of  course,  techni- 
cally speaking,  as  I  explained  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets, 
it  is  the  Bill  of  the  Conservators  of  the 
Thames ;  they  will  have  to  pay  the  ex- 
penses of  its  promotion ;  but,  no  doubt, 
the  Bill  is  concurred  in  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  it  correctly  represents  the 
opinion  of  the  Departmental  Committee 
appointed  by  the  noble  Viscount  (Viscount 
Sandon),  my  Predecessor  at  the  Board 
of  Trade.  In  that  sense,  I  admit  to  the 
full  that  it  is  the  Bill  of  the  Board  of 
Trade ;  and  that,  if  it  were  to  be  brought 
in  as  a  Public  Bill,  it  would  be  brought 
in  in  its  present  form  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  on  behalf  of  the  Government. 
Our  object  in  bringing  it  in  as  a  Private 
Bill  was  perfectly  open — there  need  be 
no  secret  about  it.  It  was  to  save  the 
time  of  the  House  and  promote  the  pro- 
gress of  Public  Business.  It  is  a  matter 
of  general  agreement  that  the  House  is 
overworked  and  choked  with  Business ; 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister,  I  think,  said  that  he  would  be 
one  of  the  greatest  benefactors  the  House 
had  ever  known  who  would  devise  a 
means  of  saving  the  House  some  of  the 
labour  it  at  present  has  to  undertake. 
I  am  afraid  I  cannot  claim  to  be  such  a 
benefactor,  because  my  first  attempt  in 
that  direction  appears  not  to  have  met 
with  the  general  assent  of  the  House. 
But  the  object  was  to  save  the  House 
horn,  unnecessary  labour  if  we  could  do 
so  in  accordance  with  precedent,  and 
without  doing  injury  to  any  private  in- 
terest. We  felt  it  to  be  a  necessary  con- 
dition to  our  bringing  in  the  Bill  as  a 
private  measure,  that  no  private  interest 
should  be  in  any  way  injured.  Well,  I 
want  to  know  what  private  interest  is 
injured  by  this  being  .brought  in  as  a 
private  and  not  as  a  public  measure? 
One  advantage  the  opponents  of  the 
measure  have  derived  from  the  manner 
in  which  it  has  been  dealt  with  has  been 
that  it  was  deposited  on  the  21st  De- 
cember, and  has  consequently  been  before 
them  since  that  time ;  whereas,  if  it  had 
been  brought  in  as  a  Public  Bill  by  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  the  provisions 
would  not  have  been  known  until  the 
measure  had  been  introduced  and  laid 
upon  the  Table.  As  contrasted  with  the 
proceedings  in  connection  with  a  Public 
Bill,  the  private  interests  concerned 
would  have  their  com^lai:^^  *ls5^  Ns^s^ 
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yestigated  before  a  Select  Committee 
upstairs,  if  the  measure  were  proceeded 
witli  as  a  Private  Bill,  and  would  have 
the  advantage  of  being  heard  before 
that  Committee  by  counsel.  We  knew 
that  the  watermen  were  poor  persons, 
and  would  not  be  able  to  employ  counsel; 
therefore  we  agreed — as  we  wished  every- 
thing they  had  to  say  on  their  case  to  be 
duly  considered — to  move  an  Instruction 
to  the  Committee  to  hear  them  by  counsel, 
or  personally,  if  they  preferred  it.  As 
far  as  our  intention  is  concerned,  there- 
fore, we  have  shown  ourselves  anxious 
that  no  injury  should  be  done  to  any 
private  interest,  and  that  all  should  be 
represented.  The  second  point  was  this 
—we  had  to  see  that  there  was  sufficient 
precedent  for  the  course  we  had  taken. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Bitchie)  g^ves  up 
this  part  of  the  case.  He  admits  that 
we  are  within  our  rights  in  this  matter ; 
but  if  we  had  not  been  right,  and  if  the 
Bill  had  not  been  technically  in  accord- 
ance with  forms  and  precedents, 'it  would 
have  been  stopped  by  the  Examiner  on 
Standing  Orders,  or  by  you,  Mr,  Speaker. 
But,  then,  it  is  said  that,  as  a  matter  of 
principle  outside  the  Standing  Orders, 
it  ought  not  to  have  been  brought  in 
as  a  Public  Bill.  There  have  been  six 
Bills  introduced  dealing  with  the  Thames, 
four  of  which  have  been  private  and  two 
hybrid.  The  former  contained  provisions 
similar  to  those  in  this  BiU ;  and  as  to 
the  latter,  they  contained  provisions 
altogether  extra  to  those  of  the  present 
measure  which  justified  their  being  put 
in  a  separate  category.  There  is  one 
provision  in  this  Bill  which  has  not  been 
put  in  previous  Privates  Bill — namely, 
that  referring  to  the  abolition  of  com- 
pulsory pilotage  ;  but,  though  I  cannot 
nnd  an  exact  precedent,  I  find  that  in  the 
case  of  the  Miersey,  the  Tyne,  and  other 
rivers  of  the  country,  Private  Bills  have 
been  passed  dealing  with  the  same  sub- 
ject in  the  same  way — that  is  to  say,  by 
abolishing  compulsory  pilotage.  There- 
fore, we  had  a  right  to  think  that  we 
had  sufficient  precedent  in  our  favour  to 
justify  us  in  proceeding  by  Private  BiD, 
if,  by  so  doing,  we  could  save  the  time 
of  the  House  and  promote  the  course  of 
Public  Business.  What  has  the  debate 
of  this  evening  taught  us?  It  has 
taught  us,  in  the  first  place,  that  there 
Ib  a  pretty  general  assent  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  as  to  the  necessity  for  some 
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such  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  has  given  us  a  promise 
that  if  this  Bill  is  brought  forward  as  a 
public  measure,  he  will  not  oppose  it  on 
the  second  reading — he  has  said  that  his 
objection  is  not  to  the  merits  of  the  Bill, 
but  to  the  way  in  which  it  has  been  in- 
troduced. 

Me.  EITCHIE  :  I  do  not  wish  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  misunderstand 
me  on  this  point.  What  I  said  was,  that 
if  the  Gt)vemment  would  'bring  it  in  as 
a  public  measure,  I  would  not  put  down 
any  Notice  of  opposition  to  block  it. 

Mb.  CHAMBEELAIN:  That  is  a 
very  small  promise  indeed.  I  under- 
stood that  the  hon.  Member  did  not  pro- 
pose to  offer  any  objection  to  the  Bill  on 
its  merits.  [**  No,  no ! "]  I  thought  that 
there  was  a  general  f  eehng  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  in  favour  of  the  merits 
of  the  Bill,  the  only  exception  to  that 
general  feeling  being  conveyed  in  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Alder- 
man Lawrence),  who  thought  it  his 
duty  to  defend  the  Waterman's  Com- 
pany— which,  it  appears,  has  the  honour 
to  be  one  of  the  City  Guilds,  though  it 
seems  to  possess  extravagant  privileges 
which  no  other  Guild,  at  the  present 
time,  possesses.  I  am  not  surprised  at  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London  de- 
fending the  Waterman's  Company,  be- 
cause he  has  a  natural  tenderness  for 
obstruction.  He  is  a  member  of  the 
Corporation  of  the  City  of  London, 
and  we  have  recently  had  evidence  of 
their  tendency  in  the  matter  of  the 
Griffin.  They  have  insisted  on  placing 
an  obstruction  on  land,  and  it  is  n<^ 
surprising  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
defend  interests  which  place  obstruction 
in  the  way  of  a  measure  dealing  with 
water.  After  hearing  the  debate  1  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that,  considering 
there  is  a  general  feeling  in  favour  of 
legislation  on  this  subject,  whilst  there 
is  an  equally  genersJ  feeling  against 
that  legislation  taking  the  form  of  a 
Private  Bill,  it  would,  probably,  facili- 
tate rather  than  hinder  the  progrees  of 
the  Bill  if  we  were  to  accept  the  sug^ges- 
tion  made  to  us  and  were  to  ask  the 
leave  of  the  House  to  withdraw  the  mea- 
sure in  order  to  introduce  it  again  as  a 
Public  Bill.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Board  of  Trade  explained  to 
the  House  why  he  had  not  been  able  to 
adopt  this  course  at  an  earlier  stage.  He 
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stated  that  he  had  been  informed  by  the 
authorities  he  had  consulted  that  it  would 
be  impossible.  I  do  not  know  if  it  was 
80  understood ;  but  my  hon.  Friend  did 
not  wish  to  be  taken  as  referring  to  the 
authorities  of  the  House,  but  only  to 
experienced  gentlemen  outside  whom  he 
had  consulted  in  reference  to  this  matter. 
But  I  have  since  had  the  advantage  of 
consulting  a  much  greater  authority — 
namely,  Mr.  Speaker — and  I  find  that 
those  who  advised  my  hon.  Friend  were 
mistaken,  and  that  it  is  practicable  to 
withdraw  the  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
introducing it  in  the  form  of  a  public 
measure.  Under  the  circumstances,  the 
chief  objection  we  had  to  the  course 
having  been  removed,  with  the  permis- 
sion of  the  House,  I  would  withdraw  the 
Bill. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NOBTHCOTE :  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
come  to  a  very  wise  conclusion,  and  one 
which  will  certainly  facilitate  progress, 
and  assist  the  House  in  dealing  with 
the  question.  I  do  not  at  all  mean  to 
say  that  it  might  not  be  worth  while 
considering  whether  better  methods 
might  not  be  adopted  for  shortening 
the  procedure  and  saving  the  time  of 
the  House  in  the  discussion  of  many 
classes  of  Bills ;  but  I  do  say  this,  that 
the  House  expects  to  be  consulted  on 
such  matters,  that  any  change  that  is  to 
be  made  should  be  made  with  the  full 
concurrence  of  the  House,  and  that  it  is 
a  mistake  to  attempt  to  deal  with  a 

Question  of  this  sort  in  a  Private  Bill, 
hope  the  House  will  assent  to  the  Motion 
of  tne  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  that 
the  Bill  will  be  withdrawn  in  order  that 
the  subject  may  be  considered,  as  it  de- 
serves to  be  considered,  as  one  of  a 
public  character.  It  is  to  be  under- 
stood that  no  opinion  has  been  ex- 
pressed, one  way  or  the  other,  on  the 
merits  of  the  Bill.  It  must  not  be  as- 
sumed with  regard  to  a  great  many  of 
us  who  have  objected  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  Bill  has  been  introduced,  that 
we  assent  to  the  principle  of  the  measure. 
There  is  one  remark  I  should  like  to 
make  as  to  the  closing  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  must  say  I 
was  surprised  when  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  told  us,  in  an  authorita- 
tive way,  that  it  woidd  be  impossible 
to  take  the  course  suggested,  ana  change 
the  Bill  from  a  private  to  a  public  mea- 
sure.     Certainly,  the  inference  drawn 


by  myself  and  others  who  sit  near  me 
when  that  statement  was  made  was, 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  consulted 
yourself,  Sir,  and  the  other  Authorities 
of  the  House — that  it  was  in  consequence 
of  such  consultation,  that  he  told  us  that 
it  was  impossible  to  take  the  course 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets.  It  now  appears  that 
it  was  not  the  intention  of  the  hon. 
Member  to  convey  that  meaning ;  but 
that  he  only  wished  to  g^ve  us  to  under- 
stand that  he  had  consulted  persons 
familiar  with  the  drawing  and  procedure 
of  Bills  outside  the  House,  and  not 
the  high  Authorities  of  the  House  itself. 
That  explains  the  difference  between 
the  statements  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  I 
must  say  it  is  to  be  regretted  that  any- 
one speaking  from  the  Treasury  Bench 
should  make  such  a  statement  as  that, 
which,  although,  perhaps,  not  inten- 
tionally, certainly  misled  a  good  num- 
ber of  Members.  I  trust  the  matter 
will  now  close. 

Mb.  NORWOOD  congratulated  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  on  the  decision  he 
had  arrived  at,  because  he  considered 
it  objectionable  that  the  matters  con- 
tained in  the  Bill  should  be  dealt  with 
in  a  private  measure.  He  (Mr.  Norwood) 
wished  to  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  eliminate  from  the  Bill  all 
reference  to  the  question  of  pilotage, 
with  a  view  of  bringing  in  a  Bill  next 
Session  dealing,  not  merely  with  the 
river  above  Gravesend,  but  with  the 
seaward  approaches  to  the  Thames.  He 
had  been  a  Member  of  the  Committee 
which,  in  1870,  went  very  fully  into  this 
question  and  made  a  Report,  from  which 
he  would  give  an  extract.  The  Report 
said — 

«  A  considerable  amount  of  evidence  has  been 
tendered  to  the  Committee  showing  that  the 
pilotage  that  exists  on  the  Thames  is  in  a  very 
unsatisfactory  state,  and  that  it  is  expedient  to 
create  a  distinct  pilotage  authority  for  the  Port 
of  London,  representing  its  trade  and  commerce, 
and  your  Committee  concur  in  the  suggestion  for 
such  a  change.'^ 

At  present  they  were  in  the  hands  of  a 
private,  self-elected  body,  in  regard  to 
the  Thames,  although  every  other  river 
of  importance  in  the  country  had  its 
own  special  pilotage  authority.  He 
would  strongly  recommend  the  Presi- 
dent of   the  Board  ol  "^^Aa  \«i  ^'^s^ 
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with  the  whole  question  of  the  pilot- 
age of  the  Eiver  Thames  in  a  separat* 
BiU. 

Mr.  ItlTOHIE  said,  that,  after  the 
Tery  satisfactory  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  he  would  ask  the  leave 
of  the  House  to  withdraw  the  Motion  he 
had  placed  on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  JENKINS  regretted  that  the  Bill 
was  to  be  withdrawn,  beliering  that  if 
it  had  been  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee upstairs,  much  valuable  time 
might  have  been  saved.  There  was 
much  to  be  complained  of  in  regard  to 
the  navigation  of  the  Thames,  especi- 
ally in  BO  far  as  the  safety  of  small  craft 
was  concerned.  He  trusted  that  the 
new  Bill  would  be  brought  forward 
without  delay, 

SiK  HENEY  TYLER  had  a  word  to 
say  with  reference  to  what  had  fallen 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Hull  (Mr. 
Norwood)  as  to  pilotage  on  the  Thames. 
Hia  constituency  felt  strongly  on  this 
matter,  for  they  insured  a  large  number 
of  small  vessels,  and  these  craft  met 
with  a  great  many  disasters  on  the 
Thames.  The  people  on  whose  behalf 
he  was  speaking  felt  the  matter  all  the 
more,  inasmuch  as  when  they  proceeded 
against  the  owners  of  the  vessels  that 
did  the  damage,  they  were  told  that 
they  could  only  recover  from  the  pilots. 
From  the  pilots  they  found  it  impossible 
to  recover  anything.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  would  bring  in 
his  BiU  without  delay. 


Me.  CHAMBERLAIN:  I  beg  to 
give  Notice  that,  on  Thursday,  I  will 
more  for  leave  to  introduce  another 
Bill  on  this  subject. 

QUS8TI0NS. 

CONTROTERTED  ELECTIONS— 
KNABESBOROUOH-IiEPOHT  OF  THE 
HOYAL  COIIMSISIONERS. 
Mb.  JACKSON  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  hie  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  following  para- 
graphs in  the  B^>ort  of  the  Roj^u  Com- 
^an oners    appointed    to    inquire    into 


Wo  find  that  Corrupt  Practical  did  not 
extensiTely  prerail  at  the  Elaction  of  1B74  : 
"  Wo  find  tliat   Corrupt  Practioe*   did  not 
teoaivel;  prevail  at  the  Election  of  1 SSO  : 
"  We  cannot  close  our  Report,  having  roMid 
tho  concluBionB  we  have  arrived  at,  wittont 
ezproasinff  our  regret  that  the  eipenM  o(  this 
inquiry  should,  under  Statute  31  and  32  Vict, 
cap.  126,  aec.  tfi,  fall  upon  the  ratepayon  of 
Knaresbro' ;  " 

and,  whether,  havine  regard  to  the 
unanimous  finding  of  tae  Commission  en, 
he  will  recommend  that  the  cost  of  the 
Commission  be  defrayed  by  money  to  be 
provided  by  Parliament? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Before  the  Ques- 
tion was  put  on  the  Fa^er  by  the  hon. 
Member,  I  had  this  subject  introduced 
to  me  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  .fohn  Bamsden)  veiy  much 
in  the  sense  of  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman — that  is  to  say,  indirectly 
conveying  the  regret  that  the  inhabi- 
tants should  be  subjected  to  the  burden 
which  falls  upon  them.  The  hon.  Mem- 
her  wishes  to  know  whether  I  will  re- 
commend that  the  cost  of  the  Knares- 
borough  Commission  be  defrayed  by 
money  to  be  provided  by  Parliament? 
Well,  this  is  not  a  question  of  mere  ad- 
ministration, but  is  one  which  has  to  be 
determined  by  the  law,  and  the  cost  of 
the  Commission  must,  according  to  the 
law,  be  paid  by  the  place  concerned. 
There  has  been  possibly — I  do  not  give 
an  opinion — some  miscarries  or  Bome 
error  on  the  part  of  the  Election  Judges. 
At  any  rate,  the  circumstancea  before 
them  led  them  to  a  conclusion  which  is 
not  bome  out  bv  the  facts.  The  case 
of  Enaresborough  appears  to  me  to  be 
analogous  to  that  of  suitors  in  Courts  of 
Justice,  who  are  brought  there  and  sub- 
jected to  chains  and,  perhaps,  annoy- 
ance ;  but  who,  at  the  same  time,  are 
ultimately  found  to  have  committed  no 
offence.  Those  are  cases  which  we  all 
veiy  greatly  regret ;  but  it  is  not  t»S3 
to  diwover  a  remedy  for  them. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH— VACCINATION— 
COW-POX. 

Mb.  p.  A.  TAYLOR  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  there  is  no 
well-ascertained  case  of  spontaneoui 
cow-pox  on  reoord ;  whether  it  ia  a  &ot 
that  tho  common  practice  for  many  year* 
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has  been  to  inoculate  the  calf  with  the 
virus  of  human  small-pox,  thus  causing, 
in  the  words  of  Sir  Thomas  Watson,  ''  a 
vast  amount  of  mitigated  small-pox ; " 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  within  the  last 
few  years  the  mortality  from  small-pox 
at  the  Hague  and  other  cities  in  Holland 
and  Belgium  (whence  he  proposes  to 
obtain  fresh  lymph)  has  been  enormously 
large;  and,  whether  he  will  bring  in 
a  BiU  to  abolish  Compulsory  Vaccina- 
tion ? 

Mb.  HIBBERT  (for  Mr.  Dodson)  :  I 
do  not  know  what  my  hon.  Friend  would 
consider  a  well-ascertained  case  of  spon- 
taneous cow-pox ;  but  cases  of  outbreaks 
of  this  disease  among  cows  are  specifi- 
cally mentioned  in  the  treatises  on  this 
subject,  as  well  as  in  the  Evidence 
before  the  Select  Committee  in  1871.  I 
am  informed  that  it  is  not  a  fact  that 
the  common  practice  for  many  years  has 
been  to  inoculate  the  calf  with  the  virus 
of  human  small-pox.  I  have  no  statistics 
as  to  the  mortally  from  small-pox  in 
Belgium ;  but  in  Holland  the  mortality 
in  the  epidemic  of  1870-72  was  very 
large  indeed.  There  is  nothing  to  show 
what  proportion  of  the  cases  were  vacci- 
nated; and  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  neither  in  Belgium  nor  in  Holland 
is  vaccination  compulsory.  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Qovemment  Board  has 
no  intention  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  abolish 
compulsory  vaccination. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  —  PRI- 
SONERS IN  KILMAINHAM  GAOL. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'OAETHY  (for  Mr. 
Sexton)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther the  Irish  General  Prisons  Board 
have,  under  the  authority  conferred 
upon  them  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant's 
regulations,  specially  exempted  any  per- 
son now  confined  in  Kilmainham  Prison 
from  the  operation  of  that  article  of 
daily  routine  which  requires  all  persons 
under  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  warrant  to 
go  to  bed  at  half-past  eight  in  the  even- 
ing; whether,  under  the  rule  authorising 
the  General  Prisons  Board  to 

"  Permit  the  Governor  to  modify  the  routine 
in  regard  to  any  prisoner,  bo  far  as  to  dispense 
with  any  practice  which,  in  the  opinion  ox  the 
Oovemor,  is  dearly  unnecessary  in  regard  to 
that  particular  prisoner,'* 

such   penniasion  has  been  given  and 


exercised  in  the  case  of  any  prisoner 
with  reference  to  the  time  of  going  to 
bed;  and,  whether,  as  to  remain  in 
darkness  from  such  an  early  hour  as 
half-past  eight  in  the  evening  enhances 
the  penalty  of  imprisonment,  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  will  direct  that  any  prisoner 
who  may  desire  shall  be  allowed  to  have 
light  in  his  cell,  and  to  read  or  write 
until,  say,  eleven  or  twelve  o'clock  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  There  is  no 
regulation  specially  exempting  prisoners 
from  the  operation  of  the  rule  which 
requires  them  to  go  to  bed  at  half-past  8 ; 
nor  has  the  Prisons  Board  ffiven  any 
permission  to  the  Governor  of  the  gaol 
to  alter  the  hours.  Any  prisoner  who 
wishes  to  have  the  regidation  modified 
in  his  favour  can  apply  to  tbe  Prisons 
Board,  and  the  application  will  be  duly 
considered.  But,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
no  such  application  has  been  made  by 
any  person  arrested  under  the  Lora 
Lieutenant's  warrant. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND),  MOHILL,  CO. 

LEITRIM. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  (for  Mr.  Finigan)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  many  evictions 
for  non-payment  of  rent  recently  carried 
out  and  in  course  of  being  carried  out 
in  the  Mohill  Union,  in  Sie  county  of 
Leitrim ;  and,  whether  he  will  cause  an 
inquiry  respecting  these  evictions  to  be 
instituted,  with  a  view  of  ascertaining 
the  amount  of  rent  as  compared  with  the 
Poor  Law  valuation  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  understand 
there  have  been  12  evictions  carried  out 
in  this  district  since  the  1st  of  February, 
all  for  non-payment  of  rent.  In  every 
case  the  evicted  tenants  have  been  re- 
admitted as  caretakers.  I  have  no  in- 
formation as  to  the  number  of  evictions 
pending.  As  regards  an  inquiry  respect- 
ing the  amount  of  rent,  as  compared 
with  Poor  Law  valuation,  that  is  a  mat- 
ter over  which  I  have  no  jurisdiction. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  is  making  himself 
acquainted  with  the  evictions  now  pro- 
ceeding in  Ireland,  and  with  the  drcum- 
stances  attending  each? 


ISl        Eitteatim  ZhpoHmmtt  (OOU 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  ;  I  am  glad  to 
be  able  to  state  that  I  am  watohmg  the 
OTictiona  with  great  care. 

Mb.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR:  Having  heard 
that,  I  beg  to  give  Notice  I  ehali  ask 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  following 
Questions  on  Thursdajr: — Whether  he 
is  aware  that  during  the  service  of  some 
processes  oa  TueBday,  22nd  iustaut,  on 
the  property  of  Lord  Oranmore  and 
Browne,  near  Claremorris,  a  man  named 
O'firady,  who  was  serving  the  processes, 
came  to  the  house  of  a  man  named  Fat 
Mullen,  and  when  he  arrived  at  Fat 
Mullen's  house  he  found  the  man  dead, 
and  laid  out  in  the  usual  waj  on  the 
table,  and  whether,  upon  seeing  this,  he 
placed  the  process  on  the  dead  body  of 
Patrick  Mullen  ?  I  will  also  ask  him, 
on  the  same  day.  Whether,  during  the 
service  of  ejectmento  on  the  Grattan- 
Bellew  property,  at  Mount  Bellew,  an 
old  man,  who  was  ao  alarmed  by  the 
presence  of  the  police  and  the  service  of 
the  processes,  died  suddenly  on  the  occa- 
sion? 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTEE:  The  hon. 
Member  knows  that  I  could  not  get  the 
information  before  Friday,  and  perhaps 
he  will  put  the  Questions  on  Monday. 

Me.  T.  F.  O'CONNOR:  I  have  no 
objection  to  put  them  on  Monday,  and  I 
may  put  a  few  more  on  the  Paper  to- 
night with  regard  to  evictions  in  other 
parta  of  the  country. 


Me.  BIGGAR  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tarv  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  could  state  the  proportion  which 
the  rent  bore  to  the  Government  valuation 
in  cases  where  tenants  had  been  evicted  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTER :  I  have  no 
official  means  of  ascertaining  it. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND- 
LAND  LEAGUE  MEETINGS  — GOVERN. 
MENT  REPOKTERS. 
Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (for  Mr. 
Hbaly)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  powers  of  arrest 
and  imprisonment  for  eighteen  months 
given  under  the  Protection  of  Person 
and  Property  (Ireland)  Act,  the  Gtovem- 
ment  will  cease  sending  policemen  to 
meetings  to  take  longhand  notes  of  a 
speaker's  words,  in  view  of  the  liability 
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to  error  of  untrained  men  in  accurately 
recording  what  has  been  said,  and  of 
the  painful  consequences  which  may 
arise  to  speakers  owing  to  the  longhand 
note-takers'  errors  or  incompetonoy  ? 

Me.  W.   E.   FORSTEE  :    The  only 

iBwer  I  have  to  give  is  that  the  Qc- 
vemment  have  no  intention  of  altering 
the  present  arrangements,  under  whion 
they  are  kept  informed  of  the  proceed- 
ings at  public  meetingB  of  the  Land 
League. 

Ma.  T.  P.  O'CONNOE  (for  Mr. 
Healy)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  it 
is  usual  for  the  Government  to  send 
note-takers  to  public  meetings  in  Eng- 
land ;  and,  if  not,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment will  consider  the  advisabili^  of 
introducing  the  practice  of  the  bish 
Executive,  in  the  case  of  public  mcctiDgs 
in  Ireland  ? 

8iE  WILLIAM  HAECOUET:  If  h 
were  necessary,  in  the  interests  of  law 
and  order,  to  send  note-t&kera  to  public 
meetings  in  England,  it  would  be  done, 
as  it  is  in  the  case  of  Ireland. 


Me.  LYULPH  STANLEY  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  Whether, 
since,  In  the  opinion  of  the  Education 
Department,  eighty  cubical  feet  and 
eight  square  feet  of  area  are  admittedly 
insufficient  school  accommodation  for 
each  child  in  average  attendance,  their 
Lordships  will  make  provision  in  the 
new  Code  that  the  measurement  of  de- 
nominational schools,  as  well  as  of 
board  schools,  shall  be  such  as  will  se* 
cure  to  the  school  children  in  both  cases 
alike  a  sufficient  amount  of  space  for 
their  health,  and  for  their  e"  '        * 


Mb.  MTTNDELLA:  It  is  the  o 
aim  of  the  Education  Department  to 
secure  ntare  than  the  minimum  space 
laid  down  in  the  Code,  which  is  co^ 
rectly  statod  in  the  Question  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  If  my  hon.  Friend  will  com- 
pare the  average  attendance  throughout 
England  and  Wales  with  the  accommo- 
dation calculated  at  eight  square  feet, 
he  will  find  that  the  a4X)ommodation  ii 
generaJlv  in  excess  even  of  10  •quam 
feet.  We  are  not  prepared  at  once  to 
insist  upon  the  enlamment  of  the  mini- 
mum.    Wo  hope,  however,  gtaduaQf 
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to  bring  about  a  g^eoeral  inoreaHed  ave- 
rage both  of  attendance  and  of  aooom- 
modation. 

INLAND  REVENTTE— BEER  LICENCES 
(IRELAND). 

Mb.  BIOaAB  aaked  Mr.  ChanoeUor 
of  the  Exchequer,  If  it  is  the  fiust  that 
the  Gommissionere  of  Inland  Bevenue 
require  boor  retailers  in  Ireland,  who 
merely  deaire  to  eell  beer  by  retail  for 
Gonaumption  off  the  premises,  to  take 
out  a  beer  dealer's  licence  at  an  addi- 
tional Duty  of  £3  6(.  X^d.;  and,  if  so, 
is  he  aware  that  the  same  requirement 
is  not  enforced  upon  similar  traders 
iu  England,  although  the  Statute  em- 
powenng  the  issue  of  such  licences 
appliea  to  England  aa  well  as  to  Iro' 
land ;  if  he  would  inform  the  House  if 
the  charge  for  such  retail  beer  licences 
for  England  is  now  £1  5i.,  and  for  Ire- 
land £4  11«.  \ld. ;  and,  if  so,  is  it  his 
intention  to  rectify  this  anomaly  in  any 
way;  and,  has  it  been  brought  under 
his  consideration  that  by  the  Inland 
Bevenue  Commissioners'  order  of  this 
present  month,  traders  proposing  to  be- 
come beer  and  vine  retailers  in  Ireland 
for  consumption  off  the  premisea  at  the 
rate  of  Licence  Duty  imposed  by  the 
Inland  Bevenue  Act  of  laat  Sesaion,  are 
also  required  to  pay  a  beer  dealer'a 
licence,  thereby  more  than  doubling 
the  Licence  Duty ;  and  whether  a  simi- 
lar order  is  in  force  for  England? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  In  answer  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
say  that  it  ia  quite  true,  aa  stated  in  the 
Question,  that  there  is  a  distinction  in 
the  amount  paid  by  beer  dealers  for  a 
licence  in  Ireland  and  that  paid  by  beer 
dealers  in  England ;  but  the  distinctioa 
had  not  grown  out  of  the  recent  legisla- 
lation,  and  has  no  connection  whatever, 
as  the  hon.  Member  is  well  aware,  with 
the  Act  of  last  Session.  It  is  the  fact 
that  some  of  the  Acta  that  are  passed 
for  England  do  not  apply  to  I^and, 
and  that  Juatioes  in  Ireland  have  not 
the  same  powers  as  regards  licences  for 
sale  off  the  premises  as  Juatioes  in  Eng- 
land have.  The  Act  of  last  year  makes 
no  change  in  the  qualification  on  the 
subject.  If  it  were  deemed  desirable  to 
re- open  the  question  of  magisterial 
licences,  there  would  be  no  objection 
taken  hy  the  Irish  Bevenue  Department 
to  allowing  magistrates  in  Ireland  the 
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same  power  as  regards  beer  licences, 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  meeting 
all  the  inequalities  which  the  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  complained  of.  It  would  be 
better,  however,  to  put  the  Question  to 
the  head  of  the  Irish  Qovemment,  and 
on  the  part  of  the  Bevenue  DeparUnent 
there  will  be  no  objection. 

HALL-MARKING— REPORT   OF  THE 
SELECT  COMMITTEE,  1879. 

Mb.  C.  M'LABEN  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  he 
has  considered  the  Beport  of  the  Select 
Committee  on  Hall-marking,  1879,  and 
Mr.  Hankey's  Draft  Report,  which  was 
supported    by  three  Membere   of   the 

Sreaent  Oovemment ;  and,  whether  the 
'ovemment  will  deal  with  the  question 
of  Hall-marking  in  the  present  Session 
of  Parliament  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN:  The  whole 
subject  has  been  carefully  considered  by 
the  Board  of  Trade,  and  a  Bill  is  being 
drafted ;  but,  considering  the  present 
block  of  Public  Business,  there  ia  little 
hope  of  its  introduction  this  Session. 

THE  LORD  CHAMBERLAIN'S  DEPART- 
MENT— FIRES  IN  THEATRES. 

Me.  MACFABLANE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  he  can  state  that  the  safety  of 
the  public  is  secured  in  theatres  and 
other  places  of  public  entertainment  in 
case  of  fire  ;  and,  if  not,  if  he  oan  give 
any  assurance  Uiat  he  will  give  the 
question  his  immediate  attention  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUBT:  I 
have  communicated  with  the  Lord  Cham- 
berlain on  this  subject,  and  he  wiehes  it 
to  be  atated  that,  aa  far  as  the  theatres 
licenced  by  him  are  concerned,  he  hse 
caused  the  recommendations  of  the  Se- 
lect Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons which  considered  the  subject  in 
1877  to  be  embodied,  as  far  aa  possible, 
in  the  Regulations  issued  by  nim  for 
the  guidance  of  managers.  The  theatres 
are  inspected  from  time  to  time,  and 
managers  held  by  their  licences  per- 
sonally responsible  for  the  safety  of  the 
pubUc.  With  regard  to  new  theatres, 
the  responaibility  of  framing  new  Begu- 
latione  for  adequate  security  from  fires 
is  imposed,  by  the  Metropolitan  Build- 
ings Act  of  1878,  on  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  whose  printed  Begu- 
lationa  on  the  subject  are,  I  presume, 
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open  to  the  iiispection  of  the  toji-  Mem-  g^^^  aFRICA-THE  TRANSVAAL  (NE- 

£    L'^^g^utnf  ZmbTfor  ^Trut  ^XIATIONS)-HELiaiOTT8  TOLB^- 

(Sir  James  M'Garel  Hogg),  and  he  has  __     '  r^.^r^^^^^^^       ,    ,     ,      ^. 

assured  me  that  in  aU  new  theatres  very  ^  ^/-   O'DONNELL  asked  the  First 

stringent  measures  are  taken  for  the  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  complete  reh- 

prevention  of  fire  and  for  the  escape  of  gj^^s  toleration,  as  m  other  parts  of  the 

persons  in  the  event  of  fire.  ^P'^®»  ^^}^  ^?  b^ut^  under  the  terms 

Mb.  MACFAELANE    asked,   What  ^^  P^^^^t^^^^^JI^  *^t.?*?^*^  ^    , 

precautions  were  taken  in  the  case  of  ,  Mr.  GRANT  DUFF :  I  may,  perhaps, 

music  halls  ?  *^®  allowed  to  answer  that    Question, 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  am  ^^  *?  ?ay  that  the  intention  of  the 

not   acquainted  with   the   Regulations  Commission  which  is  to  be  appointed 

of  the  Middlesex  Magistrates  in  that  ^^  ^®  ^^^^^  ^  *^s  important  subject. 

matter. 

ARMY  RE-ORGANIZATION— THE  87th 

LAW  AND  POLICE-RIOT  AT  BASING-  „        ^^t^x  ^''^t  ^f^^^^^; 

STOKE  Majob  NOLAN  asked  the  Secretary 

Mb.  M'COAJ^  asked  the  Secreta^r  of  separation  decided  on  between  the  87th 

State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe-  ^nd  88th  Regiments,  it  is  proposed  to 

ther  his  attention  has  been  directed  to  promote  any  more  officers  from  one  of 

the  report  m  the  **  PaU  Mall  Gazette  these  regiments  to  the  other? 

of  March  28th,  of  a  riot  which  took  Mb.   CHILDERS  :    In  reply  to  the 

place  on  Sunday  at  Basingstoke;  and,  ^on.  and  gallant  Gentleman  I  have  to 

whether  he  will  take  any  steps  to  pre-  g^y  that  I  cannot    undertake  at  this 

vent  the  threatened    recurrence  of    a  moment  to  interfere  with  the  promotion 

similar  scene  on  Sunday  next  ?  j^  ^he  87th  and  88th  Regiments ;  but 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :    The  ,i,at  the  question  of  prom^ons  in  Bat- 

circumstances  of  this  scandalous  trans-  talions,  which  will  in  July  be  combined 

action  have  been  drawn  to  my  notice,  j^  territorial  regiments,  differently  from 

and  I  am  awaiting  a  further  report  on  their  combinations  in  Brigades,  is  re- 

the  matter.     Everything  that  I  can  do  ceiving  very  careful  consideration, 
will  be  done  to  prevent  the  recurrence 

of  a  similar,  scene  next  Sunday.  SOUTH    AFRICA  —  THE     TRANSVAAL 

(MILITARY   OPERATIONS)— SURREN- 

MERCANTILE  MARINE— BRISTOL  DER  OF  POTCHEFSTROOM. 

CHANNEL  PILOTS.  SiB  JOHN  HAT :   I  beg  to  ask  the 

Sib  PHILIP  MILES  asked  the  Pre-  Secretary  of  State  for  War  a  Question, 

sident  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  ^^   which    I  have   given    him  private 

any  steps  have  been  taken  to  examine  Notice,  as  follows :— If  he  can  give  the 

into  grievances  of  the  Bristol  Channel  House  any  information  as  to  the  report 

pilots,  as  stated  in  a  Memorial  forwarded  ^^  *^®  surrender  of  Potchefstroom  durinff 

by  them  in  December  1880  to  the  Board  t^®  armistice ;  and  if  the  attack  roDorted 

of  Trade  ?  to  hsYQ  been  made  by  the  Boers  during 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN:    In  their  the  continuance  of  the  armistice  was  not 

Memorial,  the  pilots  complained  of  in-  contrary  to  the  usages  of  civilized  war- 

juries  caused  by  unfair  selection,  and  ^^'®  J  ^^^  whether  the  Boer  leaders  who 

asked  that  the  pilotage  authority  should  1®^  *^®  attack  will  be  exempt  from  the 

be  transferred   to  the   Trinity   House,  amnesty? 

Their  Memorial  was  referred  to  the  ^^-  CHILDERS :  I  have  to  state  that 
pilotage  authorities,  who  replied  that  ^®  ^a^©  received  the  following  telegram 
remedies  already  existed  for  cases  of  ^^^m  Sir  Evelyn  Wood,  dated  noon  yes- 
unfair  selection.    The  change  which  the  terday  : — 

pilots  desire  can  only  be  effected  by  a  *'  March  28.— Fort  Amiol,  12  noon.— Windoe 

Provisional  Order  or  an  Act  of  Parlia-  surrondercd  Potchefstroom  on  the  2l8t,  befoi« 

ment.     No  application  for  a  Provisional  ^y  "^"^®  waggons,  which  left  Mount  Prospect 

Order  has  been  made,  and  we  are  not  l*lll»^  a^i?  I'i^JnTr^'^i^t.'iJ'^^^^^^  "^ 

...         .      '    'A.-\     1      •  1   i.'  lerms:  All  honours  of  war,  retaining  priTsta 

ma  position  to  initiate  legislation  on  weapons  and  property ;  guns  and  rifles  turwn- 

this  subject.  dered,  but  ammunition  for  both  to  be  haad«d  to 

Sir  William  Sarcowrt 
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Brand  for  custody  dnriog  war,  after  which  to 
be  returned  to  ns.  Garrison  not  to  serve  during 
the  hostilities  at  present  existing.  Garrison  now 
marching  vid  Eronstadt  on  Natal." 

Immediately  on  its  receipti  I  conferred 
with  Lord  Kimberley ;  but  we  are  not 
yet  in  posBessibn  of  sufficient  information 
to  guiae  Her  Majesty's  Government  as 
to  the  reply  to  be  sent  to  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood.  I  may  remind  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Baronet  that  a  question  may 
arise  whether  the  news  of  the  prolonga- 
tion of  the  armistice  could  have  reached 
Potchefstroom  before  the  2 1st  instant. 
But  on  this  and  other  points  I  express 
at  present  no  opinion. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  :  I 
wish  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  Stat^  for 
War,  Whether,  in  the  inquiry  he  pro- 
poses to  make  in  order  to  ascertain  whe- 
ther the  news  of  the  prolongation  of  the 
armistice  can  have  reached  Potchef- 
stroom before  the  2l8ty  he  would  take 
into  account  the  fact  that  that  news 
might  have  arrived  quicker  if  sent 
through  the  Orange  Free  State  than  by 
the  longer  route  through  the  Trans- 
vaal? 

Mb.  CHTLDERS  :  I  have  already  been 
consulting  those  who  are  acquainted  with 
the  locality,  with  a  view  of  arriving  at 
some  imderstanding  on  the  specific  point. 
I  cannot  say  more  at  present. 

CONTAGIOUS      DISEASES      (ANIMALS) 
ACTS-FOOT-AND-MOUTH  DISEASE. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  asked. 
If  the  County  of  Salop  had  been  de- 
clared to  be  a  county  free  from  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA,  in  reply,  said,  that 
after  the  3 1st  instant  the  county  of  Salop 
would  be  entirely  free  from  any  restric- 
tions. With  respect  to  the  general  suc- 
cess of  the  Orders  in  Council,  he  was 
glad  to  be  able  to  report  that  last  week 
the  number  of  outbreaks  was  reduced  to 
34.  In  the  first  week  of  the  year  the 
outbreaks  were  278,  and  since  then  they 
had  been  steadily  declining.  In  the 
week  ending  5th  March  the  number 
was  70,  in  the  week  ending  the  12th  it 
was  68,  in  the  week  ending  the  1 9th  it 
was  35,  and  in  the  week  ending  the  26th 
it  was  34. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BAETTLELOT 
asked.  What  other  counties  were  to  be 
exempted  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  hoped  the  Question 
would  be  deferred  until  Thursday.  They 


were  considering  them  county  by  county, 
and,  having  got  through  half  the  counties, 
they  hoped  to  complete  them  by  Thurs- 
day. 

ENTAIL  (SCOTLAND)  BILL, 

Mb.  WAETON  asked  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  to  say  after  what 
hour  the  Entail  (Scotland)  Bill  would  be 
brought  on  ? 

Mb.  BAXTER  replied,  that  no  one 
opposed  the  Bill  except  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport;  and  as 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  not 
very  courteously,  had  declined  to  listen 
to  a  private  explanation  of  the  nature  of 
the  BiU,  and  of  the  reasons  why  noble 
Lords  and  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides 
had  asked  him  to  introduce  the  Bill,  he 
had  merely  to  state  that  he  should  bring 
on  the  measure  whenever  he  could. 

Mb.  WAETON  :  I  must  say.  Sir— 
[**  Order  !  "]  —  in  Parliamentary  lan- 
guage, that  what  has  been  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  correct. 

MO  TI  0N8. 


COINAGE  (DECIMAL  SYSTEM). 

BESOLXTTION. 

Mb.  ASHTON  DILKE  rose  to  move— 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
introduction  of  a  Decimal  System  of  Coinage, 
Weights,  and  Measures  ought  not  to  be  longer 
delayed.'* 

The  hon.  Member  said,  that  in  this 
country  social  questions  were  almost 
always  postponed  to  political  questions, 
as  the  latter  involved  few  private  in- 
terests, but  stimulated  Party  spirit. 
The  Motion  he  was  proposing  was  essen- 
tially not  a  Party  one,  because  it  had 
been  supported  on  many  occasions  by 
Members  both  of  the  Conservative  and 
Liberal  Parties.  He  noticed  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  his  place, 
and  he  believed  the  subject  of  the  Keso- 
lution  would  get  the  same  reception  as 
it  did  in  1 863  from  Lord  Palmerston's 
Government,  when  they  suffered  defeat 
on  this  particular  question.  He  hoped 
that  defeat  would  be  a  good  omen  for 
the  present  Motion.  It  was  quite  intel- 
ligible that  social  questions  should  be 
sacrificed  for  politick  questions ;  but  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  rather  serious 
blot  in  their  representative  institutions 
if  the  principle  w£M9  carried  too   far. 


159 


Co%nag$ 


(OOMMONS^ 


{DeeifMi  SffiUm). 


160 


This  question  was  first  raised  in  the 
House  of  Commons  in  1824 ;  afterwards 
a  Commission  of  Inquiry  was  appointed, 
in  which  Mr.  Spring  Hice,  then  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  afterwards 
Lord  Monteagle,  took  part.  That  showed 
that  the  Government  of  those  days  were 
less  occupied  with  political  matters  than 
they  were  now,  and  more  disposed  to 
devote  themselves  to  the  interests  of  the 
commercial  classes  of  the  country,  who 
had  always  supported  and  petitioned  in 
favour  of  this  measure.  In  1843,  another 
Commission,  composed  of  scientific  men, 
reported  strongly  in  favour  of  this  par- 
ticular scheme.  In  1853,  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  which  confined 
its  inquiries  to  decimal  coinage,  reported 
in  favour  of  that  system.  In  November, 
1854,  a  great  amount  of  evidence,  col- 
lected by  that  Committee,  was  published; 
but  there  was  no  Report.  In  the  years 
1862-3-4  there  was  great  activity  in  re- 
lation to  the  question,  and  Mr.  Ewart's 
Committee  was  appointed  in  1862,  and 
collected  an  immense  mass  of  evidence, 
which  had  been  the  basis  of  all  subse- 
quent investigations.  In  1 863,  Mr.  Ewart 
brought  in  a  Bill  which,  despite  the 
opposition  of  Lord  Palmerston's  Go- 
vernment, was  carried  on  its  second  read- 
ing by  a  large  majority.  That  led  to 
the  Act  of  1864,  which  made  the  metric 
system  permissive  in  the  country.  No 
doubt,  the  argument  against  his  Re- 
solution would  be  that  the  system, 
being  permissive  in  England,  if  it  was 
advantageous  would  have  been  taken 
up.  But  there  was  a  curious  piece  of 
evidence  in  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission on  that  point.  An  over-zealous 
Inspector  of  Weights  and  Measures 
having  summoued  a  tradesman  for 
having  in  his  possession  weights  and 
measures  of  the  metric  system,  the 
tradesman  produced  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  pleaded  that  he  was  per- 
mitted to  use  them.  The  magistrates 
disagreed,  and  the  opinion  of  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown,  to  whom  it  was 
referred,  was  that  though  a  man  might 
lawfully  use  the  weights  and  measures  of 
the  metric  system,  hemight  not  have  them 
in  his  house.  The  House  would,  there- 
fore, see  that  the  permission  was  not  of 
much  use.  In  1871,  a  Bill  to  make  the 
system  compulsory  was  rejected  by  a 
majority  of  5.  No  doubt,  the  reason  of 
the  great  outburst  of  activity  on  the 
subject  in  1861  was  due  to  the  Exhibi- 


tions  which  were  held;  and  after  the 
Paris  Exhibition  of  1855  an  Association 
was  formed  to  encourage  the  decimal 
system  throughout  the  world  generally. 
The  Commission,  which  had  reported  on 
this  subject,  had  reported  practically  in 
favour  of  the  system  he  proposed,  and 
it  was  a  great  comfort  to  its  advocates 
to  think  that  the  coinage  of  this  country 
might  be  easily  changed  into  the  deci- 
mal system  with  so  little  inconvenience. 
The  pound  sterling  would  be  retained 
as  the  unit,  the  florin  would  be  re- 
tained, and  the  farthing,  which  was 
the  960th  of  a  pound,  would  be  the 
1, 000th  instead.  It  would  be  admit- 
ted that  that  was  a  very  slieht  altera- 
MoTt,  Some  said  that  if  this  system 
were  carried  out  it  would  lead  to  the 
abolition  of  the  half-crown  ;  but  he  did 
not  see  that  it  should  do  so.  The  half- 
crown  was  a  handsome  and  useful  coin, 
and  he  was  quite  in  favour  of  its  reten- 
tion. The  sovereign  would  be  1,000 
mils,  the  shilling  50,  the  sixpence  25, 
and  the  half-crown  125.  The  only  altera- 
tion that  would  be  required  would  be 
a  slight  alteration  in  the  stamping  of 
the  coins,  and  that  the  number  of  mils 
should  be  indicated  on  one  side  of  the 
coin.  With  regard  to  the  copper  coinage 
there  would  be  more  difficulty.  What 
he  maintained  was  that,  with  the  reten- 
tion of  the  pound  sterling  as  the  unit, 
the  cost  of  the  change  in  our  copper 
coinage  was  not  such  as  ought  to  deter 
us  from  making  such  a  beneficial  altera- 
tion as  the  introduction  of  a  decimal 
system  of  coinage.  The  alteration  in 
the  case  of  the  penny  would  be  very 
simple.  The  penny  would  become  the 
250th  part  of  a  pound  instead  of  the  240th 
part,  as  at  present.  He  admitted  that 
the  change  might  cause  a  certain  incon- 
venience in  some  of  the  small  transac- 
tions of  life ;  but  it  would  be  noticed 
that,  on  the  whole,  the  balance  would 
not  be  against  the  poorer  classes.  There 
would  be  a  loss  of  4  per  cent;  but  it 
would  fall  rather  on  the  dealer  than  on 
the  consumer.  To  show  that  he  was 
disinterested  in  bringing  the  matter  for- 
ward, he  might  mention  that  in  his  par- 
ticular business  the  alteration  would  be 
a  distinct,  though  not  a  very  larg^,  loss 
to  himself.  He  proposed  to  retain  the 
sovereign  and  the  whole  of  the  silver 
coinage,  and  to  make  only  a  small  altera- 
tion in  the  copper  coinage.  The  only 
new  coin  he  proposed  to  have  WM  (mo 
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of  nickel  of  the  value  of  2^J.,  or  10 
to  a  florin.     He  thought  the  decimal 
coinage  had  now  arrived  at  a  distinct, 
crystallized  stage.   The  whole  of  the  evi- 
dence collected  on  this  subject  was  dis- 
tinctly in  favour  of  one  course,  and  that 
course  he  proposed  to  adopt  if  the  House 
approved  of  his  Motion.    The  proposal 
was  that  a  Bill  should  be  introduced 
dealing  with  the  coinage  next  Session. 
With  regard  to  the  system  of  weights 
and  measures,  there  was  a  great  diver- 
sity of  opinion.  The  more  radical  course 
was  the  proposed  adoption  of  the  metric 
system  pure  and  simple,  as  it  existed 
nearly  over  the  whole  of  Europe.     This 
would  immensely  facilitate  commercial 
transactions  with  every  country  in  Eu- 
rope. There  was  also  the  medium  course, 
which  he  should  be  willing  to  adopt  if 
it  should  be  proved  that  the  bulk  of  the 
commercial  opinion  of  England  was  in 
favour  of  it,    and  which    was    recom- 
mended by  the  Commission  of  1841-2. 
It  proposed  the  retention  of  the  yard, 
but  the  introduction  of  a   measure  of 
1,000  yards  in  place  of  the  present  in- 
convenient mile,  which  was  1,760  yards. 
It  also  proposed  to  do  away  with  the  60 
or  more  measures  of  com  in  use  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  country  at  the  present 
moment,  and  to  introduce  the  cental,  the 
measure  now  in  use  in  Liverpool  and 
other  ports.    It  also  proposed,  instead  of 
5^^  yards  to  a  pole  of  ground,  to  adopt 
the  measure  already  used  by  English 
land  surveyors,  the  chain  being  divided 
into  links.     That  system  was  already  a 
decimal  one,  and  might  be  conveniently 
extended,  and  made  the  only  legal  sys- 
tem.    His  personal  preference  was  de- 
cidedly in  favour  of  the  general  adoption 
of  the  metric  system,  because  it  would 
bring  us  into  community  with  almost  the 
whole  of  the  European  countries.   It  was 
a  curious  fact  that  our  trade  with  coun- 
tries which  used  the  metric  system  in- 
creased so  much  more  rapidly  than  with 
those  which  did  not.     A  great  saving  of 
labour  would  be  effected  by  the  adoption 
of  that  system,  and  the  Decimal  Associa- 
tion had  elicited,  by  means  of  a  Circular 
to  schoolmasters,  the  important  fact  that 
whereas  it  took  an  averaee  of  two  years 
and  ten  months  to  teach  a  child  the 
present  English  system  of  coinage  and 
weights  and  measures,  it  would  only 
take  a  few  days  over  nine  months  to 
teach    the    metric    system.      It  might 
be  said  that  the  common  people  would 
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have  a  difficulty  in  learning  that  sys- 
tem ;  but  it  must  be  remenuiered  that 
education    had    made,    and    was   still 
making,  rapid  advances  in   this  coun- 
try.    That  system  had  been  introduced 
into   almost  every  country  in  Europe, 
and    also    into    the    South    American 
Bepublics,  where  it  could  not  be  said 
that  a  very  high    average  of  educa- 
tion and  general  intelligence  existed. 
He  had  read  a  good  deal  of  commercial 
correspondence  on  the  question,  and  he 
only  lound   one  of  his  correspondents 
unfavourable  to  the  adoption  of  his  pro- 
posal.    In  that  single  instance  the  objec- 
tion was  that  the  decimal  system  was 
already  largely  in  use  in   commercial 
houses,  the  practice  being  to  regard  a 
shilling  as  '05  and  a  penny  as  *004  of  a 
pound.     So  that  the  only  objection  to 
his     plan    was    that    it    wew    already 
large^  in  use  in  an  irregular  manner. 
Mr.   Locke,   the  eminent   English   en- 
gineer, when  he  was  constructing  rail- 
ways in  France,  used  the  decimal  system 
both  in  paying  the  workmen,  and  in 
respect  to  the  finer  and  more  delicate 
parts  of  machinery ;  and  the  testimony 
which  he  bore  on  the  subject  was,  that 
it  took  English  workmen  in  France  only 
from  a  fortnight  to  a  month  to  master 
the  decimal  and  metric  system.     Mr. 
Locke  also  found  the  decimal  system  so 
convenient,  that  when  he  returned  to 
England  and  commenced  making  rail- 
ways here  he  used  that  system  first,  and 
converted  his  calculations  back  into  the 
English  standards  afterwards.  Our  scien- 
tific men  had  not  used  anything  but  the 
metrical  system  for  the  last  40  years; 
and  the  great  accuracy  now  acquired  in 
mechanical  work,  such  as  the  casting  of 
guns  and  the  like,  was  only  to  be  ob- 
tained by  the  use  of  the  decimal  system. 
Sir  William  Armstrong,  B.  Whit  worth, 
and  Sir  Thomas  Fairbaim — almost  the 
greatest  possible  authorities  on  a  subject 
of  that  sort — might  be  cited  in  favour  of 
that  system.     Again,  one  of  the  most 
strenuous  upholders  of  the  decimal  sys- 
tem, either  as  to  value  or  as  to  weights, 
was  the  late  Sir    Kowland   Hill,   the 
author  of  the  penny  post  reform.     The 
actual  saving  of  clerical  labour  which 
would  attend  the  change  would  be  very 
considerable.   He  thought  that  clerks  in 
England  were  badly  paid,  and  he  should 
be  sorry  to  do  anything  which  would 
injure  them.     But  though  the  ^ajro^Mj,^*^ 
labour  effect^^  V5  Kisi^  Ssi^stft^i^rfQ^'^  ^"v 
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macliinory  had  been  very  great,  em- 
ployers had,  nevertheless,  generally 
found  their  labour  bills  much  increased. 
In  fact,  the  moment  they  gave  facili- 
ties for  increased  production,  and  made 
things  simpler  and  clearer,  although 
they  might  cause  some  little  temporary 
sufiPering  and  inconvenience,  yet  they 
inevitably  increased  the  demand  enor- 
mously in  a  very  short  period.  By  the 
adoption  of  the  decimal  system,  calcula- 
tions would  be  rendered  vastly  simpler 
and  easier,  and  the  consequent  saving 
of  time  that  would  thereby  be  effected 
would  not  only  be  one-third  or  one-half, 
as  some  authorities  estimated,  but  far 
larger.  Several  important  bodies  of 
commercial  men,  including  the  Institute 
of  Chartered  Accountants  of  England 
and  Wales,  the  Manchester  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  and  the  Associated  Cham- 
bers of  Commerce  of  the  United  King- 
dom, had  considered  the  question,  and 
had  passed  resolutions  in  favour  of  the 
adoption  of  the  decimal  system ;  even 
Moshesh,  the  son  of  the  famous  Basuto 
Chief  of  that  name,  had,  at  a  meeting  of 
Basutos,  thanked  the  Government  for 
introducing  a  uniform  scale  of  weights 
and  measures  as  the  greatest  boon  they 
could  give  them.  As  far  as  the  diffi- 
culty of  introducing  the  system  into  this 
country  was  concerned,  he  could  only 
say  that  the  difficulty  was  one  which 
had  been  grappled  with  successfully  in 
other  countries.  It  had  been  adopted, 
for  instance,  in  France,  Holland,  and 
Portugal ;  and  the  case  of  Holland  was 
very  similar  to  this  country.  The  Dutch, 
while  adopting  the  system,  had  retained 
Dutch  words  as  the  names  of  the  divi- 
sions in  their  coinage,  which  might  be 
very  well  done  in  this  country.  The 
question  was,  in  his  view,  one  of  great 
importance  to  the  commercial  and  agri- 
cultural classes ;  and  it  was  clear  Uiat 
in  other  countries  in  which  it  had  been 
adopted  the  classes  in  question  had  found 
great  convenience  from  the  use  of  the 
system.  In  fact,  the  evidence  he  had 
adduced  showed  that  this  view  was  held, 
and  that  the  commercial  classes,  at  any 
rate,  wished  the  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion not  to  be  delayed  any  longer  than 
was  absolutely  necessary  by  reason  of 
the  pressure  of  other  Business  more  im- 
portant to  the  nation.  The  longer  it 
was  delayed  the  more  difficult  the  settle- 
ment must  be.  Transactions  were  be- 
coming more  and  more  complicated,  and 

Mr.  Athtan  Dilke 


there  would  be  greater  reluctance  to 
deal  with  the  matter.  There  was  pro- 
bably no  civilized  country  in  the  world 
which  had  such  a  puzsding  system  of 
weights  and  measures  as  we  had  in 
England ;  and,  as  far  as  agricultural 
trades  were  concerned,  our  present  system 
was  simply  a  disgrace.  We  had  made 
improvements  lately ;  but  they  had  not 
yet  resulted  in  anything  very  great,  and 
we  were  not  much  further  advanced  than 
before.  We  had  even  been  further  on 
the  road  than  we  were  now.  When  the 
Education  Code  was  first  introduced  by 
a  Liberal  Government,  the  metric  system 
was  taught  in  our  schools  ;  but  the  first 
thing  the  Conservatives  did  when  they 
came  into  power  was  to  knock  that  on 
the  head.  We  were  as  yet  very  far 
from  being  in  the  position  in  which  we 
ought  to  be  if  we  were  to  keep  our  place 
among  the  nations.  One  great  reason 
for  the  commercial  classes  approving  the 
proposal  was  that  it  was  a  measure  of 
Free  Trade,  and  one  which  would  aflfbrd 
much  greater  facilities  for  commerce  than 
existed  under  the  present  system.  The 
metrical  system  was  in  use  by  more  than 
one-third  of  the  whole  population  in  the 
world  ;  and  a  small  matter  like  this 
might  very  well  turn  a  considerable 
amount  of  commerce  from  our  shores, 
owing  to  the  difficulty  which  foreigners 
had  of  understanding  our  complicated 
and  difficult  system  of  weights  and  mea- 
sures. There  would,  no  doubt,  be  some 
trouble  in  introducing  a  new  system  in 
this  country ;  but  it  would  not  be  any- 
thing like  so  great  as  was  apprehended. 
The  trouble  he  regarded  as  a  mere  bug- 
bear. They  had,  no  doubt,  many  good 
things  which  foreign  nations  had  not. 
They  had  Free  Trade,  and  their  vast 
supply  of  coal,  and,  besides,  they  had 
g^eat  national  energy ;  but  they  had  not 
the  good  thing  of  which  he  spoke,  and 
of  which  foreign  nations  were  possessed. 
He  admitted  that  the  passing  of  an  Act 
establishing  the  metric  system  would  do 
harm  at  first  to  the  Government  who 
introduced  it ;  but  in  the  end  that  Gt)- 
vemment  would  be  strengthened  by  pass- 
ing such  a  measure.  Every  interest  that 
was  disturbed,  and  everyone  who  was 

Eut  to  a  little  trouble,  however  he  might 
e  benefited  in  the  end,  would  gp*umDle 
and  growl ;  but,  even  though  they  might 
displease  a  few  people,  it  would  be  well 
to  risk  a  temporary  unpopularity.  It 
wouldnot  be  theleast  ormeanestaohieve- 
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ment  of  a  Liberal  OoTemment  to  deal 
with  a  question  which  had  been  standing 
over  so  long  against  the  distinctly-ex- 
pressed wish  of  every  commercial  body 
of  importance  in  the  country ;  and  it  was 
to  be  hoped  they  would  give  it  that 
attention  which  its  gravity  and  impor- 
tance demanded. 
Mb.  DILLWYN  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
introduction  of  a  Decimal  System  of  Coinage, 
Weights,  and  Measures  ought  not  to  be  longer 
delayed." — {Mr,  Ashton  Bilke.) 

Mr.  STEVENSON  thought  they  had 
had  a  pleasant  illustration  of  the  state 
of  matters  in  that  House  in  contrast  to 
the  period  of  **  urgency  "  which  had  so 
lately  existed,  for  they  now  appeared  to 
be  at  liberty  to  spend  an  agreeable 
evening  in  discussing  a  proposal  which 
he  ventured  to  submit  was  by  no  means 
an  urgent  one.  One  would  think,  from 
the  term  of  the  Motion,  that  there  was 
a  movement  in  favour  of  change ;  but 
there  was  less  demand  than  formerly 
for  the  introduction  of  the  decimal  coin- 
age system,  and  he  expected  the  move- 
ment would  remain  in  a  state  of  com- 
parative quiescence  for  a  long  time  to 
come.  The  House  had  in  past  times 
humoured  Members  possessing  this 
hobby,  and  on  one  or  two  occasions 
majorities  had  been  voted  in  favour 
of  propositions  by  these  Members,  on 
the  understanding  that  on  the  Bills 
being  read  a  second  time  they  should 
go  no  further.  In  the  year  1853, 
when  the  present  Prime  Minister  was 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  J.  B. 
Smith  asked  him,  as  a  new  copper  coin- 
age was  about  to  be  issued,  whether  he 
would  take  that  opportunity  of  intro- 
ducing the  decimal  system.  Undoubtedly, 
if  that  system  was  ever  to  be  adopted 
that  was  the  proper  time  for  it ;  but  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  replied 
'^  that  he  had  no  intention  of  making  any 
change.  A  fresh  supply  of  coin  was 
necessary  for  this  country  and  the  Colo- 
nies. We  had  to  consider  the  Colonies, 
who  had  adopted  the  same  system  as 
ourselves ;  and  any  interference  with 
it  wad  a  matter  of  great  importance  and 
delicacy" — altering  the  value  of  those 
particular  coins  which  were  the  basis  of 
the  whole  idea  of  value  to  the  mass 
of  the  population — ^'and  so  serious  a 
change  ought  not  to  be  undertaken  on 


abstract  opinions  without  ascertaining 
that  the    ground  under  our  feet   was 
secure.*'    These  words  were  as  true  now 
as  then.     We  had  to  consider  not  only 
learned  men  and   merchants,  but  also 
costermongers  and  their  customers ;  and 
the  latter  had  not  memoralized  the  Go- 
vernment to   say  that  they  were  de- 
frauded and  could  not  spend  their  money 
to  the  best  advantage  with  our  present 
system.    A  consideration  of  what  was 
best  for  the  great  masses  of  the  people 
would  lead  to  the  conclusion  that  we 
had  better  make  no  change.     When  a 
point  was  made  of  the  correspondence 
between  French  coins  and  weights,  it 
should  be  remembered  that  in  the  new 
bronze  coinage,   \d.  weighed  one-third 
of  an  ounce ;  ^d,  one- fifth  of  an  ounce, 
and  \d.  one-tenth  of  an  ounce ;  so  that 
^d.  made  an  ounce  weight,  and  that  the 
\d.  was  an  inch  in  diameter.     In  the 
debate  of  1855,  Sir  William  Brown  ar- 
dently advocated  the  decimal  coinage ; 
but  Mr.  J.  B.  Smith  deprecated  the  in- 
troduction of  the  decimal  system,  lest 
the  unpopularity  of  the  change  should 
interfere  with    the    metric  system,   of 
which  he  was  as  ardent  an  advocate.     To 
establish  a  system  of  decimal  coinage 
would  simply  be  to  introduce  confusion, 
because  it  would    interfere  with   that 
which  was  the  standard  of  value  in  the 
minds  of  the  people.    The  Government, 
however,  consented  to  an  Inquiry  by  a 
Boyal    Commission,   who    reported    in 
1859,  and  who  fully  exhausted  the  sub- 
ject.    The  Commission,  he  might  add, 
knocked  the  system  on  the  head,  and 
Lord  Overstone  had  propounded  a  set 
of  questions  on  the  subject,  which  had 
never  been  answered.     In  a  paragraph 
in  the  Eeport,  too,  it  was  stated  that,  as 
regarded   comparative  convenience  for 
the  reckonings  of  shops  and  markets, 
the  superiority  rested  with  the  present 
system.     The  florin  was  introduced  as 
a  step  to  decimal  coinage,  but  it  had 
never  taken  its  place  as  a  unit  of  value 
in  this  country.     It  was  one  of  the  most 
stupid  coins  that  had  ever  come  from  the 
Mint,  which  had  stopped  the  coining  of 
half-crowns — a  most  useful  coin — many 
years  ago,  but  only  soon  to  coin  them 
again.     But  it  was  argued  that  other 
countries  had  adopted  the  decimal  sys- 
tem.    That,  no  doubt,  was  so  ;  but  they 
had   not  destroyed  their  old  unity  of 
value— the  Spanish  dollar  in  America, 
and  tho  sou  in  France — and  the  metric 
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system  of  weights  and  measures  could 
not  in  France  by  law  be  forced  into  the 
minds  of  the  people.  He  might  refer 
to  a  French  cookery  book,  published  in 
1870,  to  corroborate  that  statement. 
There  he  found  receipts  in  which  all  the 
old  terms  of  weight  and  measurement — 
pounds,  inches,  ounces — were  employed, 
which  showed  that  the  language  of  the 
kitchen  did  not  agree  with  that  of 
the  law,  which  had  introduced  a  new 
language  by  which  all  the  old  ideas 
were  disturbed.  The  greater  simplicity 
of  a  decimal  coinage  for  calcidation 
was  asserted  ;  but  if  they  wished  to 
add  to  2«.  6J.  the  sum  of  1«.  3(f., 
they  saw  at  once  that  the  amount 
was  d«.  9(f. ;  but  expressed  in  decimal 
notation,  it  would  be  this — to  1  florin 
2  cents  and  5  mils  (the  value  of  2«.  6<f.) 
add  6  cents  and  2^  mils  (the  value  of 
l»,  SJ.),  and  you  get  the  sum  of  1  florin 
8  cents  and  1^,  or,  rather,  7*5  mils,  as 
the  equivalent  for  3«.  9d,  The  argument 
of  simplicity  was  in  favour  of  the  old 
notation.  The  penny  and  the  mil  were 
the  unity  for  all  statistics  of  cost  on 
railways,  such  as  the  cost  of  fuel  per 
train  mile;  and  for  this  purpose  decimals 
of  a  penny  were  voluntarily  used.  In  like 
manner  the  inch,  divided  into  100  parts, 
was  used  at  Woolwich.  Parliament  had 
already  done  all  that  was  reasonable  in 
the  way  of  the  metric  system.  They 
had  rendered  the  language  of  it  legal  in 
contracts,  and  the  Weights  and  Mea- 
sures Act  of  1878  had  authorized  the 
use  of  metric  weights  for  scientific  pur- 
poses and  for  manufacture,  but  not  for 
trade.  The  Act  also  authorized  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  sanction  decimal 
multiples  and  divisions  of  existing  stan- 
dards. The  Act  also  decimalized  the 
troy  ounce  for  gold  and  silver  sales,  abo- 
lishing pennyweights  and  troy  pounds. 
This  useful  Act  has  been  copied  in  the 
Oolonies.  They  were  all  familiar  with 
the  score  and  the  dozen ;  but  there  was 
no  similar  word  in  any  language  he 
knew  for  a  group  of  ten;  and  human 
nature  did  not  work  by  decimals.  Eggs, 
oysters,  and  bottles  of  wine  were  all 
sold  by  the  dozen  even  in  France ;  in- 
deed, the  French  wine  trade,  partly,  no 
doubt,  in  deference  to  the  demands  of 
English  and  American  consumers,  had 
reverted  to  making  their  cases  hold  60 
bottles  instead  of  50.  Besides,  our  coin- 
age fitted  in  with  our  existing  system  of 
weights  and  measures,  and  that  was  an 

Mr,  Stevenson 


important  and  practical  consideration. 
It  was  observable,  too,  that  for  all  the 
quotations  of  the  stock  and  share  market 
vulgar  fractions  were  preferred  to  deci- 
mal, on  account  of  the  convenience  of  the 
natural  use  of  halves,  quarters,  eiffhths, 
and  sixteenths.  That,  he  believed,  was 
the  experience  of  the  American  markets, 
in  common  with  our  own,  as  he  proved 
by  extracts  from  a  New  York  price  list. 
Again,  as  long  as  we  had  the  bulk  of 
the  carrjdng  trade  of  the  world,  the  Bri- 
tish ton  and  the  pound  sterling  would 
prevail.  Such  were  the  reasons — all  of 
them  connected  with  business  and  re- 
mote from  theory — which  induced  him 
to  vote  against  the  Motion. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  beHeved  they  were 
all  perfectly  agreed  that  there  was  very 
great  difficulty  in  making  this  change ; 
but  he  thought  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Shields  (Mr.  Stevenson)  had  con- 
siderably exaggerated  those  difficulties. 
For  instance,  when  he    talked    about 
human  nature  working  in  dozens,  he 
must  say  that  was  a  proposition  that 
hardly  commended  itself  to  his  mind. 
He  did  not  find,  for  example,  that  they 
were  given  12  fingers  or  12  toes.    But 
they  had  10  fingers  and  10  toes,  and  that 
might  be  considered  as  a  natural  sug- 
gestion in  favour  of  the  decimal  system. 
But  he  would  not  pursue  that  point. 
Even  taking  the  difficulties,   the  hon. 
Member  was  not  quite  accurate  in  all 
his  particulars  when  speaking  of  shil- 
lings being  used  in  New  York ;  because, 
wherever    they  went  in  America,  the 
dollar  and  the  cent  were  the  current 
mercantile  coins.    Then  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  they  must  look  to  the  Colonies ; 
but  in  Canada,  their  premier  Colony, 
they  had  the  decimal  system  of  coinage. 
The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Dilke)  had  not 
said  a  great  deal  about  money  of  ac- 
count, and  it  appeared  to  him  the  money 
of   account    should  be  decimal  rather 
than  the  coinage.     From  the  Besolu- 
tion  placed  upon  the  Paper  it  was  impos- 
sible to  gather  what  scheme  was  pro- 
posed,  and  it  was  for  that  reason  he 
put  down  his  Amendment  that  it  was  a 
fit  subject  to  go  to  a  Committee.    The 
scheme  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
was  that  a  pound  should  be  the  unit ; 
but  it  appeared  to  him  that  was  much 
too  large  a  unit.    In  France  and  Italy 
the  unit  was  a  franc,  which  was  only  the 
twenty-fifth  part  of  a  pound,  and  it 
would  be  a  mistake  to  make  the  unit  • 
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pound.  In  America  the  unit  was  the 
dollar ;  and  if  they  did  not  adopt  an  in- 
ternational unit,  he  thought  the  natural 
unit  they  should  adopt  would  be  the 
franc,  as  in  Italy  and  France.  If  they 
were,  however,  to  stick  to  their  own 
coinage,  in  his  opinion,  a  florin  ought  to 
be  the  unit,  and  that  would  be  a  unit 
that  it  would  be  easy  to  divide  into 
hundredth  parts.  Then,  he  could  not 
see  the  extreme  difficulty  that  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Stevenson)  saw  in  neces- 
sarily abolishing  the  penny.  They  had 
already  changed  the  actual  value  of  the 
penny,  because  they  knew  there  was  not 
a  pennyworth  of  bronze  in  it ;  and  it  was, 
therefore,  easy  to  change  the  nominal 
to  four  mils  instead  of  five  mils,  and 
then  they  would  not  be  abolishing  the 

Senny  at  all.  He  thought  there  was  no 
oubt,  as  regards  educational  and  mer- 
cantile matters,  that  the  money  of  ac- 
count ought  to  be  decimal.  It  would  be 
an  enormous  saving  both  in  the  cost  and 
trouble  of  teaching  children,  and  in  the 
cost  of  mercantile  transactions,  if  we 
adopted  money  of  account  which  was 
decimal.  But  there  was  a  very  much 
greater  difference  when  they  came  to 
weights  and  measures,  because  there 
was  much  greater  confusion,  and  the 
change  would  certainly  produce  a  very 
considerable  amount  of  confusion  in  the 
country.  He  did  not  think  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Dilke)  had  suggested  any 
mode  that  was  at  all  feasible  by  which 
they  could  take  and  decimalize  their  pre- 
sent weights  and  measures.  They  dared 
not  hope  to  do  it  with  their  present 
weights  and  measui*es ;  and,  consequently, 
there  would  be  nothing  for  it  but  to 
make  a  complete  change  and  adopt  the 
metric  system.  No  doubt,  there  would 
be  a  great  gain  in  adopting  a  system 
that  in  the  course  of  time  would  be  inter- 
national ;  and  if  it  could  be  done  with 
any  moderate  amount  of  present  incon- 
venience to  themselves  they  ought  to  do 
it.  Possibly  by  remitting  it  to  a  Select 
Committee  to  consider,  something  might 
come  out  of  it.  It  was  now  a  long  time 
since  there  was  a  Committee,  none  since 
1862,  when  a  great  deal  of  valuable  in- 
formation was  brought  forward.  The 
world  was  older  now,  and  the  decimal 
system  had  become  more  general.  There- 
fore, it  was  now  time  that  another  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  should  take  evidence 
upon  it ;  and,  with  that  view,  he  should 
move — 


"  That  a  Select  Committee  bo  appointed  to 
inquire  whether  any  basis  can  be  found  for  a 
decimal  system  that  would  not  so  seriously  dis- 
turb existing  conditions  as  to  make  it  practically 
inexpedient  to  change." 

Mb.  booed  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  *'a 
Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  whe- 
ther any  basis  can  be  found  for  a  decimal  system 
that  would  not  so  seriously  ^sturb  existing  con- 
ditions as  to  make  it  practically  inexpedient  to 
change," — {Mr,  Andertottf) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  J.  G.  HUBBABD  said,  that  he 
was  amused  at  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Dilke),  that 
every  Commission  and  Committee  which 
had  been  appointed  had  reported  in 
favour  of  a  decimal  coinage.  He  was 
one  of  a  Boyal  Commission  appointed  in 
1857,  in  which  his  Colleagues  were  Lord 
Monteagle  and  Lord  Overstone,  which 
collected  a  vast  amount  of  evidence  and 
expended  g^eat  labour  in  the  investi- 
gation of  the  subject ;  and  finally,  after 
three  years'  work,  in  1859  issued  a  Be- 
port  which  was  distinctly  adverse  to  the 
introduction  of  a  decimal  system  as  a 
practical  measure.  He  thought  the  edu- 
cational argument  of  the  hon.  Member 
almost  ludicrous,  as  he  was  at  a  loss  to 
see  how  so  simple  a  system  could  afiPord 
any  valuable  instruction  whatever.  Like 
logarithms,  the  decimal  system  was  even 
now  applied  in  computations  where  sci- 
entific accuracy  was  needed  —  It  was 
so  employed  in  Insurance  Offices  and  in 
the  Bank  of  England.  He  did  not 
think  decimal  measurements  would  be 
received  by  the  agricultural  community 
with  much  favour.  Besides,  a  cadas- 
tral survey  of  the  whole  country  was  on 
the  eve  of  completion,  with  the  areas 
given  by  the  acre,  rood,  and  pole ;  and  it 
would  be  a  cruel  thing  for  all  that  enor- 
mous labour  to  be  thrown  away.  Nor  was 
the  system  at  all  applicable  to  division. 
Commodities  were  naturally  divided  by 
the  hand  into  halves,  quarters,  and 
eighths ;  but  division  into  tenths  and 
hundredths  was  virtually  impossible. 
There  was  no  unanimity  whatever  as  to 
details  among  the  authorities  who  re- 
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commended  the  decimal  system ;  and  it 
ought  not  to  be  forgotten  that,  however 
willing  merchants  and  actuaries  might 
be  to  adopt  it,  it  would  be  a  very  diffi- 
cult matter  indeed  to  force  it  upon  the 
costermongers  and  apple- women  of  St. 
Giles's  or  the  New  Cut.  The  poor 
people,  indeed,  who  received  payments 
reckoned,  by  pennies  would  be  suflfering 
by  the  decimalization  of  the  coinage  to 
an  extent  something  like  4  per  cent — a 
loss  which  only  the  most  urgent  reasons 
could  justify  Parliament  m  inflicting 
upon  them.  Moreover,  convenience  was 
not  altogether  on  the  side  of  the  decimal 
system.  There  was  no  doubt  that,  for 
the  purposes  of  division,  our  own  system 
was  infinitely  more  convenient  and  more 
practical.  Different  units  were  adopted 
for  different  articles ;  and  he  thought  it 
would  be  much  better,  instead  of  impos- 
ing on  the  community  an  artificial  sys- 
tem, to  leave  trade  and  finance  to  find 
the  unit  most  convenient  to  them. 

Me.  chamberlain  said,  that  al- 
though his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-on-Tyne  had  not  found  many 
supporters  in  the  House,  yet  he  might 
be  congratulated  on  having  raised  a  very 
interesting  and  instructive  debate — not  so 
exciting  as  some  which  had  hitherto  occu- 
pied their  attention,  but  which  had  a  very 
great  importance  of  its  own.  The  hon. 
Member  had  justly  claimed  credit  for 
disinterestedness,  since  those  who  were 
interested  in  newspaper  enterprize  would 
be  likely  to  suffer  pecuniarily  if  anything 
occurred  to  depreciate  the  value  of  the 
penny,  unless  it  were  met  by  increasing 
the  price  of  their  advertisements.  He 
could  not  pretend  to  the  disinterested- 
ness which  animated  the  hon.  Member 
for  Newcastle,  who  said  they  (the  Go- 
vernment) would  have  statues  raised  to 
their  memory  if  they  initiated  this  re- 
form. He  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  preferred 
much  more  that  the  constituencies  should 
give  them  their  votes  now,  than  that 
they  should  raise  statues  a  century  hence. 
He  complained  that  the  l^esolution  said 
too  much,  because  it  jumbled  together 
into  one  Ilesolution  two  questions  which 
ought  to  be  separately  treated.  The 
question  of  decimalization  of  the  coin- 
age was  not  necessarily  connected  with 
the  decimalization  of  weights  and  mea- 
sures; and  one  of  these  alone  would 
cause  such  a  disturbance  in  the  habits 
of  the  people,  that  the  hon.  Member 
might  have  been  well  satisfied  with  ask- 
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ing  the  House  to  swallow  one  morsel 
first.  He  complained  also  because  the 
Resolution  said  too  little.  It  did  not 
tell  them  whether  this  great  change 
was  to  be  enforced  oompvdsorily  or  was 
to  be  permissive.  Now,  that  was  a  point 
on  which  they  ought  to  have  had  some  in- 
formation before  they  were  called  nponto 
vote  upon  this  question.  The  Committee 
of  1862  and  the  Commission  of  1869 
had  both  reported  in  favour  of  the  per- 
missive decimal  system.  If  the  measure 
was  to  be  permissive,  and  if  there  were 
to  be  two  systems  running  side  bj  side, 
there  would  be  great  expense,  great 
liability  to  fraud,  and  great  coiiusion ; 
and  he  very  much  doubted  whether  the 
new  system  could  be  suceessfully  in- 
troduced. If  they  violently  compelled 
the  people  to  adopt  this  system  before 
they  were  educated  up  to  it,  Parliament 
would  be  doing  a  very  unpopular  thing, 
and  it  would  be  easier  to  do  away  wiw 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  to  disestablish 
the  Church  of  England,  than  to  introduce 
the  decimal  system  under  such  circum- 
stances. His  hon.  Friend  did  not  define 
the  particular  system  which  he  wished  the 
House  to  adopt.  He  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
did  not  see  his  way  to  absolutely  pledging 
the  Government  and  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  an  inmiediate  and  compulsory 
adoption  of  this  great  change  without 
knowing  what  that  change  was  definitely 
to  be,  and  by  what  methods  it  was  to  be 
carried  into  practice.  With  regard  to  the 
decimalization  of  weights  and  measures, 
he  was  at  a  loss  to  discover  what  was 
the  exact  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member. 
He  thought  that  the  hon.  Member  said 
that  he  himself  preferred  the  metric 
system,  but  that  he  would  be  willing  to 
adopt  certain  alternatives,  including  the 
cental  with  a  one  pound  unit.  But  the 
cental  was  already  a  legal  weight  in 
this  country,  having  been  adopted  chiefly 
for  the  regulation  of  the  enormous  com 
transactions  of  the  Liverpool  merchants; 
but  had  not  superseded  the  old  bushel 
throughout  the  country.  Such  a  sys- 
tem would  not  in  the  slightest  degpree 
facilitate  our  international  transactions. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  weight  of  evi- 
dence was  in  favour  of  the  introduction 
of  the  metric  system  if  the  change  could 
be  made  without  great  difficulty  ;  but 
there  was  by  no  means  unanimity  with 
regard  to  it.  He  had  just  heard  that 
in  the  manufactory  of  Sir  Joseph  Whit- 
worth,  who  hunself  was  a  great  advocate 
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of    the   decimal  system,   it  had  been 
found  necessary  to  give  up  that  system, 
and  that  the  workmen  preferred  to  work 
on   the  scale  of  eighths  to  a  scale  of 
tenths.      The  late  Master  of  the  Mint, 
Sir  John  Herschel,    believed  that  the 
French  system  would  not  be  found  con- 
venient in  this  country.     Professor  De 
Morgan  said  that  the  inconvenience  of 
introducing  the   new   system   at  home 
would,   in  his  opinion,  far  more  than 
counter-balance   any   advantage  which 
might  result  from  its  adoption  in  our 
foreign  transactions.     Sir  George  Airey 
also  said  that  the  advantages  of  the 
decimal  scheme  were  not  worth  mention 
in  comparison  with  the  difficulties  with 
which  it  was  surrounded.    Now,  he  was 
not  himself  prepared  to  endorse  those 
statements  to  the  full,  though  they  came 
from  very  high  authorities.   Indeed,  his 
own  experience  of  the  two  systems,  car- 
ried on  side  by  side,  led  him  to  believe 
that  there  would  be  considerable  saving 
of  time  and  trouble  from  the  adoption 
of  the   scheme  proposed  by  his   hon. 
Friend,  if  once  established.    Hon.  Mem- 
bers must  not,  however,  shut  their  eyes 
to  the  fact  that  the  inconvenience  would 
at  first  be  so  enormous  as  to  amount  to 
nothing  short  of  a  revolution.     In  the 
first  place,   there  was  the  cost  of  the 
change.   In  1869,  evidence  was  given  to 
the  effect  that  no  fewer  than  30,000,000 
separate  weights  and  measures  existed 
in  the  country.     That  number  had,  no 
doubt,  since  been  doubled.    The  cost  of 
replacing  all  these  weights  and   mea- 
sures and  of  providing  new  standards 
universally    throughout     the     country 
would  probably  be  between  £5,000,000 
and  £6,000,000.     That  was,  however,  a 
mere  fraction  of  the  total  expense.     No 
one  who  had  not  seen  the  great  works 
at  Middlesborough  and  other  ironworks, 
could  have  any  idea  of  the  enormous 
amount  of  capital  which  was  embarked 
in  implements,  all  of  which  would  have 
to  be  altered.    A  new  stock  would  have, 
in  some  way  or  other,  to  be  substituted 
for  the  old,  and  a  vast  variety  of  arti- 
cles, such  as  screws,  hinges,  bar  iron, 
and  rod  iron,  would  have  to  be  replaced, 
with  the  result  of  great  inconvenience, 
suffering,  and  loss.    They  had  had  some 
experience,  he  might  add,  of  the  diffi- 
culties which  stood  in  the  way  of  change. 
They  attempted  some  time  ago  to  intro- 
duce the  Imperial  bushel ;  but  it  had  in 
a  great  number  of  cases  been  rejected 


by  the  population,  who  went  on  measur- 
ing by  their  own  bushel.      He  did  not, 
in  bringing  those  difficulties  under  the 
notice  of  the  House,  wish  to  over-esti- 
mate them,   or    to  contend  that  they 
might  not  be  overcome;  but  in  consider- 
ing the  question  they  must  count  the 
cost,  and  there  ought  to  be  the  most 
careful  inquiry,  and  a  really  popular 
demand  outside  the  House,  before  such 
a  change  was  attempted.     The  expe- 
rience   of   foreign    countries   was,    he 
might  add,  not  so  much  in  favour  of 
his  hon.  Friend's  proposal  as  he  seemed 
to  suppose.     Looking  at  the  Eeport,  the 
other  day,  of  the  Commission  of  1857, 
he  found  certainly  a  Eetum  from  France 
stating  that  the  change  to  the  new  sys- 
tem had  been  made  there  without  the 
slightest  difficulty  ;  but  there  was  an- 
other Eetum  from  the  present  Foreign 
Minister  of  France,  M.  de  St.  Hilaire, 
in  which  he  spoke  of  the  change  as 
being  most  unpopular,  and  that  at  the 
time  of  its  introduction    the    greatest 
difficulty  was  experienced  in  many  dis- 
tricts in  bringing  the  new  system  into 
use.     Not  only  in  France,  too,  but  in 
the  United  States  and  in  Holland,  the 
use  of  the  old  money  and  the  old  weights 
had  continued  down  to  the  present  time. 
That  was   especially  the  case  in  Hol- 
land, where  the  old  system  was  cum- 
brous to  a  degree  of  which  they  had 
no  experience  in  this  country.   He  would 
also  point  out  that  foreign  nations  de- 
rived advantages  from  assimilating  their 
weights  and  measures  to  those  of  con- 
tiguous countries,  with  which  they  car- 
ried on  a  large  commercial  intercourse ; 
but  that  it  did  not  follow  that  we  should 
find  ourselves  compensated  for  making 
the  change  in  anything  like  an  equal 
degree.  He  now  came  to  the  proposal  to 
introduce  a  decimal  system  of  coinage. 
Many  of  the  considerations  which  he  had 
already  brought  before  the  House  also 
applied  to  this  portion  of  the  subject.  But 
he  chiefly  wanted  to  know  what  system 
his  hon.  Friend  proposed  that  the  House 
should  adopt.  Did  he  advocate  the  pound 
and  mil  system  ?     If  he  did,  the  analo- 
gies to  be  drawn  from  foreign  countries 
were  against  him,  for  abroad  a  unit  of 
low  denomination  was  always  adopted  as 
the  unit  of  the  decimal  system.     In  this 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  how- 
ever, he  was  not  altogether  disinterested, 
as  he,  no  doubt  unintentionally,  made 
I  himself  the  advocate  of  class  interests. 
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and  on  that  account,  if  on  no  other,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman's  proposal 
ought  to  be  resisted  in  the  interests  of 
the  poorer  classes.  At  present  they  had 
two  units  of  value — the  pound,  which 
regulated  all  large  transactions,  and  the 
penny,  which  was  the  basis  of  all  the 
petty  cash  transactions  in  the  country. 
In  a  decimal  system  both  could  not  be 
retained ;  and  his  hon.  Friend  proposed 
to  sacrifice  the  penny,  and  so  to  revolu- 
tionize the  whole  petty  cash  system  of 
this  country.  The  working  classes  were 
the  least  able  to  appreciate  the  results  of 
such  a  change,  and,  consequently,  it  must 
cause  them  great  inconvenience.  The 
classes  whom  his  hon.  Friend  would  re- 
lieve from  inconvenience  were  the  most 
intelligent  and  best  educated.  But  the 
inconvenience  which  the  working  classes 
would  sustain  by  the  adoption  of  the 
pound  and  mil  system  was  not  the  only 
objection  to  the  system.  Under  that 
system  there  was  no  equivalent  for  the 
coins  in  most  frequent  use  among  the 
lower  classes.  Lord  Sherbrooke,  some 
years  ago,  made  an  amusing  calculation 
of  equivalent  values  under  this  system. 
A  fourpenuy-piece  would  be  '0166  and 
sixes  ad  infinitum;  Sd.  would  be  *0125 ;  1^. 
would  be  '00416  and  sixes  ad  infinitum; 
id.  would  be  -002083  and  threes  ad 
infinitum;  and  Id,  would  be  '0010416  and 
sixes  ad  infinitum.  He  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
did  not  say  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  make  an  adjustment ;  but  the  working 
classes  would  suffer  from  it,  and  they 
could  not  afford  to  do  so.  The  adjust- 
ment which  was  made  in  France  was 
strenuously  opposed  by  the  working 
classes,  because  the  retailers  took  ad- 
vantage of  the  legal  change  to  the  detri- 
ment of  their  customers.  By  any  such 
change  the  working  classes  would  as- 
suredly suffer,  and  they  would  not  be 
patient  under  the  suffering.  A  great 
proportion  of  the  wages  of  the  country, 
too,  as  well  as  trade  prices,  were  based 
upon  the  penny,  and  any  alteration  of 
that  basis  would  involve  the  greatest 
possible  confusion  and  inconvenience, 
and  an  equivalent  would  be  very  difficult 
to  arrange.  If  the  House,  however,  was 
of  opinion  that  the  time  had  come  when 
a  compulsory  decimal  system  of  coinage 
should  be  introduced,  he  hoped  they 
would  not  be  in  favour  of  such  a  system 
as  that  which  the  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle*on-Tyne  had  in  his  mind,  which 
would  carry  with  it  the  greatest  amount 

Mr.  Chamberlain 


of  inconvenience  to  the  greatest  num- 
ber of  people.  There  were  alternative 
schemes  —  the  penny  scheme,  for  in- 
stance, which  had  always  been  con- 
sidered one  of  the  most  dangerous  rivala 
of  the  pound  and  mil  scheme.  The 
objection  to  it  was  that,  under  that 
system,  the  highest  unit  of  value  would 
be  Ss.  4d.f  and  that  would  not  be  Buffi- 
ciently  high  to  be  convenient  for  the 
g^eat  mercantile  transactions  in  which 
this  country  was  engaged.  He  could 
only  say  that  if  that  scheme  was  rejected 
because  it  was  unpopular  with  the  mer- 
cantile classes,  d  fortiori,  the  scheme  of 
the  hoi^.  Member  for  Newcastle  should 
be  rejected  because  it  would  be  incon- 
venient to  the  working  classes.  It  was 
not  fair  to  ask  the  House  to  adopt  a 
vague  general  Eesolution  without  say- 
ing what  scheme  was  to  be  applied.  On 
the  whole  question  one  thing  was  gene- 
rally agreed  upon,  when  the  matter  was 
before  the  House  in  1855,  that  in  a 
change  of  this  kind  the  greatest  caution 
should  be  observed ;  that  nothing  should 
be  done  until  the  mind  of  the  people  had 
been  prepared  for  the  change ;  and  that 
until  a  demand  for  that  alteration  was 
made  with  something  like  practical 
unanimity,  the  change  should  not  be 
attempted.  Mr.  Ewart,  when  he  brought 
in  his  Bill  in  1863,  although  he  proposed 
to  make  a  compulsory  change,  ur^ed 
that  what  was  really  required  was  that 
the  minds  of  the  people  should  be  pre- 
pared, and  that  especially  the  metric 
system  should  find  some  place  in  the 
education  of  the  young.  Now,  he  asked 
his  hon.  Friend  what  proof  he  had  given 
that  since  that  time  the  question  had 
made  any  progress  at  all?  There  was 
no  evidence  of  Petitions  or  of  public 
meetings.  This  was  a  question  with 
regard  to  which  it  was  no  use  going 
in  advance  of  the  general  feeling  of 
the   people.    It  had   been  abundantlj 

E roved  in  the  past  that  one  could  not 
y  legislation  destroy  systems  which  ac- 
corded with  the  general  practical  wants 
of  the  people,  and  which  had,  perhaps, 
a  hold  upon  their  pr^udices.  A  genera- 
tion passed  away  in  France  after  the  in- 
troduction of  the  decimal  system  before 
it  was  finally  adopted,  and  Portugal  took 
15  years  before  it  finally  adopted  the 
metric  system.  He  held  also  mat  they 
should  not  attempt  to  force  a  great 
change  of  this  sort  upon  the  people  fzom 
the  inside  of  the  House  of  Oommons* 
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The  pressure  ought  to  come  to  the  House 
of  Commons  from  the  outside;  and  when 
the  people  clearly  expressed  a  desire  for 
an  alteration  of  the  present  system,  Par- 
liament would,  no  doubt,  carry  out  their 
wishes.  He  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would 
not  press  his  Besolution  to  a  division.  If 
the  hon.  Member  should  do  so,  he  would 
vote  against  him.  He  doubted,  however, 
whether  any  good  result  would  attend 
the  reference  of  the  question  to  another 
Select  Committee.  Five  Select  Com- 
mittees and  Boyal  Commissions  had  sat 
on  the  subject  since  1840,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  any  further  information  could 
be  collected.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
his  hon.  Friend  would  be  satisfied  with 
the  discussion  which  had  taken  place, 
and  would  not  press  a  division. 

Mb.  ASHTON  DILKJl  said,  that  he 
was  particularly  anxious  to  see  whether 
any  change  of  opinion  in  that  House 
had  taken  place  within  the  last  few 
years,  and  he  therefore  proposed  to 
accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow. 

Mb.  Alderman  LAWEENCE  ob- 
served, that  the  litre  system  would  be  in 
favour  of  the  upper  classes,  because  by 
it  they  would  obtain  a  pint  and  three- 
quarters  of  wine,  whereas  they  now  got 
only  a  pint  and  a-half  in  a  bottle ;  but 
the  effect  of  the  system  on  the  working 
man  would  be  that  he  would  get  seven- 
eighths  of  a  pint  of  beer  or  other  liquor 
instead  of  a  pint. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not 
propose  to  go  into  the  general  argument, 
which  had  been  thoroughly  exhausted 
by  the  speeches  delivered  on  both  sides 
of  the  House.  He  only  wished  to  point 
out  the  practical  position  of  the  question. 
His  hon.  Friend  proposed  to  abandon 
his  Besolution  and  to  accept  a  proposi- 
tion which  was  entirely  different,  which, 
however,  he  did  not  think  an  expedient 
one.  His  hon.  Friend  proposed  to  accept, 
in  substitution  for  a  Motion  that  the 
introduction  of  the  decimal  system  should 
no  longer  be  delayed,  an  Amendment 
that  a  Committee  should  be  appointed 
to  inquire  whether  any  basis  for  such  a 
system  could  be  found  that  would  not 
seriously  disturb  existing  conditions. 
His  hon.  Friend  was  certainly  largely 
reducing  his  demand  if  he  was  disposed 
to  be  satisfied  with  such  an  Amendment. 
But  the  real  question  was,  whether  a  case 
had  been  shown  for  a  Oommittee.  He 
folly  conciixred  in  the  argomenta  of  his 


right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  on 
the  inconvenience  of  any  system  involv- 
ing a  change  in  money.  He  had  never 
objected  to  a  decimal  coinage  per  ss ;  but 
he  had  always  opposed  an  alteration  in 
the  penny,  which  must  operate  to  the 
prejudice  of  the  poorer  classes,  and 
would  affect  nine-tenths  of  the  transac- 
tions of  daily  life.  He  was  sure  no  fresh 
information  could  be  obtained  after  the 
laborious  investigations  of  Lord  Over- 
stone's  Commission.  There  was  no  one 
whose  opinion  on  such  a  question  was 
entitled  to  so  much  weight  as  Lord  Over- 
stone.  He  did  not  think  that  that  already 
overburdened  House  should  have  such 
a  task  thrown  upon  it  as  that  which  was 
proposed  by  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  put,  ''That  those  words  be 
there  added.  ' 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  28  ;  Noes 
108  :  Majority  80.— (Div.  List,  No. 
171.) 

PATRONAGE  OF  BENEFICES  (CHURCH 
OF  ENGLAND).— RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  EDWAED  LEATHAM  rose  to 
call  attention  to  the  Evidence  taken  by 
the  Koyal  Commissioners  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  Law  and  I^ractice  as 
to  the  Sale,  Exchange,  and  designation 
of  Ecclesiastical  Benefices,  and  their  Re- 
port thereon  ;  and  to  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
simoniaoal  evasions  of  the  law,  and  other  scan- 
dals connected  with  the  exercise  and  disposal  of 
private  patronage  in  the  Church  of  England, 
are  such  as  to  call  for  remedial  measures  of  the 
most  stringent  and  radical  character." 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  think,  Sir,  that  I 
am  charfi^eable  with  much  of  the  impa- 
tience of  a  fanatic  in  calling  attention 
for  the  fourth  or  fifth  time  to  the  traffic 
in  Ecclesiastical  Benefices.  How  any 
Churchman  can  read  the  Evidence  which 
was  taken  by  the  Royal  Commission 
on  Patronage  appointed  more  than  two 
years  ago,  and  not  be  moved  by  it  to 
the  advocacy  of  immediate  legislative 
action,  is  one  of  those  things  which,  I 
suppose,  one  must  be  born  in  the  lap 
of  the  Church  to  understand.  Of  course 
there  is  one  explanation,  and  it  is  one 
which  I  have  often  heard — that  the  in- 
dictment which  may  be  based  upon  that 
Evidence  against  the  whole  eodesiastical 
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syBtem  of  tbe  Church  of  England  is 
true ;  that  these  Bcandals  and  abuses 
are  either  inherent  in  the  eystem,  or  so 
firmly  and  inseparably  built  into  it,  that 
there  is  no  defence  and  no  escape  so 
long  as  the  Church  is  connected  ivith 
the  State.  If  that  be  so,  the  sooner  we 
have  disestablishment  the  better ;  but  if 
that  be  not  so,  and  the  disease  have  not 
yet  passed  beyond  the  reach  of  remedy, 
surely  those  who  think  this  are  bound 
to  bestir  themselves,  and  that  at  once, 
if  only  in  the  interests  of  common  de- 
cency. When,  therefore,  I  heard  that 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  was  pre- 
paring a  Bill  upon  this  suoject  I  felt 
no  surprise,  but,  on  the  contrary,  I  ex- 
perienced a  sense  of  relief,  for  I  hoped 
that  at  last  this  unpalatable  subject 
might  have  passed  into  other  bands. 
Unfortunately,  when  my  hon.  Friend's 
Bill  appeared  it  was  very  far  from  satis- 
factory. But  whether  the  Bill  be  satis- 
factory or  not,  what  is  thoroughly  un- 
satisfactory is  that  this  groat  question 
should  remain  in  private  bands,  however 
able.  It  is  the  Qovemment  alone,  and 
a  strong  and  resolute  Qovemment  alone, 
which  can  deal  with  it  effectually ;  and 
I  hope  that  this  debate  will  not  close 
without  our  hearing  from  the  Govern- 
ment some  definite  avowal  of  policy.  And 
do  not  let  the  House  suppose  that  I  am 
about,  at  this  hour,  to  weary  it  by  a  repe- 
tition of  facts  and  arguments  with  which 
I  fear  that  it  is  already  too  familiar. 
The  Evidence  which  was  taken  by  the 
Eoyal  Commission  ia  so  important,  and 
has  cleared  up  so  many  doubtful  points, 
that  it  constitutes  almost  a  new  depar- 
ture in  the  history  of  this  q^uoatiou.  It 
is  with  this  evidence  that  I  propose 
chiefly  to  deal  to-night;  and  if  I  shall 
leave  many  aspects  of  the  question  un- 
touched, it  is  not  because  I  think  that 
what  has  been  advanced  on  provious 
occasions  has  lost  any  of  its  cogency, 
but  because  I  am  anxious  to  add  to  it 
new  considerations  and  new  arguments, 
with  which  the  most  recent  information 
has  armed  me.  For  I  propose  to  discuss 
the  question  from  a  new  stand-point.  I 
wish,  in  the  first  place,  to  show  how 
this  corrupt  traffic  is  demoralizing  the 
clergy  themselves,  impairing  their  moral 
sense,  enfeebling  and  degrading  their 
consciences,  and  so  poisoning,  I  may 
say,  at  its  source  that  fountain  of  reli- 
gions instruction  which  is  presented  to 
Mf,  Edward  Ltatham 


the  nation  by  the  State.  Id  the  next 
place,  I  wish  to  show  how  wide  is  the 
area  which  is  already  covered  by  clerical 
patronage,  together  with  the  evils  which 
it  entails  upon  the  parishes  themselves; 
and,  lastly,  I  wish  to  remind  the  House 
how  rampant  and  flourishing  this  traffic 
has  become,  and  how  ingenious  and  un- 
scrupulous are  many  of  the  agents  and 
brokers  in  this  peculiar  branch  of  in- 
dustry.  And,  first,  as  to  the  clerical 
conscience.  The  Commission  examined 
Ur.  Stark.  Mr.  Stark,  as  the  House  is 
aware,  is  one  of  those  agents  to  whom 
patrons  and  clergymen  betake  them* 
selves  who  are  anxious  to  carry  out 
these  transactions  with  the  minimum  of 
illegality.  He  has  to  do,  as  he  tells  us, 
wil£  the  cream  of  the  Profession.  He 
is  a  perfectly  credible  witness.  If  he 
said  anything  which  was  not  true,  the 
Commission  had  every  opportunity  of 
convicting  him  of  inconsistency  or  ex- 
aggeration. They  did  nothing  of  the 
kind.  And  yet  when  we  remember 
who  the  persons  are  whom  he  is  describ- 
ing, and  what  guarantees  they  have 
given  for  holiness  and  purity,  anything 
more  astounding  than  his  evidence  it 
has  never  been  my  misfortune  to  read. 
"  202S.  (Chairman.)  Have 


ing  Inw  of  Bimony  i! 


advowB 


you  any  infonna- 
a  which  the  exist- 
ronedP— TheCom- 
thnt  the  taXa  of 
with  the  imdorataDiling  that  poam- 
Diuiiiii  irubegivon,  is  atcordiagtothe  laviUegsL 
Throc-fourthH  of  the  pntrons  with  whom  I  have 
crime  in  contact,  and  among  them  clergymen  ot 
the  lii^'hest  atandin}*,  do  Dot  recognize  any  moral 


and  unhreilJttiDgly  doll  and  purchase  advowBon* 
with  the  uniloratanJing  that  immodiate  poases- 
HJou  ia  to  1)0  given,  nor  looking  upon  it  01  any 
«n.  Wlicn  I  taj  clergymon  of  high  gtandioK, 
I  have  had  buaincsa  with  ox-Colonial  Biihop*. 
cationa,  and  other  dignfttarios  of  the  Church, 
who,  of  course,  would  bo  aboTe  suspicion  in 
every  way.  •  •  •  Three-lourtha  of 
my  trans:ictioDS  are  with  immediate  potsesaioEi, 
and  strictly  speaking  they  are  nearly  ijl  ille;^. 
"20:i8.  (BMop  of  FeltrlKrough.)  You  aay 
that  the  clorgymcu  to  whom  you  refer  who  offer 
their  bcnoficcs  for  salo  with  immediate  poaaea- 
«on  regard  the  transaction  as  in  no  way  Hinful ; 
thev  know  it  nevertheless  t«  be  illegal  F — Moat 
decidedly . 

"2029.  Knowing  it  to  be  illegal,  those  clerical 
patrons  ask  you  to  help  thorn  to  break  the  law  f 
— Decidedly ;  and  the  mutter  is  completed  faj 
Bolicitora  of  the  highest  standing  in  the  counb?. 
Tho  clerical  agent  simply  introducea  the  partiat. 
Tho  lawyers  draw  up  the  noceaaaiy  deed*. 
_  •'  2030.  You  aro,  of  couiw,  aware  that  a 
simoiiiacal  trauaaction  in  obtaiiu 
of  a  bcDcflce  voids  the  benefice  f— 
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a  church  the  interior  of  which  was 
adorned  by  an  enormous  clock.  For 
some  reason  the  officiating  clergyman  was 
10  minutes  late,  a  fact  which  the  clock 
plainly  indicated.  At  last  the  rev.  gen- 
tleman appeared  in  full  canoniceds,  and 
at  the  same  moment  fingers  came  forth 
from  behind  the  clock  and  pushed  the 
hand  back  10  minutes.  It  struck  me 
that  that  was  the  most  original  way  of 
making  a  clergyman  punctual  I  ever 
saw.  Mr.  Stark's  way  of  making  him 
mored  is  equally  so.  The  law  is  strict, 
and  the  clerical  conscience  is  not.  Do 
not  do  anything  to  the  clerical  con- 
science ;  relax  the  law !  Put  the  clock 
back !  But,  perhaps,  someone  will  say — 
''These  men,  after  all,  are  the  excep- 
tions. You  are  framing  your  indictment 
against  the  clerical  conscience  upon  the 
evidence  of  an  accomplice.  Surely  Mr. 
Stark  is  making  the  best  of  his  equivocal 
profession  by  seeking  to  show  that  it 
has  the  countenance  of  clergymen  of  the 
highest  standing."  Sir,  I  wish  I  could 
think  so.  Unfortunately,  Mr.  Stark's 
statements  are  confirmed  by  other  evi- 
dence which  is  perfectly  conclusive.  For 
example,  Mr.  Lee,  who  is  secretary  to  I 
do  not  know  how  many  Bishops,  and 
who  was  examined  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, states  that  ''  evasions  of  the  law 
are  almost  universal."  Mr.  Bridges, 
examined  by  the  same  Committee,  and 
who  may  be  described  as  a  solicitor  in 
the  very  thick  of  ecclesiastical  business 
in  London,  was  asked  these  questions 
respecting  the  oath — 


"  2031 .  These  clerical  patrons  are  aware  that 
if  these  transactions  became  public,  and  anyone 
took  proceeding  upon  them,  their  benefices 
would  be  void  ? — No  doubt. 

«  «  •  «  « 

"  2042.  That  is  to  say,  there  are  clergymen 
of  the  highest  character  who  do  not  recognize 
any  moral  wrong  in  breaking  the  laws  of  their 
country  ? — You  may  put  it  that  way.  The  law 
is  clear  and  distinct.  Only  this  morning  in  an 
interview  I  had  with  one  of  my  clients,  I 
pointed  out  to  him  that  it  was  an  illegal  trans- 
action.  In  all  my  transactions  with  my  clients 
I  have  always  stated  that  they  are  illegal 
transactions. 

•  «  •  •  « 

**  We  have  a  law  as  strict  as  it  is  possible  to 
make  it,  short  of  criminalty,  and  yet  it  is 
evaded;  and  moreover  the  clergyman  is  re- 
quired to  take  an  oath  to  the  effect  that  ho  has 
not  paid  or  caused  to  b«  paid  any  sum  of  money 
in  any  transaction  which  to  the  best  of  his 
belief  is  simony.  The  clergyman  says  to  him- 
self, '  In  my  view  this  is  not  simony.' 

"  2062.  The  clergymen  knows  what  the 
meaning  of '  simony '  in  that  declaration  is ;  ho 
knows  that  is  a  legal  term  which  means  contrary 
to  the  law  of  simony  P — Yes. 

"  2063.  Knowing  that,  these  moral  clergy-men 
who  first  of  all  ask  you  to  break  the  law  then 
take  an  oath  that  tiLey  have  not  broken  the 
law  ?— Yes." 

Sir,  this  traffic  is  so  corrupt  and  so  cor- 
rupting, that  its  corrupt  influence  seems 
almost  to  taint  the  consciences,  not  only 
of  those  who  are  engaged  in  it,  but  of 
those  whose  business  brings  them  into 
the  same  neighbourhood.  A  high  autho- 
rity in  Ecclesiastical  Law,  who  was  one 
of  the  Commissioners,  has  satisfied  him- 
self apparently  that  the  law  is  not  broken 
because  he  can  discern  a  distinction  be- 
tween a  written  agreement  and  a  verbal 
understanding.  There  is  no  written 
agreement  in  these  transactions,  only 
a  verbal  understanding.  And  it  is 
through  this  miserable  loophole  that 
those  trafficking  and  lying  clergy  creep. 
What  should  we  think  of  men  who  crept 
through  such  a  loophole  in  the  ordinary 
affairs  of  life  ?  What  should  we  think 
of  men  who  thus  eluded  their  mere 
pecuniary  engagements?  Should  we 
not  think  them  thorough-paced  rascals  ? 
And  yet  these  are  men  who  are  set  over 
us  by  the  law  of  the  land  as  our  moral 
and  spiritual  guides.  But  Mr.  Stark 
has  found  a  remedy  for  all  this.  He 
would  adapt  the  law  to  the  state  of  the 
clerical  conscience.  He  would  repeal 
the  Law  of  Simony,  and  put  something 
much  rentier  in  its  place.  Mr.  Stark 
has,  I  Delieve,  many  followerc.  Sir,  I 
remember  attending  Divine  Servioe  in 


"You  think  it  being  a  legal  oath,  persons 
not  of  a  legal  mind  may  not  quite  undertsand 
it  ? — Yes.  Such  persons  may  be  very  much  em- 
barrassed, or  else  they  may  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  whole  thing  is  an  absurdity,  and 
that  they  may  got  through  the  matter  in  tho 
best  way  they  can ;  that  I  know  to  be  a  very 
common  state  of  mind. 

"  Have  you  known  instances  of  that  kind  i — 
Yes.  There  have  been  instances  in  which  I  have 
been  fortunate  enough  to  stop  proceedings  of 
this  kind ;  and  there  have  been  other  cases  to 
which  I  have  not  been  so  fortunate,  but  in 
which  proceedings  have  gone  on  in  spite  of 
every  remonstrance." 

And  with  regard  to  a  most  discreditable 
transaction  he  was  asked — 

'  **  May  T  ask  whether  the  clergymen  who  did 
this  was  generally  regarded  as  a  respectable 
man  P — He  was  a  thorough  gentleman  by  posi- 
tion, he  was  a  man  of  good  family,  and  tnere 
was  nothing  whatever  against  his  character. 
He  did  not  belong  to  any  very  earnest  school 
in  the  Chnrcb." 
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Mr.  Few,    who  is  known  to  half   the 
House,  was  also  examined. 

"  Practically  you  have  had  considerable  diffi- 
culty in  getting  clergymen  to  understand  the 
stringent  character  of  the  oatk  against  simony, 
have  you  not  ? — Undoubtedly.  Even  in  the  case 
of  men  of  undoubted  piety,  and  more  especially  in 
the  case  of  the  oath,  it  is  quite  remarkable  how 
dense  they  were  in  seeing  what  its  tenor  was, 
and  I  remember  my  father  constantly  dwelling 
upon  the  same  point,  that  he  had  to  read  it  over 
to  them.  These  were  men  of  undoubted  piety, 
and  yet  they  could  not  see  that  what  they  de- 
sired to  do  was  against  the  oath." 

Now,  this  ''density"  is  the  direct  con- 
sequence of  the  corrupting  influence  of 
the  traffic.  Surely  it  is  oi  vital  impor- 
tance to  the  Church  to  get  rid  of  that 
corrupt  influence  at  all  costs.  How  can 
we  respect  the  teaching  of  the  Church 
when  we  And  that  the  teachers  them- 
selves, the  moment  that  their  selflsh 
interests  come  into  play,  are  so  utterly 
dense  and  unscrupulous ;  and  how  can 
we  endure  that  a  Church  which  is  un- 
willing or  unable  to  clear  herself  from 
the  turpitude  of  these  transactions, 
should  be  set  up  and  kept  up  by  Act 
of  Parliament  as  the  only  true  expo- 
nent of  what  is  meant  by  religion  in 
England  ?  Such  being  the  state  of  the 
clerical  conscience,  it  is  not  re-assuring 
to  And  that,  thanks  to  our  system  of 
purchase,  a  very  large  proportion  of 
the  private  patronage  of  the  country  is 
already  in  clerical  hands.  Not  only 
are  the  livings  which  are  still  with  lay 
patrons  besieged  by  clergymen  with  their 
hands,  and  I  fear  in  many  cases  with 
their  consciences,  in  their  pockets,  but 
in  a  vast  number  of  instances  the  ven- 
dors are  clergymen  cdso ;  for  the  traffic 
is  being  carried  on  by  clergymen  on  both 
sides.  Indeed,  the  extent  of  clerical 
patronage  constitutes  a  very  formidable 
danger.  Anything  more  foreign  to  the 
intention  of  the  law,  or  more  mischievous 
to  the  interests  of  the  Church,  or  more 
disastrous  to  the  parishes  themselves, 
can  scarcely  be  imagined,  than  that  sys- 
tem of  clerical  patronage,  which  is  the 
creature  of  this  illicit  trade.  The  law 
forbids  a  clergyman  to  purchase  a  next 
presentation  for  himself;  the  intention 
of  the  law,  no  doubt,  being  that  the 
patron  should  be  one  person,  and  the 
presentee  another.  It  was  hoped,  doubt- 
less, that  by  this  arrangement  the  laity 
would  be  able  to  exercise  some  kind  of 
control  over  the  clergy  and  all  their 
multitudinous  vagaries.  But,  in  defiance 
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of  the  intention  of  the  law,  the  clergy 
are  rapidly  buying  up  the  fee-simple  of 
the  Church.  We  often  hear  of  the 
**  functions  of  the  laity  "  in  the  Church 
of  England.  There  are  a  class  of  clergy- 
men who  regard  the  ''  functions  of  the 
laity"  with  contempt.  They  are  anti- 
cipating the  whole  movement  on  behalf 
of  the  laity.  They  are  making  them- 
selves masters  of  the  situation.  They 
are  buying  up  everything  over  the  heads 
of  tlie  laity  with  hard  cash.  Where 
are  the  laity  in  such  parishes  as  these  ? 
**That  is  my  pulpit,"  practically  says 
such  a  parson.  ''It  cost  me  so  much. 
I  will  preach  in  it  just  what  I  please." 
''This  church  is  my  freehold.  It  cost 
me  so  much.  I  will  make  it  ring,  if  I 
like,  with  denunciations  of  the  impious 
interference  of  an  Erastian  Government 
with  the  things  of  God."  "  That  altar 
cost  me  so  much.  I  will  deck  it  out  and 
decorate  it  exactly  as  I  please."  And 
these  gentlemen  appear  before  us  clothed 
in  the  whole  authority  of  the  State,  and 
in  goodness  knows  what  amount  of  super- 
natural authority,  which  they  say  that 
they  derive  from  the  Church — the  Church 
which  permits  her  authority  to  be  scram- 
bled for  in  the  market-place — the  State 
which  offers  its  authority  to  the  highest 
bidder!  Sir,  I  can  conceive  nothing  more 
humiliating  or  more  intolerable  than  the 
picture  of  such  a  congregation — simple, 
God-fearing  men,  it  may  be,  and  used 
to  the  Protestant  Service  of  the  Church 
of  England  as  it  was  understood  in  times 
when  the  Church  of  England  was  at  her 
best,  and  she  was  at  ner  best  in  the 
rural  parishes — I  can  conceive  nothing 
more  revolting  than  the  picture  of  such 
a  congregation  suddenly  confronted  by 
one  of  these  sacerdotal  and  simoniaoal 
upstarts,  who  changes  everything,  over- 
turns everything,  and  tramples  upon 
everybody  with  all  the  airs  of  sove- 
reignty. The  parish  is  helplesss,  the 
Bishop  is  helpless,  the  law  is  helpless. 
The  despot  is  in  an  incontestable  posi- 
tion; and  he  is  there  for  life.  He  is 
there  not  through  fame  or  merit,  or 
because  he  has  deserved  well  of  the 
Church,  or  because  his  name  is  asso- 
ciated in  any  way  with  the  locality. 
He  has  bought  himself  in,  and  read 
himself  in.  Is  the  House  prepared 
for  the  assertion  of  Mr.  Staurk,  that 
two-thirds  of  the  private  patronage  of 
the  Church  is  in  the  hands  of  dezioal 
patrons  ? 
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**  2098.  Can  yon  give  us  any  reliable  infor- 
mation 2lb  to  the  number  of  clerical  patrons  that 
there  are  altogether? — No;  the  proportion  in 
my  gazette  referring  to  the  benefices  I  have  now 
for  sale  is  73  clerical  patrons  as  against  48  lay 
patrons.  Ton  might  take  that  as  representing 
what  the  proportion  would  be  generally.  Tak- 
ing the  whole  number  of  patrons  at  7,000«  I 
fancy  the  number  of  clerical  patrons  would  be 
4,000  or  6,000.'* 


The  Eev.  Samuel  Slocock,  an  Essex 
rector,  who  appeared  before  the  Com- 
mission as  a  kind  of  spokesman  for  the 
Essex  rectors,  is  more  precise.  He 
estimates  the  value  of  clerical  patronage 
in  the  county  of  Essex  alone  at  £324,250 
at  10  years'  purchase,  representing  from 
60  to  70  benefices.  And  Mr.  Philip 
John  Bud  worth,  of  Greenstead  Hall, 
and  late  High  Sheriff  of  the  county, 
stated  that — 

<<  From  the  tolerable  knowledge  which  he  had 
of  other  parts  of  England  besides  his  own,  the 
conditions  of  lay  and  clerical  patronage  are  in 
many  other  counties  much  the  same  as  they  are 
in  Essex." 

Now,  Sir,  this  constitutes,  of  itself,  a 
very  flagrant  abuse.  ''Just  imagine," 
said  Mr.  Yenables,  who  was  one  of  the 
Commissioners — 

*'  Just  imagine  that  most  of  the  advowsons  of 
England  were  at  this  moment  the  sole  property 
of  the  clergy,  where  would  there  be  any  interest 
on  the  part  of  the  laity  in  Church  matters  if  a 
man  just  came  and  thrust  himself  into  a  parish 
and  said,  *  This  is  my  property.  1  shall  just 
come  here  and  do  pretty  much  as  I  like.'  *' 

Yet,  this  is  the  state  of  things  at  which 
we  are  rapidly  arriving.  Sometimes  it 
is  a  donative  which  is  bought.  The 
Eev.  Edward  Parker  Dew  told  the  Com- 
mission that  he  purchased  the  donative 
of  Braemore,  near  Salisbury,  for  £8,500, 
with  a  population  of  600,  and  an  annual 
value  of  £877.  The  House,  of  course, 
is  aware  that  a  donative  is  the  absolute 
property  of  the  purchaser.  He  can  pre- 
sent himself  and  resign  when  he  pleases, 
without  troubling  the  Bishop.  Some- 
times it  is  a  family  living  which  is  pur- 
chased. And  by  a  family  living  I  do 
not  mean  only  a  living  which  remains 
in  the  family,  but  which  provides  for 
the  whole  family.  The  Rev.  William 
Bedford  told  the  Commission  of  such  a 
living — 

*'  1650.  The  advowson  of  the  living  of  Sutton 
Coldfield  was  sold  by  the  Oown,  by  Queen 
Elizabeth,  to  a  person  from  whom  my  ancestor 
immediately  purchased  it  in  the  same  reign.  In 
the  reign  of  Charles  the  Second  the  then  pa- 
tron's daughter  nuuried  a  clergyman  who  was 


the  first  of  a  series  of  rectors  and  patrons  who 
have  gone  on  till  the  present  day.  •  ♦  *  The 
value  of  the  living  is  about  £1,400  from  tithes, 
and  there  is  about  600  acres  of  glebe.  It  is  a 
valuable  living.  It  is  near  Birmingham,  and 
the  glebe  is  coming  in  for  building.  ♦  ♦  • 
There  are  three  district  churches,  and  they 
will  become  rectories  after  my  death.  I  have 
carried  a  scheme  through,  approved  by  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  and  sanctioned 
by  an  Order  in  Council,  that  the  jxitronage  of 
those  rectories  should  become  private  patronage, 
and  the  incumbents  receive  the  tithes. 

"1652.  Will  they  be  with  your  family?— 
Yes,  they  will  be  in  my  family.  My  executors 
will  have  four  advowsons  instead  of  one,  and 
the  incumbents  of  the  district  chui-ches  will  be 
rectors  instead  of  vicars,  and  take  the  great 
tithes  of  the  districts." 

A  statement  which  was  summed  up 

by  Mr.  Yenables  as  follows :  — 

*♦  1667.  (^Rev.  O,  Venablet,)  Your  view  of  the 
case,  which  is  a  very  clear  one,  is  one  that  re- 
gards the  whole  matter  as  property  rather  than 
a  trust  ? — No  doubt  to  a  certain  extent  it  is  so. 
I  have  been  speaking  from  the  property  point 
of  view." 

Indeed,  this  inevitable  perversion  of 
sentiment,  this  disposition  to  regard  the 
whole  matter  as  property  rather  than  a 
trust,  meets  us  everywhere  throughout 
the  plea  of  the  clerical  patrons.  Mr. 
Slocock  was  asked  these  home  ques- 
tions— 

"  781.  And  if  he  avails  himself  of  his  posi- 
tion as  such  trustee  to  enrich  hiniself  in  any 
degree  to  the  injury  of  his  trust,  he  is  doing  a 
very  wrong  thing,  is  he  not  ? — But  he  must 
think  of  home. 

**  782.  If  he  considers  his  home  and  his 
family  in  preference  to  his  trust,  he  is  disregard- 
ing his  trust,  is  he  not,  he  is  allowing  con- 
siderations of  a  personal  nature  to  interfere  with 
his  duty  to  his  trust  ? — Then  I  think  the  pri- 
mary duty  of  a  man  is  to  provide  for  his  own 
almost  before  the  parishioners.  He  is  bound  to 
think  of  his  family,  and  how  can  he  provide  for 
his  own  if  this  is  taken  away  from  him  !  " 

A  reply  which  justifies  the  quaint  and 
cynical  dictum  of  Mr.  Stark  that — 

**  2041.  Church  property  is  so  mixed  up  with 
rights  of  property  that  it  is  difficult  to  dis- 
tinguish between  rights  of  property  and  ques- 
tions of  conscience." 

This,  I  suppose,  must  be  the  apology  of 
clergymen  like  the  gentleman  men- 
tioned by  Dr.  Hobhouse,  the  Bishop 
Suffragan  of  Lichfield,  who  bought  the 
living  of  P.,  with  a  population  of  about 
800,  and  financed  it  as  follows : — 

"  1360.  Ho  had  raised  a  sum  of  money 
amongst  the  parishioners  for  the  purpose  of 
augmentation,  which  he  carried  to  Lichfield  and 
got  doubled  by  the  Diocesan  Church  Extension 
Society,  and  thon  ho  carried  the  double  sum  to 


187        Patronage  of  Bin$fte$B        (001|fM0NS}        {Church  of  Enghmi).         188 


the  Eodesiastioal  Gommissioners,  and  so  raised 
the  income  of  the  living  from  £94  to  £130, 1 
think,  and  then  put  it  in  the  market." 

Now  this  is  frequently  done.  Augmen- 
tations are  derived  from  Queen  Anne's 
Bounty,  or  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners, or  both,  and  when  the  pear  is 
round  and  ripe  it  is  sold  and  tne  pro- 
ceeds pocketed.  Now,  I  do  not  know 
what  the  House  thinks  of  this  sort  of 
thing ;  but  to  an  unsophisticated  person 
like  myself  it  seems  very  like  sacrilege 
and  theft.  We  cannot  wonder  that  Mr. 
Meredith,  one  of  the  clergymen  ex- 
amined by  the  Commission,  should  con- 
demn the  system  of  clerical  patronage. 
He  says — 

"260.  The  nature  of  my  duties,  some  25 
years  ago,  as  assistant  Inspector  of  Church 
schools,  under  the  Committee  of  Council,  used 
to  bring  me  in  different  parts  of  the  country  in 
connection  with  the  clergy,  and  then  I  noticed 
that  in  every  case  where  there  was  a  clerical 
patron  the  parish  was  badly  cared  for.  I  could 
give  instances  of  parishes  in  which  that  has 
come  under  my  notice  individually. 

"261.  You  state  that  in  every  case  in  which 
the  patron  was  a  clergyman  the  parish  was 
badly  "cared  for;  wore  those  cases  generally 
"where  a  clergyman  had  appointed  himself  ? — 
Yes. 

"  262.  Were  they  all  such  ?— Yes,  they  were 
all  such." 

And  as  a  monstrous  illustration  of  the 
evils  which  this  system  inflicts  upon  the 
parishes,  let  me  cite  the  well-known  case 
of  St.  Giles',  Camberwell.  Dr.TJtterton, 
the  Bishop  of  Guildford,  described  this 
case  to  the  Commissioners.  He  said 
that  the  parish  contained  before  recent 
divisions  60,000  souls  ;  that  in  the  year 
1846  the  present  vicar  bought  the 
advowson  for  £12,000;  that  the  living 
was  shortly  afterwards  sequestrated  for 
something  like  £20,000  ;  that  the  gross 
income  was  £2,300  ;  and  that  the  whole 
sum  which  Bishop  Sumner  was  able  to 
apply  to  the  spiritual  benefit  of  the 
parish  was  £200  a-year.  The  case  was 
so  outrageous  that  Lord  St.  Leonards 
brought  it  before  the  House  of  Lords ; 
but  he  complained  that  there  was  no 
Bishop  there  to  support  him,  and  the 
matter  fell  through.  AVhen  Bishop 
"Wilberforce  came  into  the  diocese  he 
asked  the  parishioners  to  join  him  in 
raising  a  fund  of  £400  a-year  towards 
employing  two  additional  curates  and 
putting  the  vicarage  into  a  state  of  re- 
pair. But  no  sooner  had  the  curate  in 
charge  got  into  the  vicarage  than  the 
vicar,  who  had  been  away  for  years, 
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presented  himself  and  said — "  I  demand 
to  come  and  be  my  own  ourate.''  So  he 
took  up  his  residence,  and  has  been  there 
ever  since.  Now,  do  not  let  the  House 
suppose  that  this  is  an  isolated  illustra- 
tion of  the  mischief  done  by  the  system 
to  the  parishes.  Mr.  Herford,  the  Man- 
chesterCoroner,  a  gentleman  well-known 
as  a  devoted  Churchman,  and  active 
supporter  of  several  Church  societies, 
gave  a  detailed  description  of  the  state 
of  a  group  of  parishes  in  East  Cheshire, 
with  all  of  which  he  was  familiar.  He 
said — 

"  1210.  The  first  that  I  would  mention  if 
Ashton-on-Mersey.      In   1877  the  living  was 
offered  for  sale  by  the  rector,  who  is  oocupier  -hb 
well  as  owner  of  the  living.    As  sucJii  he  was 
able  to  advertise  that  immediate  legal  possession 
might  be  had,  as  he  oould,  of  course,  vacate  it 
on  finding  a  purchaser.  *  •  •  The  tithes  were 
immediately  sold  by  the  present  rector  to  a 
London  company,  whose  rigid  distraints  caused 
an  angry  feeling  and  an '  indignation  meeting.' 
For  many  years  past  the  living  has  always  been 
sold  in  the  same  way.    The  cases  of  inmvidoal 
hardship  which  are  said  to  have  occurred  in 
connection  with  this  purely  mercantile  mode  of 
raising  the  clerg}'man's  income  are  amongst  the 
evil  temporal  effects  of  the  purchase  system. 
Then  I  proceed  to  the  case  of  Stockport,  wMch 
is  a  parish  adjoining  Ashton-on-Mersey,  and  a 
very  extensive  parish,  the  presentation  to  which 
has  also  for  many  years  been  sold.  •  ♦  •  The 
living   was  offered  for  auction,   in    1860,    at 
a  public-house  in  Stockport,   with  other  pro- 
perty (the  *  Warren  Bulkeley  Arms  Inn,*  the 
*  Vernon  Arms,'  &c.),  which  sold  well;  but  the 
living  was  withdrawn  at  the  reserve  price  of 
£12,000,  the  then  rector  bein^  stated  to  be  aged 
63.    Eight  years  afterwards  it  was  sold  to  the 
father  of  the  present  rector,  who  did  not  come 
into  possession  until  1 7  years  after  the  pnrchase. 
The  purchase  money  was  £12,000,  which,  at 
compound  interest,  would  now  be  worth  two  or 
three  times  that  sum.     One  result  of  this  groat 
pecuniary  loss  was  that  the  rector,  whose  income 
is  £3,000  a-year,  having  found  out  what  he  was 
advised  to  be  a  iiaw  in  the  leases  granted  by  the 
late  rector,  now  claims  from  the  lessees  the  luid 
leased  to  them  with  the  houses  they  have  built 
upon  it.    A  claim  so  disastrous  to  a  great  num- 
ber of  families  has  naturally  produced  great  feel- 
ing against  the  Church,  nearly  a  whole  ward  in 
the  borough  being  stated  to  be  in  rebellion 
against  the  rector,  and  as  the  titie  to  the  leases 
is  what  is    technically  called  *  slandered  *  by 
this  claim,  the  leaseholders  are  bringing  actions, 
in  their  turn,  against  the  rector.    Here,  again, 
the  evil  temporal  results  of  the  purchase  system 
are  very  marked.     By  the  same  purchase  the 
rector  became  entitled  to  present  to  St.  Thomas's 
Church,  Stockport,  and  to  the  churches  of  Dukin- 
field,  High  Lane,  Hyde,  Marple,  and  Romiley. 
In    Cheadlo,    the    adjoining    parish,   the  liv- 
ing was  bought  for  the  present  rector  by  the 
lady    whom    he    married.      It    includes   the 
patronage  of  another  church,  which  is  held  by 
the  rector's  brother.  •  •  •  Adjoining  GlMadk 
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muoh  worse  than  any  other  part.  If 
everybody  were  as  anxious  to  expose 
and  condemn  this  system  as  Mr.  Her- 
ford  is,  similar  evidence  would  be  forth' 
coming  from  every  part  of  the  Kingdom. 
The  House  may  form  some  estimate  of 
the  prodigious  volume  of  this  traffic  by 
a  reference  to  the  periodical  Catalogues 
of  Preferment  which  are  issued  by  the 
recognized  agents.  Mr.  Stark  handed 
in  three  of  these  instructive  works,  which 
are  published  by  himself — namely,  The 
Church  Preferment  Oazette^  containing 
particulars  of  110  Advowsons  and  22 
next  Presentations  for  sale ;  The  Private 
Patrons*  Oa%ette,  with  the  requirements 
of  160  or  170  hondjide  purchasers;  and 
The  Benefice  Exchange  Register^  with  par- 
ticulars of  about  350  Benefices  for  Ex- 
change, many  of  which,  however,  are 
described  as  being  also  for  sale.  And, 
before  I  go  any  further,  I  should  like 
just  to  remind  the  House  that  when  we 
are  dealing  with  spiritual  property,  ex- 
change is  always  a  prettier  word  than 
sale ;  but  in  the  lips  of  the  agents  the 
terms  are  nearly  convertible.  On  pre- 
vious occasions  I  have  proved  this  point 
by  evidence;  and  I  will  now  add  a 
statement  in  confirmation  which  was 
made  by  Mr.  Cox,  of  Belper,  a  gen- 
tleman who  has  mastered  the  subject 
in  all  its  branches,  and  contributed 
very  largely  to  its  elucidation.  He 
says — 

"  23.  I  should  like,  if  I  might  be  allowed  to 
do  so,  to  state  that,  although  the  advertisements 
in  The  Eceletiaitical  Gazette  for  sale  have  been 
stopped,  they  have  not  been  stopped  for  ex- 
change, and  that  the  exchange,  in  many  in- 
stances, is  a  mere  cloak  for  the  worst  transac- 
tions that  the  agents  engage  in ;  for  I  know,  of 
my  own  knowledge,  that  in  several  instances  in 
which  clergymen,  in  order  to  tost  the  matter, 
since  this  alteration  in  The  Ecclesiastical  Gazette, 
have  written  to  those  agents  who  arc  now  per- 
mitted to  advertize  exchanges,  for  partioulars 
of  the  exchanges,  they  have  received  at  the 
same  time  the  lists  of  sales  of  advowsons." 


is  Wilmslow,  Sir  Huxnphrey  de  Trafford  is 
the  owner,  and  being  a  Koman  Catholic  cannot 
present.  For  216  years  there  has  not  been  a 
presentation  except  by  purchase.  As  soon  as 
one  appointment  is  made,  the  next  presentation 
is  sold.  About  1824  the  sudden  illness  of  the 
rector  (the  Rev.  Mr.  Bradshaw)  caused  great 
alarm  to  the  owner  because  the  living  had  not 
been  sold,  and  it  is  illegal  to  sell  a  living  when 
vacant,  or  the  rector  is  in  extremis^  but  a  pur- 
chaser in  ^lanchcster  was  luckily  found;  the 
owner,  Mr.  Traflford,  was  in  the  hunting  field, 
and  there  executed  the  sale  for  £6,000.  The 
Bishop  refused  to  accept  the  clcrg}'man,  because 
the  late  rector  had  been  in  articuh  mortie,  having 
died  very  shortly  after  the  sale  was  made.  There 
were  three  actions  to  decide  the  question ;  but 
the  House  of  Lords,  *  in  the  interests  of  pro- 
I)erty,'  ultimately  decided  against  the  Bishop. 
Constant  war  has  been  the  normal  state  of  the 
parish,  and  numberless  pamphlets  and  papers 
have  been  issued  by  churchwardens  and  others, 
in   one  of  which  the  churchwardens  speak  of 

*  this  monstrous  system  of  buying  and  selling 
the  welfare  of  immortal  souls.'    And  they  ask, 

*  What  is  the  purchasinp^  of  a  living  but  spiritual 
domination  on  the  one  side,  and  spiritual  slavery 
on  the  other  P '  The  state  of  the  Church  and  of 
the  parish  seems  to  me  just  what  might  have 
been  expected  from  the  existence  of  the  system 
of  purchase  so  many  years.  ♦  ♦  ♦  Adjoining  the 
last-mentioned  parish  is  that  of  Prestbury,  the 
mother  church  of  the  town  of  Macclesfield, 
which  has  latterly  been  sold,  in  next  presenta- 
tions only,  by  the  Leghs  of  Adlington.  The 
living  was  bought  for  the  present  vicar  by  his 
brother,  and  includes  the  patronage  of  the  pa- 
rishes of  Bollington,  Bosley,  llainow,  Saltisf ord, 
and  Winkle.  These  sales  of  sub-parishes  are  a 
most  important  part  of  the  subject.  Adjoining 
Prestbury  is  Astbury,  the  mother  church  of  the 
town  of  Congleton,  which  was  sold  together  with 
the  presentations  of  Bug>Lawton,  Mossley, 
Odd-Kode,  and  Smallwood.  ♦  •  ♦  The  living  was 
sold  with  others  by  the  first  Lord  Crewe  to  pay 
the  debts  of  his  son.  It  is  stated  that  when  the 
living  of  Astbury  was  about  to  become  vacant, 
one  of  the  ladies  of  the  Crewe  family  was  allowed 
to  stako  it  in  a  bet  with  one  of  the  ladies  of  the 
Egerton  family,  the  decision  being  made  to 
depend  upon  a  race  between  two  caterpillars. 

*  •  •  Adjoining  Astbury  is  the  parish  of  Sand- 
bach.  Karly  in  the  present  century  the  Rev.  J. 
Armstead  bought  the  living,  and  in  1828  pre- 
sented his  son,  who  instituted  a  suit  for  vicarial 
tithes  against  his  parishioners,  and  by  this 
means  raised  the  value  of  the  living  from  £200 
a-year  to  £1,600,  the  whole  nrice  for  it  being 
£1,500.  The  immemorial  value  of  the  living 
was  shown  by  the  fact  that  in  an  old  trust  deed 
creating  scholarships  at  St.  John's,  Cambridge, 
the  vicars  of  Sandbach  were  entitled  to  a  prior 
claim  for  their  sons  'on  account  of  personal 
poverty,'  showing  that  such  claim  was  never  at  all 
anticipated  for  many  generations.  The  vicur  is 
also  ex-ojicio  patron  of  five  other  parishes, 
Sandbach,  Heath,  Goosbrey,  Elworth,  Church 
Hulme,  and  Whoelock,  to  the  first  two  the 
brothers  of  the  vicar  being  appointed." 

Now,  do  not  let  anyone  say  that  Mr. 
Herford  selected  a  comer  of  the  coun- 
try which  in  these  respects  was  yery 


But  Mr.  Stark*s  list  of  132  benefices  for 
sale  and  350  for  exchange  represents 
only  a  part  and  a  small  part  of  this 
traffic.  Mr.  Cox  handed  in  also  Mr. 
Oorbett^s  General  Register  of  Church 
Preferment  for  Exchange,  with  par- 
ticulars of  306  livings,  38  of  which  were 
for  sale  or  exchange ;  but  though  the 
particulars  of  306  only  are  given,  Mr. 
Corbett  states  that  he  has  500  on  his 
books.  Mr.  Cox  handed  in  also  Mr. 
Bagster's  Monthly  List  of  Church  Pre- 
ferment for    Sale    and   Exchange,    iii 
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which  there  were  95  benefices  for  sale,  disreputable  men  P — Unfortunately,  very  likely 

311    for  exchange,    and   47  for  either,  that  w  the  result. 

He  handed  in  also  Mr.  Ancona's  List  of  .  ",?178.  They  wiU  do  thui  busineaa  which  you 

Church  Preferment  for  Sale,  with  par-  ..^^,^""2^^*  ,             ,.    „ 

ticulars  of  36  advowsons  and  next  U  i,  L't'^L^u^r  C^I^L^^^ 

sentations,  and  the  statement  made  by  cause  the  dirty  work  can  be  done  somewhere 

Mr.  Ancona  that  since  the  last  issue  he  else  P— Yes." 

had  disposed  of  22   livings.     Mr.  Cox  i  -  xt.    -rr         v  x 

also  referred  to  Mr.  James  Beck's  adver-  ^^JJ:^^!^  ^®*  **^®  ^^^®  "^*®°  ^^^  ^^^ 

tisements,  five  in  number,  and  Messrs.  *^  ^^*  KjOis., 

Andrew  and  Son's,  of  which  there  were  a  53   clerical  agents  are  not  always  persona 

four.     He  stated  further  that  the  Ox-  of  perfectly  respectable  character,  I  believe  P— 

ford  Ecclesiastical  Society,  established  No. 

in  1872,  do  a  genuine  business  in  ad-  "64.  Have  you  any  evidence  to  give  to  the 

vowsons  and  exchanges,  but  that  he  had  Commission  upon  that  point  ?— In  connection 

no   list  of  theirs  to  produce.     Now,  if  with  two  names  I  have.    I  know  something  <rf 

,  , ,      ,       .       *^     i»  x-L     J-           A.  the  character  of  the  principals  of  two  firms,  both 

we  except  the  business  of  the  disreput-  of  whom  are  doing  or  have  done  a  large  business 

able  agents  entirely,  we  arrive  at  be-  in  this  matter.    Mr.  Workman,  alias  Kawlins, 

tween  1,400  and  1,500  as  the  aggregate  has  carried  on,  and  still  carries  on,  an  extensive 

number  of  livings  which  are  up  in  the  ^usjness  as  a  clerical  a™t.    He  is  in  Holy 

«,««T,«4. /^;♦l.^«   Ar«  ««!«   ««  «^«i,««««   ^«  Orders.  His  real  name  is  Rawlins,  but  he  passes 

market  either  for  sale  or  exchange,  or  under  a  dozen  different  aUases.    Oneofh&tet 

both,  at  one  and  the  same  time — not  very  notorious  transactions  as  a  clerical  agent  was 

far  from  one-fourth  of  the  whole  private  with  the  Rev.  N.  K.  in  connection  with  a  living 

patronage  of  the  Church — and  a  careful    ^^  the  diocese  of .    He  cheated  Mr.  N.  K. 

analysis  of  the   catalogues  shows  that  ^^*  ^J  ,^3,000   involved  him  in  simony,  and 

.X.                     i.              ji      T     i.       J     _x*  caused  him  to  lose  both  livms:  and  money.    Mr. 

there  are  not  many  duplicate  advertise-  n.  K.  now  works  as  a  day  kbourer,  and  is 

ments.      Let  the  House  bear  in  mind  usually  in  the  workhouse  in  the  winter.    In 

that    this   enormous   traffic    is   moving  1862  Rawlins,  or  Workman,  was  convicted  of 

through  hands  which  are  prepared  to  altering  figures  on  a  cheque  from  £8  to  £80,  and 

admit  that  the  bulk  of  it  is  illegal,  and  ^T^^  sentenced  to  several  veara'  penal  servitude, 

rr  X   -i.    •                  Ti:     /T  ,       J     ,*^     * .  On  coming  out  of  prison  he  at  once  set  up  as  a 

that  it  IS  screened  by  lalse  declarations  clerical  agent  (he  was  a  man  of  some  family  and 

taken  without   compunction.     Hitherto  private  moans),  and  he  bought  advowsons  and 

we  have  been  speaking  of  patrons  and  next  presentations  of  several  Uvings;  two  or 

agents  who  are  punctilious  in  their  dis-  three  of  them   I  am  told   being  o|^idv  pw- 

°       jri              j*i.u''              ^'^.  chased  at  auction  m  Tokonhouse  Yard.    He 

regard  of  law  and  in  their  immorality,  ^^^^^  ^  monthly  organ,  The  Church  and  ^School 

and  who  know  how  to  draw  the  line  Oazette^  published  for  several  years  at  66,  Great 

somewhere,  although  not,  perhaps,    at  Russell  Street,  Bloomsbury,  and  often  had  some 

perjury.     Now,  let  me  pass  on  to  de-  young  clergvman  to  assist  him  in  the  traffic  as 

icribequite  another  class  of  business  with  rr!'T^^w..i  Zr!Jn  ^l^  T  t  "t^"^ 

,  .  ,  ^         .  ^     Ti       ^r      ct-L     1        Ml        X  111  The  Ecelesioittcal  Gazette  and  elsewhere.    I 

which    purists  like  Mr.  Stark  will  not  ^m   quoting  this   bit  of  advertisement  from 

soil  their  fingers.       Mr.  Stark   keeps  a  The  Ecclesiastical  Gazette  of  December,  1869, 

list  of  **  Black  Sheep."     It  is  well  un-  which  contains  this  sentence,  which  I  ouffht 

derstood   in  his   office  that   no  ^*  black  to  have  mentioned  in  speaking  of  N.  K.'s 

^eep  "  need  apply  But  do  not  let  the  .^ ct  ^T^^^n^  St^<^*^t^*°" 
House  suj)pose  that,  tneretore,  black  and  he  also  inserted  advertisements  of  loans  of 
sheep  "  are  kept  out  of  preferment,  money  to  clergymen  moving,  &c.  Thus  he  be- 
No,  Sir  ;  they  enter  in  sable  flocks,  came  acquainted  with  embarrassed  clergy,  and 
There  are  agents  who  cultivate  expressly  P^  many  into  his  meshes,  and  used  them  as  his 
. I  .  X*  1  I.  i_  i»  au  T>  /^  •  tools.  His  frequent  bankruptcy  illustrates  his 
this  particular  branch  of  the  Profession,  character.    In  1856  he  was  banWupt  in  his  true 

They    are    men    who    are     themselves  name  of  Rawlins,  and  then  consigned  to  the 

branded  with  crime,  and  who  seem   to  Queen* s  Bench  Prison  for  three  months.    In 

take  quite  a  fatherly  interest  in  crimi-  ^^^^y  ^^  ^^^  9th  of  Juno,  he  was  bankrupt  in 

nals.     Mr.  Stark  was  asked  those  quee-  It^^Twnls'l&'A^San'lJ^^^Mfel: 

tions  1875,  he  again  passed  through  the  Bankruptcy 

"  2175.  There  being  very  disreputable  agents,  Court  as  *  Murray  Kichard  Workman,*  and  per- 

those  parties  who  have  been  refused  by  you  may  j  urcd  himself  by  swearing  that  ho  had  never 

go  to  one  of  those  disreputable  agents  l" — Yes.  before  been  bankrupt  or  insolvent.     I  have  re- 

**217G.   And  those  men  boiug  disreputable  f erred  to  the  Bankruptcy  Court  File,  No.  71,849, 

men  will  do  disrcputjiblt^  work  ?—  Yos.  for  his  last  insolvency,  and  I  found  that  the  prin* 

**  2177.  Thcroforo  t)i«'  tliVot  of  your  caution  cipal  clorical  creditors  (all  uusocured)  were  the 

is  this— you  send  all  the  black  sheep  to  these  Kev.  K.  H.  Kiliick,  Chadwell,  £88ezp  £8^80; 

J/r.  Adward  L&atha/n 
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Rev.  G.  H.  Tnrner,  Camlnidge  Onrdmia,  Not- 
ting  Hill,  £4,600 ;  tha  Ee».  James  Whatman, 
26,  Bridge  How,  E.C'.,  tor  a  small  amount ;  Hev. 
T.  e.,  £1,200,  who  tajB  that  the  moDej*  wat 
Bdranced  on  a  condition  which  has  wholly 
failed,'  and  that  he  hai  'received  no  Mtiefnc- 
tion  or  security.'  Among  tho  secured  creditors 
are  McBara.  Makrell,  Smith,  and  liughea  for 
£9,180  6i.  Srf.p  secured  on  the  advowsonsof — 1. 
Tarring Ncvill,  Eisei ;  2.  South  Ileightoo,  Essex : 
3.  St.  Phillips,  liTerpool ;  i.  Kowton  tit.  Fetrox, 
Devon :  6.  Branksea,  Doraet ;  6.  Upton  Sood- 
bnry,  Worcester  ;  7.  Chadwcll,  Essex  ;  S.  Pat- 
cham,  Boasex  :  9.  Stopsloy,  near  Luton;  10. 
Dodbrooke,  Devon;  and  11.  Two  piocea  ot  land 
adjoiniog  the  Vicarage  at  l)ent0D.  Another 
creditor  was  secursd  for  £700  on  tho  advowson 
of  LhmitadwoU,  Wales.  How  those  advowsons 
^ot  into  his  hands  may  be  iUuBtrated  by  follow- 
ing up  one  case,  most  of  which  information  can 
be  got  from  papers  filed  at  the  Bankruptcy 
Court.  In  1871  the  Bev.  T.  S.  (then  vacating 
the  rectory  of  E.)  paid  over  to  Workman, 
throngh  his  solidtors,  £1,200.    He  had  already 

J  laced  his  rectory  of  E.  in  Workman's  haniu 
)r  '  eichange,'  and  the  £1,200  was  given  in 
tmst  to  Workman  in  order  therewith  to  eom- 

Kte  the  porchase  of  a  more  valuable  living  for 
.  T.  S.  Such  a  living  Mr.  T.  S.  never  oh- 
tained.  He  could  get  no  redress  ;  ho  was  like 
N.  K.,  involved  in  a  simoniacal  transaction,  and 
his  claim  to  bo  scheduled  as  a  creditor  on  Work- 
man's insolvent  estate  was  disallowed  by  the 
Judge  on  the  ground  that  the  transaction  was 
illegal,  and  hence  be  lost  his  rectory  and  hia 
il,200,  and  was  comparatively  beggared.  Thus 
Workman  became  posaossed  of  Uie  rectory  of  E., 
ftnd  presented  thereto  the  Bev.  R.  V.  Mr, 
E.  TT  has  actually  allowed  Workman  to  preach 
in  E.  church." 

A  few  montliB  ago  a  enit  against  him 
being  etill  pending,  there  appeared  a 
notice  of  the  deal£  of  Bawlins  in  Tht 
TimM.  But  I  am  assured  that  he  has 
Bince  haea  soeu  going  about  his  bueineee 
as  usual,  vhether  in  the  body  I  cannot 
tell,  or  out  of  the  body  I  cannot  tell. 

"  The  principal  (if  not  the  sole  proprietor)  in 
another  energetic  firm  is  a  man  of  notorious 
character.     The  firm  under  which  title  ho  works 


to  olrEsdy.  They  advertise  largely  in  other 
papers  besides  Tht  Bcetetiaitiiat  Oazitti.  At  lbs 
time  of  the  late  Sheffield  Church  Congress  they 


£10,OOU,  and  they  Drominentj^  advertised 
the  semi-official  guide  to  the  Church  Congress. 
Their  principal  is  the  Rev.  Samuel  Shipley,  late 
Vicar  of  Plungar,  Bottesford,  near  Nottingham. 
In  1877  ho  had  to  leave  his  benefice  on  acbarge 
of  bigamy,  having  married  a  widow  lady  at  Bt. 
George's,  Hanover  Square,  when  his  own  wife 
was  living  with  him  at  Plungar.  He  also  did 
business  aa  a  common  usurer  on  the  most  dis- 
graceful terms." 

Milward  ft  Co.,  now,  I  believe , going 

under  the  s^le  of  Taylor  ft  Go.,  mtoc- 

TOL.  OOLX.       [xmso  1KI118.3 
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tised  260  livingB  for  exchange.  But  I 
have  purposely  excluded  their  livings 
and  Worhman  B  livingB  from  my  calcu- 
lation, because  I  do  not  consider  myeelf 
bound  to  accept  in  either  case  their  own 
account  of  the  extent  of  their  business. 
Now,  Sir,  in  reading  the  narrative  of 
these  gentlemen's  exploits,  if  there  be 
one  thing  which  strikes  us  next  to  the 
rascality  of  the  agent,  it  is  the  help- 
lessness of  the  Bishop.  Lord  Sydney 
Oodolphin  Osborne,  in  the  course  of  his 
evidence  before  the  Select  Committee, 
describes  how  this  very  Workman  put 
"black  sheep"  after  "black  sheep" 
into  benefices,  and  how  the  Bishop, 
though  invariably  warned  of  what  was 
going  on,  was  able  to  offer  no  resistance. 
But  let  us  bear  the  Bishop  of  Peter- 
borough before  the  Boyal  Commission, 
of  which  he  was  an  indefatigable  Mem- 
ber— 

"  17S4.  I  should  very  much  like,  it  the  Com- 
mission will  allow  me,  to  relate  to  them  four 
cases  which  occurred  in  my  own  diocese,  in 
which  the  Bishop  was  compelled  to  institute 
persons  who  were  utterly  unfit  tor  the  parishes. 
They  are  four  very  remarkable  cases,  and  I 
ahoi^d  like  to  have  them  recorded.  The  first 
was  that  of  a  paralytic,  in  my  judgment  in- 
capable personally  of  performing  the  duties  of 
the  parish.    ■    ■    •    The  second  was  a  case  ot 


the  notoriety  of  it  had  occurred  beyond  the  limit 
of  the  Church  Discipline  Aet  two  years,  and  I 
was  advised  that  I  could  not  refuse  him  initUu- 
tiou.  He  was  instituted  to  a  parish  within  four 
miles  of  the  scene  of  his  previous  drunkenness, 
which  made  him  notorious,  and  which  created  a 
great  scandal.  The  third  was  the  case  of  a  man 
7S  years  of  age,  who  obtained  the  appointment 
to  a  parish  containing  two  considarablH  country 
towns,  a  laborious  parish,  and  who,  within  six 
months  after  he  was  appointed,  asked  me  to  give 
him  permanent  leave  of  absence  on  account  of 
physical  infirmity,  and  that  man  J  was  obliged 
to  institute.  The  last  case  was  tho  case  of  a 
man  who  was  obliged  to  resign  his  chaplaincy 
to  a  gaol  because  ho  dared  not  face  a  criminal 

state  this  further  to  the  Commission,  that  it  was 
under  the  pressure  of  these  four  cases  that  I 
introduced  mv  Bill  upon  the  subject  into  tho 
House  of  Lords." 

Well,  Sir,  I  venture  to  think  that  all 
this  constitutes  a  very  strong  case  against 
the  whole  purchase  system.  It  is  a 
case  which  is  not  to  be  met  by  any  half 
measures,  or  by  any  attempt  to  close  one 
of  the  avenues  to  fraud  and  crime,  while 
you  leave  the  other,  and  the  broader 
and  the  more  frequented  one,  wide  open. 
I  do  not  pretend  to  have  exhausted  the 
case.  I  have  giToa  the  House  a  few 
H 
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specimens  of  the  Evidence  with  which 
these  Blue  Books  are  filled.  I  have 
thought  it  sufficient,  in  proposing  a 
Motion  which  is  so  purely  preliminary 
in  character,  to  give  an  outline  merely 
of  the  case,  although,  perhaps,  it  is 
rather  a  strong  outline.  There  are  many 
phases  of  the  question  upon  which  I 
nave  been  unable  even  to  touch.  I  have 
said  nothing  of  the  disgust  and  horror 
which  these  sales  produce  among  Non- 
conformists, of  the  shock  to  religious 
feeling,  and  of  the  contempt  which  is 
poured  upon  the  Church.  Nor  have  I 
touched  upon  many  points  upon  which  I 
have  dwelt  on  previous  occasions.  I 
have  said  nothing  of  the  shameful 
auctions  which  are  constantly  taking 
place,  and  at  which  the  cure  of  souls 
18  knocked  down  to  the  highest  bidder 
like  a  bale  of  damaged  wool.  I 
have  said  nothing  about  the  piquant 
advertisements  over  which  the  House 
has  often  laughed ;  the  glowing  descrip- 
tions of  the  pigg^eries  and  shrubberies  at 
the  rectory ;  of  the  paucity  of  labour 
and  the  plenitude  of  pay ;  of  the  real 
county  society ;  of  the  propinquity  of 
admirals  and  baronets ;  and  the  abund- 
ance of  trout  and  rooks.  I  have  said 
nothinjK  of  the  warming-pan  system, 
and  of  |the  old  men  crawling  up  into 
their  pulpits  to  read  themselves  in  by 
the  aid  of  jelly  and  negus ;  or  of  the 
poor  man  of  whom  I  read  the  other  day, 
who  complained 

**  That  his  chances  of  preferment  were  gone ; 
when  it  was  supposed  that  he  had  a  cancer,  he 
was  soonded  with  reference  to  four  livings  ;  but 
now  that  it  was  known  that  he  only  had  a 
tumour  patrons  took  no  notice  of  him." 

I  have  said  nothing  of  all  these  things 
to-night,  because  they  are  only  acces- 
sories, although  very  picturesque  acces- 
sories, of  the  system.  You  may  sweep 
them  all  away  by  le^slation,  and  yet 
the  question  will  remain  precisely  where 
it  is  now.  You  will  stifi  have  the  sale 
of  a  public  trust.  You  will  still  have 
the  clergy,  with  their  disordered  con- 
science, bargaining  and  huckstering  over 
an  office  which  you  have  clothed  with  a 
peculiar  sanctity,  and  left  rotting  in  the 
gutter  of  an  illicit  trade.  But,  perhaps, 
some  hon.  Member  may  say — **  lu)u 
have  pointed  out  the  disease;  but  you 
have  not  written  the  prescription.*'  My 
answer  is  a  very  simple  one.  I  am  not 
one  of  the  accredited  physicians.  I 
fhink  it  disgrace  enough  for  the  Church  | 
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that  a  question  which  vitally  affects  her 
interests  should  be  left  year  after  year, 
and  Parliament  after  Parliament,  in  the 
hands  of  an  outsider.     The  Church  is 
full  of   highly-paid  and   highly-gifted 
physicians.     If  you  go  into   ''another 
place,"  you  may  see  the  whole  Faculty 
ranged  upon  benches.     The  Church  is 
full  also,  as  I  have  shown,  of  impotent 
folk,   of   maimed,   halt,   and    withered 
morally;  and  it  resembles  Bethesda  at 
least  in  this — that  there  is  no  one,  except 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  £.  Stanhope),  to  put 
these  cripples  into  the  pool.   Sir,  I  hope 
that  we  shall  hear  something  to-nignt 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Government.    The  last  Gh>- 
vemment  was  not  a  reforming  Govern- 
ment.    My  right  hon.  Friend  the  late 
Home  Secretaiy  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross) 
admitted  the  truth  of  my  case.      He 
said  that  these  transactions  were  worse 
than  bribery.     He  was  full  of  a  godly 
indignation,  and  did  nothing.     The  pre- 
sent Government  is  a  reforming  Qt)vem- 
ment.     It  is  in  reform  that  it  lives,  and 
moves,  and  has  its  being.     I  think  that 
we  have  some  little  right  to  complain, 
when  we  see  it  pushing  its  reforming 
fingers    eveirwhere    except    into    that 
warm  nest  of  comfortable  abuses  which 
we  call  the  Church  of  England.    Perhaps 
my  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  may  say  that  we  have  had 
glimpses  to-night  of  something  which  is 
more  like  an  Augean  stable  than  a  nest; 
and  that  he  is  not  Hercules.     Yes ;  but 
my  right  hon.  Friend  knows  where  the 
waters  of  Alpheios  are  waiting.     He 
knows  that   if  even   he,   with  all  his 
zeal  for  reform,  and   all  his  zeal  for 
the    Church,    and    all    his   legislative 
wisdom,  be  unable  to  find  a  means  for 
the  removal  of  the  corruption  with  which 
the  stable  reeks,   sooner  or   later  the 
waters  will  burst  in  of  their  own  accord 
and  sweep  away  not  only  the  corruption, 
but  perhaps  the  stable  itself  and  all 
the  sleek  cattle  which  it  contains.    The 
hon.  Gentleman  concluded  by  moving 
his  Besolution. 

Motion  madO;  and  Question  proposed, 

^  '^  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
simoniacal  evasions  of  the  law,  and  other  scandals 
connected  with  the  exercise  and  disposal  of 
private  patronage  in  the  Churoh  of  England, 
are  such  as  to  call  for  remedial  measures  of  the 
most  stringent  and  radical  chaxacter." — (Jfr, 
Edward  Leiuham,) 
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Mr.  STUABT-WOETLET  said,  he 
rose  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
Btood  on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
colnshire (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) — namely, 
after  the  word  **  House,"  to  insert  the 
following  words : — 

'*The  Reports  of  the  Select  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords  on  Church  Patronage, 
and  of  the  Royal  Commission  on  the  sale,  ex- 
change, and  resignation  of  Ecclesiastical  Bene- 
fices, disclose  evils  connected  with  the  exercise 
and  disposal  of  Church  Patronage  which  call 
for  legislation  at  the  earliest  possihle  mo* 
ment.** 

In  rising  to  move  this  Amendment,  he 
thought  he  had  a  double  claim  upon  the 
indulgence  of  the  House,  because  he  was 
not  only  representing  the  position  which 
would  have  been  taken  up  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire if  he  had  not  been  called  away  by 
urgent  afiPairs,  but  he  was  also  repre- 
senting the  position  which  he  had  occu- 
pied as  Secretary  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission, whose  Eeport  was  now  under 
examination.  He  was  certainly  inclined 
to  view  with  a  great  deal  of  distrust  the 
object  with  which  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Huddersfield 
(Mr.  Leatham)  had  been  presented  to  the 
House.  He  was  even  inclined  to  look 
with  some  suspicion  upon  the  quarter  of 
the  House  from  which  this  Motion  pro- 
ceeded. There  was  a  good  deal  that  was 
significant  in  the  way  in  which  the  un- 
savoury details  recited  by  his  hon.  Friend 
had  been  received  by  hon.  Members 
around  him.  He  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley) 
wished  he  could  see  in  the  way  these  de- 
tails had  been  received  a  little  more  desire 
for  purification  and  a  little  less  zeal  for 
destruction.  He  hoped  he  might  credit 
so  good  a  Churchman  in  his  acts,  if  not 
in  his  professions,  as  his  hon.  Friend 
with  a  sincere  desire  to  reform  the 
Church  of  England  and  to  remove  the 
abuses,  the  existence  of  which  within 
her  pale  he  (Mr.  Stuart-Wortley)  would 
be  tne  last  to  deny.  By  the  terms  of 
his  Motion,  his  hon.  Friend  stood  com- 
mitted to  the  declaration  that  if  the 
Church  could  be  purified  in  respect  of 
these  matters  it  would  be  better  for  the 
State  that  she  should  continue  to  exist. 
As  to  the  scandals  touched  upon  by  his  hon . 
Friend,  they  had  been  before  the  House 
and  the  country  for  years.  There  was  no- 
thing in  the  evidence  taken  by  the  Boyal 
Commissioners,  as  reported  in  November 


1879,  that  was  new  to  the  country  or,  in- 
deed, to  the  Commissioners  themselves. 
The  same  sort  of  evidence  was  given 
before  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords  in  1 874 .  Most  of  the  details  on 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Huddersfield 
had  dwelt  were  contained  in  the  Blue 
Book,  and  there  was  little  or  nothing  that 
was  new  in  them.  The  facts  relating  to 
the  abuses  surrounding  the  traffic  in 
Church  livings  were  only  too  painfully 
familiar.  Nor  was  there  anything  new 
in  the  (character  of  the  speech  of  his 
hon.  Friend.  The  hon.  Member,  as  the 
House  well  knew,  was  a  zealous  re- 
former in  those  matters,  and  that  was 
not  the  first  time  he  had  pressed  his 
views  in  respect  to  them  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House.  Li  the  same  manner, 
and  with  the  same  attractiveness  of  de- 
tail, his  hon.  Friend  had  urged  upon  the 
last  Parliament  the  pressing  need  of  re- 
form. He  could  have  wished,  however, 
that  his  hon.  Friend,  instead  of  seeking 
to  commit  the  House  to  this  vaguely 
declamatory  Besolution,  h^d  directed  his 
energies  into  some  channel  which  would 
have  resulted  in  some  definite  scheme 
of  practical  legislation.  To-night  if, 
instead  of  venting  impotently  their 
wrath  in  Motions  more  or  less  hys- 
terically worded,  they  were  engaged 
in  the  work  of  removing  abuses  which 
they  all  admitted  to  exist,  it  would 
be  much  more  satisfactory.  It  was  for 
that  reason  that  he  ventured  to  submit 
to  the  House  the  Amendment  which  he 
invited  the  House  to  affirm — namely, 
that  what  was  needed,  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, was  not  so  much  a  declaration  that 
remedies  were  necessary  which  were 
surrounded  by  certain  attributes,  includ- 
ing that  somewhat  unpalatable  word 
*^  radical ; "  but  that  something  in  the 
nature  of  specific  legislation  was  neces- 
sary. He  ventured  to  ask  why  it  was  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Huddersfield,  during 
all  the  years  he  had  been  so  laboriously, 
and  with  so  much  sincerity,  investigating 
the  subject,  had  not  presented  some  spe- 
cific or  remedy,  which  commended  itself 
to  him,  for  the  approval  of  the  House, 
and  had  not  asked  the  House  to  give  legis- 
lative effect  to  his  particular  views  ?  He 
(Mr.  Stuart-Wortley)  trusted  that  this 
evening  he  would  hear  some  announce- 
ment from  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
as  to  the  view  they  took  of  the  question 
— a  question  which  he  certainly  did  not 
intend  to  be  behind  the  hon.  Member  in 
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estimating  as  one  of  the  first  magnitude. 
Knowing,  perhaps,  more  than  anyone  in 
the  House  except  the  hon.  Member  him- 
self of  the  evidence  in  the  Blue  Book, 
which  had  been  passed  in  review  to-night, 
it  behoved  him  to  examine  some  of  the 
statements  which  had  been  made  in  re- 
gard to  that  evidence.  It  was  evident  that 
his  hon.  Friend  had  laid  hold  of  all  the 
most  important  and  attractive  particulars 
in  that  evidence  ;  and  if  they  were  to  be 
taken  by  themselves — if  hon.  Members 
were  merely  to  read  these  extracts  from 
the  evidence,   which  generally  formed 
part  of  the  pamphlet  in  which  the  hon. 
Member    subsequently    published    his 
speeches,  unaccompanied  by  the  entire 
text,  they  would  by  no  means  be  able  to 
arrive  at  a  satisfactory  conclusion  as  to 
the  facts  of  the  case.     He  had  already 
stated  that  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Boyed  Commissioners  contained  nothing 
new.    All  the  painful  and  unpalatable 
facts  discussed  by  the  witnesses  who  were 
called  before  the  Boyal  Commissioners 
in  1879  practically  amounted  to  nothing 
that  was  not  known  before  ;  indeed,  he 
might  inform  the  House  that  even  be- 
fore the  Commission    sat    those  very 
facts  were  edl  given  in  evidence  before  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
in  1874  ;  and,  as  far  as  the  evidence  be- 
fore the  Boyal  Commission  was  con- 
cerned, it  was,  in  a  ereat  majority  of 
cases,  the  evidence  of  volunteers.    He 
did  not  believe  himself  that  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Commissioners  were  in 
the  slightest  degree  affected  by  the  evi- 
dence they  heard.    The  state  of   the 
traffic  was  thoroughly  well  known  to  the 
Commissioners  before  a  single  word  of 
the   evidence   was    given.       The   hon. 
Member  had  referred  to  the  fact  that  a 
great  deal  of  Mr.  Stark's  evidence  stood 
uncontradicted.    He  (Mr.  Stuart- Wort- 
ley)  was  certainly  not  there  to  contra- 
dict Mr.  Stark's  evidence ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  might  say  that  if  every 
assertion  made  in  the  course  of  Mr. 
Stark's  evidence  was  taken  to  be  a  posi- 
tive fact  because  it  happened  to  be  un- 
contradicted, the  House  would  be  in 
danger  of  falling  into  a  very  grave  error. 
Mr.  Stark  was  me  last  witness  called  by 
the  Commission.     He  was  called  at  his 
own  request,  in  consequence  of  his  belief 
that  his  proceedings  had  been  reflected 
upon  by  other  witnesses,  which  was  un- 
doubtedly the  case;   and  the  Commis- 
sioners   gave  him  the  opportunity  of 
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giving  such  explanations  as  he  thought 
proper.    But  it  was  undesirable  that  the 
Commissioners  should  continae  to  sit  for 
an  indefinite  period,  and  that  might  have 
been  the  case  if  they  had  called  for  ex- 
planations from  all  the  persons  who  were 
refiected  upon  by  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Stark.    It  was  not  for  the  Commissioners 
to  constitute  themselves  into  a  judicial 
tribunal  for  the  trial  of  issues  of  a  per- 
sonal character.    If  such  had  been  the 
case,  the  labour  of  the  Boyal  Oommis- 
sioners  would  have  been  protracted  in- 
definitely, and  that  was  the  reason  why 
a  groat  deal  of  Mr.  Stark's   evidence 
stood  unexplained  and  uncontradicted. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hud- 
dersfield  said  that  Mr.  Stark's  evidence 
was  in  favour,  not  of  further  restrictions 
in  the  law  regarding  Church  patronage, 
but  of  a  relaxation  of  the  law  itself. 
That  was  true ;  and  Mr.  Stark  avowed 
himself  a  free  trader,  and  thought  there 
should  be  no  restriction  to  prevent  the 
patron  from  dealing  with  his  own  bene- 
fice ;  but  it  did  not  follow  that  the  Boyal 
Commissioners  adopted  any  such  view ; 
and  if  the  hon.  Member  would  take  the 
trouble  to  examine  the  evidence  pub- 
lished by  the  Boyal  Commissioners,  and 
also  the  recommendations  they  made,  he 
would  find  that  some  of  the  dignitaries 
of  the  Church  to  whom  his  hon.  Friend 
had  paid  a  very  doubtful  compliment  that 
night  were  not  at  all  behind  the  hon. 
Member  in  their  zeal  for  the  reform  of 
the  patronage  laws  of  the  Churdli.     Mr. 
Bedford  gave  evidence  that  he  held  an 
advowson  which  had  been  in  his  family 
from  the  days  of  Queen  Elizabeth ;  he 
was  a  descendant  of  the  original  tenant 
or  holder  of  the  benefice,  and  he  might, 
if  he  had  chosen,  been  enjoying  the 
whole  fruits  of  the  benefice ;  but,  instead 
of  that,  he  had  divided  it  into  four  dis- 
tricts, and  the  income  which  he  "person- 
ally enjoyed  as  incumbent  was  probably 
divided  by  four.    His  hon.  Friend,  in  the 
charge  he  preferred  against  the  incum- 
bent in  this  case,  altogether  misconceived 
the  nature  of  the  facts.  Another  witness, 
Mr.  Meredith,  was  supposed  to  speak  in 
strong  condemnation  of  the  great  fre- 
quency with  which  the  clergy  in  Holy 
Orders  acquired  patronage  and  accumu- 
lated it  in  their  own  hands.    He  (Mr. 
Stuart- Wortley)  deplored  that  fact ;  but 
he  wished  to  draw  attention  to  this  cir- 
cumstance also,  that  the  witness  in  Ques- 
tion came  to  complain  of  the  evUs  of 
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episcopal  patronage^  and  to  impress  upon 
the  Royal  CommisBion  that  there  was 
no  evil  so  great  as  that  the  patronage 
should  be  in  the  hands  of  the  Bishops, 
because  they  exercised  it  more  from  fa- 
vouritism than  in  the  public  interest. 
This  witness  underwent  a  severe  cross- 
examination,  and  it  turned  out  that  his 
motives  in  attacking  a  certain  Prelate 
were  by  bo  means  of  a  patriotic  or 
public  spirited  character.  It  was  fal- 
lacious to  talk  of  the  state  of  traffic  by 
the  mere  number  of  advowsons  which 
appeared  in  the  published  lists.  It  would 
be  just  as  wise  to  go  round  to  the  books 
of  every  house  agent  in  London,  and 
conclude  from  the  total  number  added 
up  in  arithmetical  progression  that  they 
properly  represented  the  total  number 
of  nouse  properties  for  sale  within  a 
given  area.  It  was  just  the  same  in 
regard  to  Church  livings;  and,  as  a 
proof  of  this  assertion,  he  would  only 
refer  to  Question  2,279,  in  which  Mr. 
Stark  admitted  that  the  largest  number 
of  sales  he  had  had  in  any  one  year  was 
40,  which  fell  very  far  below  the  num- 
ber given  in  his  published  catalogue. 
The  question  of  the  admission  of  black 
sheep  into  the  Church  on  account  of  the 
laxity  of  the  laws  surrounding  the  law 
of  patronage  was  a  serious  one ;  but  it 
would  be  dealt  with  much  better  by 
strengthening  the  hands  of  the  Bishops 
as  to  the  refusal  of  presentees  than  by 
altering  the  law  in  regard  to  the  sede 
of  patronage,  or  by  any  amount  of  de- 
clamation in  that  House  as  regarded  the 
practices  which  were  connected  with  the 
sale.  He  confessed  that  it  did  seem  to 
him  to  be  irrelevant  to  the  question  now 
at  issue  before  the  House  to  try  to  make 
out  that  those  who  were  outside  the 
pale  of  the  Church  of  England  were  the 
monopolists  of  morality,  and  that  no  mi- 
nisters of  any  denomination  ever  found 
their  way  into  the  dock  of  a  Crimined  Court 
except  those  of  the  Church  of  England. 
They  had  been  told  that  the  late  Govern- 
ment was  not  a  reforming  Government. 
He,  for  one,  heartily  wished  they  had 
accepted  the  opportunity  which  was  pre- 
sented to  them  of  dealing  with  this  sub- 
lect.  In  the  year  1875,  a  Bill  was 
brought  down  from  the  House  of  Lords, 
founded  on  the  Eeport  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  that  House,  which  might,  at 
all  events,  have  afforded  an  oppo^unity 
for  an  attempt  to  deal  with  some  part 
of  the  subject.    He  knew  that  that  13111 


would  not  have  satisfied  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Huddersfield;  but  it 
would  have  removed  some  of  the  prin- 
cipal sources  of  the  evils  complained  of. 
Why  it  was  that  the  subject  had  been 
referred  to  a  Eoyal  Commission  he  (Mr. 
Stuart- Wortley)  did  not  know;  but, 
having  been  referred  to  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission, he  asked  the  House  to  remem- 
ber what  the  Report  of  that  Royal  Com- 
mission was.  The  Report  only  appeared 
in  the  month  of  August,  1879,  and  it 
was  not  circulated  to  the  public  until 
the  following  November.  Consequently, 
in  the  few  months  which  remained  of 
the  late  Parliament,  there  was  scarcely 
any  time  for  the  late  Government  to 
take  up  the  subject.  But  why  the 
present  Government,  with  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission  ready  to  their 
hands,  had  not  thought  proper  to  deal 
with  the  subject,  was  a  fitting  question 
for  the  hon.  Member  for  Huddersfield  to 
inquire  into.  There  were  reasons  which 
readily  suggested  themselves  why  the 
Government  had  not  taken  up  the  ques- 
tion. He  would  not  detain  the  House 
by  speculations  upon  that  matter.  He 
sincerely  hoped  that,  when  the  subject 
did  come  to  be  dealt  with  by  some  more 
satisfactory  mode  than  a  Resolution  of 
that  House,  the  principle  would  be  estab- 
lished and  recognized  that  patronage 
in  the  Church  of  England  should  be 
regarded  not  so  much  in  the  nature 
of  property  as  in  the  nature  of  a 
trust  of  the  very  highest  and  most  sacred 
nature.  It  was  only  by  affirming  these 
principles,  and  giving  the  fullest  possible 
legislative  qEqcI  to  them,  that  they  would 
succeed  in  securing  that  which  was  the 
best  interest  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land— namely,  that  she  should  become 
essentially  national  and  popular.  He 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stood  on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  said,  that  in  rising 
to  second  the  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Stuart- Wortley)  he  must  apologize  for 
detaining  the  House  at  that  late  hour. 
He  did  so  because  he  thought  it  was  not 
desirable  that  the  debate  should  close 
without  one  voice  being  heard  on  behalf 
of  the  English  Universities.  By  an  unfor- 
tunate series  of  circumstances,  there  was 
no  other  Member  for  any  of  the  English 
Universities  present.    The  t.^r««^  ^ssSSS:^- 
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tion  he  had  sufltered,  which  was  the 
cause  of  the  absence  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope), 
they  all  deplored,  and  his  right  hon. 
Friend  and  Colleague  in  the  representa- 
tion of  the  University  of  Oxford  (Sir  John 
Mowbray)  was  detained  at  home  by  ill- 
ness. It  was,  therefore,  only  seemly 
that  he  should,  however  imperfectly, 
second  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Sheffield.  The  House  was 
to  be  congratulated  on  the  fact  that  the 
tone  of  the  debate  differed  favourably 
from  that  which  it  had  assumed  on  other 
and  similar  occasions.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Huddersfield  (Mr.  Leatham), 
who,  as  they  knew,  took  a  strong  view 
of  the  question,  had  not  regaled  them 
with  those  spicy  and  unsavoury  anec- 
dotes which  had  been  allowed  to  encum- 
ber the  question  before ;  but  had  brought 
the  subject  forward  in  a  more  serious  tone 
than  upon  former  occasions,  and  on  that 
account  the  lion.  Member  commanded 
more  sympathy  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
side  of  the  House  with  the  object  he  had  in 
view.  The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  was 
quite  mistaken  if  he  thought  that  he 
had  a  monopoly  of  indignation  on  the 
subject  of  simoniacal  transactions.  He 
could  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
there  was  not  one  of  those  who  sat  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House  who  sym- 
pathized with  what  they  believed  to  be 
the  true  interests  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land who  did  not  feel  as  strongly  as  he 
did,  at  the  very  least,  with  regard  to 
those  gross  and  crying  evils;  but  he 
ventured  to  put  it  to  the  hon.  Member 
and  to  the  House  that  he  had  painted 
in  black  colours— not  too  black,  he  ad- 
mitted— the  special  evils  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  disclosed ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Leatham)  had  painted  his  picture  so 
darkly,  and  refused  to  admit  anything  but 
the  darkness  he  had  disclosed,  so  that  he 
had  rather  left  upon  the  House  and  the 
country,  if  they  accepted  his  picture,  the 
unfavourable  impression  that  the  cases 
which  he  had  detailed  were  fair  samples 
of  the  ordinary  practices  of  the  Church 
of  England.  That  was  what  he  (Mr. 
J.  G.  Talbot)  complained  of.  Ho  did 
not  believe  it  could  be  maintained  for  a 
single  moment  that  the  state  of  patron- 
age, on  the  whole,  in  the  Church  of 
England  was  a  discreditable  state  of 
things ;  nor  did  he  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber could  deny  that  the  conduct  of  the 
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clerffy  of  the  Ohuich  of  England,  as  a 
whole,  was  of  the  most  praiseworthy  de« 
scription.  He  believed  there  was  no 
body  of  men  in  this  country,  or  in  any 
other  country,  who  devoted  a  larger 
amount  of  time  to  better  objects  for 
lower  remuneration  than  the  clergy  of 
the  Church  of  England.  He  felt  bound, 
as  having  the  great  honour  in  that 
House  of  representing  a  larffe  number  of 
the  clergy,  to  put  that  lighter  and 
brighter  picture  before  the  House.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  used  such  words  as 
' '  the  state  of  the  clerical  conscience, "  as  if 
the  whole  of  the  clerical  conscience  was 
involved  in  the  dark  sins  which  he  had 
depicted.     Of  course,  if  that  was  a  true 

Eicture,  there  would  be  nothing  more  to 
e  said  for  the  Church  of  England ;  but 
the  cases  cited  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
were  exceptions,  and  by  no  means  the 
rule.    Then  the  hon.  Member  used  the 
2)hrase   ''  simoniacal    upstarts."      That 
was  a  very  strong  expression.     He  did 
not  wish  to  defend  any  of  those  who 
were  engaged  in  any  of  those  nefarious 
practices ;  out  he  thought  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman a  little  confused  matters  when  he 
brought  into  this  subject  the  most  difficult 
and  delicate  question  of  the  relation  of 
the  clergy  with  the  Bishops  and  Courts 
of  Law.  If  his  (Mr.  J.G.Talbot's)  opinion 
was  correct,  it  was  not  by  any  means  the 
clergy  who  were  engaged  in  these  ques- 
tionable pecuniary  transactions  who  took 
part  in  disputes  on  matters  of  doctrine 
and  ritual.     Those  who  were  engaged 
in  these  nefarious  practices  took  very 
little  trouble  about  doctrinal  matters, 
and  were  content  with  the  vezy  smallest 
and  dullest  round  of  obligatory  duties. 
Therefore,  he  did  not  imagine  they  were 
likely  to  be  involved  in  a  collision  with 
the  Courts  on  doctrinal  questions.    The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  therefore  confiised 
those  two  very  difficult  questions;  but 
the  most  serious  complaint  he  (Mr.  J. 
G.  Talbot)  had  to  make  against  the  hon. 
Member  was  this.    He  appeared  before 
the  House  as  a  champion  of  ecclesias- 
tical purity.     He  went  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  a  very  great  extent,  and 
wished  to  co-operate  with  him,  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  allow  him.     But 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope),  whose  absence  to- 
night they  all  regretted,  had  also  tried 
to  grapple  with  this  question,  and  had,  at 
least,  given  somepractical  exemplification 
of  his  views.    That  Bill  was  clown  finr 
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second  reading  on  Wednesday,  the  6th  of 
April,  and  against  it  there  appeared  on 
the  Order  Book  a  Notice  of  Opposition 
in  the  name  of  Mr.  Edward  Leatham. 
That  seemed  to  show  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  not  so  very  anxious  to  im- 
prove and  reform  the  Church ;  but  when 
a  practical  scheme  was  presented  for 
dealing  with  Church  patronage,  then  the 
hon.  Member  proposed  to  move,  **  That 
it  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months."  If  that  was  a  practical  ex- 
emplification of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
views,  he  could  not  say  that  he  cared 
much  for  his  theories ;  he  hoped  that  in 
future  they  would  have  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman for  a  supporter  of  the  Amend- 
ment which  the  hon.  Member  for  Shef- 
field had  so  ably  proposed  to-night ;  and 
that,  when  they  came  to  any  practical 
remedy  for  the  present' unhappy  state  of 
things,  they  would  have  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Huddersfield  assisting,  and  not 
thwarting,  any  measures  submitted  for 
that  purpose.  The  hon.  Gentleman  was 
not  quite  fair  in  implying  that  nothing 
had  been  done,  or  attempted  to  be  done, 
in  this  matter.  As  long  ago  as  1870, 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  late  Home 
Secretary  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) 
brought  in  a  Bill  for  prohibiting  the 
sale  of  next  presentations ;  and  he  re- 
membered that  in  one  of  his  earliest 
efforts  in  that  House  he  had  the  pleasure 
of  supporting  his  ri^ht  hon.  Friend. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Huddersfield  was  in  his  place  at 
that  time ;  but  he  did  not  remember  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  took  any  part  in 
that  attempt  to  assist  the  Church  in 
getting  rid  of  one  of  its  abuses.  Again, 
a  Bill  was  brought  down  from  the 
House  of  Lords  during  the  last  Parlia- 
ment, which  had  the  support  of  Mem- 
bers of  the  Episcopal  Bench.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  amused  the  House  to- 
night with  a  description  of  the  appear- 
ance which  the  Bench  of  Bishops  pre- 
sented, rather  implying  that  they  were 
beautiful  to  look  at,  but  useless  in  their 
functions.  He  fMr.  J.  G.  Talbot)  did 
not  know  what  tne  fairness  of  extreme 
Liberals  might  be ;  but  it  seemed  to  him 
that  it  would  have  been  a  little  more  fair, 
when  the  Bishops  came  forward  in  such  a 
matter,  not  to  indulge  in  sarcastio  jeers 
at  their  expense ;  but  rather  to  recognize 
the  effort  which  they  made,  and  to  put 
it  down  to  their  credit.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  approach  the  subjeot  in  a 


happier  and  more  hopeful  frame  of  mind 
if  he  could  for  a  moment  discard  eccle- 
siasticed  prejudices.  If  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  his  Friends  really  wished 
to  help  Churchmen  to  remove  abuses  in 
the  Church,  let  them  not  cast  sneers  at 
those  who  endeavoured  to  remove  them ; 
but  rather  heartily  co-operate  and  join 
hands  in  the  same  good  work.  He  hoped 
that  one  good  result  of  to-night's  short 
debate  would  be  this — ^that  niey  would 
have  from  Her  Majesty's  Government 
some  declaration  of  their  views  on  the 
question.  The  Government  were  in  a 
very  strong  position  in  this  matter. 
They  were,  of  course,  a  very  strong 
Government,  with  a  very  strong  ma- 
jority at  their  back.  [*'  No ! "]  Well, 
they  had  not  a  very  large  majority  last 
night ;  but  they  had  last  week.  They 
had  another  great  advantage,  which 
could  not  be  denied,  in  having  at  their 
head  a  right  hon.  Friend  of  his,  whom  he 
was  proud  to  call  his  friend,  and  who, 
besides  beins^  a  very  strong  supporter  of 
all  that  was  Liberal  and  progressive,  was 
also  a  very  ardent  member  of  the  Church 
of  England  ;  and  there  was  no  one  who 
could  more  easily,  if  he  would  give  his 
great  energies  to  the  task,  carry  through 
a  measure  of  Ecclesiastical  Eeform  of  the 
best  kind  in  this  House  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister. 
Therefore,  the  House  to-night  had  an 
opportunity,  which  they  did  not  often 
possess,  of  eliciting  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  what  he  hoped  would  be 
a  satisfactory  solution  of  the  question. 
He  was  very  sorry  that  the  question  had 
come  on  at  this  particular  part  of  the 
evening ;  but  it  could  not  be  helped,  be- 
cause other  matters  had  intervened.  Two 
or  three  hours  had  been  wasted  by  the 
Government  in  proposing  a  Private  Bill, 
which  was  afterwards  withdrawn;  but 
he  only  referred  to  that  circumstance 
because  it  would  be  unfortunate  for  the 
House  and  the  country  if  they  went  away 
under  the  impression  that  the  only  thing 
that  could  be  said  on  the  matter  was  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hudders- 
field. While  giving  the  hon.  Member  full 
credit  for  the  beneficence  of  his  inten- 
tions, he  thought  the  matter  ought  to  be 
more  fairly  and  fully  discussed  ;  and,  in 
seconding  the  Amendment,  he  would  re- 
peat his  sincere  hope  that  they  would 
receive  from  the  Government  a  satis- 
factory declaration  on  this  important 
subject. 
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that  obligation  had  been  owned  on  more 
occasions  than  one.  It  had  been  owned 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late 
Home  Secretary  in  a  former  year,  and 
during  the  present  year  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Stuart- Wort- 
ley),  who  had  addressed  the  Honse  that 
night  with  so  much  ability,  and  by  those 
who  were  his  fellow-labourers  in  the 
measure  they  had  laid  upon  the  Table. 
Then  there  was,  thirdly,  the  Gfovem- 
ment  of  the  day.  It  was,  undoubtedly, 
their  duty — whether  they  were  Conser- 
vative or  Liberal,  without  prejudice  to 
other  claims,  and  even,  it  mi^ht  be,  in 
particular  instances,  to  higher  claims  and 
other  duties  with  which  they  were  more 
especially  engaged — to  assist  any  in- 
telligent and  earnest  endeavour  to 
amend  any  of  the  institutions  of  the 
country  ;  and  certainly  not  least  an  in- 
stitution so  important  as  the  National 
Church.  The  House  was,  therefore, 
he  thought,  in  a  state  of  remarkable 
union  as  to  the  Main  Question ;  and  it 
would  be  a  great  pity  if,  upon  differences 
so  small  as  these  were,  which  had  to 
be  decided  by  the  aid  of  the  microscope, 
between  the  Motion  and  the  Amend- 
ment, they  were  to  go  into  opposite 
Lobbies  for  the  purpose  of  emphasizing 
those  differences.  His  hon.  Friend  who 
made  the  Motion  appeared  to  have  rather 
wickedly  introduced  into  it  one  or  two 
epithets  to  give  it  a  flavour.  That  was, 
no  doubt,  perfectly  fair  on  his  part ;  but 
at  the  same  time,  when  it  came  to  a 
question  of  a  solemn  form  of  declaration, 
he  felt  quite  sure  that  his  hon.  Friend 
would  be  disposed  to  rest  satisfied  with 
the  approval  and  sympathy  that  his 
address  had  elicited  in  regard  to  his 
general  object,  and  would  not  push,  in 
effect,  his  particular  attitude  to  the  ex- 
tent of  a  division,  which  might  have  the 
result  of  rejecting  the  Amendment  that 
had  been  moved.  He  must  say,  in  one 
respect,  he  preferred  the  Motion  to  the 
Amendment;  for  the  hon.  Member  for 
Huddersfield,  although  he  dwelt  very 
much  on  the  condemnation  of  the  clericfd 
conscience,  said,  with  very  great  truth, 
that  these  abuses  were  abuses  of  private 
patronage.  That  was  a  very  important 
matter  to  recollect.  In  regard  to  public 
patronage,  no  doubt  that  was  open  to 
criticism  ;  but  ever  since  the  scandalous 
case  of  the  Dean  of  York,  it  had  never 
been  before  this  country  in  connection 
with  these  gross  and  foul  proceedings. 


Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  tho  word  **  House'*  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**the  Roports  of  the  Select  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords  on  Church  Patronage,  and  of 
tho  Ro^'nl  Commission  on  the  sale,  exchange, 
and  resignation  of  Ecclesiastical  Benefices,  dis- 
close o\'ils  connected  with  the  exorcise  and 
disposal  of  Church  Patronage  which  call  for 
legislation  at  the  earliest  possible  moment," — 
(JIT/-.  S(uart  Wortleij,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.    GLADSTONE    said,    his    hon. 
Friend  had  made  a  very  fair  appeal  to 
him ;  and,  indeed,  he  thought  it  would 
bo  unfortunate  if,  in  the  present  state  of 
things,  this  debate  should  end  in  a  di- 
vision.    For  the  purposes  of  the  present 
discussion,  ho  might  divide  the  House 
into   three   sections.     There   was,  first, 
the  section  to  which  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Huddersfield  belonged,  who 
described  himself  as  acting  in  the  cha- 
racter of  a  Nonconformist  in  this  House. 
It  was  an  eminently  satisfactory  state  of 
things  when  they  saw  a  Gentleman  in 
that  position,  who  might  fairly  say,  if 
he  was  so  disposed — **It  is  no  part  of 
my  duty  to  remove  the  abuses  in  the 
Church,  as  I  can  carry  on  my  warfare 
against  it  more  conveniently  and  advan- 
tageously while  those  abuses  remain  in 
existence."     It  was  a  very  hopeful  thing 
to  see  the  hon.  Member  come  forward 
and  endeavour,  no  doubt  in  perfect  good 
faith,  to   induce  the  House  to  adopt  a 
Resolution   in   favour  of  ending  these 
abuses.      Of  hon.  Gentlemen   opposite 
he  could  only  say  that  they,  and  many 
on   tho   Ministerial   side  also,  were  of 
opinion  that  the  Church  Establishment 
ought  to  he  preserved ;  and  from  those 
who  held  that  opinion,  and  all  others,  it 
was  to  mo  expected  that  they  should  be 
in  earnest  in  this  matter.     If  his  hon. 
Friend   the   Member  for    Huddersfield 
failed  in  his  object,  he  could  fall  back 
upon  his  general  principles,  and  say — 
**  I  will  get  ridaltogother  of  the  mischief 
which  I  have   been   unable  to  abate." 
But  they,  on  the  contrary,  if  their  efforts 
to   cure  those   abuses  failed,  ought  to 
bear  the  whole  burden  and  the  whole 
odium  and   scandal  of  failure  in  their 
endeavours.     They,   therefore,  were  in 
a  position  of  the  highest  obligation  to 
labour  in  this  cause ;  and  he  must  say 
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It  was  impossible,  he  admitted,  to  over- 
state the  demoralizing  effect  of  transac- 
tions of  this  kind  upon  the  clergy  con- 
nected with  them.  He  did  not  think 
that  any  language,  even  the  language 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Huddersfield, 
could  exaggerate  those  mischiefs.  On 
the  other  hand,  it  was  only  just  to  record 
that  that  portion  of  the  clergy  which  was 
personally  condemned  in  that  way  was 
an  extremely  small  proportion ;  and  most 
certainly  one  ought  to  bear  testimony 
that  men  who  were  zealous  in  their  own 
sense  on  questions  of  Bitual  and  doc- 
trine were  not  men  of  that  stamp  at  all. 
The  men  who  engaged  in  simoniacal 
transactions  were  men  who  were  much 
more  conversant  with  the  matters  of  this 
world  and  questions  of  temporal  advan- 
tage, than  with  the  decision  of  questions 
on  which  more  conscientious  persons 
were  divided  among  themselves.  His 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J.  Qt,  Talbot)  had  made 
a  warm  appeal  to  the  Government  to 
take  up  this  question.  They  were  in  the 
habit  o/  hearing  such  appeals  from  time 
to  time,  and,  no  doubt,  it  was  a  proof  of 
the  confidence  of  the  House  in  the  Go- 
vemmenti  when  they  petssed  Besolutions 
that  the  Government  ought  to  do  this, 
that,  and  the  other.  It  was  a  proof,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford  University 
said,  that  the  Government  were  strong 
in  the  confidence  of  the  House.  ^*No! '' 
"  Hear,  hear  1 "  and  laughter. "]  His  hon. 
Friend  said  the  Government  were  weak 
last  night,  and  that  was  very  true ;  but 
the  hon.  Gentleman  forgot  that  last  night 
they  had  to  face  a  formidable  institution, 
which  might  almost  be  termed  a  Land 
League.  With  regard  to  their  oppor- 
tunities of  dealing  with  the  present  ques- 
tion, he  would  remind  his  hon.  Friend 
that  it  was  impossible  to  make  two  blades 
of  grass  grow  in  the  same  place ;  and 
the  GK)vemment  could  not  by  any  possi- 
biUty  take  up  some  new  question  of 
legislation  without  displacing  some  other 
project  of  legislation.  He  should  be 
very  glad  indeed  if  he  saw  a  likelihood 
that  they  might  approach  this  ques- 
tion ;  but  that  likelihood  was,  unfortu- 
nately, rather  remote.  What,  then, 
was  their  practical  duty  at  the  present 
moment  ?  Hon.  Members  were  remark- 
ably united,  it  appeared,  in  mind,  ad- 
mitting— whether  they  approved  of  the 
EstabUshed  Church  or  not,  and  probably 
a  very  large  majority  of  the  House 
hoped  that  it  might  very  long 


admitting  that  while  the  Establishment 
continued  to  exist,  these  scandals  ought, 
if  possible,  to  be  removed.  He  must  say 
that  he  hoped,  though  it  might  be  desir- 
able that  the  question  should  be  dealt 
with  by  the  Government,  that  the  House 
would  'not  absolutely  refuse  to  look  at 
the  Bill  which  was  brought  in  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
£.  Stanhope),  simply  on  account  of  the 
fact  that  it  was  not  brought  in  by  the 
Government.  He  could  not  undertake 
to  give  an  opinion  on  the  merits  of  the 
Biu,  as  he  had  not  had  time  to  exa- 
mine it  with  the  care  and  attention 
that  would  be  necessary.  But*  he  must 
say,  though,  perhaps,  it  might  seem 
to  be  beginning  at  the  wrong  end, 
that  if  the  last  clause,  which  aimed  at 
prohibiting  the  sale  of  next  presenta- 
tions, apart  from  the  whole  advowson — 
if  that  clause  were  passed  and  nothing 
else,  he  ventured  to  say  that  the  Bill 
would  offer  great  benefit  to  the  country. 
He  thought  that  an  acknowledgment 
should  be  given  to  his  hon.  Friend  for 
the  Motion  he  had  brought  forward ;  but 
that  they  should  not  be  called  upon  to 
draw  the  nice  distinction  that  might  be 
made  between  the  Motion  and  the 
Amendment ;  and  that,  considering  that 
there  was  a  practical  Bill  before  the 
House,  they  might  refrain,  on  this  par- 
ticular occasion,  from  making  any  ab- 
stract assertion,  either  in  the  form  of  a 
Motion  or  an  Amendment.  They  might, 
he  thought,  very  well  dispense  them- 
selves from  that  now;  but  when  they 
came  to  the  opportunity  of  considering 
the  Bill  which  was  before  the  House 
they  would,  he  hoped,  earnestly  and 
heartily  examine  it,  with  a  view  to  ex- 
tracting from  it  whatever  they  could  of 
matter  which  was  valuable  for  the  im- 
portant object  it  had  in  view. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CKOSS  :  I  am 
very  glad  to  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
hearing  what  has  just  fallen  from  the 
Prime  Minister;  and,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, I  would  strongly  recommend  the 
course  he  has  advised.  I  can  conceive 
that  we  are  all  practically  at  one  on  the 
object  we  have  in  view ;  but  I  do  not 
thmk  we  need  go  to  a  division,  either  on 
the  Motion  or  the  Amendment,  and  I 
should  advise  my  hon.  Friend  behind 
me  to  withdraw  the  Amendment,  if  the 
Mover  of  the  Motion  is  also  willing  to 
withdraw.  I  think  the  proposal  of  the 
Minister   is   absolately   sound. 
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We  really  want  to  get  rid  of  a  great 
abuse.  So  long  as  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land lasts — and  I  am  one  who  hopes  that 
it  will  last  for  generations  and  genera- 
tions— we  want  to  get  rid  of  abuses  exist- 
ing in  it ;  and  I  think  the  advice  of  the 
Prime  Minister  is  sound,  when  he  says 
we  have  a  Bill  before  us ;  let  us  discuss 
the  question  when  the  Bill  comes  before 
us,  with  the  common  purpose  of  doing  all 
that  we  can  to  attain  the  object  of  the 
Movers  of  the  Motion  and  the  Amend- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  the  Mover  of 
the  Motion  referred  to  myself  as  having 
taken  action  on  this  matter.  I  had  long 
felt  that  it  was  one  of  the  greatest 
abuses  in  the  Church  of  England ;  and 
in  1870  I  brought  forward  a  Bill  which 
I  succeeded  in  passing  through  this 
House ;  but  it  did  not  become  law.  I 
suppose  the  country,  at  that  time,  was 
not  ready  to  pass  the  Bill  into  law,  and 
I  received  a  shower  of  abuse,  which  I 
never  received  before  or  since.  Now, 
however,  I  believe  all  those  who  showered 
that  abuse  upon  mo  have  come  to  the 
same  opinion  as  the  Prime  Minister — 
namely,  one  of  regret  that  that  Bill  was 
not  passed  into  law.  That  Bill  was 
aimed  solely  at  one  point,  to  which  the 
Prime  Minister  has  alluded ;  and  I  be- 
lieve that,  even  if  that  alone  had  been 
carried,  we  should,  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, hear  very  little  of  abuses  in  the 
Church  of  England,  so  far  as  advowsons 
are  concerned.  That  Bill  was  directed 
against  next  presentations,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  introduced  any  novel  law,  but 
only  recurred  to  the  old  practice  of  not 
allowing  next  presentations  to  be  sold. 
I  was  strengthened  in  that  opinion  by 
the  present  Lord  Coleridge,  who  said 
that  the  Bill  was  really  a  return  to  the 
old  system.  I  do  not  believe  there  was 
the  slightest  attack  upon  property  in  any 
form  or  shape  ;  it  showed  exactly  what 
the  trust  in  the  property  was,  and  how, 
in  the  exercise  of  that  trust,  persons  who 
possessed  it  could  entirely  preserve  their 
rights.  There  is  one  point  which  I  also 
think  a  great  evil,  but  which  has  not  been 
alluded  to  in  this  debate.  I  cannot  help 
saying  that  I  think  the  whole  principle 
of  the  question  of  donatives  is  one  which 
ought  to  be  dealt  with.  With  regard 
to  the  result  of  the  Bill  of  1870,  do  not 
let  us  think  that  because  it  was  not 
passed  into  law  it  has  not  brought  forth 
miit.  I  believe  that  that  Bill,  having 
passed  this  House,  worked  great  effect 
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in  the  minds  of  a  great  number  of  persona 
concerned  in  the  matter ;  and  some  years 
afterwards  this  matter  was  brought  for- 
ward in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  that 
House  passed  another  Bill  which  they 
sent  to  this  House,  but  which  this  House 
did  not  pass.     My  hon.  Friend  behind 
me  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  asks  why  the 
Eoyal  Commission  was  appointed  if  the 
House  of   Lords  had  dealt  with    the 
matter.    I  will  explain  how  that  was, 
because  I  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  it. 
The  Bishop  of  Peterborough,  who  had 
taken  gpreat  interest  in  the  matter,  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the    House  of 
Commons,  having  passed  one  Bill  reme- 
dying defects  in  one  way,  the  House  of 
Lords  having  passed  another  Bill  remedy- 
ing the  same  defects  in  another  way,  it 
was  better,  instead  of  fighting  the  ques- 
tion out  in  the  House,  to  refer  the  whole 
question  to  a  Eoyal  Commission  to  decide 
which  way  was  the  best.    Now,  what 
has  been  the  result  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission ?    The  Hoyal  Commission  has 
not  put  aside  either  one  or  the  other. 
The  Itoyal  Commissioners  said  there  was 
great  justice  in  both  Bills ;  and  in  their 
!Report  I  find  that  they  strongly  recom- 
mend all  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  I 
brought  forward  in   1870,  and  also  a 
great  number  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  of  the  Bishop  of  Peterborough  in 
the  House  of  Lords.    I  do  not  wish  at 
this  hour  of  the  night  to  detain  the 
House  further;    but  I  have  no  doubt 
that  there  is  a  great  abuse  which  ought 
to  be  dealt  with.    I  regret  very  much 
that  the  Prime  Minister,  while  I  sympa- 
thize with  the  Government  in  the  difiB.- 
culties  they  have  in  hand,  would  not 
give  the  touch  of  his  hand  now  to  settle 
the  slight  differences  between  the  several 
parties,  who  are  practically  agpreed.    I 
do  hope  that  in  the  present  Session  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  will  have  an  opportunity  of 
bringing  forward  his  Bill,  and  that  it 
will  be  fully  discussed.     When  it  is  dis- 
cussed I  can  promise  the  Mover  of  this 
Motion  that  1  will  give  all  the  help  I 
can  to  facilitate  the  removal  of  what  I 
consider  one  of  the  greatest  abuses  of 
the  Church  of  England.    I  hope  he  will 
give  his  assistance — with  all  the  research 
he  has  bestowed  on  the  subject — so  that 
we  may  be  able  to  come  to  some  con- 
clusion.    But  I  must  still  make  one 
appeal  to  the  Government.    If  the  Go- 
vernment find  that  the  House  axe  prao- 
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tically  'agreed  upon  this  question;  but 
that  it  does  want  a  magic  hand  to  lift 
them  over  that  particular  bridge,  I  hope 
the  Prime  Minister  will  not  be  slow  to 
lend  that  hand — in  order  that,  before  the 
Session  is  over,  we  may  arrive  at  some 
conclusion.  What  form  that  may  take 
I  cannot  say ;  but  I  do  hope  that  we 
may  rely  on  the  Prime  Minister  to  give 
us  that  helping  hand,  and  I  believe  we 
shall  then  do  the  greatest  possible  ser- 
vice to  the  Church  and  to  the  country  at 
large.  With  regard  to  the  Mover  of  the 
Motion,  I  may  express  the  pleasure  with 
which  I  have  noticed  the  change  in  his 
tone.  I  have  very  often  listened  to 
speeches  of  the  hon.  Member  with  which 
I  have  been  compelled  to  differ ;  but  I 
must  thank  him  for  the  tone  in  which 
he  has  brought  the  matter  before  the 
House ;  and  I  look  upon  that  change  as 
a  favourable  augury  for  the  success  of 
that  which  we  all  have  in  view. 

Colonel  MAEIINS  wished  to  defend 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Leatham)  from 
the  strictures  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  University  of  Oxford  (Mr.  J.  G. 
Talbot),  who  had  expressed  his  surprise 
at  seeing  the'  hon.  Member's  name  on 
the  Paper  as  opposing  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope).  That  he  considered  a 
most  natural  proceeding.  He  believed 
the  hon.  Member  wished  to  see  an  end 
to  this  scandal  in  the  Church;  but  he 
would  appeal  to  him  not  to  allow  his 
partiality  for  the  subject  to  stand  in  the 
way  of  that  being  effected,  and  to  remove 
his  Notice  of  Amendment  to  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire, 
especially  after  what  the  Prime  Minister 
had  said,  as  to  giving  an  opportunity  for 
the  discussion  of  the  subject  with  a  view 
to  putting  an  end  this  Session,  if  possible, 
to  a  scandal  which  all  agpreed  was  one  of 
the  greatest  hindrances  to  the  good  of 
the  Church. 

Mb.  nJJNGWORTH  said,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  as  the  hon.  Member  was 
friendly  to  the  Bill  not  now  before  the 
House  dealing  with  this  and  other  abuses 
in  the  Church,  he  mi^t  withdraw  his 
Motion,  and  allow  the  House  to  consider 
the  Bill  itself  with  their  hands  altogether 
untied.  He  would  appeal  to  his  hon. 
Friend  to  take  that  course,  because  it 
was  taken  a  little  too  much  for  granted 
that  Gentlemen  who  were  witmn  the 
pale  of  the  Church  of  England  had  an 
exclusive  right  to  discuss  practical  ques- 


tions of  reform  in  that  Church.  Many 
others,  however,  had  the  opinion  that 
the  abuses  under  consideration,  and  many 
other  evils  which  had  not  been  pointed 
out,  were  inherent  to  a  State  Establish- 
ment ;  and  that  if  a  tithe  of  the  abuses 
which  had  been  brought  to  light  by  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  and 
the  Boyal  Commission  had  existed  in 
our  civil  institutions.  Heaven  and  earth 
would  have  been  moved  that  they  might 
be  rooted  out  and  not  be  perpetuated. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  it  had  been  the 
case  of  a  Church  not  connected  with  the 
State,  such  abuses  never  could  have 
grown  to  the  magnitude  and  enormity 
of  the  scandal  under  discussion.  It  was 
wholly  on  account  of  the  hybrid  cha- 
racter of  the  Established  Church  that 
these  things  grew  up  to  such  magnitude 
that  it  seemed  almost  impossible  to  deal 
with  them  and  prevent  the  mischief 
which  arose  from  them. 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBARD  was  sure  that 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hud- 
dersfield  (Mr.  Leatham)  had  been  heard 
with  g^eat  pleasure  and  interest  by  every 
Member  of  the  House,  whether  he  was 
a  member  of  the  Church  of  England 
or  not.  Many  members  of  the  Church 
might  ask  what  right  Nonconformists 
had  to  trouble  themselves  with  plans 
for  improving  or  regulating  the  Church ; 
but  that  was  not  his  doctrine  at  all. 
He  believed  that  every  Member  of  that 
House,  and  every  Englishman,  had  an 
inherent  right  and  interest  in  the  cha- 
racter and  the  conduct  and  the  position 
of  the  Church  of  England.  As  good 
citizens,  they  must  desire  to  correct  what- 
ever was  defective  in  an  institution 
which  had  so  powerful  an  influence  on 
the  morality  and  character  of  the  people. 
The  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
assumed  that  the  evils  which  all  de- 
plored were  the  result  of  the  Church  of 
England  being  in  connection  with  the 
State ,'  but  he  (Mr.  J.  G.  Hubbard)  ab- 
solutely disbelieved  in  that  view.  If 
that  connection  had  been  the  cause  it 
would  have  been  found  that  it  was 
not  private  patronage  that  was  at  fault, 
but  public  patronage.  It  would  have 
been  a  patronage  exercised  by  the 
Bishops,  by  the  Prime  Minister,  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  and  by  the  Crown. 
The  evils  complained  of  resulted  from 
the  untruthful  and  dishonest  conduct  of 
persons  who  pursued  a  traffic  contrary  to 
the  law  of  the  Umd.    He  went  entirely 
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■with  his  hon.  Friend  in  his  endeavour 
to  promote  some  measure  to  remedy 
those  abuses.  As  to  the  character  of  the 
abuses,  simony,  strictly  defined,  was  no- 
thing less  than  the  purchase  and  sale  of 
spiritual  things — that  was  Holy  Orders  ; 
but  it  was  impossible  to  have  a  real 
case  of  simony  unless  the  Bishop  con- 
curred in  the  act.  It  was  an  action 
in  which  the  gift  of  Holy  Orders  was 
purchased  with  money.  Laymen  may, 
at  present,  legally  buy  and  sell  Church 
patronage — but  if  the  clergy  buy  presen- 
tations or  adyowsons  for  their  own  ad- 
vantage, they  break  the  law,  and  their 
declarations  that  they  have  committed 
no  simoniacal  act,  though  they  may  be 
literally  true,  are  dishonest,  inasmuch  as 
they  commit  acts,  designated  and  pro- 
hibited as  simoniacal  by  the  law  of  the 
land.  After  all,  the  real  remedies  re- 
mained with  the  Bishops  themselves ; 
for,  although  a  man  might  be  a  patron 
by  inheritance  or  by  purchase,  he  could 
not  put  a  priest  into  an  incumbency; 
ho  could  only  present  his  nominee  to  the 
Bishop,  and  then  the  matter  rested  with 
the  Bishop,  whose  duty  it  was  to  see 
whether  a  man  was  fit  or  unfit  for  the 
post  ho  aspired  to.  If  it  was  said  that 
hitherto  the  Bishops  had  been  helpless 
in  the  matter,  then  let  Parliament 
give  them  more  power,  and  let  Church- 
men assist  them  in  cases  where  their 
authority  was  resisted.  He  knew  a 
case  in  the  Midland  Counties  where 
the  Bishop  was  urged  to  appoint  a  man 
who  had  only  been  nominated  for  the 
purpose  of  making  the  living  saleable. 
The  person  nominated  was  a  man  of  ad- 
vanced age ;  the  Bishop  refused  to  make 
the  appointment,  and  was,  in  conse- 
quence, threatened  with  an  action.  For- 
tunately, the  Bishop  was  strong  in  the 
confidence  of  the  laity  and  clergy  of  his 
diocese,  and  they  rallied  round  him  with 
the  assurance  that  they  would  support 
him  in  resisting  this  aggression  upon 
his  functions.  The  question  was  never 
brought  to  an  issue,  for  the  candidate 
died,  and  the  dilFiculty  ended ;  but  the 
case  showed  that  the  Bishop  had  the 
power  of  resisting  in  a  case  of  this 
kind,  and  that,  if  necessary.  Parliament 
should  strengthen  his  hands.  He  would 
not  prolong  the  discussion  now  ;  but  if 
they  had  to  consider  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  by-and-bye,  he  trusted  that  it 
would  be  with  some  hope  of  carrying  it 
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to  a  successful  issue,  and  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Huddersfield  would  render 
assistance  in  pressing  it  through  into  a 
successful  Act  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  Baid,  it 
was,  of  course,  a  matter  for  the  judg- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  whether  he 
would  withdraw  his  Motion  or  not ;  but 
he  wished  to  enter  a  word  of  not  exactly 
protest,  but  caution,  with  regard  to  what 
was  assumed  too  much  on  the  other  eide 
as  to  what  would  be  the  consequence  of 
the  views  some  hon.  Members  held  on 
the  subject  of  the  sale  of  livines.  They 
all  agpreed  as  to  the  evil;  but  they  might 
differ  as  to  the  remedy,  and  it  was  be- 
cause they  differed  as  to  the  remedy  that 
it  ought  not  to  be  supposed  that  his  hon. 
Friend  should  withdraw  his  blocking 
Notice  for  the  purpose  of  giving  fadli* 
ties  for  making  progpress  with  the  Bill 
referred  to — a  measure  which,  in  his 
judgment,  went  the  wrong  way  to  woik 
to  effect  reforms.  What  he  said  was 
this — and  it  was  more  particularly  in 
consequence  of  the  last  speech  they  had 
heard  that  he  wished  to  make  the  ob- 
servation— that  hon.  Members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  looked  too  much 
to  the  episcopal  authority  for  checking 
the  evil;  whereas,  on  the  other  hand, 
many  hon.  Members  would  like  to  see 
them  got  rid  of  by  proper  parochial  or 
congregational  control.  These  hon.  Mem- 
bers did  not  want  it  to  be  supposed  that 
they  were  ready  to  give  facilities  for 
legislation  to  increase  the  power  of  the 
Bishops  whilst  they  were  looking  in  the 
opposite  direction  for  reform. 

Mr.  LEATHAM  said,  that  he  found 
it  very  difficult  to  resist  the  appeal  which 
had  been  made  to  him  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
by  his  hon.  Friend  behind  him  (Mr. 
Illing worth),  and,  indeed,  from  all  sides 
of  the  House.  He  thought,  however, 
that  in  responding  to  that  appeal  he  had 
some  right  to  hope  that  the  Government 
would  give  facilities  to  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  in 
order  that  they  might  have  a  full  dis- 
cussion of  the  whole  question.  If  this 
were  done  he  would  withdraw  his  Mo- 
tion, with  the  conviction  that  it  had  not 
been  inoperative. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  With  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House,  I  should  like  to 
make  a  reference  to  an  appeal  which 
has  been  made  by  several  hon.  Memben* 
We  have  every  disposition  to  accede  to 
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said,  that  the  Metropolis  was  not  so  well 
provided  with  open  spaces  as  many  of 
our  Provincial  towns,  and  his  Bill  was 
an  endeavour  to  remedy  that  defect. 
Anyone  who  looked  at  a  map  of  the 
Metropolis  would  see  that  open  spaces 
abounded  most  where  they  were  least 
needed.  At  the  West  End  there  were 
many  squares  which  would  be  affected 
by  the  Bill ;  but  in  the  North  and  East, 
where  the  population  was  densest,  and 
they  were  most  required,  hardly  any 
spaces  were  to  be  found  for  the  recrea- 
tion and  health  of  the  people.  London 
compared  unfavourably  in  that  respect, 
not  only  with  some  of  our  Provincial 
towns,  but  with  Paris,  which  no  one 
could  see  without  being  struck  by  the 
arrangements  made  for  the  adornment 
of  its  central  portion.  The  Bill  itself 
consisted  of  three  general  provisions. 
The  first  affected  squares  which  were 
reg^ated  by  Acts  of  Parliament;  the 
next  related  to  squares  which,  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Bill,  might  be  called 
''private  squares,"  which  belonged  to 
the  owner  of  the  soil  or  the  ground 
landlord,  but  in  which  the  neighbouring 
lessees  had  rights ;  and,  thirdly,  the  dis- 
used burial-grounds  in  the  Metropolis, 
of  which  there  was  a  great  number  since 
the  Act  relating  to  the  closing  of  grave- 
yards became  Taw.  Eoughly  speaking, 
the  area  which  would  be  affected  by  the 
Bill  was  about  a  seven-mile  radius  from 
St.  Paul's  Churchyard  as  the  centre.  He 
had  been  unable  to  find  out  how  many 
squares  the  BiU  would  affect  within  that 
radius ;  but  within  a  radius  of  four  miles 
from  St.  Paul's  the  squares  affected 
woi^ld  be  five,  regulated  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament, 188  other  squares,  and  78  dis- 
used burial-grounds.  In  that  Metropolis 
there  were  1,114  persons  for  each  acre 
of  open  space  available  for  recreation, 
and  as  many  as  23  acres  of  house  pro- 
perty to  each  acre  of  park  or  open  space. 
And  yet  there  were  nearly  100  acres  of 
clear  garden  space  within  a  four-mile 
radius  of  Charing  Cross  inaccessible  to 
the  public.  With  regard  to  mortality  in 
the  Metropolis,  Dr.  Farr  had  stated,  in 
a  letter  addressed  to  the  Eegistrar  Gene- 
ral in  1877,  that  the  denser  the  popula- 
tion the  greater  the  mortality.  Hence 
the  desirability  of  providing  more  open 
spaces  in  the  midst  of  such  populations. 
As  regarded  that,  London  was  a  peculiar 
case,  because  its  circumference  was  larger 
and  its  population  more  numerous  thaiv 


it  if  we  could  do  so  with  justice  to  our 
other  duties ;  but  its  practicability  must 
depend  on  the  question  whether  or  not 
the  Bill  is  to  go  into  Committee  con- 
taining a  great  deal  of  disputable  mat- 
ter— matter  on  which  there  will  be  a 
serious  difference  of  opinion.  If  the 
Bill  contains  a  great  number  of  clauses, 
and  there  is  much  difference  of  opinion 
with  regard  to  them,  it  would  not,  I  am 
sure,  be  possible  for  us  to  give  facilities 
for  the  discussion;  but  if  the  measure 
is  brought  before  us  in  a  simple  form, 
which  will  be  generally  acceptable  to 
the  House  and  will  not  lead  to  much 
discussion,  I  must  say,  considering  the 
importance  of  the  matter,  it  will  be  our 
duty  to  give  the  necessary  facilities. 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave, 
withdraum. 

OHBSHIBE    SALT    DISTRICTS  COMPENSATION 

BILL. 

Yiscount  Emlyn,  Mr.  Ha8TIN68,  Mr.  Ltulph 
Stanley,  and  Sir  Henry  Tyler,  nominated 
Membere  of  the  Committee  : — And  Three  to  be 
added  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. — {Lord 
Michard  Oroivmor.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 

One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  30th  March,  1881. 


MINTJTES.]--PuBLic  BiJAsB— Second  Reading-- 
Inclosure  Provisional  Order  (Thurstaston 
Common)*  [122];  Metropolitan  Open  Spaces 
Act  (1877)  Amendment  [9] ;  Infectious 
Diseases  Notification  (Ireland)  [40J ;  Elec- 
tions (Closing  of  Public  Houses)  [58],  debate 
a^/ourned;  Municipal  Corporation  Act  (1869) 
Amendment  [26]. 


ORDERS     OF    THE    DAY. 

METROPOLITAN    OPEN    SPACES    ACT 
(1877)  AMENDMENT  BILL.— [Bill  9.] 

{Mr,  W.  H.  Jame9y  Mr,  Bryee,) 
SECOND   BBADING. 

Order  for  Second  Eea^ng  read. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES,  in  moving  tliat 
tbe  Bill  be  now  read  a  aeoond  time, 
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those  of  any  city  the  world  had  ever  had. 
The  portion  of  the  Bill  upon  which,  from 
Bome  quarters,  animadversion  was  likely 
to  be  made  was  that  which  would  give 
to  a  certain  majority  of  the  lessees,  with 
the  consent  of  the  owners,  the  power  to 
dispose  of  proprietary  rights  as  to  the 
opening  of  particular  squares.  The  Bill 
was  only  permissive  in  its  character; 
but  if  it  were  passed  and  acted  upon,  it 
would  put  a  stop  to  what  in  some  of  the 
squares  might  be  called  a  considerable 
nuisance.  One  scarcely  ever  walked 
round  any  of  our  squares  without  seeing 
a  number  of  poor  children  outside  gazing 
at  the  flowers  and  longing  to  get  in. 
Many  connected  with  the  squares  would 
be  quite  willing  to  give  them  admission ; 
and  he  would  be  sorry  to  think  that  any 
persons  should  be  animated  by  a  dog- 
in-the-manger  spirit  and  would  wish  to 
keep  them  out.  He  was  often  surprised 
when,  in  summer,  the  inhabitants  of  the 
squares  were  at  the  seaside,  that  the 
garden  space  was  not  thrown  open.  The 
3rd  clause  of  the  Bill  proposed  that, 
with  the  consent  of  the  owner  and  a 
majority  of  two-thirds  of  the  lessees, 
either  the  Vestry  or  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  might  take  possession 
of  a  square,  adorn  and  beautify  it,  and 
devote  it  to  the  public  use.  It  was  for 
the  benefit  of  the  whole  community  that 
the  squares  should  be  used  as  he  now 
proposed.  There  wore  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment furnishing  precedents  which,  if  not 
absolutely,  were  nearly  analogous  to 
the  provision  of  the  Bill  relating  to 
private  squares.  Those  Acts  included 
the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act 
and  the  General  Enclosure  Act,  which 
gave  the  majority  power  to  bind  the 
minority  in  what  approached  nearly  to 
common  rights.  As  instances  of  the  kind, 
he  would  refer  hon.  Members  to  some 
provisions  embodied  in  an  Act  passed 
last  year  relating  to  a  railway  in  Nor- 
folk, and  others,  which  had  been  passed 
under  the  Act«  he  had  referred  to  ;  and 
he  would  contend  that,  so  far  from  the 
property  being  depreciated  by  the  gar- 
dens being  thrown  open,  its  value  would 
be  enhanced.  Ho  now  passed  to  the 
squares  regulated  by  Act  of  Parliament 
— namely.  Trinity  Square,  Tower  Hill ; 
St.  James's  Square,  Lincoln's  Inn  Fields, 
Red  Lion  Square,  and  Finsbury  Square. 
He  had  looked  through  the  Act  by  which 
Bt.  James's  Square  was  x)laced  under 
trustees,  and  he  did  not  see  anything  in 

Mr.  W.  B,  James 


it  to  authorize  its  indosare  at  preeent. 
Various  efforts  had  been  made  by  the 
Kyrle  Society  to  obtain,  both  from  the 
trustees  of  the  square  and  the  Metio- 

Eolitan  Board  of  Works,  permission  to 
eautify  the  square  at  their  own  ex- 
pense ;  but  the  negotiations  had  fallen 
through,  because  tJ^ere  was  no  enact- 
ment under  which  the  trustees  could 
make  such  arrangements  with  the  Kyxle 
Society.  If,  however,  the  BiU  passed, 
it  woiild  enable  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  or  the  District  vestry  to  enter 
into  negotiations  of  that  kind.  Efforts 
had  also  been  made  within  the  last  12 
months  to  throw  open  Lincoln's  Inn 
Fields,  the  immediate  neighbourhood  of 
which  was  one  of  the  most  densely  popu- 
lous portions  of  the  Metropolis,  and  there 
was  much  discussion  in  the  Press  on  the 
subject.  A  number  of  charitable  per- 
sons were  willing  to  maintain  it,  if  the 
consent  of  the  trustees  could  be  obtained. 
The  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  also 
opened  negotiations  with  the  trustees, 
and  proposed  that  its  maintenance  should 
be  made  a  charge  upon  the  rates.  But 
none  of  these  efforts  had  been  attended 
with  success,  because  no  power  existed 
under  any  Act  of  Parliament  which 
would  enable  the  trustees  to  enter  into 
such  arrangements.  Although  the  ma- 
jority of  the  trustees  would  oe  glad  to 
throw  open  the  square,  they  found,  act- 
ing on  legal  opinion,  that  they  could 
not  divest  themselves  of  their  powers ; 
but,  if  this  Bill  passed  into  law,  it  would 
be  competent  to  the  Metropolitan  Board 
to  enter  into  negotiations  with  them  in 
order  to  obtain  the  gpreat  advantage 
which  the  public  desired.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  Amendment  of  which  Notice 
had  been  given  by  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site (Earl  Percy),  he  (Mr.  W.  H.  James) 
would  only  say  that  if  the  Bill  were  read 
a  second  time  he  should  not  object  at  a 
subsequent  stage,  with  the  approval  of 
the  Government,  to  insert  a  dause  by 
which,  in  certain  cases,  compensation 
might  be  given  where  it  was  considered 
that  the  rights  of  private  persons  were 
interfered  with.  With  regard  to  the 
other  squares  mentioned  —  Ked  lion 
Square,  Finsbury  Squecre,  and  Great 
Tower  Hill — the  observations  he  had 
made  as  to  Lincoln's  Inn  Fields  would 
also  apply  to  them.  With  regard  to  the 
disused  burial-grounds  in  the  Metro- 
polis, he  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
many  of  them  were  a  disgrace  and  % 
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scandal,  and  it  was  impossible  to  con- 
ceive anything  more  wretched  than  their 
appearance.  Any  movement  to  improve 
them,  which  would,  at  the  same  time, 
have  the  effect  of  providing  open  spaces 
for  the  recreation  of  the  people,  would 
therefore  be  a  great  public  benefit.  Any- 
body at  night  scampered  over  them.  It 
was  possible  to  obtain  lead  from  the 
coffins,  and  to  break  the  tombstones. 
Some  of  them,  he  was  glad  to  say,  had 
been  converted  into  gardens  and  thrown 
open  to  the  public,  and  he  urged  that 
power  should  be  given  to  have  more  oi 
them  beautified  in  that  way.  Measures 
were  being  taken  for  this  purpose  with 
regard  to  St.  Margaret's  Churchyard, 
wmch  would,  no  doubt,  meet  the  ap- 
proval both  of  hon.  Members  and  the 
Government.  Parochial  Vestries  either 
had  no  funds,  or  objected  to  apply  them 
in  taking  care  of  these  grounds,  and 
they  were  now  scenes  of  nightly  dese- 
crations and  depredation.  He  would 
ask  hon.  Members  to  look  at  a  corre- 
spondence in  The  Times^  which  showed 
it  to  be  most  desirable  that  something 
should  be  done,  both  in  a  sanitary  and  a 
social  point  of  view,  by  throwing  open  and 
planting  these  grounds  with  trees  and 
shrubs  and  flowers.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  moving  the  second  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  W,  H,  Janus,) 

Earl  PEECY,  in  rising  to  move, 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
that  day  six  months,  said,  he  agreed 
with  much  that  had  been  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gateshead  (Mr.  W.  H. 
James)  as  to  the  desirability  of  an  in- 
creased number  of  open  spaces  in  the 
Metropolis ;  but  the  Bill  did  not  propose 
to  add  one  single  open  space  to  the 
Metropolis.  They  heard  a  great  deal 
now-a-days,  both  in  the  House  and  out- 
side, about  the  superior  and  advanced 
spirit  of  the  people  of  the  towns ;  but 
he  (Earl  Percy)  could  not  help  express- 
ing his  opinion  that  for  England  the 
country  was  better,  both  physically  and 
morally,  than  the  crowded  cities.  There- 
fore, he  was  prepared  to  go  further  in 
the  direction  of  the  Bill  than  its  proposer 
went.  He  believed  in  the  old  proverb 
that  "  God  made  the  country  and  man 
the  town.'*  He  would,  therefore,  bring 
the  countiy  more  within  the  reach  of 
those  in  large  towns;  but  he  did  not 


see  how  the  Bill  would  do  so.     Neither 
could  he  see  how,  with  all  deference  to 
Dr.  Farr,  ozone,  nitrogen,  and  oxygen 
would  be  created  by  pulling  down  the 
railings  of  squares,  or  by  giving  access  to 
them  to  those  who  were  now  excluded. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Gateshead  had 
not  once  named  the  Act  of  Parliament 
which  he  proposed  by  the  Bill  to  amend. 
That  Act  enabled  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  to  purchase  the  rights  of  those 
who  were  owners  of  any  open  spaces, 
which  might  then  be  used  as  places  of 
recreation  or  exercise.      That  measure 
was  a  most  admirable  one,  which  had 
received  the  support  of  all  sides  of  the 
House.      But  this    Bill  was    really   a 
measure  of  confiscation,  and  what  he 
chiefly  objected  to  was  the  power  the 
Bill  gave  to  confiscate  the  indefeasible 
rights  of  a  minority.     He  was  unwilling 
to  deprive  the  poor  of  any  of  the  open 
spaces  to  which  they  had  a  right  of  entry ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  was  equally 
averse  to  deprive  the  rich  of  what  was 
their  undoubted  right.     Another  strong 
argument  against  the  Bill  was  that  if 
these  squares  were  thrown  open  many 
persons  would  be  deprived  of  that  soli- 
tude and  quietude  which  they  now  had. 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  such  enjoy- 
ment was  a  matter  of  little  moment,  and 
might  be  easily  given  up,  if  compensa- 
tion were  provided  for  the  owners  and 
lessees  of   the  property;   and  he  also 
mentioned  that  the  throwing  open   of 
these  spaces  would  be  no  detriment  to 
the  houses  in  the  locality ;  but  it  should 
be  remembered  that  in  London  great 
advantage  was  taken  of  the  squares  by 
those  who  inhabited  them  for  the  exer- 
cise of  their  children,  and  it  was  saying 
too  much  to  assert  that  the  letting  value 
of  the  houses  in  such  localities  would 
not  be  deteriorated.  If  the  squares  were 
thrown  open  rents  would  certainly  faU. 
He  further  objected  to  the  Bill  because 
it  proposed  to  override  all  Acts  of  Par- 
liament.  It  also  gave  a  majority  of  two- 
thirds  of  trustees,  or  others  present  at  a 
particular  meeting,  power  to  control  the 
other  third.     In  fact,  it  gave  power  to 
a  two-thirds  majority  to  hand  the  pro- 
perty over,  no  matter  what  the  views  of 
the  one- third  minority  were.     No  such 
compensation  as  that  indicated  could  be 
adequate  in  such  a  case.     Not  content 
with  giving  such  powers  to  the  Metro- 
politan   Board,   it  would    also    enable 
Vestries  and  smaller  district  bodies  to 
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increase  the  rates  by  planting  and  deco- 
rating the  opened  spaces.  To  all  that 
he  objected.  He  thought  that  there 
would  be  a  great  increase  in  the  rates 
in  consequence ;  and  it  might  be  well  to 
throw  the  cost  upon  the  Consolidated 
Fund,  if  it  were  true,  as  alleged  last 
night,  that  that  fund  was  got  chiefly 
out  of  the  labour  of  the  country.  With 
regard  to  the  state  of  the  disused  bury- 
ing grounds  in  the  Metropolis,  it  might 
be  quite  right  that  measures  of  improve- 
ment should  be  adopted ;  but  if  the  mal- 
practices referred  to  had  taken  place  in 
some  churchyards,  it  was  rather  a  matter 
for  police  regulation  than  for  changing 
the  ancient  churchyards  of  the  country 
into  places  of  amusement  and  recreation. 
It  was  all  very  well  that  St.  Margaret's 
should  be  improved,  because  there  was 
a  road  through  it;  but  that  was  no 
reason  why  a  road  should  be  driven 
through  every  other  disused  burying 
ground  in  the  Metropolis.  He  looked 
upon  them  as  sacred  and  consecrated 
ground,  and  he  did  not  see  why  they 
should  be  secularized  in  the  manner 
proposed  by  the  Bill.  He  trusted  that 
the  House  would  pause  before  they 
passed  the  Bill,  because,  although  he 
understood  the  hon.  Member  for  Gates- 
head to  be  willing  to  accept  the  principle 
of  compensation,  he  (Earl  Percy)  did 
not  think  that  adequate  compensation 
could  be  given,  since  the  value  of  the 
houses  surrounding  the  square  would 
certainly  be  deteriorated.  It  would  be 
far  better  that  the  position  of  each 
square  should  be  considered  and  dealt 
with  separately  by  the  Board  of  Works. 
He  had  hoped  that  tlie  hon.  Mover 
would  have  been  more  explicit  in  his 
statements  as  to  many  points,  and  ho 
should  most  like  to  know  how  the  Act 
now  in  force  had  failed  in  its  object. 
Finally,  ho  objected  to  having  a  Bill  of 
that  character  introduced  and  pushed 
through  the  House  on  a  Wednesday 
afternoon ;  and,  therefore,  ho  moved  its 
rejection. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONR,  in  second- 
ing the  Amendment,  said,  his  objection 
to  the  Bill  was  that  the  Act  of  1877  con- 
ferred on  tlie  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  sufficient  powers  with  respect  to 
the  open  spaces  referred  to  in  tlie  Bill,  as 
that  Board  could  take  sucli  open  spaces 
for  the  benefit  of  the  public,  with  the 
consent  of  all  the  owners  and  occupiers 
affected.     The  power  proposed  now  to 
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be  conferred  upon  Yestries  and  district 
Boards  would  be  objectionable,  looking 
at  the  way  in  which  those  bodies  oon- 
ducted  their  business.  It  should  be  re- 
membered that  the  occupiers  of  houses 
in  the  squares  had  paid  for  the  privi- 
leges which  they  possessed  in  having 
these  open  spaces,  because  they  paid  a 
higher  rent  than  others  in  the  locidity. 
But  that  was  not  his  chief  objection  to 
the  Bill.  He  objected  to  two-thirds  over- 
riding the  minority  of  one-third.  The 
Bill  was  permissive  as  to  two-thirds,  and 
compulsory  as  to  one-third  of  the  owners 
and  occupiers;  and  nothing  would  be 
easier  than  for  some  crotchety  person  to 
call  a  meeting  when  most  of  the  occu- 
piers were  out  of  town,  and  thus  to  secure 
the  throwing  open  of  a  square  in  the 
absence  of  those  immediately  interested. 
Great  injustice  would  thus  be  done. 
Again,  many  houses  which  looked  into 
squares  behind  would  become  uninhabit- 
able, their  privacy  being  invaded  by 
allowing  the  public  to  wander  about  at 
will.  He  strongly  objected  to  this,  which 
was  certainly  not  the  first  attempt  this 
•Session  to  override  the  voice  of  minori- 
ties. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this 
day  six  months." — ( Earl  Percy.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  ARTHUR  PEEL  hoped  that  the 
House  would  affirm  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,   as  nothing  less  than  an  Act  of 
Parliament  would   enable  the   trustees 
of  Lincoln's  Inn  Fields  and  other  places 
to  negotiate  with  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  for  throwing  them  open  to 
the  public.     There  was  a  vast  difference 
between  being  on  the  outside  of  a  square 
in  the  dusty  street,  and  being  inside  a 
square,  as  it  might  be  made  by  the  con- 
servators.     In   supporting  the  Bill,  he 
could  not,  however,  but  remember  that 
in  Inclosure  Acts  the  rights  of  a  minority 
were  provided  for  in  the  arrangements 
made.    Tiie  Bill  was  all  the  more  appro- 
priate as  coming  from  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Gateshead  (Mr.  W.  H. 
James),  who  had  taken  the  lead  last  year 
in  the  endeavours  to  throw  open  Lin- 
coln's Inn  Fields  to  the  public.     His  hon. 
Friend  had  quoted  a  number  of  prece^ 
dents  in  favour  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Peel)  did  not  wish  to  cite  as  precedents 
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cases  wluch  were  not  strictly  in  point. 
It  was  said  that  by  the  Bill  the  House 
was  asked  to  allow  a  majority  of  two- 
thirds  of  the  occupiers  to  override  the 
rights  of  the  minority  of  one- third  ;  but 
did  not  hon.  Members  believe  that,  in 
the  case  of  a  West  End  square,  where 
there  was  such  identity  of  associations 
and  feelings  among  the  inhabitants, 
the  consent  of  two-thirds  of  the  occu- 
piers would  practically  amount  to  a 
unanimous  consent?  The  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Percy),  in  asking  that  the  consent 
of  every  person  interested  should  be  ob- 
tained before  the  space  was  thrown  open 
to  the  public,  was  asking  for  that  which 
it  was  impossible  to  obtain,  because  there 
were  always  sure  to  be  some  few  persons 
who  would  reject  any  proposal  of  the 
kind.  He  (Mr.  Peel)  would  urge  the 
House  to  confer  this  enormous  boon  upon 
the  poorer  classes,  subject,  of  course,  to 
such  restrictions  and  regulations  as  it 
might  be  deemed  expedient  to  adopt. 
On  the  question  of  the  depreciation  of 

Eroperty,  he  might  say  that  some  ground 
indlords  were  contemplating  a  change 
of  the  kind  proposed  by  this  Bill ;  while 
as  to  the  other  point  he  had  referred  to, 
there  might  be  such  careful  regulations 
as  to  the  time  of  day  and  year  during 
which  the  public  .would  be  allowed  to 
make  use  of  these  squares,  that  the 
upper  classes,  as  some  of  their  Hepre- 
sentatives  feared,  would  not  suffer  any 
inconvenience  from  allowing  the  privi- 
leges granted  by  the  Bill  to  be  legalized. 
He  had  not  any  apprehension  that  there 
would  be  the  least  clashing  of  interests 
by  the  throwing  open  of  the  squares 
referred  to  in  the  Bill,  while  it  was  abso- 
lutely certain  it  would  be  a  great  benefit 
to  the  poorer  classes  ;  and,  therefore,  he 
trusted  that  the  Bill  would  be  read  a 
second  time,  on  the  understanding  that 
the  necessary  provisions  with  regard  to 
compensation  were  introduced  into  the 
Bill  in  Committee. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  could  not 
understand  how  it  could  be  contended 
that,  by  throwing  open  these  open  spaces, 
either  they  or  the  surrounding  property 
would  be  increased  in  value.  It  had  been 
urged  by  some  hon.  Members  that  these 
open  spaces,  and  particularly  the  disused 
graveyards,  if  thrown  open,  would  be- 
come the  plav-groundsx)!  the  children  of 
the  poor,  and  that  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  would  thus  be  conducive  to  their 
health.  The  air  surrounding  graveyards, 

VOL.  OGLX.      [thibd  sxbixs.] 


however,  was  far  from  wholesome.  In 
fact,  no  places  could  be  worse  for  chil- 
dren to  play  about  in  than  disused  burial- 
grounds.  He  must  protest  against  this  pro- 
posed invasion  of  the  rights  of  the  mino- 
rity, especially  at  a  time  when  they  were 
trembling  on  the  brink  of  a  democracy. 

Mr.  WHITLEY  said,  that,  as  repre- 
senting a  large  urban  constituency,  he 
felt  bound  to  testify  to  the  importance 
of  preserving  these  open  spaces  for  the 
benefit  of  the  public  generally.  A  Bill 
of  the  sort  under  Notice  ought  to  com- 
mend itself  to  all  who  were  interested 
in  the  health  and  well-being  of  the 
poorer  classes.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
that  after  the  assurance  given  by  the 
promoter,  that  persons  injuriously  af- 
fected should  receive  compensation,  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Percy)  would  not  per- 
sist in  his  Amendment,  but  would  allow 
the  Bill  to  go  into  Committee. 

Dr.  KINNEAR  thought  that,  if  the 
BiU  became  law,  it  would  show  that  Par- 
liament was  anxious  for  the  welfare  and 
the  health  of  the  poorer  classes.  Hav- 
ing travelled  abroad,  he  had  often  heard 
comments  to  the  effect  that  the  state  of 
the  cemeteries  and  the  spaces  inclosed 
from  the  general  public  was  disgraceful  to 
this  ^eat  city  and  people.  He  hoped  the 
selfishness  of  a  few  would  not  be  allowed 
to  prevail  against  the  good  of  the  many. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  he  must  con- 
gratulate the  hon.  Member  for  Gates- 
head (Mr.  W.  H.  James)  upon  the  suc- 
cess his  Bill  had  met  with.  Even  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Percy),  who 
had  objected  to  the  measure  in  no  very 
strenuous  manner,  did  not  appear  to 
regard  its  principle  with  very  strong  dis- 
approval. He  (Mr.  Courtney)  himself 
rose  to  express  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment their  approval  of  that  principle, 
subject  to  the  understanding  that  pro- 
vision for  the  compensation  of  those 
whose  interests  were  injuriously  affected 
by  the  Bill  was  to  be  introduced  in  Com- 
mittee. If  such  an  understanding  was  not 
come  to,itwould  be  impossible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  assent  to  the  Bill ;  but  the  in- 
troduction of  such  a  provision  into  it  in 
Committee  would  entirely  transform  its 
character,  and  in  the  event  of  that  course 
being  adopted  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  be  prepared  not  only  to 
assent  to  the  Bill,  but  to  assist  in  it 
passing.  He  did  not  share  the  views  of 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  that  graveyards 
woiild  be  desecrated  by  throwing  them 
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open  to  the  public.  They  would  not  be 
converted  under  the  operation  of  this  Bill 
into  places  of  amusement,  but  into  places 
for  walking  and  for  quiet  recreation. 
He  trusted  that  upon  the  hon.  Member 
for  Gateshead  entering  into  the  proposed 
undertaking,  that  a  provision  for  the 
compensation  of  those  whose  interests 
were  injuriously  affected  by  this  Bill 
should  be  introduced  into  the  measure 
in  Committee,  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment,  and 
would  permit  the  Bill  to  be  read  a 
second  time. 

8iK  EAEDLEY  WTLMOT  said,  he 
had  heard  with  great  satisfaction  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  and  was  himself  prepared 
to  give  his  most  cordial  support  to  the 
Bill.  In  no  other  country,  so  far  as  his 
observations  extended,  wore  the  labourers 
called  upon  to  perform  such  hard  work 
as  in  England.  The  House  was  bound, 
therefore,  to  promote  in  every  way  it 
could  the  recreation  of  the  humbler 
classes.  There  was  nothing  so  exhilarat- 
ing after  fatigue  as  exercise  in  the  open 
air ;  and  if  that  could  be  provided  the 
working  classes  would  not  require  that 
stimulus  which  they  now  often  found  in 
the  public-house. 

Eabl  PEECY  said,  that  although  he 
objected  to  the  Bill,  yet  the  clauses  pro- 
vidinfi^  for  compensation  somewhat  re- 
conciled him  to  it.  He  therefore  pro- 
posed, with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment  for  the 
time,  reserving  his  right  to  oppose  the 
measure  at  any  future  stage. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  said,  he  most 
willingly  gave  his  undertaking  not  to 
move  for  the  committal  of  the  Bill  until 
the  Amendments  suggested  by  the 
Government  had  been  placed  upon  the 
Paper. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Tuesday  26th  April. 

INFECTIOUS  DISEASES  NOTIFICATION 

(IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  40.] 
(Mr,  Edmond  Oray,  Mr.  Brooks,  Mr,  Daicton.) 

SECOKD  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  GEAY,  in  rising  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  now   read   a   second  time, 

Mr,  Courtney 


said,  that  he  had  not  heard  the  slighteBt 
objection  taken  by  any  individual  to  itii 
principle.  In  Committee  there  might 
be  certain  details  open  to  discussion; 
but  the  principle  involved  was  one  which 
met  witn  such  general  approval  that  he 
did  not  feel  called  upon  to  say  very 
much  in  support  of  it.  The  Bill  simply 
provided  that  the  existence  of  certain 
infectious  diseases,  named  within  it, 
should,  under  certain  conditions,  be  noti* 
fied  to  the  sanitary  authorities  in  Ireland. 
It  proposed  to  give  no  new  power  what- 
ever, and  it  would  be  construed  with  the 
Public  Health  Act,  which  conferred 
certain  powers  on  the  sanitary  authori- 
ties for  the  prevention  of  infectious 
disease.  The  main  difficulty  experienced 
by  the  sanitary  authorities  hitherto  had 
been  that  information  did  not  reach 
them  in  sufficient  time  to  enable  them 
to  take  stops  in  order  to  check  the  spread 
of  infectious  disease.  He  need  not  say 
that,  in  such  a  case,  time  was  the  veiy 
essence  of  the  business.  If  they  had 
immediate  knowledge  of  the  existence  of 
such  diseases  as  those  dealt  with  in  the 
Bill,  it  was  possible  to  check  them 
effectively;  but  once  let  them  make 
way,  and  it  was  almost  impossible  to 
overtake  them.  His  attention  had  been 
directed  to  the  subject  by  the  fact  that 
last  year,  when  he  occupied  4;he  Dublin 
Mansion  House,  a  very  influential  depu- 
tation waited  on  him,  consisting  of  the 
whole  Medical  Profession  of  Dublin, 
askine  that  the  Corporation  of  Dublin 
should  see  that  steps  were  taken  to  se- 
cure the  notification  of  infectious  disease, 
when  it  occurred  within  their  sanitary 
district.  It  was  pointed  out  that  at  the 
time  14  or  15  towns  in  England  and 
Scotland — and  he  believed  that  five  or 
six  more  had  since  been  added  to  the 
number — had  bv  Local  Acts  obtained  that 
power  to  get  information  of  the  existence 
of  infectious  disease,  and  the  principle 
was  also  approved  by  the  whole  Medical 
Faculty  of  England.  From  the  Heports 
of  the  medical  officers  in  the  places  where 
those  Acts  were  in  force,  there  was  no 
doubt  that  they  had  a  material  effect  in 
reducing  the  mortality  from  the  diseases 
with  which  they  were  concerned.  It 
struck  him,  however,  that  the  English 
system  was  a  very  undesirable  one,  in 
allowing  every  town  to  go  to  Parliament 
to  obtain  separate  powers,  differing  in 
more  or  less  important  points  from  those 
existing  in   the   neighbouring  towns; 
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and  he  thought  it  would  be  better  to 
base  the  Irish  legislation  on  some  gene- 
ral principle.     The  proposal  the  Bill 
contained  was  that   the   authorities  of 
every  sanitary  district  might  apply  to 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  aeclare 
the  Act  in  force  within  its  district.     It 
required  the  sanitary  authority  to  take 
the  initiative,  not  the  Local  Government 
Board  ;  and  then  it  would  be  in  force  in 
such  district,  or  in  whatever  portion  of  it, 
as  that  sanitary  authority  might  decide  ; 
but  the  identical  provisions  would  ob- 
tain in  every  district  in  which  it  might 
be  put  into  operation.  If  the  Bill  turned 
out  effective,  and  did  result  in  checking 
infectious  disease,  it  would  be  open  to 
Parliament  to  act  in  regard  to  it  in  the 
same  manner  as  it  had  done  in  the  case 
of   previous  Sanitary  Acts,   and  make 
it  compulsory,   after  it  had  first  been 
tried  as  a  permissive  enactment.     He 
had  a  large  body  of  evidence  to  urge 
in  favour  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  would  not 
weary  the  House  by  going  into  it.     In 
Edinburgh,  a  Local  Act  of  this  character 
had  been  introduced  two  years  since, 
and  it  was  shown  that  it  had  largely 
checked  the  number    of   deaths  from 
zymotic  diseases.    In  Burton-on-Trent, 
an  Act  had  also  been  in  force ;  and  by 
its  help  an  epidemic  of  small-pox,  which 
threatened  to  be  of  a  very  virulent  cha- 
racter, had  been  so  effectually  checked 
as  to  reduce  the  mortality  to  very  trifling 
proportions.     In  Dublin,  unfortunately, 
they  had  had  very  bitter  experience  of 
the  way  in  which  small-pox  could  make 
its  home  in  a  district.    For  the  past  four 
or  five  years,  a  state  of  things  existed 
which  would  be  rendered  impossible,  if 
the  sanitary  authorities  possessed  the 
power  conferred  on  them  by  the  Bill 
now    before    the    House.    With    such 
power,  it  would  be  possible  for  them  to 
reduce  the  mortality  very  largelv,  if  not 
to  stamp  out  the  disease  altogetner.     It 
should  DO  understood  that  the  Bill  did 
not  interfere  with  the  interests  or  con- 
venience of  any  section  of  the  public  ;  it 
did  not  harass  the  poor  at  all.      The 
poor,  however  the  wretched  tenements 
m  which  they  dwelt  favoured  the  spread 
of  disease,  were,  when  they  were  dealt 
with  properly,  generally  tolerably  ready 
to  do  whatever  might  be  right.    If  they 
did  not  take  proper  oare  to  isolate  as 
much  as  possible  cases  of  contagious 
disease,  it  was  generally  found  that  they 
were  ready  enough  to  go  to  an  hospitali  I 


without  any  compulsion  when  it  was 
urged  upon  them.  The  difficulty  was 
their  ignorance,  and  their  permitting 
disease  to  spread  through  the  members 
of  their  families  before  they  were  rightly 
aware  of  the  risk  they  ran  by  so  doing. 
No  additional  powers  were  sought  under 
the  Bill;  it  asked  for  no  compulsory 
powers,  nor  did  it  interfere  with  indi- 
viduals ;  it  simply  provided  that  notifi- 
cation should  be  given  to  the  sanitary 
authorities  to  take  whatever  steps  for 
the  checking  of  disease  they  were  already 
empowered  to  take  by  existing  Acts.  It 
could  not  be  doubted  for  a  moment  that 
if  that  were  a  case  of  foot-and-mouth 
disease  or  rinderpest,  the  powers  sought 
for  in  the  Bill  would  have  long  ago  been 
panted,  and  would  have  been  in  force  ; 
but  it  was  not  usual  to  place  the  same 
value  on  human  life  as  on  those  of  sheep 
or  cattle.  In  Dublin,  for  the  past  year, 
the  number  of  deaths  from  zymotic 
diseases  alone  had  been  2,700,  and  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  that  enormous 
mortality  could  be  reduced,  if  a  Bill 
such  as  the  present  were  in  force  in  the 
City.  With  regard  to  the  details  of  the 
Bill,  he  could  only  say  that  whatever 
views  the  House  was  disposed  to  take 
with  regard  to  them  he  was  quite  pre- 
pared to  accept.  In  conclusion,  he  would 
just  mention  that  recently  a  conjoint 
Committee  of  the  Boyal  College  of 
Surgeons  and  the  Royal  College  of  Phy- 
sicians of  Ireland  was  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  causes  of  the  high 
death-rate  of  Dublin ;  and,  in  their  Ee- 
port,  the  very  first  remedy  they  suggested 
was  the  notification  and  registration  of 
infectious  disease  by  the  sanitary  autho- 
rity. He  believed  that,  but  for  the 
amount  of  work  on  his  hands,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  would  have  introduced  such 
a  measure  as  the  present  himself;  and 
as  he  did  not  anticipate  any  objec- 
tion to  it,  but,  on  the  contrary,  hoped 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  would  teU 
them  that  the  Government  approved  of 
its  principle,  and  would  be  prepared  to 
facilitate  its  passage  through  the  House, 
he  would  content  himself  with  moving 
the  second  reading  without  detaining 
the  House  further. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {^Mr.  Gray,) 

I  2 
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The  SOLIOITOE  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
that  the  Q-ovemment  entirely  approved 
the  principle  of  the  measure,  the  object 
of  which  was,  by  the  early  notification 
of  the  outbreak  of  infectious  diseases  in 
Lreland  to  the  sanitary  authorities,  to 
preserve  the  public  health.  Probably 
there  was  no  place  in  the  United  King- 
dom where  something  of  the  kind  was 
so  necessary  as  the  City  of  Dublin. 
They,  therefore,  would  not  oppose  the 
Bill  going  into  Committee,  but  would 
facilitate  its  passing  as  far  as  they  could 
conveniently  do  so.  It  was  necessary, 
however,  that  the  Government  should 
reserve  to  themselves  the  right  of  pro- 
posing Amendments,  or  even,  if  neces- 
sary, of  opposing  the  Bill  in  Committee, 
simply  on  the  ground  that  a  large  and 
influential  medical  body  in  Dublin — the 
physicians  of  the  King's  and  Queen's 
Colleges — were  of  opinion  that  some  of 
the  details  of  the  Bill  required  to  be 
altered.  The  hon.  Member  for  Carlo w 
Borough  (Mr.  Gray)  would  agree  that 
it  was  desirable  to  obtain  all  the  assist- 
ance they  could  from  the  Medical  Pro- 
fession to  alter  and  extend  the  scope  of 
the  Bill.  At  any  rate,  however,  the 
Government  would  not  oppose  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  25th  April. 

ELECTIONS  (CLOSING  OF  PUBLIC 

HOUSES)  BILL.— [Bill  68.] 

(Mr,  Carbuttf  Mr.  Jlussey  Vivian^  Mr.  Hiigh 

Masotij  Mr.  Came.) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  CARBUTT,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  it  provided  for  the  closing  of  pub- 
lic-houses during  the  hours  of  polling 
at  Parliamentary  Elections.  His  object 
was  to  render  all  elections  as  pure  as 
possible  by  providing  that  they  should  be 
conducted  without  riot  or  tumult.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  hon.  Members  occupy- 
ing the  Opposition  Benches  were  all  as 
anxious  as  he  could  be  that  the  elec- 
tions should  eventuate  in  the  return  of 
Gentlemen  who  represented  the  feeling 
of  the  whole  country,  without  prejudice 
to  any  particular  interest;  ana,  there- 


fore, be  reckoned  on  receiving  their 
support.  Of  course,  he  did  not  oonnt 
on  receiving  any  support  from  any  of 
the  Gentlemen  opposite  who  were  con- 
nected with  the  brewing,  the  distilling, 
and  kindred  trades;  but  as  regard^ 
the  publicans,  he  was  confident  the 
better  class  of  them  would  be  in  favour 
of  the  Bill  rather  than  against  it.  It 
was  because  of  the  non-existence  of  such 
a  measure  that  several  hon.  Members, 
who  had  been  returned  to  the  House  at 
the  last  General  Election,  were  now  no 
longer  Members  of  it ;  and  he  believed 
that  he  (Mr.  Carbutt)  himself  was  the 
only  Member  who  had  been  returned  to 
the  House  by  a  poll  taken  in  a  town 
where  all  the  pubuo-houses  were  closed ; 
and  when  he  explained  the  circumstances 
of  that  election,  and  how  they  got  over 
the  difficulty  of  havine  open  houses,  hon. 
Members  would,  he  thought,  share  with 
him  the  opinion  that  there  should  be 
some  general  rule  on  the  subject.  As  a 
rule,  the  inhabitants  of  South  Wales 
were  a  law-abiding  people ;  but,  at  times 
of  excitement,  when  political  feeling  ran 
high,  the  people  of  Newport  used  to  be 
hurried  on  to  acts  of  violence,  so  that 
the  military  had  to  be  called  out  to  put 
down  the  riot  and  the  tumult.  Indeed, 
at  preceding  elections  several  people  had 
been  killed.  Under  those  circumstances, 
on  the  eve  of  the  last  Election,  the 
Mayor  consulted  the  magistrates  whether 
something  might  not  be  done  to  prevent 
a  recurrence  of  such  disgraceful  scenes, 
and  they  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
best  thing  they  could  do  was  to  shut  up 
all  the  public-houses  in  the  town  durine 
the  day.  That  being  so,  they  resolved 
to  avail  themselves  of  the  provision  of 
the  Licensing  Act,  Section  23,  Sale  of 
Intoxicating  Liquors  Acts,  35  j-  36  Fm/., 
cap.  94,  which  enacted  that  two  Justices 
of  the  Peace  might  order  all  public- 
houses  to  be  closed  during  a  Parliamen- 
tary election,  if  there  was  any  ground  to 
suppose  that  breaches  of  the  peace  might 
be  expected,  and  that  under  a  penalty  of 
£50.  Accordingly,  all  the  public-houses 
were  closed  from  2  o'clock  on  the  day  of 
polling  until  the  following  morning; 
and  the  result  was  that  the  Election 
was  conducted  without  tumult  or  dis- 
turbance. In  1868,  when  Sir  John 
Eamsden  contested  the  boroueh,  the 
military  had  to  be  called  out,  and  one  or 
more  persons  were  killed.  In  1874,  a 
sum  of  £400  had  to  be  paid  for  tiie 
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damage  done  by  drunken  rioters; 
whereas,  at  the  last  Election,  there  was 
not  a  penny  spent  in  that  way,  there 
having  been  only  a  few  windows  broken. 
It  was  a  curious  sight  heretofore  to  see 
all  the  windows  in  the  main  street  of  the 
town  boarded  up  in  anticipation  of  a 
riot.  It  had  the  appearance  of  a  be- 
sieged city.  He  might  be  asked  why  the 
single  example  on  which  he  relied  was 
to  rule  the  country.  Well,  he  believed 
if  hon.  Members  would  read  the  Eeports 
of  the  Election  Commissioners  recently 
published,  they  would  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  they  contained  more  than 
sufficient  evidence  to  justify  the  passing 
of  the  Bill.  It  might  be  objected  that 
the  Bill  included  not  only  boroughs,  but 
also  counties.  It  did  so,  because  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  on  the  subject  of  corrupt 
practices  at  elections  contained  a  provi- 
sion that  the  polling  places  in  counties 
should  not  be  more  than  three  miles 
apart ;  and  he  did  not  think  that  a  man 
who  had  only  three  miles  at  the  utmost 
to  walk  to  the  polling  place  needed  to 
have  the  public-houses  kept  open  for  his 
convenience.  The  Oxford  Election  Com- 
missioners reported  that  the  evidence 
showed  that  on  the  polling  day  there 
was  considerable  drunkenness,  and  many 
breaches  of  the  peace;  and,  further, 
that  the  least  thing  would  have 
brought  about  a  riot  which  would  have 
been  beyond  the  control  of  the  civic 
authorities.  Further  evidence  proved 
that  large  numbers  of  voters  received 
beer  before  and  after  they  had  voted,  that 
most  of  the  public-houses  were  the  pro- 
perty of  one  gentleman,  and  were  used 
as  agencies  to  secure  his  return,  and 
that  at  nearly  every  public-house  in 
Oxford  drink  was  freely  given  away 
on  Uie  day  of  the  Election.  The  Sand- 
wich Commissioners  reported  that  71 
public-houses  had  been  engaged  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Election,  at  a  cost  of  £5 
or  £10  each;  and  the  evidence  showed 
that  quantities  of  drink  were  supplied 
''to  keep  the  mob  quiet."  In  Knares- 
borough,  where  the  voters  numbered 
only  770,  there  were  no  fewer  than  47 
public-houses,  and  these  were  kept  open 
for  the  purpose  of  supplying  orink  to 
the  electors  on  the  pdlin^  day.  It 
might  be  said,  too — *'  Why  ao  you  close 
publio-hottses  during  the  hours  of  polling 
for  Parliamentaiy  Kepresentatives,  and 
not  close  them  during  the  election  of 


town  councillors  ?"  For  his  own  part, 
he  did  not  see  the  force  of  that  objec- 
tion, for  there  was  nothing  like  the 
same  excitement  at  a  municipal  election 
as  there  was  at  a  Parliamentary  one. 
He  had  had  large  experience  of  muni- 
cipal elections,  both  as  a  town  council- 
lor and  as  the  returning  officer  when 
Mayor  of  Leeds.  Again,  he  might  be 
asked  if  he  had  any  precedent  for  the 
proposal,  and  his  reply  was  that  he  had. 
In  Canada,  all  the  public-houses  were 
closed  from  7  o'clock  in  the  morning 
until  the  close  of  the  poll  on  election 
days  ;  and  in  New  York,  on  the  day 
of  the  State  Elections,  the  public-houses 
had  to  be  kept  closed  all  day.  The 
Mayor  of  Oxford  described  the  last 
Election  in  that  city  as  a  scene  of 
drunkenness,  noise,  and  shouting.  The 
excitement  was  great,  and  the  people 
hurried  to  the  polling  places  before  8 
o'clock,  without  their  breakfasts  ;  but 
when  they  got  hungry  they  slipped  into 
the  public-houses  unawares,  drank  beer 
or  spirits  on  an  empty  stomach,  and  so 
got  arunk.  His  object  in  bringing  in 
the  Bill  was  to  take  away  temptation 
from  the  people.  With  respect  to  Ches- 
ter, the  Commissioners  reported  that  the 
great  weapon  of  Parliamentary  warfare 
there  was  beer  ;  that  the  Party  who 
secured  the  most  public-houses  usually 
secured  a  majority  of  votes ;  that  beer 
was  lavishly  given  away  on  the  polling 
day ;  that  most  of  the  voters  refused  to 
poll  except  they  were  treated,  adding 
that  there  was  in  Chester  a  class  of 
''professional  treaters,"  who  exercised 
their  function  as  such  very  busily  on 
polling  day.  One  man  supplied  drink 
without  stint  all  day  to  everyone  who 
called  at  his  house ;  and  when  he  was 
asked  to  explain  how  he  made  up  the 
amount  which  he  charged  to  the  candi- 
date, he  said  he  took  stock  in  the  morn- 
ing before  the  poll  commenced,  and 
took  it  again  when  the  poll  was  over, 
and  charged  for  the  quantity  consumed, 
including  all  he  had  sold  in  the  way  of 
regular  trade,  which,  in  the  case  re- 
ferred to,  was  a  considerable  fraud  upon 
the  candidates.  He  had  no  doubt  the 
more  respectable  licensed  victuallers 
would  like  to  see  everything  of  that 
kind  done  away  with,  as  they  did  not 
wish  to  be  held  responsible  for  the  mal- 
practices of  those  who  were  engaged  in 
the  same  trade  with  themselves.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  come  to  tlie 
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oonolusion  that  he  had  given  sufEcient 
reasons  why  they  should  road  the  Bill  a 
second  time.  He  had  endeavoured  to 
make  it  as  mild  as  possible.  Some  ad- 
vised that  he  should  go  in  for  a  strong 
Bill,  and  then  give  way,  so  as  to  secure 
as  much  as  he  really  required ;  but  he 
was  not  in  favour  of  asking  for  more 
than  was  really  wanted.  He  had  en- 
deavoured not  to  interfere  with  the  pri- 
vate convenience  of  anyone ;  but  some 
sacrifice  should  be  made,  and  it  would 
be  a  small  one,  as,  on  an  average,  a 
General  Election  only  occurred  every 
five  years,  and  he  did  not  see  how 
keeping  a  man  from  drink  on  one  day 
in  that  period  of  time  could  be  described 
as  robbing  a  poor  man  of  his  beer.  He 
believed  the  closing  of  public-houses 
would  have  a  very  material  effect  in 
the  direction  desired.  He  had  exempted 
railway  refreshment  bars  and  steam- 
boats from  the  operation  of  the  Bill ; 
and,  much  against  his  will,  he  had  also 
exempted  the  City  of  London,  because 
London  was  a  great  commercial  centre, 
where  business  men  spent  tlio  whole  day, 
and  did  not  return  home  till  the  evening. 
Besides,  it  was  generally  believed  that 
people  in  London  took  less  interest  in 
elections,  and  showed  less  excitement 
on  those  occasions,  than  they  did  in  the 
country.  If,  however,  it  was  the  wish 
of  the  House  that  London  should  be 
included,  ho  would  bo  glad  to  do  so. 
Referring  to  the  Wigan  Election,  ho 
said  he  understood  that  the  colliers  on 
strike  had  been  supplied  with  free  drink 
during  the  Election.  ["  Oh,  oh !  "]  Ho 
would  not  go  further  into  the  matter, 
and  was  sorry  if  ho  had  inadvertently 
offended.  He  begged  to  move  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Carbutt.) 

Mu.  LITTON  said,  he  highly  ap- 
proved of  the  Bill,  for  when  people 
drank  too  much  beer  they  had  a  ten- 
dency to  riot.  [Mr.  W^uiTON  ;  Oh,  oh  I] 
Well,  he  (Mr.  Ijitton)  could  not  estimate 
the  extent  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's capacity ;  but  he  thought  the 
Heports  of  the  Election  Commissioners, 
to  which  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Carbutt) 
had  alluded,  afforded  ample  proof  of  the 
fact  that,  at  times  of  a  General  Election, 
when  Party  spirit  ran  high,  an  indul- 
gence in  dxink  had  a  tendency  to  stir 
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up  strife;  and  he  considered  the  pro- 
visions in  the  Licensing  Act,  under 
which  the  public-houses  could  be  dosed 
on  such  occasions,  was  an  argument  in 
favour  of  that  principle  being  adopted 
as  the  basis  of  a  general  Act.  The  fact 
that  the  magistrates  had  a  right,  when 
apprehensive  of  disturbance  or  riot,  to 
close  the  public-houses  was  in  itsdf 
sufficient  to  show  that  a  general  law 
was  required  on  the  subject.  Indeed, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  tendency  ojf 
modern  legislation  justified  the  BiU  of 
his  hon.  Friend.  The  only  thing  of  which 
he  was  afraid  was  that  sufficient  oppor- 
tunity had  not  been  afforded  the  licensed 
victuallers  to  express  their  opinion  upon 
the  Bill.  He  was  not  at  all  sure  that,  as 
a  body,  they  would  be  opposed  to  the 
Bill,  for  the  compulsory  closing  of  their 
houses  on  election  day  would  free  them 
from  the  risk  and  danger  of  certain  pains 
and  penalties  arising  from  excessive 
drinking  on  their  premises,  and  they 
would  get  rid  of  that  liability  by  the 
surrender  of  the  privile^  to  sell  in- 
toxicating drink  on  one  day  every  four 
or  five  years.  Another  consideration 
was,  the  House  would  have  another  and 
a  much  better  opportunity  of  disoussii^ 
the  question  when  they  came  to  deal  with 
the  Corrupt  Practices  Bill  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  than  they  could 
have  in  discussing  a  measures  brought 
in  by  a  private  Member.  He  would, 
therefore,  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  in  order  to  give  time  to  the  trade 
to  consider  the  Bill. 

Bakox  DE  FEEEIERES,  inseconding 
the  Motion  for  adjournment,  admitted  the 
desirability  of  closing  public-houses  dur- 
ing polling  hours ;  but  thought  the  mat- 
ter was  too  important  to  be  dedit  with  by 
a  private  Member.  He  also  wished  to 
point  out  that  while  he  was  in  favour  of 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  as  stated  in  the 
Preamble,  the  exemption  of  certain  in- 
terests from  the  operation  of  the  Bill  by 
the  3rd  clause  greatly  interfered  with  and 
nullified  its  principle.  If  a  publican  were 
to  be  allowed  to  keep  his  house  open  for 
the  sale  of  non-intoxicants  during  polling 
hours,  every  facility  would  be  afforded 
for  the  sale  of  intoxicants,  which  it  was 
the  object  of  the  Bill  to  prevent.  Again, 
the  exemption  of  river  stecuners  from  the 
scope  of  the  measure  was  likely  to  be 
abused,  for  many  great  towns  had  laxge 
rivers  on  which  steamers  plied ;  and  the 
result  of  the  exemption  might  be  that 
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on  eloction  days  20  steamori^  might  be 
moored  along  the  shore,  and  that  drink- 
ing on  a  large  scale  might  be  carried  on, 
while  the  public-houses  were  compul- 
sorily  closed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.*' 
— (i/r.  Litton.) 

Mr.  MOEGAN  LLOYD  said,  he  could 
scarcely  understand  the  motive  of  the 
Motion  to  adjourn  the  debate.  He  could 
have  understood  the  proposal  if  it  had 
come  from  someone  who  was  favourable 
to  the  Bill,  and  would  in  that  case  have 
assented  to  it ;  but  he  could  not  accept 
it  in  the  present  circumstances,  because 
he  feared  it  was  made  in  order  to  prevent 
any  decision  on  the  subject  with  which 
the  Bill  was  intended  to  deal.   He  knew 
that  there  was  a  strong  feeling  in  its 
favour  in  many  parts  of  the  country, 
and  could  speak  from  personal  know- 
ledge to  the  existence  of  such  a  feeling 
to  a  very  large  extent  in  Wales;  and  he 
was  asked  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cardiff  (Sir  Edward  Reed)  to 
say  that  that  feeling  also  largely  pre- 
vailed in  Cardiff.   That  he  (Mr.  Morgan 
Lloyd)  took  as  a  test  case.    If  a  place 
like  that,  with  a  large  and  mixed  popu- 
lation, was  in  favour  of  the  proposal,  it 
showed  how  desirable  it  was  that  the 
Bill  should   receive   the  assent  of  the 
House.     He  thought,  however,  the  Bill 
was  far  from  perfect,  and  required  many 
alterations  and  Amendments.    One  ob- 
vious defect  was  the  provision  requiring 
all  public-houses  within  any  parish  con- 
taining a  polling  place  to  be  closed; 
whereas  the  polling  place  might  be  on 
the  borders  oi  one  parish,  and  the  public- 
houses  in  an  adjoining  parish — a  few 
yards,  it  might  be,  from  the  polling  place 
—were  allowed  to  be  open.    On  the 
other  hand,  there  was  no  sufficient  rea- 
son   for   closing    public-houses    which 
might  be  situate  many  miles  away  from 
a  polling  place  simply  because  they  were 
in  the  same  parish.    He  also  agreed 
with  some  other  hon.  Members  that  there 
were  other  ejections  to  some  of  the  de- 
tails of  the  I5ill ;  but  he  wished  to  see 
the  principle  of  the  measure,  which  was 
undoubtedly  good  as  far  as  it  went, 
affirmed  by  the  House,  after  which  it 
would  be  easy  to  cure  any  defects  of 
detail  in  Committee. 

Mb.  GSEGOEY  supported  the  Motion 
for  adjournment,  on  the  ground  that  it 


would  give  an  opportunity  for  the  careful 
consideration  of  the  details  of  the  mea- 
sure not  only  by  hon.  Members  of  the 
House,  but  by  the  general  public,  who 
would  be  largely  affected  by  the  Bill. 
As  far  as  those  details  were  concerned, 
he  could  only  say  that  many  of  them 
were  of  a  most  unjust  character,  and 
could  not  possibly  be  accepted  in  their 
present  form,   especially  tne  provision 
which  closed  the  houses  in  a  municipal 
borough  in  which  a  county  polling  place 
was  situated.    Thus,  in  his  own  county 
(Sussex),   the    houses    in  Brighton,   a 
town  containing  80,000  inhabitants,  and 
having  a  polling  booth  in  it,  would  all 
have  to  be  closed,  if  there  was  a  county 
election  proceeding.    A  more  monstrous 
proposal  than  that  he  never  heard.   The 
polnug  hours  were  now  extended  to  8 
o'clock,  so  that  poor  people  who  had  not 
a  supply  of  beer  upon  their  premises 
would  be  deprived  of  a  generous  enjoy- 
ment during  the  whole  of  the  day,  while 
any  amount  of  drink  might  be  sold  on 
board  steamers  and  at  the  railway  sta- 
tions.   The  Bill  would,  moreover,  give 
scope  for  the  most  flagrant  violations. 
He  objected  also  to  the  exemption  of 
the  Metropolitan  area.    He  could  con- 
ceive no  logical  reason  for  excluding 
London,  and  yet  including  places  like 
Manchester,  Liverpool,   or  Leeds.      It 
could  only  have  been  done  to  stave  off 
opposition,  in  the  hope  of  gaining  the 
support  of  the  Metropolitan  Members 
for  the  Bill.    He  hoped  the  proposals  of 
the  Bill  would  be  fully  considered,  if  the 
debate  was  adjourned;  but  he  desired 
that  the  Government  should  keep  their 
minds  open.    It  was  also  because  he 
thought  that  the  matter  required  further 
consideration  in  the  interest  of  the  pub- 
licans that  he  supported  the  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

The  ATTOKNEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  he  thought  he  need 
hardly  say  that  the  subject  proposed  to 
be  dealt  with  in  the  Bill  was  one  to 
which  the  Government,  who  were  not 
behind  any  other  section  of  the  House 
in  wishing  to  put  a  stop  to  it,  had  had 
to  give  very  careful  consideration.  The 
only  question  was  how  to  attain  that 
object ;  and  he  was  sure  every  hon. 
Member  of  the  House  would  agree  that 
there  was  necessity  for  considering  the 
subject  which  would  be  affected  by  the 
Bill.  All  would  agree  that  the  practice 
of   corrupt  treating  which  existed  in 
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Parliamentary  Elections,  and  municipal 
election 8  too,  was  one  that  had  pressed 
itself  lately  upon  the  attention  of  the 
public,  and  that  no  one  could  regard 
that  practice  but  as  an  evil,  and  as  a 
growing  evil.  He  was  not  saying  that 
as  a  censure  on  any  particular  class. 
The  fault  rested  not  only  on  the  person 
in  the  trade  who  supplied  the  means  of 
treating,  but  on  those  who  provided  the 
money  for  the  treating,  and  on  those 
who  encouraged  the  treating.  It  would, 
he  thought,  be  a  great  evil  if  they  were, 
while  attempting  to  check  the  practice 
of  corrupt  treating,  to  proceed  in  a  spirit 
of  hostility  to  a  trade,  and  inflict  punish- 
ment upon  them  alone  in  order  to  put  a 
stop  to  this  Bill.  It  being  the  desire  of 
all  to  stop  corrupt  treating,  as  injurious 
to  the  representation  of  the  country  and 
as  evil  in  every  way,  it  would  be  wise 
not  to  take  any  hasty,  ill-considered 
action,  which  public  opinion  would  not 
support.  He  did  not  believe  for  one 
moment  that  the  promoters  had  any 
such  object,  but  simply  to  remove  cor- 
rupt treating,  which  was  injurious. 
Those  who  had  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion felt  it  was  a  matter  which  ought  to 
be  dealt  with  with  great  caution.  Any 
prohibition  that  was  contrary  to  public 
opinion  was  generally  an  evil,  and  was 
certainly  not  a  successful  remedy  for 
what  was  desired  to  be  corrected.  In 
the  case  of  this  prohibition,  it  would 
affect  not  only  the  interests  of  the  pub- 
licans, but  also  the  convenience  of  the 
community.  If  this  was  to  be  carried 
out  80  as  to  be  beneficial  to  elections 
and  electors,  the  remedy  must  Ije  in 
accordance  to  public  opinion  rather  than 
against  it.  AVithout  saying  anything  as 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  before  the 
House,  if  a  measure  severe  in  its  conse- 
quences as  affecting  a  portion  of  the 
community  was  to  be  passed,  the  respon- 
sibility ought  to  be  borne  by  the  ma- 
jority of  the  House,  above  all,  supported 
by  the  public  opinion  of  the  country. 
He  believed  that  a  right  method  of  pro- 
hibition would  meet  with  considerable 
support  from  those  persons  who  were 
principally  affected  by  it.  He  meant 
the  licensed  victuallers.  Only  a  few 
hours  ago  he  had  an  opportunity  of 
meeting  a  representative  deputation  from 
that  body ;  and  he  must  say  he  never 
heard  more  reasonable  views  expressed 
b^  any  persons  than  by  those  licensed 
Yiotuallers,  and  that  a  majority  of  them 
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would  be  prepared  to  aoquiesoe  in  any 
proposal  that  met  with  the  approval  ii 
a  majority  in  Parliament  and  in  fhe 
country.  The  House  would  bo  greatly 
strengthened  in  its  action  if  there  was 
to  be  a  decided  public  opinion  expressed 
in  the  matter.  When  it  had  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  all  corrupt  prac- 
tices, amongst  them  corrupt  treating,  he 
expected  there  would  be  great  difference 
of  opinion  as  to  the  mode  in  which  the 
evil  was  to  be  dealt  with ;  bat  he  was 
certain  that  that  difference  of  opinion 
could  only  be  solved  by  what  was  snown 
to  be  the  opinion  outside.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  had  to  make  an  appeal 
to  the  hon.  Member  who  had  introduced 
the  Bill  (Mr.  Carbutt).  He  expected 
that  great  advantage  would  result  from 
the  discussion ;  but  he  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  would  not,  while  feeling  he  had 
done  a  good  service,  push  this  matter 
to  a  final  vote  that  day.  The  views  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  be  far- 
thered by  taking  a  vote.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  also  an  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  in  regard  to  the  Corrupt  Practices 
Bill  bearing  on  this  subject.  What  he 
(the  Attorney  General)  had  to  say,  not 
speaking  for  his  Colleagues,  was  that 
when  that  Bill  came  on  they  would  have 
the  best  opportunity  for  all  practical  dis- 
cussion of  the  matter.  Whatever  they 
voted  to-day,  there  must  be  a  re-consi- 
deration of  the  question  when  the  Bill 
for  Corrupt  Practices  was  before  the 
House.  When  that  Bill  was  under  con- 
sideration, there  would  be  tiie  fullest 
opportunity  for  discussing  and  voting 
upon  the  subject ;  and  their  discussion 
and  votes  would  be  guided,  to  a  great 
extent,  by  public  opinion.  He  l£ere- 
fore  hoped  that  his  hon.  Friend  would 
agree  to  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

SiK  E.  A8SHET0N  OEOSS  said,  he 
had  heard  with  great  pleasure  the  ad- 
vice of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General.  He  thought  it 
was  a  wise  advice,  and  he  hoped  those 
in  charge  of  the  Bill  would  follow  it,  and 
they  would  not  suffer  by  it  in  the  long 
run,  inasmuch  as  there  were  important 
and  varying  interests  to  be  considered  in 
dealing  with  a  matter  of  this  kind. 
There  were,  in  the  present  instance, 
three  sets  of  persons  who  were  veiy 
closely  affected.  There  were,  in  the  first 
plaee,  the  publicans.  As  fiur  as  the 
publicans  were  concemedi  all  he  would 
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say,  at  the  present  moment,  was  that  if, 
for  the  general  benefit  of  the  country, 
the  closing  of  public-houses  on  the  day 
of  polling  was  proved  to  be  necessary, 
although  it  might  affect  the  trade,  the 
trade  must   give   way  to  the   general 
public  opinion.     But  then  it  must  be 
proved  to  their  satisfaction   that   such 
a  step  was  absolutely  necessary.     The 
second  class  affected  were  the  general 
public.     In  a  case  of  this  kind,  it  was 
a  great  mistake  to  think  that  they  were 
only  dealing  with  the  electors  of  a  parti- 
cular town  on  a  particular  day.   It  might 
be  quite   right  that  they  should  take 
every  means  to  prevent  corruption  and 
treating  so  far  as  the  voters  were  con- 
cerned ;   but  there  were  many  people 
who   would  be  in  the  town   in  which 
the    election    was   taking    place     who 
had    no   connection    with  the  election, 
but  whose  business  took  them  to  large 
towns ;  and  those  persons  would  think 
elections    a    positive  nuisance  if   they 
found,  when  they  went  there,  they  in- 
terfered with  them  in  their  ordinary  busi- 
ness and  trade.   The  Bill  would  do  harm, 
therefore,  to  those  who  had  nothing  to 
do  with  elections.     There  was  a  third 
body  of  persons  to  consider,  and  that 
was  the  candidates ;  for  he  knew  of  no 
more  miserable  position  than  that  of  a 
man  who  went  down  to  a  constituency 
resolved  to  take  every  precaution  not  to 
offend  the  law,  and  who  found,  through 
no  fault  of  his  own,  but  of  some  agent, 
that  his  election  was  invalidated.     All 
these  were  questions  which  must  be  taken 
into  account,  and  they  could  not  discuss 
the  question  without  discussing  it^in  all 
its  bearings.     He  hoped  that  no  attempt 
would  be  made  to  support  the  measure 
by  certain  hon.    Gentlemen   who  held 
advanced  views,  simply  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  a  step  in  the  further  direction 
they  wanted  to  take,  because  to  do  so 
would,  in  his  opinion,  weaken  their  in- 
fluence in  both  ways,  and  also  cost  them 
support,  as  far  as  the  present  proposal 
was  concerned.    There  were  many  points 
of  detail  in  which  the  present  Bill  was 
defective  ;  and  he  hoped  it  would  be  de- 
termined to  deal  with  the  whole  question 
of  corrupt  practices  at  the  time  when  the 
Government  proposals  were  fully  before 
the  House.     He,  for  his  part,  would  do 
his  part  in  his  place  in  Parliament  to  put 
down  corrupt  practices    and   treating. 
He  thought  that  what  had  been  revealed 
in  connection  with  the  last  Election  of 


corrupt  practices  in  boroughs  was  a 
disgrace  to  the  country,  and  the  sooner 
such  a  matter  was  put  a  stop  to  the  bet- 
ter for  all  parties.  On  a  matter  of  that 
kind  it  would,  however,  be  unwise  for  any 
Government  to  attempt  to  carry  legisla- 
tion beyond  a  point  up  to  which  they  had 
the  support  of  a  majority  of  public  opi- 
nion ;  and  he,  therefore,  strongly  urged 
the  importance  of  using  great  caution  in 
dealing  with  the  matter.  In  that  view 
he  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Car- 
butt)  would  consent  to  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate.  He  believed  that  when 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  became  law, 
as  he  hoped  it  would  with  certain  modi- 
fications, there  would  have  been  con- 
structed a  machinery  sufficient  to  secure 
much  greater  purity  of  election  than 
now  existed. 

Mr.  DICK-PEDDIE  said,  he  entirely 
concurred  in  the  suggestion  which  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General,  and 
supported  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross),  as  to 
the  adjournment  of  the  discussion,  in 
order  that  the  matter  might  be  better 
discussed  on  the  general  BiU.  At  the 
same  time,  it  was  very  desirable  that 
the  opportimity  should  be  taken  just 
now  to  ascertain  the  mind  of  the  House 
on  the  question ;  and  when  hon.  Gentle- 
men had  already  given  the  opinion  of 
England,  Wales,  and  Ireland,  he  thought 
a  Scotch  Member  should  express  the 
opinions  of  Scotland.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  he  was  quite  correct  in  saying  that, 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  they  would 
have  the  very  general  support  of  Scot- 
land. Not  that  Scotland  suffered  more 
from  the  evils  of  drinking  on  election 
days  than  England  did  ;  but  he  thought 
that  there  opinion  was  more  advanced 
on  the  subject  than  in  England.  There 
were  two  evils  which  required  to  be  re- 
medied by  a  Bill  of  this  kind.  There 
was  not  only  corruption  by  treating  at 
the  time  of  an  election,  but  there  were 
evils  which  followed  the  election.  In 
connection  with  this  latter  point,  his 
only  complaint  was  that  the  Bill  did  not 
go  far  enough.  It  proposed  that  the 
closing  of  the  public-houses  should  cease 
after  the  hours  of  closing  the  polling. 
His  opinion  was  that  public-houses 
should  be  closed  during  the  whole  of 
the  day  on  which  an  election  took  place. 
On  those  days  the  population  was,  to  a 
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large  extent,  in  an  unsettled  state,  and 
they  resorted  in  large  numbers  to  the 
public-houses  after  the  voting  was  over, 
and  scenes  of  disorder  ensued.  In 
America  the  public-houses  were  closed 
throughout  the  entire  Union  on  an  elec- 
tion day,  and  he  had  trustworthy  testi- 
mony to  show  that  the  proceedings  there 
were  of  an  orderly  description.  In  this 
matter  he  was  not  actuated,  nor  were  his 
Friends  actuated,  by  feelings  of  hostility 
to  the  trade.  Their  object  was  to  secure 
the  public  good.  He  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  would  agree  to  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate ;  and  he  could  assure  the 
Government  that  if  they  proposed  simi- 
lar measures  to  those  which  had  been 
suggested  they  would  have  the  almost 
unanimous  aid  of  Scotch  opinion. 

Mr.  CAINE  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Carbutt)  would  accept  the  advice 
given  from  the  Government  Bench,  and 
not  insist  upon  a  division.  He  (Mr. 
Caine)  was  glad  they  had  had  an  op- 
portunity of  discussing  that  important 
question  so  early  in  the  Session,  with- 
out having  to  wait  two  or  three  months 
for  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General's  Bill.  As  for  the  unfortunate 
and  unhappy  candidates  referred  to  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
as  being  defeated,  there  were  others 
who  had  seen  cause  since  the  Election  to 
regret  their  haste  in  self-congratulation, 
because  thoy  had  been  unseated  as  a 
consequence  of  public-houses  being  open. 
They  had  to  look  forward  to  a  time — 
and  ho  (Mr.  Caine)  hoped  it  would  bo 
five  years  hence — when  thoy  would  be 
placed  in  tlio  same  position  ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  thought  thoy  should  support  a 
good  measure  for  purifying  elections 
without  causing  serious  inconvenience 
to  the  public  at  largo,  or  interfering 
harshly  with  the  trade  concerned.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  such  a  law  as 
was  here  proposed  would  cause  a  certain 
amount  of  inconvenience  in  boroughs 
during  an  election  ;  but  the  incon- 
venience caused  to  a  few  people  for 
having  once  in  six  or  seven  years  to  take 
their  meals  without  beer  or  spirits  would 
be  little  as  compared  with  that  often 
suffered  by  many  boroughs  under  the  pre- 
sent system.  The  borough  he  represented 
(Scarborough)  was,  as  a  rule,  as  peace- 
able and  orderly  as  any  to  be  found  in 
the  United  Kingdom ;  but  at  the  last 
General  Election,  in  consequence  of  the 

Mr.  Dick-Peddie 


public-houses  being  open  on  the  polling- 
day,  all  his  windows  were  broken  by  a 
disorder! V  mob,  and  it  cost  him  £14  10«. 
to  have  them  repaired.      Many  other 
hon.  Members  could  remember  similar 
occurrences.      He  should  never  forget 
the  picture  presented  by  his  right  hon. 
Colleague  (Mr.  Dodson)  on  returning  on 
his  election  day  from  meeting  a  draiucen 
mob,    for    the    right    hon.   Gentleman 
looked  more  like  an  ancient  Briton  than 
a  Cabinet  Minister,  in  conseqaence  of 
being  covered  from  head  to  foot  with 
blue    dye.      On    election     days    miich 
greaterinconvenience  was  suffered  by  the 
general  public  now  than  what  would  re- 
sult from  the  passing  of  that  Bill  into 
law.    With  reference  to  the  trade  which 
was  to  be  taken  care  of,  he  did  not  wish 
to  be  hostile  to  it ;  but  they  must  not 
forget  that  it  was  an  exceptional  trade, 
existing    under    licence    for    the    con- 
venience of  the  public,  enforced  by  re- 
strictions, and  placed  under  police  super- 
vision.     If    Parliament    should    think 
public-houses  ought  to  be  closed  at  par- 
ticular times,  no  great  injustice  would 
be  done  to  such  a  trade.     Having  had 
great  electioneering  experience  as  Pre- 
sident of  the  Liverpool  liiberal  Associa- 
tion, he  had,  as  a  matter  of  electioneer- 
ing policy,  refused  to  engage  public- 
houses  as  part  of  the  machinery  of  an 
election.   He  was  satisfied,  from  his  own 
experience,  and  close  study  of  the  Be- 
ports  of  the  Election  Commissions,  that 
treating  was  of  very  little  use  indeed 
unless  public-houses  were  open  on  the 
day    of   election,    because    the    whole 
system  culminated  upon  that  day.  Upon 
one  occasion,  a  ward  in  Liverpool  was 
contested  by  a  brewer  and  a  teetotaller, 
and  the  latter  sent  watchmen  wearing 
his  colours  into  the  public-houses  to  take 
down  the  names  of   those  who   were 
brought  in  to  be  treated  by  the  other 
side.     As  the  result  of  this  expedient, 
he  won  the  ward  from  the  party  which 
had  held  it  nine  years.     If  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the    Attorney 
General  would  inquire  in  various  parts 
of  the  country,  he  would  find  that  all 
who  were  experienced  in  electioneering 
thought  it  would  be  a  good  thinff  to 
close  public-houses  on  the  polling-day. 
Ho  trusted  that  the  Bill  would  be  post- 
poned, because  no  harm  would  result 
from  delay ;  but,  on  the  contranr,  when 
the  Government  Bill  came  under  con- 
sideration, a  great  deal  of  evidence  in 
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favour  of  tliis  proposal  would  be  forth- 
coming. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  such  a  Bill  was  necessary  at  all,  at 
least,  not  in  Ireland,  where  heavy  blows 
had  been  struck  at  the  trade  of  late, 
in  particular,  by  depriving  publicans  of 
Sunday  profits.  He  would  not  say 
whether  that  had  been  done  rightly  or 
wrongly ;  but,  at  all  events,  he  felt  in- 
clined to  object  to  the  Bill  being  applied 
to  Ireland.  He  did  not  see,  as  long  as 
elections  were  legitimately  conducted  in 
Ireland,  why  the  licensed  victuallers 
should  be  deprived  of  the  profit  they 
would  ordinarily  receive  on  the  day  of 
election  too.  He  believed  it  was  a  fact 
that  it  had  not  been  proved  that  there 
was  any  drinking  in  any  county  election 
in  Ireland  except  one;  and,  even  in  that, 
it  was  not  proved  that  the  electors  had 
been  treated,  and  it  seemed  that  what 
they  drank,  they  drank  at  their  own 
expense.  Therefore,  he  did  not  see  why 
Irish  electors,  having  come  from  long 
distances,  should  be  precluded  from 
having  their  glass  of  spirits  or  their 
glass  of  beer,  because  people  in  other 
countries  had  abused  that  privilege.  He 
believed  the  elections  in  Ireland  would 
be  found  to  be  very  pure  in  a  general 
sense,  and  he  thought  it  would  be  inju- 
dicious to  have  a  special  remedy  as  far 
as  counties  were  concerned.  He  should 
feel  inclined  to  vote  against  the  Bill, 
unless  a  more  specific  case  was  made 
out  for  it,  in  the  way  of  extending  it  to 
Ireland. 

Sib  WILFEID  LAWSON  said,  he 
did  not  know  what  course  would  be 
taken,  and  did  not  think  anything  he 
cotdd  say  would  have  influence  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  E. 
Ajssheton  Cross).  He  had  been  looked 
at  and  referred  to  as  a  man  of  extreme 
views,  and  rightly  so,  for  his  views  were 
extremely  rignt ;  and  if  he  had  his  way, 
the  BiU  would  go  much  further,  and 
would  extend  not  only  to  election  time, 
but  to  all  the  time  between  one  election 
and  another.  Hon.  Members  had  great 
difficulty  in  bringing  in  any  measure  in 
that  House.  There  were  two  ways  in 
which  a  reforming  Member  was  treated. 
When  a  Member  brought  in  a  measure 
of  reform,  he  was  sure  to  be  told  there 
was  no  use  in  bit-by-bit  legislation ;  and 
if  he  brought  in  a  large  Bill,  he  was 
asked — ''What  business  have  you,  an 
audacious  private  Member,  to  deal  with 


a  question  like  this,  as  to  which  some 
comprehensive  measure  ought  to  be 
brought  in  by  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  ?  "  He 
did  not  think  his  hon.  Friend  who  intro- 
duced the  Bill  (Mr.  Oarbutt)  had  suffered 
much  in  the  debate  that  had  taken  place. 
Notwithstanding  the  efforts  to  persuade 
his  hon.  Friend  to  adjourn  the  debate, 
he  did  not  see  that  that  should  be  done, 
because  the  arguments  which  had  been 
used  had  gone  pretty  much  in  the  line 
that  the  Bui  ought  to  be  withdrawn,  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  not  stringent 
enough.  He  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  was 
very  much  inclined  to  think  that  his  hon. 
Friend  should  go  on  with  the  Bill,  and 
the  ingenious  appeal  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
did  not  alter  his  opinion  much;  but 
when  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  backed  up  the 
Attorney  General,  he  felt  no  doubt  at  all, 
for  was  it  not  an  axiom  with  all  right- 
minded  politicians  that  when  the  two 
Front  Benches  agreed  there  was  some- 
thing wrong?  When  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  said — **  Don't 
do  anything  until  you  get  public  opinion 
on  your  side, "it  might  have  been  thought 
that  he  was  speaking  of  the  Permissive 
Bill,  which  could  come  into  operation 
only  with  the  assent  of  public  opinion. 
This  was  a  national  matter ;  how  were 
they  to  get  at  public  opinion?  Fancy 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
insinuating  that  the  House  of  Commons 
did  not  represent  the  public  opinion  of 
the  country ;  it  was  a  most  extraordinary 
thing.  Why,  the  Ministers  were  the 
products  of  public  opinion,  and  the 
House  of  Commons  was  the  result  of 
public  opinion.  He  (Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son)  would  say  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  that  public  opinion 
was  to  be  got  at,  not  by  going  into  the 
Conference  Boom  and  talking  to  the 
most  reasonable  licensed  victualler  he 
ever  met  with,  but  by  coming  to  that 
House  on  a  quiet  Wednesday  afternoon, 
when  they  were  all  sober.  What  more 
did  thev  want  ?  Let  them  not  withdraw 
the  Bill,  but  let  a  division  be  taken,  so 
that  the  opinion  of  the  House  might  be 
known  on  the  subject.  There  could  not 
be  a  better  time  to  settle  the  matter.  It 
was  either  right  or  wrong  that  public- 
houses  should  be  closed  on  the  polling 
day.  They  were  not  going  into  Com- 
mittee at  once ;  all  that  they  dedded  by 
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the  second  reading  was  whether    the  Question  put,  and  agr§ed  to. 

principle  was  right  or  not.     The  hon.  Debate    adjourned   till   Monday  25ih 

and  learned  Attorney  General  said  he  April, 
had  a  good  Bill  on  the  stocks ;  so  he 

had,  almost  too  good  a  Bill  to  be  carried ;  MUNICIPAL  CORPORATION  ACT  (1859} 

and  when  they  came  to  discuss  it   he  AMENDMENT  BILL.— [Biu.  26.] 

would  be  fortified  if  the  House  had  as-  ^jf^.  William  Fowler,  Mr.  Rylandi,  Mr,  W^Utr 

sented  to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  James  Mr  Hfury  H  Fowler ) 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  that  the  real  evil  ''^  JL . ^«« 

,,           1     J    .       J      ,        ..-/                1.       •    _  SECOND  BEADIKO. 

they  had  to  deal  with  was  having  an 

exaggerated  view  of  possible  purity  at  Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 
elections.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  they  had  Mr.  W.  FOWLEE,  in  moying  that 
now  a  standard  of  impossible  purity,  and  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Booond  time, 
they  would  not  get  what  they  required  if  said,  that  it  was  identically  the  same  as 
they  set  up  too  high  a  standard.  If  they  a  measure  which  was  carried  through 
allowed  a  moderate  amount  of  beer  to  be  that  House  wiUi  the  support  of  a  Liberal 
drunk,  public  opinion  would  go  further  Government  in  1872.  Its  object  was  to 
in  repressing  worse  forms  of  electoral  equalize  the  municipal  representation  of 
corruption.  Public  opinion  was  in  favour  boroughs  by  taking  representativee  from 
of  some  beer ;  and  it  was  of  more  im-  districts  which  had  greatly  decreased 
portance  that  the  beer  should  be  pure  since  the  Municipal  Corporation  Act 
than  that  the  elections  should  be  pure,  passed,  and  allowing  them  to  be  given 
The  public  had  a  right  to  their  beer,  and  to  the  districts  which  had  increased  in 
it  was  wrong  to  deprive  them  of  it.  Put  population.  Under  the  present  law, 
up  with  a  moderate  amount  of  beer  ;  however  great  the  change  m  a  borough 
call  it  corruption,  call  it  cheating,  but  might  be  with  regard  to  the  wards,  no 
let  beer  be  given,  by  both  sides  if  they  alteration  could  be  made  unless  two- 
liked,  provided  worse  practices  were  not  thirds  of  the  Council  applied  to  the  Privy 
resorted  to,  and  then  they  could  punish  Council  for  inquiry  and  re-arrangement 
with  greater  severity  the  giving  of  of  the  wards.  This,  which  the  pro- 
money ;  but  there  was  greater  difficulty  visions  of  the  Bill  would  reduce  to  one- 
in  dealing  with  electoral  corruption  if  third,  sometimes  could  not  be  done,  and 
they  puritanically  deprived  people  of  boroughs  had  then  to  come  to  Parlia- 
what  they  had  a  right  to  expect,  and  ment  for  Private  Bills  at  great  expense; 
what  public  opinion  did  not  think  it  was  and  that,  he  thought— especially  in  the 
a  very  horrible  thing  they  should  have,  case  of  small  boroughs — was  a  cause  of 

The    SOLICITOR    GENEKAL  for  unnecessary  trouble  and  expense.    In 

IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Joiixsox)  do-  Cambridge,  Leeds,  Bradford,  Liverpool, 

sired,  on  his  own  part,  to  say  that  he  did  and    other    places,    there    were    great 

not  think  the  Bill  was  required  in  Ireland,  anomalies  in  ward  representation  which 

Mil.  CARBUTT,  in  reply,  8aid,hebe-  would    be   redressed  if  the  Bill  were 
lieved  that  if  he  went  to  a  division  he  passed,  to  the  second  reading  of  which 
would  have  a  good  majority,  and  if  he  he  hoped  the  House  would  now  agree. 
had  consulted  his  own  foolinffs  ho  should  tr  . .            j          j  /^      a^                    j 
have  gone  to  a  vote.     Ho  bllieved  pub-  „  ^«'*f<',^  ™^4«'  ^'^^  ^^^<^  proposed, 
lie  opinion  was  on  his   side,  and    he  .  ^'^t*  *^?,^'L^f.  "°^  T^^  *  "**"* 
trusted  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  might  ^^'^^^  -(^'•-  '^♦"•*"»  ^"^^'^ 
be  incorporated  into  the  hon.  and  learned  Mr.   COURTNEY  agreed   with  the 
Attorney  Gonorars  Bill.     After  the  de-  ^on.  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  W. 
bate  that  had  taken  place,  and  which  Fowler)  that  the  Bill  was  similar  to  that 
had  amply  justified  him  in  introducing  approved  of  by  the  Government  in  1872. 
the  measure,  he  felt  he  had  not  made  it  The  present  Government  approved  en- 
stringent  enough  ;  but  he  did  not  desire  tirely  of  the  objects  of  the  measure  ;  and, 
to   interfere   unduly  with  business    or  on  their  part,  he  had  pleasure  in  assent- 
social  arrangements.      Trusting,    how-  i°&  ^o  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend. 
ever,  that  hon.  Members  would  support  Question  put,  and  agroed  to. 
him  when  they  got  into  Committee  on  ^^  j^ad  a  second  time,  and  eommUUi 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle-  f^^  Friday, 

man,  he  would  agree   to   the  adjourn-  Home  a4joiiined  at  ft  qMHar 

xnent  of  the  debate.  after  Foor  owoL 

Sir  Wilfrid  LawBon 
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in  South  Africa,  and  especially  in  the 

HOUSE    OP    LORDS,  Transvaal.     We  were  informed  at  the 

beginning  of  the  Session,  in  the  Most 

Thur»day,  ZUt  March,  1881.  Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne,  that 

there  had  been  a  nsmg  m  the  Transvaal, 
and  that  military  operations  were  in  pro- 
gress for  the  purpose  of  suppressing  that 
MINUTES.] — Public  Bill — Second  Reading —  rising,  and  vindicating  the  authority  of 
Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  (66).  the  Crown.     After  that  we  heard  of  suc- 
cessive disasters  to  the  British  Forces. 
LOCAL  COURTS  OF  BANKRUPTCY  There  had  been,  before  the  end  of  the 
(IRELAND)  BILL.-(No.  66.)  year,  an  attack  upon  the  94th  Eegiment 
{The  Lord  O'Eagan.)  at  Madder's  Spruit ;  then  in  January  the 
SECOND  READING.  rovorse  at  Lang's  Nek ;    and  in   Feb- 
r\  :t       i!lx^.T^      ijixici         -.Tk-i  ruarv,  first  the  battle  at  Inirosro,  and 
Order  ofthe  Day  for  the  Second  Bead-  subsequently    the    defeat    at    Majuba. 
mg,  read.  ^^  ^^^  j^^g^^^  ^j^^^  reinforcements  had 
Lord    0' HAG  AN,   in    moving  that  been  rapidly  and  energetically  prepared 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  and  sent  forward  to  retrieve  these  dis- 
the  main  object  of  the  measure  was  to  asters,  and  that  a  General,  who  had  won 
extend  jurisdiction  in    bankruptcy    to  his  laurels  in  the  East,  had  been  sent  out 
County  Courts  in  Ireland.  The  JBill  had  to  command  the  reinforcements,  and  to 
already  passed  through  their  Lordships'  co-operate  with  another  General,  hardly 
House  twice,  and  on  each  occasion  its  less  trusted,  who  had  already  arrived  on 
provisions  had  been  explained.    In  the  the  scene.     In  these  circumstances,  the 
House  of  Commons  the  measure  had  spirit  of  the  country  was  sustained.  They 
been  unfortunate.  He  would  not  trouble  put  trust  in  the  exertions  which  were 
their  Lordships  by  explaining  the  prin-  being  made,  and  they  relied  upon  the 
ciples  of  the  measure  a  third  time,  and  assiirance  they  had  received  from  the 
would  simply  move  the  second  reading.  Government  that  the  authority  of  the 

*r     J  «mu  xi.1.   T>'ii  V                J  «*  »  Crown  would  be  vindicated.     We  then 

aj^r^e?  -ThattheBillbenowread2'.''  ^.e^^hat  there  were  arrangements  and 

—{The  Lard  O  Hagan.)  negotiations  in  progress.     The  Govern- 

Earl  CAIRNS  expressed  gratification  ment  naturally  had  a  right  to  decline  to 

that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  in-  ^^^^  ^po^  any  discussion  of  those  nego- 

troduced  his  Bill  again,  and  hoped  that  tiations  while  they  still  were  in  progress ; 

it  would  be  more  successful  in  tne  other  a^^*  ^^  the  other  hand,  it  would  have 

House  on  its  third  introduction.  been  wrong  to  press  the  Government  for 

any  information  at  that  stage  of  the  pro- 
Motion    agreed  to ;   Bill  read  2'  ac-  ceedings.    But  still  the  piiblio  relied  on 
cordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  the  assurance  they  had  received,  and  in 
of  the  Whole  House  To-morrow.  this  House  we  had  obtained  a  still  further 

assurance.    The  noble  Earl  the  Secre- 

80UTH    AFRICA -THE    TRANSVAAL  tary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (the  Earl 

(NEG0TDLTI0N8)-THE  PEACE  AR-  ^^  Kimberley),  when   the  subject   was 

RANGEMENT8.-0BSERVAT10NS.  mentioned  on  the  21st  of  February,  told 

US  that — 

Earl  CAIRNS,  in  rising  to  call  the  «tt    i^r  •   ^  .  n              ^v      *  i          i. 

»^4-^^f;r^n   /%f  fVi/^  TT/>»<i.>  4^^?i^^  ««.o«^^  "  Her  Majesty  8  Government  have  taken  such 

attention  of  the  House  to  the  arrange-  ^^p^  ^  seemed  to  them  best  calculated  to  pro- 

menta  recently  made  by  Her  Majesty's  mote  a  satisfactory  settlement,  and  to  spare  the 

Government  with  the  Boers,  as  appear-  eflfusion  of  blood,  consistently  with  the  honour 

ing  in  the  communications  (telegraphic)  ^^  ^^^  British  Crown.  "—[3  Hantard,  cclviii. 

respecting  South    Africa,    and  to  ask  ^346-6.] 

for  explanations,  said :  My  Lords,  it  is  As  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  had 

now   nearly  three   months    since  Par-  announced  that  the    authority  of  the 

liament  met.     During  that  time,  owing  Crown  would  be  vindicated,  so  we  under- 

probably  to  the  pressure  of  other  Busi-  stood  that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 

ness,  very  little  has  been  said  of  a  subject  Colonies  desired  to  assure  us  that  the 

which  has,  nevertheless,  g^atly  ocou-  honour  of  the  Crown  was  involved  in 

pied  the  public  mind — the  state  of  aSfdrs  vindicating  that  authority.  Then  we  re« 
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ceived  the  information  that  the  arrange- 
ments were  concluded  and  that  a  peace 
had  been  made.  The  idea  of  peace  and 
of  a  cessation  of  hostilities  is  always 
80  welcome  that  we  were  disposed  to 
hail  with  satisfaction  the  news  of  this 
arrangement,  and  of  this  peace  ;  and  we 
naturally  imagined  that,  although  the 
terms  were  not  known,  yet  when  they 
came  to  be  known  it  would  be  found  that 
they  fully  redeemed  the  promises  which 
had  been  made  by  the  Crown.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  now  laid 
upon  the  Table  the  telegraphic  Papers 
connected  with  this  arrangement.  I  do 
not  know  how  much  of  the  satisfaction 
which  first  was  felt  any  longer  re- 
mains. Some  details  there  are  which 
still  are  wanting ;  and  with  regard  to 
those  details  my  object  is  to  ask  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies  to  favour 
us  with  some  information  on  matters 
on  which  we  are  left  in  doubt  by  the 
Papers  before  us.  But  the  leading  fea- 
tures of  the  arrangement  are  clear,  and 
although  it  may  not  be  the  time,  until 
every  detail  has  been  supplied,  for  your 
Lordships  to  pronounce  any  formal 
opinion  upon  the  peace  that  has  been 
concluded;  still,  I  think  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  a  right  to  know,  when 
the  Papers  have  been,  as  far  as  they 
have  been,  laid  before  us,  what  is  the 
opinion  which  may  be  entertained  by  us 
with  regard  to  this  arrangement;  and 
they  would  be  entitled  to  say  they  natu- 
rally concluded,  when  so  much  informa- 
tion was  laid  before  us,  that  we  were 
satisfied  with  that  which  had  been  done 
when  we  expressed  no  dissatisfaction. 

I  will  ask  your  Lordships  to  remember 
what  the  state  of  affairs  was  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session.  It  was  on  the 
20th  of  December  that  the  affair  which 
some  people  called,  and  not  incorrectly, 
a  massacre  at  Madder's  Spruit  took 
place.  A  portion  of  the  94th  Eegi- 
ment  was  on  its  march  under  the  com- 
mand of  Colonel  Anstruther.  I  do  not 
stop,  however,  to  consider  at  this  mo- 
ment the  precise  nature  of  the  occurrence 
which  took  place;  but  your  Lordships  re- 
member that  in  the  result  some  70  or  80 
out  of  a  force  of  157  wore  killed,  and 
that  several,  if  not  all,  of  the  officers 
were  among  the  number.  After  this  an 
appeal  was  made  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  from  the  Colony 
of  Natal.  Your  TiOrdships  will  find  in 
the  Blue  Book  which  was  presented  to 

£arl  Cairns 


Parliament  in  February  a  comznunica* 
tion  which  was  made  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  on  the  29th  of  December  through 
Sir  George  Strahan.  A  deputation  of 
the  Legislature  of  Natal  and  others  re- 
quested Sir  George  to  send  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  a  resolution  by  telegraph. 
It  was  in  these  terms — 

'*  A  dcputatioxi,  composed  of  15  Memben  of 
the  Legislature  and  others,  Mr.  Merriman 
spokesman,  request  me  to  send  the  following 
resolution  by  telegraph  : — '  That  this  deputa- 
tion, in  common  with  the  rest  of  South  Anica, 
deplores  the  unhappy  state  of  afiairs  now  exist- 
ing across  the  Vaal  River,  and  ventures  to  urge 
upon  Her  Majesty's  Grovemment  that,  in  order 
to  effect  a  settlement  of  the  diflfercnces  whidli 
have  arisen  and  to  establish  tranquillity,  it  is 
desirable  that  some  person  acquainted  with  the 
feelings  and  opinions  of  the  inhabitants  of 
South  Africa  should  be  appointed  as  a  Special 
Commissioner  to  the  Transvaal  territory  to  in- 
quire into  and  report  upon  the  exact  position  of 
affairs,  the  feelings  and  wishes  of  wose  inte- 
restod,  and  what  arrangements  would  be  most 
advantageous  to  the  country  and  most  likely  to 
reconcile  the  inhabitants  to  the  Government  of 
the  Queen ;  and  the  deputation  would  further 
respectfully  sugg^est  that  the  Chief  Justice  of 
the  Ca^e  Colony,  Sir  John  H.  De  ViUiers,  pos- 
sesses m  an  eminent  degree  the  qualifications 
required  for  such  an  office.' " 

That  was  a  proposal  which  at  that  time, 
I  think,  was  not  unnatural.  It  was  one 
which  might  well  have  been  enter- 
tained ;  and  if  this  eminent  person,  who 
is  said  to  possess  the  confidence  of  aU 
the  parties  there,  and  who,  indeed,  is  one 
of  the  three  Oommissioners  recentiy  se- 
lected, had  been  appointed  at  that  time, 
it  is  possible  that  we  might  have  been 
spared  much  of  what  has  occurred.  But 
the  view  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  at  the  time  was  different. 
He  replied,  by  telegraph,  on  the  30th 
of  December,  to  Sir  George  Strahan  as 
follows: — 

**  Inform  the  deputation  that,  y^die  fully  ap- 
preciating their  motives,  we  do  not  thins  the 
present  moment  will  be  opportune  for  sending 
a  Special  Commissioner  to  the  TransvaaL*' 

That  was  the  opinion  of  the  Secretaxy 
of   State    at    that   time.      I  think  we 
shall  find  the  ground  of  that  opinion 
appearing  again  in  the  Most  Gracious 
Speech  from  the  Throne.      The  same 
motives  which  led  the  noble  Earl  to 
conceive  that   December  was  not  the 
proper  time  to  meet  the  proposal  which 
had  been  made  probably  influenced  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  putting  into 
the  mouth  of  Her  Majesty  the  words  of 
the  Speech  from  the  Ihione.     PtaUtr 
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Inent  met  on  the  6th  of  January ;  and  I 
will  ask  your  attention  to  these  words, 
which  were  then  addressed  from  the 
Throne  to  your  Lordships — 

"A  rising  in  the  Transvaal  has  recently  im- 
posed upon  me  the  duty  of  taking  military 
measures  with  a  view  to  the  prompt  vindication 
of  my  authority ;  and  has  of  necessity  set  aside 
for  the  time  any  plan  for  securing  to  the  Euro- 
pean settlers  that  full  control  over  their  own 
local  affairs,  without  prejudice  to  the  interests 
of  the  natives,  which  I  had  been  desirous  to 
confer." 

In  the  Address  presented  by  your  Lord- 
ships in  answer  to  that  Most  Gracious 
Speech  you  thanked  Her  Majesty  for 
the  information  we  had  received,  that 
the  authority  of  the  Crown  would  be 
promptly  vindicated,  and  that  not  until 
that  was  done  could  the  time  arrive  for 
conferring  the  boon  upon  the  European 
settlers  that  was  indicated  in  the  latter 
part  of  the  sentence  which  I  have  just 
road.  **  Eising  in  the  Transvaal,"  of 
course,  means  a  rebellion  or  insurrec- 
tion ;  and  I  now  wish  to  ask  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  whether  the  authority 
of  the  Crown  has  been  promptly  vin- 
dicated in  the  Transvaal?  Has  the 
action  at  Lang's  Nek  promptly  vindi- 
cated the  authority  of  the  Crown  ?  Has 
the  reverse  at  Ingogo  ?  Has  the  disas- 
ter at  the  Majuba  ?  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  whether  he  conceives 
that  after  these  occurrences  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Crown  stood  in  a  higher 
and  better  position  than  on  the  6th  of 
January  last;  and  if  it  did  not,  what 
has  become  of  your  prompt  vindication 
of  the  authority  of  the  Crown?  But 
I  wish  to  call  your  Lordships'  attention 
to  the  second  part  of  the  sentence.  The 
duty  of  vindicating  the  authority  of  the 
Crown  has,  it  is  stated — 

'*  Set  aside  for  the  time  any  plan  for  securing 
to  the  European  settlers  that  full  control  over 
their  own  local  affairs,  without  prejudice  to  the 
interesta  of  the  natives,  which  I  had  been  de- 
sirous to  confer." 

Do  these  words,  I  ask,  in  the  mouth  of 
the  Sovereign,  point  to  a  cession  of  ter- 
ritory ?  Do  they  point  to  an  abandon- 
ment of  territory  ?  Do  they  point  to  a 
dismemberment  of  the  Empire  ?  When 
the  Government,  through  the  mouth  of 
the  Sovereign  upon  the  Throne,  speak 
of  conferring  free  institutions  upon  a 
portion  of  the  British  Dominions,  it  is 
understood  that  the  Sovereignty  of  Her 
Majesty  over  that  portion  of  the  Empire 
js  retained ;  that  while  there  may  be  an 


alteration  in  the  form  of  government, 
the  Sovereignty  remains  where  it  stood 
before.  I  chaUenge  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  produce  any  instance  in 
any  State  Paper  in  existence  where 
words  of  this  kind  in  a  Speech  from  the 
Throne  were  used  to  indicate  or  denote 
the  dismemberment  of  the  Empire — 
that  is  to  say,  abandon  the  country, 
and  leave  it  free  to  establish  a  Be- 
public  or  any  form  of  government  they 
pleased.  Upon  those  words  in  Her 
Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech  I  have 
a  few  questions  to  put  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies.  Is  the  arrange- 
ment spoken  of  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  and  which  was  at  that  time  con- 
templated by  the  Government,  the  same 
as  that  which  has  now  actually  been 
made  with  regard  to  the  Transvaal  ?  If 
it  is  not — if  it  is  a  different  arrangement 
— will  the  Secretary  of  State  allow  me 
further  to  ask  him,  when  did  the  change 
in  the  opinions  of  the  Government  take 
place,  and  why  ?  If,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  Secretary  of  State  says  it  is  the  same 
arrangement  which  was  contemplated 
by  the  Government  at  the  time  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gracious  Speech,  I  wish  to 
know  why  was  that  arrangement  mis- 
described  in  the  words  I  have  read? 
Why  was  Parliament,  I  will  not  say 
left  in  ignorance,  but  misled  as  to  what 
was  intended  by  the  Government  ?  Why 
were  words  put  into  the  mouth  of  our 
Most  Ghracious  Sovereign  which,  accord- 
ing ^  to  every  interpretation  of  words 
coming  from  such  a  source,  meant 
that  the  Sovereignty  of  the  Transvaal 
was  to  be  retained.  But  I  have  a  fur- 
ther question  to  ask.  If  the  arrange- 
ment which  has  actually  been  made  is 
that  contemplated  at  the  time  of  Her 
Majesty's  Most  Gracious  Speech,  and  if 
the  authority  of  the  Crown  has  not  been 
vindicated,  I  want  to  know  what  we 
have  been  fighting  about  in  the  interval? 
If  this  arrangement  is  what  was  intended, 
why  did  you  not  give  it  at  once  ?  Why 
did  you  spend  the  treasure  of  the  country, 
and,  still  more,  why  did  you  shed  the 
blood  of  the  country  like  water,  only  to 
give  at  the  end  what  you  had  intended 
to  give  at  the  beginning?  We  know 
that  there  are  those  who  have  lost  in  the 
Transvaal  that  which  was  dearer  to  them 
than  the  light  of  their  eyes.  They  have 
been  consoled  with  the  reflection  that  the 
brave  men  who  died,  died  fighting  for 
their  Queen  and  their  country.    Are  ih^ 
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moamerfi  now  to  be  told  that  thoee  men 
were  fighting  only  for  ft  countiy  which 
the  QoTernment  had  determined  to  aban- 
don, and  that  they  were  fighting  for  a 
Quoon  who  was  no  longer  to  Be  the 
Sovereign  of  that  country  ? 

But  let  us  go  a  little  further  into  the 
history  of  this  matter.  I  wish  to  know 
when  it  was  that  the  idea  in  the  mind 
of  the  Goyerument  of  vindicating  the 
authority  of  the  Crown  was  abandoned  ? 
Thare  is  a  very  remarkable  passage  in 
one  of  the  Orders  issued  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  to  Uir  Qeorge 
CoUey.  On  the  5th  of  February  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  telegraphed  Sir  Qeorge 
CoUey  in  these  words — 

"  I  think  it  right  to  intimate  to  you,  u  yoa 
have  icotructioiis  to  asaumo  thu  fimctiooa  of 
Qovornor  when  you  aro  ablo  to  enter  the  Trana- 
vsal,  that  whenever  you  may  aucccd  in  re- 
establishing tho  Qucec's  authoHtv  there,  all 
quostioDS  aSbctingtho  future adminiatrationand 
Bettleraent  of  tho  country,  na  well  na  qucetions 
aa  t«  dealing  with  those  who  hnvo  taken  part 
against  ths  &overiunenl,  should  bo  roserved  by 

u  for  tho  consideration  of  Her  JInjesty's  Go- 
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That  is  a  very  instructive  telegram.  It 
shows  at  once  the  construction  put  at 
that  time  by  the  Government  upon  the 
Most  Gracious  Speech  from  the  Throne ; 
and  that  construction  is,  I  think,  exactly 
that  which  ought  to  be  put  upon  it. 
The  re- establishment  of  the  Queen's 
authority  in  the  Transvaal  was  the  task 
which  the  Government  put  before  Sir 
George  CoUey,  and  the  re- establishment 
of  the  Queen's  authority  was  the  vin- 
dication of  that  authority.  But  what 
becomes  of  these  iuetructions  ?  The 
next  thing  we  have  is  a  communication 
from  the  President  of  the  Orange  Free 
State— Mr.  Brand.  How  Mr.  Brand 
camo  to  be  set  in  motion  I  do  not  know, 
and  it  is  not  my  business  to  conjec- 
ture. There  are  various  theories  on 
this  subject;  but  I  take  what  I  find 
in  these  Papers.  On  the  5th  of  Feb- 
ruary, the  day  on  which  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  tolcgraphod  to  Sir  Qeorge 
Colley,  a  proposal  camo  from  Rlr.  Brand 
through  Sir  George  Colley  that  the 
Boers  should  not  bo  treated  an  rebels 
"  if  they  submitted."  IIow  was  that  re- 
ceived by  tho  Secretary  of  State?  We 
are  here  on  tho  first  step  of  a  desceadinc: 
scale,  which  is  of  an  interesting  chi 


ter.     The  Secretary  of  State  adopts  the  I  and  the  Boers 


"  I  have  Teceived  your  tfllsgiatn  ot  tlie  Mh. 
Infoim  Ut.  Brand  that  Her  Majesty'a  Oovsm- 
ment  will  be  ready  to  givu  al!  TMSonable  gnana- 
tees  as  to  tha  tieatmsnt  of   the  Boar*  afttf 

Bubmisaion." 

The  question,  consequently,  now  oomei 
to  be,  What  was  meant  b;  tho  Buhmi>- 
Mon  of  the  Boers  f  Well,  the  BafanuHion 
of  rebels  means,  I  apprehend,  that  th«j 
should  lay  down  their  smiB,  and  that 
they  should  give  up  the  Btrong  plaoea 
which  they  occupy  in  oppoeltion  to  the 
Queen.  Unless  these  tnings  are  done, 
there  is  no  submission  at  all.  But  to 
continue  the  history  of  tha  matter, 
which  is  very  curious.  On  the  same  day 
— that  is  to  say,  the  5th  of  February — 
took  place  the  battle  of  the  Ingogo,  and 
from  that  day  the  word  "subroiBsion" 
disappears  from  the  telegrams.  It  nera 
occurs  again.  On  the  16th  of  Pebnuuy 
I  find  a  telegram  from  the  Secreta^  irf 
State  to  Sir  Evelyn  Wood,  in  thesa 
terms — 

"  Tnform  Km^r  tlmt  if  Boers  will  denst 
from  annod  o[ipoBition  "  (there  is  no  reference  to 
submission  now)  "  we  ahikll  be  quite  ready  to  ap- 
point Commissioners  with  eitenaive  powen,  wbo 
may  develop  tho  scheme  referred  to  m  my  tola- 
gram  to  you  of  the  Bth  inst.  Add  that  if  this 
proposal  is  accepted,  yon  are  authomad  to  agrss 
to  susponaion  of  hostilitiaa  on  onr  part," 
Submission  is  now  removed  out  of  the 
question.  The  proposal  now  ia  that  tha 
Boers  should  cease  from  armed  opposi- 
tion. Now,  I  want  to  know,  what  iatbft 
meaning  of  the  Boers  ceasing  from  armed 
opposition?  WhatweretheBoeredoingf 
The  Boers  were  in  tho  Transvaal.  Our 
garrisons  were  beleaguered  there.  Ow 
forces  were  marching  up  to  relieve  our 
garrisons,  and  to  re-establish  our  au- 
thority in  the  Transvaal.  The  Boen 
were  opposing  the  advance  of  our  troopt. 
That  was  the  position  of  things.  We 
were  moving;  they  were  opposing.  "If 
the  Boors  would  desist  from  armed  oppo- 
sition." The  meaning  of  that  is  that 
our  troops  were  no  longer  to  be  inter- 
fered witli,  that  they  were  to  continue 
their  march,  that  the  garrisons  were  to 
be  relieved,  and  that  our  troops  were 
to  establish  authority  in  the  Transvaal. 
But  nothing  of  the  kind  was  intended, 
and  nothing  of  the  kind  was  done. 
That  was  what  embarrassed  Sir  George 
GoUey,  and  he  said — "I  nndentand 
what  this  means  if   we  i        '        -    — 


expression  of  "siibmis 
graphs  to  Sir  Qoorge  CoUey— 
Earl  Cairn* 
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mean  that  we  are  to  cease,  and  that  that 
to  be  the  way  in  which  eppotition  it 
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to  come  to  an  end  ?  "  Sir  Omrge  CoUe; 
asks  rer;  naturally  the  question — "  Am 
I  to  leave  our  garrisons  isolated?  Is 
that  what  ;ou  mean  by  the  Boers  ceasing 

from  armed  opposition?"  Tbeae  are  his 
words — 

"  letter  part  of  your  telegram  to  Wood  not 
ondorBtood.  There  can  be  ao  hoetilitiea  if  no  I 
reaisbtnco  ia  made;  but  am  I  to  leave  Lang'a  ' 
Nell,  in  Natal  territory,  iu  Boer  occupation,  iind  I 
our  garrisons  isolated  and  short  of  proTiaions,  or 
occupy  former  and  relieve  iRtter  P 

The  Secretary  of  State  answers  that  the  i 
garrisoDB  should  be  free  to  provision 
themselves,  and  peaceful  intercourse  with 
them  allowed ;  but  he  adds — 

"JWe  do  not  mean  that  you  shoold  march  to 
the  reUef  ol  the  garriaona,  or  occupy  I&ng'e 
Nek,  if  the  nmngement  proceeds." 

What  was  the  consequence?  Did  oppo- 
sition cease?  Opposition,  my  Lords,  tri- 
umphed ;  it  was  we  who  ceased.  "  Op- 
position "  had  nothing  to  go  on  For;  it 
got  everything  it  wanted.  We  now 
come  to  the  battle  of  Afajuba  on  the 
26th  of  February.  What  was  the 
ndvice  of  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  under  the 
oircumetances ?  Did  he  say — "Cease 
from  opposition  ;  let  nothing  more  be 
done  ?  Would  that  be  very  like  Sir 
Evelyn  Wood  ?  He  gave  some  very 
striking  and  pointed  advice  to  Her 
Majesty's  Goverainent.  That  advict 
your  Lordships  will  find  at  page  21 
of  the  White  Book  which  I  hold  in 
my  hand.    He  says — 

*'  BeflectioK  on  aimilar  struggles  in  history. 
I  do  not  atta^  much  importance  to  punishing 
leaders,  aa  did  Sir  Geoi^e  Colley,  though  I 
would  not  recommend  allowing  them  to  remain 
in  Transvaal,  nor  woold  I  accept  them  as  repre- 
sentatives of  people.  In  discussiiig  settlemeal 
of  country  my  conntant  endeavour  shall  be  to 
carry  out  the  spirit  of  your  orders ;  but,  cou- 
■idering  the  disasters  we  have  sustained,  I  think 
the  happiest  result  will  be  that,  after  accelerat- 
ing laccesstnl  action  which  I  hope  to  fight  in 
about  11  days,  the  Boer*  should  disperse  withouL 
any  guarantee,  and  then  many  noir  undoubtedly 
coerced  will  raadily  settle  down," 

Sir  Evelyn  Wood  knew  that  re-inforce- 
ments  were  at  hand,  the  strength  of  the 
position  he  was  occupying,  and  he  spoke 
as  anyone,  humanly  speaking,  would 
bare  spoken  under  the  circumstances, 
with  the  perfect  certainty  of  the  sucoesti 
of  the  exertions  which  be  was  ready  to 
make.  I  think  it  cannot  be  doubted 
by  any  person  that  when  our  re-infbrce- 
jnents  oame  up  there  would  have  been 
no  bloodshed,  and  that  the  mattar  woold 
VOL.  OOLX.     [imiD  tMvu.} 
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have  been  settled  with,  probably,  hardly 
any  exchange  of  hostilities.  But,  at  all 
events,  that  was  the  opinion  of  Sir 
Evelyn  Wood;  but  no  notice  seems  to 
liave  been  taken  of  it  by  the  Govern- 
ment at  home.  The  phrase  about 
ceaeing  from  aimed  opposition  was 
repeated  and  repeated  lu  every  tele- 
aram  from  that  time  from  Downing 
Street,  and  nothing  else.  The  first  vari- 
ation of  the  phrase,  so  far  as  I  can  find, 
(Mme  not  from  Downinj?  Street,  but 
from  Mr,  Kruger.  The  Boers  are  very 
shrewd  men.  They  are  not  misled  by 
captivatiDg  phrases  ;  and  what  did  Mr. 
Kruger  think  of  this  phrase — "Cease 
from  armed  opposition  ?  "  He  put  a 
construction  on  it  which  your  Lordships 
will  find  at  page  28.     He  said — 

Ve  are  very  grateful  for  the  declaration  in 
lame  of  Her  Mi^eaty's  QovemmeDt  that, 
under  certain  conditions,  tlieg  are  incliued  to 
cease  hostUities." 

9  not  the  Boers,  yon  will  observe, 
the  Government  who  are  inclined 
to  oeaee  from  hostilities.     Mr.  Kruger 

Suite  understood  the  telegram  ;  he  read 
etween  the  lines  ;  he  is  a  clever  man, 
and  he  does  not  talk  about  the  Boers 
ceasing  opposition,  but  of  the  disposition 
of  the  English  Government  to  take  that 
course.  But  what,  let  me  ask,  was  the 
final  basis  on  which  Mr.  Kruger  came 
into  this  arrangement  ?  There  was  no 
repudiation  of  uie  construction  which  he 
put  on  the  ofier  of  the  Government. 
As  your  Lordships  will  find  at  page  25, 
be  would  have  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  tel^^m  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  of  February'  6 ;  and  the  reason  he 

fives  is  that  if  he  accepted  it,  it  would  be 
ke  admitting  that  the  Boers  were  in 
the  wrong.  He  speaks  of  holding  to  Sir 
George  Colley'e  telegram  of  the  16th  of 
February,  a  letter  of  the  2lBt  of  Feb- 
ruary, another  telegram  of  the  l^th  of 
February,  and  a  letter  of  the  29th  of 
January.  These  are  four  documents 
which  Mr.  Kruger  puts  forward,  and  he 
says  that  it  ia  upon  the  footing  of  these 
four  documents  that  he  is  prepared  to 
enter  into  negotiations.  Here  I  may  say 
that  I  have  a  question  to  put  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  which  is  of  some  im- 
portance. 

ThbIUelofKIMBEELEY:  It  may 
be  well  to  inform  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  at  once  that  I  have  never  been  pnt 
in  posNSaaion  of  the  telegram  of  the  16th 
of  February,  nor  the  lettei  of  the  Slit, 
K 
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That  of  the  29th  of  January  I  only  saw 
in  the  newspapers. 

Earl  CAIRNS  :  Nothing  can  be  fur- 
ther from  my  intention  than  to  suggest 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  is  in  posses- 
sion of  those  documents.  I  know  his 
candour  too  well  to  doubt  that  if  they 
were  in  his  possession  he  would  have 
laid  them  on  the  Table.  But  there  is 
something  more  important.  This  tele- 
gram was  brought  to  the  notice  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  in  which  Mr.  Kruger 
says — "  Now,  understand,  I  am  going 
to  enter  into  negotiations  with  you  on  the 
footing  of  these  four  documents."  The 
Secretary  of  State  says  ho  has  not  got  the 
documents  ;  but  without  them  iow  could 
he  know  how  the  negotiations  were  to  be 
conducted,  or  what  Mr.  Kruger  meant  ? 
Why  did  not  the  noble  Earl  say,  the 
moment  he  got  this  telegram — **  I  do  not 
know  what  you  refer  to ;  you  speak  of 
documents  which  ought  to  be  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  Government,  but  which 
are  not."  But  I  pass  to  something  still 
more  important.  What  is  the  final  state- 
ment 01  Mr.  Kruger  in  his  telegram? 
It  is  this,  that  the  only  basis  on  which 
he  will  enter  into  negotiations  is  the 
restoration  of  the  Republic.  Short  of 
that  he  says  he  will  not  treat ;  and  with 
that  document  before  them  the  Govern- 
ment, if  they  entered  into  negotiations, 
of  course  did  so  on  the  terms  of  Mr. 
Kruger,  which  embraced  the  restoration 
of  the  Republic.  That  is  the  common 
sense  of  tne  matter,  whether  you  are 
dealinfir  with  Boers  or  Englishmen.  So 
much  for  the  history  of  the  transaction. 
These  then,  my  Lords,  are  the  six  stages 
of  the  **  Surrender's  Progress;"  they  are 
almost  worthy  of  the  pencil  of  a  Hogarth. 
There  is,  first,  a  patriotic  and  almost 
passionate  determination  to  vindicate 
and  restore  the  authority  of  the  Crown. 
In  the  second  place,  comes  a  lower  offer 
— let  there  be  at  least  submission  on  the 
part  of  the  Boers.  Thirdly,  we  reach, 
by  this  ladder  of  degradation,  a  still 
lower  platform — no  longer  vindication 
of  the  authority  of  the  Crown,  no  longer 
submission,  but  cessation  from  armed 
opposition  with  a  strong  intimation 
that  there  would  be  nothing  to  oppose. 
What  comes  next  ?  The  advice  of  your 
General  to  settle  the  country  by  acting 
on  your  military  power,  and  that  advice 
disregarded.  Mr.  Kruger  then  comes 
upon  the  scene,  and  his  view  is — '*  It  is 
you,  and  not  we,  who  are  to  cease  from 

lli$  Earl  of  Eimhorhy 


hostilities."  And  what  is  fhe  last?  Mr. 
Kruger  again  says — "  Cease  from  hos- 
tilities ;  go  into  negotiation,  but  only  on 
the  terms  of  our  having  everything  we 
ever  asked  for,  including  the  restoration 
of  the  Republic." 

Well,  now  I  come  to  the  terms  of  this 
surrender.  In  the  first  place,  I  have 
a  question  to  ask  as  to  the  authority 
of  the  persons  with  whom  you  are  treat- 
ing. Have  you  thought  who  they  are 
who  were  negotiating  with  you  and  with 
whom  you  have  made  your  agreement  ? 
What  are  we  told  about  this  in  the 
Papers  before  us  ?  The  first  intimation 
we  have  is  the  view  of  Sir  Evelyn  Wood, 
who,  as  I  said  just  now,  stated  that  he 
would  not  treat  with  Mr.  Joubert  or  Mr. 
Kruger.  He  did  not  accept  them  as  the 
representatives  of  the  people.  That  was 
his  view.  What  was  the  view  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  ?  He 
did  not  agpree  with  the  view  of  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood,  and  answered  him  in  these  woids 
— '<  We  should  make  no  exception  as  to 
the  persons  with  whom  we  will  negotiate, 
requiring  only  that  they  should  be  duly 
authorized  representatives  of  the  Boers, 
with  power  to  act  on  their  behalf." 
How  were  they  duly  authorized  ?  Will 
the  Secretary  of  State  inform  us  ?  I  am 
bound  to  say,  on  behalf  of  Messrs. 
Kruger  and  Joubert,  that  they  seem  to 
have  very  g^eat  doubt  about  their  own  au- 
thority. They  at  every  turn  tell  you  that 
they  are  shaking  in  their  shoes  for  fear 
their  acts  will  be  repudiated  by  the  Boers. 
And  what,  finally,  did  they  say  to  Sir 
Evelyn  Wood  ?  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  said— 

'*  They  asked  had  I  the  power  to  reeogniw 
him  (Kruger)  as  representing  the  Boer  Gk)Teni- 
ment,  and  did  I  represent  the  English  ?  I  re- 
plied *  Yes.' " 

WeU,  it  was  quite  true  that  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood  represented  the  English ;  but  had 
he  the  power  to  accept  Kruger  as  repre- 
senting the  Boer  Government?  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  required  that  the  persons 
with  whom  we  should  negotiate  should 
be  duly  authorized.     I  find  no  authori^ 
whatever.     This  is  not  a  mere  teohm- 
cality ;  I  should  think  very  little  of  the 
point  if  it  were.     It  is  a  matter  of  veiy 
considerable  importance.      Mr.  Kruger 
is  undoubtedly  very   apprehensive  as 
to    whether  his    acts  will  not  be  re- 
pudiated.    We  see  every   day^  in  the 
ordinary  channels  of  information  that 
the  opinion  commonly  entertained  in  the 
neighbourhood  is  that  it  is  likely  th»9 
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will  be  a  civil  war,  and  that  there  are 
two  parties,  if  not  more,  in  the  country. 
Well,  if  there  should  be  a  civil  war, 
which  side  are  we  going  to  take? 
Are  we  going  to  side  with  the  loyal 
Boers  against  the  Triumvirate,  or  with 
the  Triumvirate  against  the  loyal  Boers  ? 
Suppose  that  everything  that  Kruger 
has  done  should  be  disavowed,  what  is 
to  happen  ?  If  this  were  a  matter  that 
would  be  finished  and  done  with  when 
done,  I  could  understand  our  being 
ready  to  run  some  risk.  But  this 
is  an  arrangement  which  is  to  run  on 
for  six  months.  There  are  all  sorts  of 
things  to  be  done  under  it,  and  if  these 
things  are  not  done  the  arrangement 
will  not  be  of  the  slightest  value  to  us. 
If  it  comes  to  pass  that  the  acts  of  those 
who  made  this  arrangement  are  re- 
pudiated, we  shall  have  no  power  to 
insist  upon  the  performance  of  any  of 
the  things  to  be  done  under  it.  Is  it 
consistent  with  the  dignity  or  with  the 
interest  of  this  country  to  accept  the 
words  of  a  IViumvirate  who  have  with 
considerable  violence  seized  upon  the 
government,  and  to  assume  that  they 
nave  authority  to  bind  all  the  inhabit- 
ants of  that  country  ? 

Now,  let  me  come  to  the  terms.    The 
first  is— **The  right  of  the  Transvaal 
people  to  complete  self-government."   I 
want,  in  the  first  place,  to  know  how  it 
came  to  pass  that  this  term,  conceding 
at  once   complete   self-government — as 
it  is  called — was  made  by  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood  ?    I  think  something  has  dropped 
out  here — some  Paper  is  missing.     Of 
course,  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  it ;  but  it  must 
be  somewhere.  But  how  does  the  matter 
stand  according  to  the  evidence  of  the 
Book   before   us?     The  Secretary   of 
State,  on  March  12,  said—'*  The  Com- 
mission would  be  authorized  to  consider 
the  following  points ;"  and  the  first  is 
' '  complete  self-government  under  British 
suzerainty."    The  Commission  would  be 
authorized  to  do  that — that  is  to  say, 
that  when  the  Commission  was  appointed 
it  would  take  the  matter  into  considera- 
tion, and  determine  whether  there  should 
be  self-government,  and  in  what  form. 
I  si^pose  that  is  the  meaning  of  the 
words.     Well,   what   happened   next  ? 
Your    liordahips    will    remember   Mr, 
KrugoT  s  communication,  in  which  he 
BAjTB —     X  am  going  into  the  conference 
upon  the  basis  of  3je  restoration  of  the 


Bepublic,  and  upon  no  other  basis."  I 
fina  on  the  part  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
neither  any  acceptance  of  what  Mr. 
Kruger  said  nor  any  repudiation  of  it — 
nothing  about  it.  The  next  step  is  the 
stipulation  by  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  that 
there  should  be  complete  self-govern- 
ment. Now,  when  did  the  Secretary  of 
State  authorize  that  stipulation  to  be 
made  ?  What  he  did  authorize  was  that 
the  Commission  should  consider  it.  What 
is  done  is  that  the  stipulation  is,  with- 
out any  reference  to  the  Commission, 
actually  made  and  agreed  to.  I  know 
Sir  Evelyn  Wood  pretty  well,  and  I 
am  satisfied  that  he  never  went  an 
inch  beyond  the  authority  given  him. 
What  I  want  to  know  is  the  way 
in  which  the  authority  was  given  him. 
Will  the  Secretary  of  State  give  us 
the  information?  Is  the  Secretary  of 
State,  or  is  he  not,  the  head  of  the 
Colonial  Office  ?  Is  somebody  else 
conducting  these  negotiations  ?  I  trust 
we  may  have  an  explanation  of  this 
matter  for  the  sake  of  Sir  Evelyn  Wood,  if 
for  no  other  reason.  My  next  observation 
is  this.  We  have  got  here  the  term  *  *  com- 
plete self-goveroment  to  be  given  to  the 
Boers."  Those  are  not  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood's  words.  He  is  a  soldier  who 
does  not  use  jargon  of  that  kind.  He 
talks  plain  English,  and  never  called 
the  abandonnjent  of  the  territory  of  the 
Crown  and  the  setting  up  of  a  Bepublic 
complete  self-government.  That  is  not 
what  a  soldier  would  call  it.  I  think  it 
is  impossible  not  to  see  what  these  terms 
were  inserted  for.  Their  insertion  is  an 
effort— a  feeble  effort — to  square  what 
was  done  with  the  words  of  the  Most 
Ghracious  Speech  from  the  Throne.  If 
you  had  said  what  was  true — I  mean 
what  was  accurate — you  would  have 
said — **The  Transvaal  is  ceded  to  the 
Boers ;  the  annexation  is  cancelled  ;  the 
Eepublic  is  restored,  and  the  Queen  has 
no  longer  anything  to  say  to  the  terri- 
tory." That  is  the  English  of  what  is 
being  done.  Who  can  doubt  that  that 
is  the  real  effect  of  these  transactions  ? 
The  Transvaal  at  this  moment  is  the 
property  of  the  Crown.  When  this 
Treaty  is  carried  out,  the  Transvaal  will 
cease  to  be  the  property  of  the  Crown. 
Is  that  not  dismemberment  of  the  Em- 
pire ?  Is  that  not  cession  of  territory  ? 
Is  that  not  abandonment  of  the  Domi- 
nions of  the  Queen?  And,  forsooth, 
you  call  this,  as  if  you  were  giving  free 
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institutions  to  a  Colony,  local  self-^- 
vornment !  My  Lords,  you  are  giving 
Ireland  a  pretty  lesson  as  to  what  you 
mean  by  local  self-govemmont.  Our 
fellow-subjects  across  the  Channel  are 
very  fond  of  using  that  term.  Take 
care  that  you  do  not  teach  them  it  has 
a  meaning  which  will  make  them  still 
fonder  of  it. 

But,  now,  I  have  something  more  to 
Bay  upon  the  subject  of  this  cession 
of  territory.  I  do  not  desire  to  raise 
any  legal  question  at  this  moment ; 
but  I  wish  to  enter  my  protest 
against  this  straining  and  stretching  of 
the  Prerogative  of  the  Crown.  Wo 
have  heard  a  good  deal  of  late  years  in 
the  way  of  charge  against  straining 
the  Prerogative  of  the  Crown.  Take 
care,  lest  you  strain  it  as  it  has 
never  been  strained  before.  I  want  to 
know  what  right  the  Crown  has  to  aban- 
don territory  ?  It  is  a  very  difficult  ques- 
tion, about  which  a  good  deal  could  be 
said.  I  recollect  what  was  done  in  the 
case  of  the  Orange  Free  State.  There 
was  much  doubt  entertained  as  to  how 
that  State  was  to  be  g^ven  up,  and  in 
great  doubt  the  Secretary  of  State  at 
the  time  determined,  under  the  peculiar 
circumstances  of  the  case,  to  repeal 
Letters  Patent  by  an  Order  in  Council 
and  not  to  ask  for  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. But  in  the  case  of  the  Orange 
Free  State  there  had  been  no  war, 
and  the  Imperial  Parliament  had  never 
legislated  upon  the  subject.  In  the 
case  of  the  Transvaal  the  subjects  of  the 
Queen  were  in  rebellion,  and  the  Eng- 
lish Parliament  had  stepped  in  and  had 
voted  money  and  legislated  in  a  form 
which  embraced  the  Transvaal.  But, 
my  Lords,  do  you  recollect  what  was 
done  100  years  ago  in  the  case  of 
the  American  States  ?  Did  the  Crown 
cede  those  States  by  its  Prerogative  ? 
Look  back  at  the  Statutes.  You  will 
find  there  an  Act  of  Parliament  which 
authorized  the  Crown  to  cede  those 
States ;  and  until  that  Act  was  passed 
the  Crown  was  not  authorized  to  treat 
with  the  rebels  and  to  cede  that  terri- 
tory. My  Lords,  I  do  not  wish  to  encumber 
the  case  with  any  further  argument  upon 
the  point ;  but  I  desire  to  express  my 
grave  doubts  as  to  the  course  which  the 
Government  are  pursuing.  If  they  are 
right  by  the  letter — which  I  doubt — 
they  are  certainly  grievously  straining 
the  spirit  of  the  Prerogative. 

JSbr/  Cairns 


Welly  now  I  oome  to  the  next  term^ 
''Protection  for  the  Natives  of  the 
Transvaal."  Protection  for  the  Natives 
of  the  Transvaal !  That  is  indeed  some- 
thing to  provide  for.  The  Commission, 
we  are  told,  at  page  7,  will  have  to 
consider  what  securities  shall  be  taken 
as  to  the  future  treatment  of  the  Na- 
tives. What  **  securities  ?  "  Now,  my 
Lords,  let  me  say  a  few  words  upon 
this  question.  What  are  "  the  Natives 
of  the  Transvaal  ?  "  There  seems  to  be 
some  doubt  about  their  number.  Nobody 
says  they  are  less  than  400,000;  some 
say  500,000. 

The  £abl  of  KIMBEHLEY  :  About 
700,000. 

Earl  OAIBNS  :  I  believe  the  number 
is  nearer  700,000 ;  but  I  wished  to  be 
under  the  mark.  These  400,000,  or 
500,000,  or  600,000,  or  700,000  are  now 
subjects  of  the  Crown  of  England,  and, 
beyond  all  doubt,  so  far  as  they  are 
concerned  they  desire  to  remain  sub- 
jects of  the  Crown.  The  Commission, 
you  say,  is  to  consider  how  they  are 
to  be  protected.  But  what  are  they  to 
be  protected  against?  There  is  one 
thing  they  have  to  be  protected  from, 
which  we  find  described  in  a  despatch 
of  the  Administrator,  Sir  Owen  Lanyon. 
The  way  in  which  he  describes  their 
state  is  this — ^your  Lordships  will  find 
it  on  page  6  of  his  Letters — 

"  The  unfortunate  natives  have  suffered  moft 
from  this  outbreak  because  of  their,  loyalty  to 
Her  Majesty.  Numerous  inatancee  have  been 
reported  in  which  they  have  been  wantonly  shot 
down.  They  have  been  forced  to  work  in  the 
camps,  and  their  property  and  cattle  taken  to 
supply  the  commissariat  of  men  who  had  large 
flocks  and  herds  of  their  own  to  draw  np<». 
Were  anything  needed  to  show  the  neceaaity  of 
Iler  Majesty*s  rule  over  the  Transvaal  it  would 
be  found  in  the  reign  of  terror  which  exists  and 
the  sufferings  which  have  been  impooednpon 
these  unfortunate  natives.** 

But  that  is  not  by  any  mean  all.     What 
is  the  history  of  these  Boers  ?     In  the 
years  1833-4-5,  after  Great  Britain  had 
abolished   slavery,    the    Boers    fretted 
against  the  restraints  of   our  law  of 
freedom,  and  they  left  the  Cape  Colony, 
in  which  they  had    been  living,   and 
"  trekked,''  as  it  is  called,  over  the  bor^ 
der  and  went  up  beyond  the  Yaal.  In  the 
year  1 852  a  Treaty  was  made.   We  knew 
what  their  habits  were ;  that  they  were 
slave-owners ;  that  it  was  agreeable  to 
their  notion  of  right.    The  Sand  Sifsr 
Convention  was  made  in  1862.    One  of 
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the  terms  was  that  there  was  to  be  no 
slavery  north  of  a  certain  limit.  My 
Lords,  you  know  that  that  term  of  the 
Convention  has  been  continuously  and 
systematically  disregarded.  The  Boers 
have  practised  slavery.  My  Lords,  they 
practise  it  now  in  a  way  which  is  ex- 
tremely formidable  to  deal  with,  because 
it  is  not  as  if  the  moral  sentiment  of  the 
people  were  against  slavery,  and  only 
certain  wrong- doers  were  violating  the 
law.  But  the  Boers  have  not  brought 
the  mild  and  beneficent  influence  of 
Christianity  to  bear  upon  their  under- 
standing of  Holy  Writ.  They  go  back 
to  the  Old  Testament,  and  they  find  in 
it — or  they  think  they  find  in  it — a  jus- 
tification for  these  practices ;  and  they 
hold  that  if  slavery  is  not  a  Divine 
institution  it  is  at  least  permitted. 
What  is  the  practice  of  these  people  ?  I 
take  one  authority — I  might  adduce  50 
from  the  Blue  Books,  but  I  select  one 
authority  from  one  of  the  Blue  Books, 
which  is  a  statement  given  by  an  unpre- 
judiced witness — it  is  from  a  Colonial 
newspaper,  The  Cape  Argus — 

**  The  whole  world  may  know  it,  for  it  is  true, 
and  investigation  will  only  bring  out  the  horrible 
details,  that  through  the  whole  course  of  this 
Republic's  existence,  it  has  acted  in  contra- 
vention of  the  Sand  Hivor  Convention;  and 
slavery  has  occurred,  not  only  hero  and  there 
in  isolated  cases,  but,  as  an  unbroken  practice, 
has  been  one  of  the  peculiar  institutions  of  the 
country,  mixed  up  with  all  its  social  and  politi- 
cal life.  It  has  been  at  the  root  of  most  of  its 
wars ;  it  has  been  carried  on  reg^arly  even  in 
the  times  of  peace." 

That  description  seems  to  me  to  be  of 
great  and  grave  importance.  But,  my 
Lords,  even  in  the  legislation  of  this 
people  you  will  find  sanctioned  that 
which  is,  under  a  thin  disguise,  actual 
slavery.  The  disguise  is  the  guardian- 
ship of  orphans.  In  the  Transvaal  it 
would  appear,  as  someone  has  said,  as 
if  all  the  Black  children  were  orphans. 
Every  child  which  they  can  get  hold  of 
is  subjected  to  that  which,  in  their  views, 
is  perfectly  legitimate.  We  heard  in 
this  House  only  three  weeks  a^o,  from 
the  lips  of  the  Secretary  of  State  himself, 
the  story  of  the  Boer  Chief  who  brought 
home  over  the  border,  or  from  some 
othev  quarter,  32  Kaffir  girls,  whom  he 
sold  for  10«.  apiece  in  his  own  neigh- 
bourhood. Now,  my  Lords,  tlus  is  the 
nation  you  have  to  deal  with.  These 
are  the  400,000,  500,000,  60a,000,  or 
700,000  people  whom  you  hate  to  pxo- 


tect.  This  is  the  system  against  which 
you  have  to  protect  them.  My  Lords, 
this  country  has  made  great  sacrifices, 
great  exertions  for  the  purpose  of  sup- 
pressing or  extirpating  slavery.  I  shall 
be  surprised,  indeed,  if  this  country 
tolerates  the  handing  back  into  that 
which  is  really  a  liability  to  slavery 
a  nation  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
people  who,  at  this  moment,  are  free 
British  subjects.  If  this  thing  is  to  be 
done,  at  all  events,  it  shall  not  be  done 
in  a  comer.  It  shall  be  done  in  the  light 
of  day ;  and,  as  far  as  my  feeble  voice 
can  reach,  I  will  endeavour  to  explain 
and  expose  the  real  character  of  the 
act  which  is  to  be  done.  Well,  but 
you  say,  the  Commission  is  to  consider 
the  question  of  the  treatment  of  the 
Natives.  What  can  the  Commission  do? 
What  is  the  protection  which  these  peo- 
ple require  ?  Eecollect  what  the  Trans- 
vaal is.  It  is  a  country  larger  than 
France.  Homesteads  are  scattered  over 
the  country  20  or  30  miles,  or  much  more, 
apart  from  each  other.  And  what  you 
have  to  watch  over  and  superintend  is 
what  goes  on  in  each  of  thesehomesteads. 
My  Lords,  how  is  that  to  be  done  ?  Are 
you  going  to  occupy  the  country  with  an 
armed  occupation  ?  What  less  are  you 
going  to  do  ?  There  is  one  protection, 
and  one  only,  which  can  avail  for  the 
protection  of  the  Coloured  people.  That 
is  the  protection  of  Courts  of  Justice, 
deriving  their  authority  from  the  British 
Crown,  and  supported  by  the  power  of 
the  British  Crown.  Unless  every  Native 
of  the  Transvaal  can  come  before  an 
British  Court  of  Justice  and  say,  '*I 
am  a  free  man,  or  a  free  boy,  or  a  free 
g^rl,  and  I  demand  the  protection  of  the 
British  Crown  as  a  British  subject" — 
until  that  can  be  done,  day  after  day, 
there  can  be  no  protection  for  the  Native 
inhabitants  of  the  country.  My  Lords, 
I  read  just  now  from  the  Gracious  Speech 
from  the  Throne  some  words  which  I  did 
not  think  at  the  time  had  the  meaninc^ 
which  it  now  appears  they  bear.  It 
is  the  passage  wluch  speaks  of  securing 
the  rights  of  European  settlers  **  with- 
out prejudice  to  the  interests  of  the 
Natives."  Without  prejudice  !  It  ends 
like  a  lawyer's  letter.  My  Lords,  is 
it  possible  that  the  annihilation  of 
the  rights  of  700,000  British  subjects 
in  the  matter  of  freedom  is  to  be 
spoken  of  as  an  arrangement  which 
is  not  to  prejudice  the  rights  of  the 
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Natives?  My  Lords,  I  recollect  when 
this  country  was  greatly  moved  at  cer- 
tain instructions  from  the  Admiralty, 
which  were  supposed  to  imply  that  a 
slave  who  took  refuse  in  an  English 
ship  might  be  surrendered  to  his  owner. 
Has  this  country  so  altered  its  views 
with  regard  to  slavery  that  it  will  per- 
mit hundreds  of  thousands  of  British 
subjects  to  be  handed  back  to  a  system 
which  really  is  slavery  as  much  any 
slavery  that  ever  prevailed  in  the  world  ? 
What  comes  next  ?  * '  The  control  of 
foreign  relations  is  to  be  reserved." 
What,  my  Lords,  is  the  meaning  of 
that  term  ?  I  know  what  this  term 
means  in  the  Congress  Halls  of  Vienna, 
or  Berlin,  or  Paris,  or  London.  What  I 
want  to  know  is  the  meaning  of  the  term 
as  applied  to  a  half-civilized  race  like  the 
Boers.  What  are  the  foreign  relations 
of  the  Boers  ?  Do  you  mean  their  re- 
lations with  Portugal  ?  We  do  not  want 
them  reserved,  because  Portugal  is  our 
ally.  What  are  the  foreign  relations  of 
the  Boers  ?  I  will  tell  your  Lordships 
what  they  are.  The  foreign  relations  of 
the  Boers  are  with  tlie  Zulus,  the  Swazis, 
the  Pondos,  and,  if  there  be  any,  other 
Native  border  tribes — and  the  foreign 
relations  of  the  Boers  consist  of  steal- 
ing cattle  across  the  border  of  the 
Zulus,  and  the  Zulus  stealing  cattle 
across  the  border  of  the  Boers,  and 
Zulus  and  Boers  grazing  cattle  by 
trespass  on  each  other's  grounds,  and 
the  Boers  ill-treating  the  Zulus  when 
they  come  into  the  Transvaal,  and  the 
Zulus  ill-treating  the  Boers  when  they 
come  into  Zululand.  These  are  the  re- 
lations which  are  grandiloquently  termed 
the  foreign  relations  of  tlie  Boers,  and 
which  we  have  reserved.  Are  we  really 
going  to  reserve  this  treasure  ?  Are  we 
really  going  to  reserve  squabbles  about 
cattle  stealing  and  grazing  over  limits, 
and  complaints  of  ill-treatment  on  one 
side  of  the  border  or  the  other?  I  want 
to  know  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  is 
that  his  view  of  the  foreign  relations 
which  he  is  so  anxious  to  keep  for  us  ? 
But,  if  so,  how  are  wo  to  deal  with  them  ? 
Suppose  that  a  Boer  is  ill-treated  by  the 
Zulus  in  their  country,  and  the  Boers 
want  redress,  mu^t  they  ask  our  leave 
before  they  seek  it?  Or  suppose  the 
Boers  are  attacked  by  the  Swazis,  are 
we  going  to  defend  the  Boers,  or 
to  forbid  them  defending  themselves? 
Are  you  going  to  make  military  pro- 
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vision  for  maintaining  theae  foreign 
relations ;  or,  on  the  other  hand,  are 
you  going  to  say  to  the  Boers  that  they 
shall  do  this,  or  that,  or  the  other, 
and  yet  refuse  to  defend  them  for  follow- 
ing your  advice,  which  brings  them 
into  trouble?  That  brings  me  to  an- 
other question.  Are  we  g^ing  to  be 
protectors  of  the  Boers  or  are  we  not? 
Now,  I  will  deal  frankly  with  your  Lord- 
ships on  this  subject.  When  I  read 
over  this  Book,  I  did  not  find  in  it  one 
word  implying  that  we  were  to  protect 
the  Boer  Bepublic,  and  I  said  to  my- 
self— **  A  very  foolish  thing  to  reserve 
the  foreign  relations  of  the  Boers ;  bat, 
at  all  events,  we  are  not  saddled  with 
the  duty  of  protecting  this  people  in 
their  foreign  relations."  But  my  illn- 
sion  was  broken  by  a  document,  which  I 
find,  not  in  this  Book,  but  in  other  chan- 
nels of  information.  It  is  in  a  commu- 
nication from  Sir  Evelyn  Wood.  It  is 
dated  Durban,  March  24,  and  is  pub- 
lished in  the  newspapers — 

"  Tho  Colonial  Secretary  to-night  iasaed  tb0 
following  communication  from  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood : — '  Terms  of  peaco  have  been,  signed. 
The  Boers  have  gone  away.  Free  trade  inter- 
course permitted  throughout  the  TransvaaL  A 
Koyal  Commission  is  to  assemble  at  once  to 
consider  all  points  left  in  abeyance  and  recom- 
mend to  the  Imperial  Government  what,  speak- 
iug  generally,  shall  be  the  Eastern  boundsjiei 
of  a  self-governing  republic,  'which  is  to  have  a 
British  Resident  and  to  be  under  a  Britiah  pro- 
tectorate.* *' 

Is  that  an  authentic  document  or  not? 
The  Secretary  of  State  shakes  his  head. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY:  I  do 
not  know. 

Earl  CAIBNS  :  The  noble  Earl  does 
not  know  whether  the  Boer  Bepublic  is 
to  be  protected  by  us  or  not. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY :  I  beg 
the  noble  Earl's  pardon.  I  did  not  say 
that.  I  said  I  dia  not  know  whether  the 
document  quoted  is  or  is  not  authentic. 

Earl  CAIENS  :  Then,  I  suppose,  the 
noble  Earl  can  tell  us  whether  this  state- 
ment in  the  document  is  correct  or  not. 
It  is  issued  by  Sir  Evelyn  Wood.  It  is  a 
very  serious  thing,  and  I  should  be  very 
glad  to  hear  that  there  is  some  mistake 
about  it.     I  have  no  wish  to  press  the 
document  if  it  is  unauthorized.     Bad  as 
other  things  are  here,  I  shall  be  glad  to 
hear  that  there  is  not  to  be  a  protec- 
torate.   But  the  document  is  issued  on 
the  spot.      You  may  not  know  of  it; 
but  it  has  been  issued  in  the  ooimi^t 
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and  the  people  of  the  country  will  be- 
lieve it. 

Well,  now  I  come  to  the  next  point. 
The  Transvaal  will  be  under.the  suzerainty 
of  the  Queen.  I  hope  your  Lordships 
will  not  suppose  that  I  am  going  to  give 
a  learned  or  antiquarian  explanation  of 
what  the  word  suzerainty  means.  I  have 
no  intention  of  doing  anything  of  the 
kind.  I  am  content  to  take  the  word 
upon  the  negative  and  affirmative  mean- 
ings which  we  have  received  from  the 
Government.  The  negative  meaning  we 
have  received  from  the  Prime  Minister. 
He  says  that  suzerainty  does  not  mean 
sovereignty.  Well,  I  know  very  well 
that  it  does  not ;  and,  what  is  more,  if  it 
did  the  Boers  would  not  have  accepted 
it.  It  is  just  because  it  does  not  mean 
sovereignty  that  they  have  submitted  to 
it.  What  does  it  mean  ?  What  it  means 
is  described  by  Sir  Evelyn  Wood,  and 
his  glossary— his  interpretation — maybe 
found  at  page  29  of  the  Papers.  He 
defines  suzerainty  to  mean  this — 

"  That  the  country  is  to  have  entire  self- 
government  as  reg^ds  its  own  interior  affairs ; 
but  that  it  cannot  take  action  against  or  with 
an  outside  Power  without  permission  of  the 
Suzerain." 

That  is  to  say,  the  foreign  relations  of 
the  Boers  are  reserved.  Now,  my  objec- 
tion to  that  is  this.  I  object  to  your 
taking  a  word  and  coupling  it  with  the 
name  of  the  Sovereign  of  this  country, 
and  putting  a  meaning  on  the  word 
which  is  not  the  real  meaning — which  is 
a  conventional  meaning — because  it  is 
perfectly  clear  that  whatever  may  be  the 
real  meaning  of  the  word,  what  it  does 
not  mean  is  that  foreign  relations  are 
reserved.  It  is  quite  clear  that  it  does 
not  mean  that. 

The  Eakl  OF  KIMBERLEY :  Why? 

Earl  CAIRNS:  Why?  Will  the 
noble  Earl  produce  any  book,  any  State 
Paper — any  instance  in  history — in  which 
a  Power  which  had  no  connection  with 
another  Power  except  through  the  one 
circumstance  of  foreign  relations  being 
reserved  was  called  the  Suzerain  of  that 
other  Power?  If  this  is  the  meaning 
of  suzerainty,  that  wherever  the  foreign 
relations  are  reserved  you  have  a  case  of 
suzerainty,  the  consequence  is  that  the 
Sovereign  of  this  country  is  the  Suzerain 
of  Afghanistan.  Because  the  Sovereign 
of  this  country,  aocordinff  to  your  Treaty, 
has  control  of  the  foreign  relations  of 
Afghanistan. 


The  Eabl  of  TOMBEBLEY  :  What 
Treaty? 

Earl  CAIRNS :  I  am  willing  to  be 
corrected ;  but  we  have  understood  that 
the  arrangement  with  Abdurrahman  is 
that  the  foreign  relations  are  reserved. 
But  that  is  of  very  little  importance. 
What  I  do  care  about  is  this.  I  object 
to  your  coining  a  meaning  for  a  word — 
a  word  which  has  another  meaning.  I 
object  to  your  taking  possession  of  a 
word  and  giving  it  a  special  meaning  for 
a  particular  purpose,  and  then  connect- 
ing it  with  the  Sovereign  of  this  country. 
Why,  you  might  as  well  take  the  word 
Archimandrite,  and  say  that  by  that 
term  you  mean  that  foreign  relations 
are  reserved,  and  then  say  that  the 
Queen  is  the  Archimandrite  of  the 
Transvaal.  You  have  no  right  to  take  a 
word  and  give  it  a  meaning  which  is 
your  meaning,  and  not  the  meaning  of 
the  word.  And  I  object  to  your  coining 
by  the  Prerogative  a  style  for  the  British 
Sovereign  hitherto  unknown.  But  I 
will  tell  you  why  the  word  is  taken. 
It  is  quite  palpable  what  the  reason  is. 
The  word  is  selected  for  this  reason. 
It  is  selected  in  order  that  you  may  go 
on  the  one  hand  to  the  Boers  and  tell 
them — and  tell  them  truly — **  Suzerain 
does  not  mean  Sovereign ;  suzerainty 
does  not  mean  sovereignty ;  you  may  be 
quite  satisfied,"  and  then  that  you  may 
come  home  here  audi  ingle  in  the  ears  of 
the  unthinking  people  of  the  country  the 
word  suzerainty,  and  leave  them  to  think 
that  it  has  the  sound  and  semblance  of, 
and  some  connection  with,  sovereignty. 

Now  I  come  to  the  Commission,  and  I 
want  to  know  what  is  the  authority  that 
this  Commission  is  to  have  and  how  is  it 
to  be  supported?  I  know  what  has 
happened  with  regard  to  the  Boers.  The 
Boers,  when  the  Commission  was  talked 
of,  proposed,  not  unnaturally,  that  they 
should  be  represented  upon  that  Com- 
mission. They  asked  that  they  should 
have  two  members,  and  they  would  have 
agreed  to  be  bound  by  its  decision,  per- 
haps, had  they  been  represented.  But 
that  was  declined.  It  was  decided  that 
there  must  be  no  Boers  on  the  Com- 
mission at  all.  I  do  not  find  one  word  in 
these  Papers  showing  that  the  Boers 
have  consented  to  be  bound  by  what 
this  Commission  will  do.  I  cannot  find 
a  word  binding  even  the  Triumvirate. 
We  hear  from  various  quarters  that  there 
is  very  great  indigpnatiun  as  to  what  this 
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Oommission  is  to  do,  and  we  hear  mutter- . 
iugs  both  loud  and  deep  that  the  Boers 
will  not  be  bound  by  anything  the  Com- 
mission does.  What  we  may  naturally 
ask  is — Suppose  the  Boers  refuse  to  be 
bound,  how  are  you  going  to  support  the 
authority  of  the  Commission?  What 
authority  have  you  at  this  moment  in  the 
Transvaal  to  support  it  ?  You  have  the 
same  authority  that  you  have  in  Abys- 
sinia. You  may  invade  Abyssinia,  and 
you  may  invade  the  Transvaal ;  but  until 
you  invade  the  Transvaal  you  have  no 
authority  there.  Your  garrisons  are 
cooped  up,  and  you  can  exercise  no 
authority  by  compulsion.  Suppose  you 
mean  to  enforce  it  by  invasion,  what  is 
your  position  with  regard  to  invasion  ? 
Your  re-iuforcements,  where  are  they  ? 
Three  or  four  regiments  have  been 
ordered  home.  Your  General  is  coming 
home  in  the  packet  ship — that  is  to  say, 
if  ho  can  fiud  room  among  the  numbers 
who  are  doubtless  hurrying  away  from  a 
land  which  you  are  making  uninhabit- 
able for  Englishmen.  The  spirit  of  your 
troops  is  lowered,  the  authority  of  the 
Crown  is  discredited ;  and  what  about 
the  loyal  Boers  ?  I  do  not  know  how 
many  of  them  there  are.  I  know  that 
various  opinions  are  entertained  on  that 
subject.  Some  saythey  are  the  majority; 
a  great  many  people  think  so.  It  is 
quite  clear  that  Mr.  Kruger  and  Mr. 
tfoubert  think  they  are  in  great  num- 
bers, for  they  are  much  afraid  of  them. 
Well,  but  if  you  had  entered  the  Trans- 
vaal in  the  present  state  of  affairs,  these 
loyal  Boers  would  have  been  your  friends 
and  supporters.  Will  they  be  so  here- 
after ?  You  have  betrayed  them  once ; 
do  you  suppose  tliey  will  ever  let  you 
betray  them  again  ?  They  will  know 
much  too  well  for  that.  Those  loyal  men 
will  for  tlie  future  be  arrayed  against 
you  along  with  the  rest  of  the  nation. 
That  is  the  way  in  whicli  you  are  going 
to  support  your  Commission. 

But,  my  Lords,  I  find  as  regards  this 
Commission  a  very  remarkable  state- 
ment, as  to  which  wo  must  have  some 
information  from  the  Secretary  of  State. 
It  appears,  among  other  things,  that  the 
Commission  is  to  consider  whether  there 
shall  not  be  taken  off  the  Transvaal  a 
portion  of  territory  to  the  east  of  the 
30th  parallel  of  longitude.  There  is 
about  as  much  land  there,  by  the  look  of 
it,  as  England  and  ScoUand  together. 
Therefore,  the  portion  in  question  mav 
be  a  tolerably  large  slice.    I  see  that  it 
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is  said  in  the  Papers  that  the  Boert  will 
not  consent  to  have  anything  taken  o£F 
the  Transvaal ;  but  I  know  not  how  that 
may  be.  But  for  what  purpose  do  the 
Government  wish  to  separate  the  piece 
of  land  to  the  east  of  the  dOth  parallel 
from  the  rest  of  the  Transvaal?  The 
idea  appears  to  be  that  it  is  to  be  some 
'*  buffer,"  as  it  is  called,  between  the 
land  of  the  Boers  of  the  Transvaal  and 
the  countries  to  the  east  of  that  terri- 
tory. I  do  not  suppose  that  you  want  a 
'*  buffer"  between  the  Boers  and  the 
Portuguese.  Bemember  that  to  the  east 
of  the  30th  parallel  you  have  first  the 
Portuguese,  then  Amatonga,  and  then 
the  Zulus.  You  want  to  separate  the 
Boers  from  the  Natives  of  Amatonga  and 
of  Zululand.  The  intervening  piece  of 
land  I  take  it  for  granted  you  do  not 
mean  to  leave  as  ''no  man's  land," 
without  any  owner.  If  you  do,  either 
the  Boers  will  take  it  again,  or  the  Swazis 
or  the  Zulus  will  do  so.  Are  we,  then,  to 
keep  that  land  and  to  interpose  between 
the  Boers,  the  Swazis,  and  the  Zulus? 
We  have  some  right  to  know  what  the 
Government  intend  to  do.  We  are  not 
to  be  hood- winked  as  to  a  matter  which 
is  all-important  in  regard  to  the  polioj 
to  be  pursued  in  South  Africa.  You 
know  very  well  that  that  intervening 
piece  of  land  will  be  of  no  use  to  you  as 
an  interval  between  the  Transvaal  and 
the  Native  tribes  unless  you  garrison  it 
with  British  troops.  Are  you  going  to 
garrison  it  with  British  troops  ?  Is  that 
the  policy  of  the  Government  ?  Let  us 
know  it  if  it  is,  because  nothing  more 
disastrous  could  occur  to  us  than  that, 
after  giving  up  the  Transvaal  and  excit- 
ing all  the  loyal  Natives  and  the  loyal 
Boers  against  us,  we  are  to  end  by  having 
a  chain  of  garrisons  along  the  eastern 
part  of  the  Transvaal,  which  is  most 
isolated  from  support. 

I  come   next  to  the  provision  that 
until   the   completion  of  the  arrange- 
ments with  the  Boers  our  garrisons  are 
to  remain,  are  to  have  food,   but  are 
to  have  no  ammunition.    No  ammuni- 
tion is  to  be  brought  by  us  into  the  coun- 
try of  the  Transvaal.     What  does  this 
mean  ?  I  own  that  I  am  ashamed  to  be 
the  person  to  explain  it.    Do  your  Lord- 
ships remember  what  has  happened? 
What  were  our  .Transvaal  gamaons  at 
the  commencement  of  the  war?    Our 
soldiers  were  cooped  up  in  them  i  Uttf 
were    surrounded ;     our   troops    wtie 
marching  &om  Natal  to  xdiero  Omd. 


273 


South  J/rica^  (Uaboh  31,  1881 } 


3%e  DraMvaal. 


2U 


In  substance,  though  not  in  form,  the 
garrisons  were  prisoners ;  they  could 
not  move  out.  Our  troops  were  march- 
ing to  relieve  them.  You  are  going 
to  leave  these  garrisons  there.  What 
will  their  position  be?  I  see  calcu- 
lations made  as  to  whether  they  have 
ammunition  for  a  week,  for  two  weeks, 
or  for  three.  It  does  not  matter  in 
the  least  whether  they  have  ammuni- 
tion for  one  week,  for  two,  or  for  three 
weeks;  if  you  have  not  the  right  to 
supply  fresh  ammunition  their  ammuni- 
tion is  limited,  and  they  are  at  the  mercy 
of  the  Boers  around  them.  And  while  you, 
in  form,  leave  this  country  to  imagine 
that  you  are  doing  something  in  their 
favour  by  arranging  that  these  garrisons 
are  to  remain  in  the  Transvaal,  the 
truth  and  the  English  of  it  is  that  these 
garrisons  are  hostages  in  the  hands  of 
the  Boers.  That  is  where  the  Govern- 
ment leaves  them — those  English  troops 
are  hostages  in  the  hands  of  the  Boers. 
This  reminds  us  of  the  painful  occurrences 
at  Potchefstroom.  There  was  a  time 
when  this  country  would  have  expressed 
a  stronger  opinion  about  what  has  hap- 
pened at  Potchefstroom  than  it  has  yet 
done.  What  has  happened?  There 
was  an  armistice  agreed  upon  between 
Sir  Evelyn  Wood  and  the  leaders  of  the 
Boers.  What  were  the  terms  of  that 
armistice  ?  I  will  read  it  to  your  Lord- 
ships. At  page  22,  it  is  said  that  the 
third  term  of  the  armistice  is  that 
**  Mr.  Joubert  undertakes  to  send  notice 
of  the  armistice  and  its  conditions  to 
the  respective  garrisons."  Remember, 
it  was  for  the  Boer  Commander,  Mr. 
Joubert,  to  do  this,  and  not  for  us.  The 
armistice  was  made  on  the  7th,  and  the 

farrison  had  to  surrender  14  days  after. 
hear  that  there  was  a  convoy  of  mules 
going  on  from  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  with 
provisions  for  this  garrison,  and  that 
this  convoy  of  mules  did  not,  could  not, 
make  the  distance  of  200  miles  in  14 
dajs.  Very  possibly ;  but  that  has  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  matter.  Mr.  Jou- 
bert was  not  to  send  his  notice  by  a  con- 
voy of  our  mules.  He  personally  under- 
took to  send  notice  to  the  garrison ;  and 
does  anybody  sav  that  messengers  could 
not  traverse  in  the  Transvaal  a  space  of 
200  miles  in  less  than  14  days  ?  I  heard 
with  surprise  the  noble  Earl  s^that  he 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  were 
conferring  on  this  matter,  and  Uiat  they 
had  not  receiyed  suffioient  infonnation. 


My  Lords,  I  should  have  thought  that 
10  minutes,  or  even  10  seconds,  would 
have  been  sufficient  for  any  English 
Minister  to  know  what  ought  to  be  done 
under  the  circumstances,  and  that  in  1 0 
seconds  after  the  receipt  of  the  news  there 
would  have  been  flashed  from  Downing 
Street,  with  the  lightning  speed  of  the 
electric  wire,  a  message  to  the  Boer 
Triumvirate,  not  that  any  life  that  had 
been  lost  should  be  restored — that,  alas ! 
could  not  be  done — but  that  every  arm 
that  had  been  taken  must  be  restored,  the 
ammunition  must  be  given  back,  full 
indemnity  must  be  made  for  every  loss, 
and  that  every  word  written  with  regard 
to  the  surrender  of  Potchefstroom  must 
be  absolutely  and  completely  cancelled 
and  obliterated.  And,  my  Lords,  if  that 
has  not  been  done,  I  do  maintain  that 
never  before  in  the  history  of  England  has 
such  an  act  occurred  and  such  an  act  been 
allowed  to  be  so  long  unredressed. 

And  now  I  come  to  the  stipulation  as 
to  Lang's  Nek.  What  is  the  provision 
with  regard  to  it?  As  the  Boers,  we 
read,  have  agreed  to  withdraw  from 
Lang's  Nek  and  to  disperse  to  their 
homes.  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  promises  not 
to  take  possession  of  that  position, 
nor  to  follow  them  up  with  troops,  nor 
to  send  ammunition  into  the  Trans- 
vaal. Lang's  Nek  is  in  the  Colony  of 
Natal.  The  Transvaal  is  our  country, 
too,  but  Lang's  Nek  is  in  Natal.  The 
Boers  retire  from  Lang's  Nek,  and  we 
in  Natal  are  bound  hand-and-foot ;  our 
troops  are  not  to  occupy  Lang's  Nek.  My 
Lords,  can  we  speak  patiently  of  this^? 
Not  to  occupy  Lang's  Nek  !  What  is 
the  explanation  of  the  Prime  Minister 
about  this  ?  He  says  these  words  only 
mean  that  the  Boers  were  dispersing, 
and  there  was  not  to  be  a  pursuit  of  the 
Boers.  Well,  if  that  was  what  was 
intended,  a  very  few  words  would  have 
been  sufficient — not  to  occupy  Lang's 
Nek  for  24  hours,  or  for  a  day,  or  for  a 
week.  But  an  absolute  provision  not  to 
occupy  Lang's  Nek!  My  Lords,  was 
ever  such  an  insult  offered  as  this,  even 
according  to  the  explanation  of  the 
Prime  Minister?  I  can  hardly  trust 
myself  to  state  it.  Are  we,  are  this 
great  and  spirited  nation,  gentlemen  and 
men  of  honour  I  trust,  making  peace 
with  the  Boers,  telling  them  that  we  do 
make  peace  with  them,  that  they  are 
to  disperse — as  one  of  its  terms — to 
their  own  homes,  and  are  they  to  turn 
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round  and  tell  us — "That  is  all  very 
well  for  you,  but  we  do  not  trust 
you ;  we  believe  that  at  the  moment 
of  our  dispersing,  notwithstanding  the 
peace,  you  would  turn  round  and  follow 
us,  and  pursue  us ;  and  we,  therefore, 
bind  you  not  merely  to  make  peace 
with  us,  but  not  to  occupy  positions 
in  your  own  country  from  which  you 
could  pursue  us?"  Was  ever  such  an 
insult  offered  in  private  life,  and  is  our 
nation  so  lost  to  all  sense  of  honour  that 
it  can  sit  down  under  such  an  insult  as 
that  which  the  Prime  Minister  offers  by 
way  of  explanation  ? 

I  come  now  to  the  next  point.  There 
is  to  be  a  Kesidont  at  the  capital  of 
the  Boers,  but  there  is  to  be  no  inter- 
ference in  the  internal  affairs  of  the  coun- 
try. Now,  how  is  the  Resident  to  be 
supported — I  do  not  mean  by  money, 
but  by  force  ?  The  Boers  are  a  rough 
sort  of  people,  and  even  in  our  short  in- 
tercourse with  them  during  the  last  two 
months  some  rough  things  have  been 
done.  I  do  not  suppose  that  this  Resi- 
dent will  be  very  popular ;  and  I  wish  to 
know,  without  anticipating  the  use  of 
any  extreme  violence,  how  he  is  to  be 
supported  in  the  event  of  his  being  in- 
sulted ?  Or  are  you  going  to  send  him 
into  the  country  without  any  support?  If 
so,  I  need  only  remind  the  Members  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  that  that 
was  precisely  what  they  denounced  when 
it  was  done  in  Afghanistan.  I  trust  we 
shall  have  an  explanation  on  this  point. 

Then  I  come  to  the  amnesty,  the  terms 
of  which  are  very  remarkable.  The 
amnesty  extends  to  all,  including  the 
leaders,  and  excepts  only  persons  di- 
rectly responsible  for  acts  contrary  to 
the  rules  of  civilized  warfare.  And  in 
Sir  Evelyn  Wood's  final  agreement,  we 
find  that  the  Boer  leaders  said  they 
would  gladly  co-operate  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  bringing  to  jus- 
tice those  who  were  directly  responsible 
for  acts  contrary  to  the  rules  of  civilized 
warfare.  Now,  who  are  these  men?  We 
know  very  well  to  whom  these  words 
ought  to  apply — namely,  to  the  mur- 
derers of  Captain  Eliot,  and  to  the 
authors  of  the  massacre  at  Madder's 
Spruit.  The  Boers  are  to  co-operate  with 
us  in  bringing  them  to  justice ;  but  what 
does  this  mean  ?  The  murderers  of  Cap- 
tain Eliot  are  Boers  in  the  Transvaal; 
they  are  nine  in  number,  and  are  per- 
fectly well  known  to  everyone  there. 
The  murder  was  committed  in  broad 
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daylight,  and  in  the  xnidst  of  the  home- 
steads, so  that  everyone  knew  what  had 
happened.  The  leaders  of  the  Boers 
are  able  to  hand  them  over  to  us ;  and 
to  tell  us  that  they  will  co-operate  with 
us  is  to  invert  the  real  position  of  affairs, 
for  they  are  in  possession  of  the  Trans- 
vaal, and  we  can  do  nothing.  It  is  for 
us  to  require  them  to  hand  over  to  us 
those  persons  who  are  outside  the  pale 
of  civilized  warfare,  instead  of  promising 
to  co-operate  with  us.  But  who  are  the 
others  r  You  remember  the  affair  of 
Madder's  Spruit,  and  the  account  of  it 
that  had  been  communicated  to  us  by 
the  Government.  The  circumstances  of 
the  attack  I  will  read  to  your  Lordships 
from  the  Official  Report  of  Sir  Owen 
Lanyon.     He  says — 

**  Tho  circumstances  of  the  attack  upon  Colonel 
Anstruther's  men — a  force  condstinff  of  268 
men,  women,  and  children — are  told  m  a  few 
words .  Ua\'ing  selected  their  spot  for  the  attack, 
the  mounted  force  of  the  rebels  surrounded  the 
straggling  wagon-train  while  on  the  line  of 
march,  and  sent  in  a  flag  of  truce  to  the  officer 
commanding,  and  while  he  was  reading  the 
letter  from  the  Triumvirate,  and  replying  rer- 
bally  that  his  instructions  were  to  proceed  to 
Pretoria,  and  that  he  must  obey  those  instiuo- 
tions.  the  attacking  force  of  rebels  was,  under 
cover  of  the  flag  of  truce,  advancing  upon  and 
surrounding  tho  soldiers ;  and  immediately  the 
answer  was  given  the  rebels  opened  a  deadly 
Are,  picked  off  tho  officers,  and  killed  and 
wounded  lf)7  of  the  smaU  English  force.  The 
number  of  the  dead  now  amounts  to  70.** 

And,  further  on,  he  adds — 

"  The  surrounding  and  gradual  hemming  in 
under  a  flag  of  truce  of  a  force,  and  the  selection 
of  8i)ots  from  which  to  direct  tlieir  fire,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  unprovoked  attack  by  the  rebels  upon 
Colonel  Anstruther's  force,  is  a  proceeding  of 
which  very  few  like  incidents  can  be  mentioned 
in  tho  annals  of  cixdlized  warfare." 

My  Lords,  did  I  hear  aright  the 
other  night  a  reply  given  that  the  Oo- 
vemment  had  received  no  information 
to  lead  them  to  think  that  this  massacre 
was  not  inside  the  rules  of  civilized 
warfare  ?  Did  your  Lordships  hear  that 
in  this  House?  I  trust  there  is  some 
mistake,  and  that  the  nohle  Earl  will 
rise  and  tell  us  that  that  is  not  what  he 
meant  to  convey,  and  that  the  idea  will 
not  go  forth  that  a  transaction  such  as 
I  have  described  is,  according  to  the 
view  of  an  English  Government,  within 
the  pale  of  civilized  warfare. 

And  now  as  to  the  position  of  the 
English  and  the  loyal  Boers.^  I  Bee 
in  this  Paper  some  suggeetion  thai 
somebody  or  other  is  to  look  after  thetr 
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interests.  These  loyal  Boers  number 
many  thousands,  of  whom  many  are  re- 
fugees in  neighbouriug  countries,  but 
many  still  remain  in  the  Transvaal.  I 
do  not  know  whether  it  is  true,  as  we 
read  the  other  day,  that  Mr.  Kruger 
said  he  would  rather  kill  20  of  them 
than  one  English  soldier;  but  if  there  is 
any  truth  in  these  words,  they  show  the 
temper  in  which  the  loyal  Boers  will  be 
regarded  by  those  who  are  now  in  the 
ascendant.  And  what  have  they  to  rely 
upon  ?  I  remember  that  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley  told  them — I  trust  to  my 
memory  for  the  words — that  the  rivers 
might  run  back  to  their  sources,  or  the 
sun  rise  in  the  West,  before  the  Trans- 
vaal ceased  to  form  part  of  the  British 
Dominion.  They  relied  on  that  assur- 
ance ;  but  was  the  word  of  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley  of  less  avail  than  that  of  Sir 
Evelyn  Wood?  And  if  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood's  word  is  now  to  be  relied  on, 
was  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley's  word  not 
to  be  taken  before.  Can  you  suppose 
that  anything  that  this  Commission  can 
recommend,  any  promise  that  can  be 
extracted,  will  prevent  these  Boers,  when 
they  return  home,  from  regretting  bit- 
terly the  day  that  they  believed  the  word 
of  an  English  General  ? 

I  cannot  weary   your  Lordships  by 

going  into  a  further  examination  of  the 
etails  of  this  arrangement,  though  there 
is  still  much  that  might  be  said.  I 
have  risen,  my  Lords,  from  the  perusal 
of  these  Papers  with  feelings  which  I  find 
it  difficult  to  describe.  It  is  not  easy,  in 
the  midst  of  the  events  which  pass  around 
us,  to  realize  the  character  of  the  history 
we  are  creating  for  future  ages ;  but  we 
can  understand  and  look  back  upon  the 
history  of  past  times,  and  infer  from 
this  the  manner  in  which  we  shall  be 
regarded  by  those  who  come  after  us. 
It  is  just  100  years  since  a  page  was 
written  in  the  annals  of  England, 
darkened  by  the  surrenders  of  Burgoyne 
and  Comwallis.  Those  were  surrenders 
made  by  Generals  at  a  distance  from, 
and  without  communication  with,  home 
— on  their  own  responsibility — in  great 
emergency — and  without  the  possibility 
of  any  alternative.  They  were  events, 
however,  which  both  at  the  time,  and 
lon^  afterwards,  deeply  touched  our 
national  pride.  But  it  will  be  recorded 
hereafter  that  it  was  reserved  for  the 
19th  century,  and  for  the  days  of  tele- 
flprams,  to  find  a  surrender,  with  re- 
inforoements  at  hand,  and  eyery  meaiui 


for  restoring  the  power  and  vindicating 
the  authority  of  the  Crown,  dictated, 
word  for  word,  by  the  Government  at 
home.  I  observe  that  this  arrangement 
is  somewhere  styled  the  Peace  of  Mount 
Prospect.  My  Lords,  I  much  doubt 
whether  it  will  not  go  down  to  posterity 
as  the  Capitulation  of  Downing  Street. 
You  have  given  a  bitter  cup  to  drink 
to  Englishmen  abroad  and  English- 
men at  home,  and  you  have  made  the 
draught  unduly  and  unnecessarily  bitter. 
Surely  some  of  the  ingredients  might 
have  been  spared.  I  wish  you  could 
have  chosen  for  the  conclusion  of  such 
a  capitulation  some  other  agent  than 
one  of  the  bravest,  the  most  intrepid, 
the  most  promising  Generals  in  the 
service  of  the  Queen.  I  wish  you 
could  have  spared  our  troops  the  in- 
tense mortification  of  being  paraded  to 
see  a  half-civilized  enemy  marching  off 
in  triumph  with  arms  and  accoutrements 
captured  from  British  soldiers.  I  wish 
that  while  stUl  the  Transvaal  remains, 
as  you  say  it  does,  under  our  control,  the 
British  Flag  had  not  been  first  reversed 
and  then  trailed  in  insult  through  the 
mud.  I  wish  that  the  moment  when 
you  are  weakening  our  Empire  in  the 
East  had  not  been  selected  for  dismem- 
bering our  Empire  in  South  Africa. 
These  are  the  aggravations  of  the  trans - 
fiction.  You  have  used  no  pains  to  con- 
ceal what  was  humbling,  and  a  shame 
that  was  real,  you  have  also  made  burn- 
ing. But  the  transaction,  without  the 
aggravations,  is  bad  enough.  It  has 
already  touched,  and  will  every  day 
touch  more  deeply,  the  heart  of  the 
nation.  Other  reverses  we  have  had ; 
other  disasters.  But  a  reverse  is  not 
dishonour,  and  a  disaster  does  not  ne- 
cessarily imply  disgrace.  To  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  we  owe  a  sensation 
which  to  this  country  of  ours  is  new,  and 
which  certainly  is  not  agreeable. 

"  In  all  the  ills  we  ever  bore 
**  We  g^eved,  we  raghed,  we  wept ;  we  never 
blushed  before.*" 

The  Earl  op  KIMBEELEY  :  My 
Lords,  while  I  listened  to  the  con- 
fident and  unsparing  denunciations  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Earl,  I  confess  I 
was  somewhat  surprised.  I  thought 
that  his  memory  was  somewhat  better, 
and  that  he  might  chance  to  have  recol- 
lected that  the  embarrassments  and  diffi- 
culties connected  with  the  question  con- 
oeming  which  he  has  addressed  the 
Houae  for  oyeir  two  hours,  were  due. 
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and  due  entirely,  in  their  origin,  to  the 
action  of  the  Government  of  which  the 
noble   and  learned  Earl  was  a  distin- 
guished Member.       ["NoI'H      Those 
noble  Lords  who  say  ' '  No !  "  must  bo 
very  ignorant  indeed  of  the  history  of 
these  transactions.     I  have  never  attri- 
buted to  the  late  Government  any  mo- 
tives which  were  wrong  in  reference  to 
the  action  they  took  ;  but  I  said  that  if 
they  had  correctly  judged  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  and  that  if  they  were 
right  in  their  opinion  that  the  people  of 
the  Transvaal  would  willingly  acquiesce 
in  being  placed  under  the  British  do- 
minion, there  was  much  to  be  urged  in 
favour  of  the  measures  that  were  taken. 
But,  in  reality,  they  erred  in  judgment, 
and  the  event  has  proved  that  a  greater 
blunder  was  hardly  ever  committed ;  and 
yet  they  now   blame  the  Government 
which,  with  painful  steps,  I  admit,  is 
endeavouring   to   extricate  the  country 
from  the  difficulties  in  which  it  is  placed. 
I  think  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  might 
have  displa^'ed  a  little  more  modesty  in 
his  statement  and  a  little  less  legal  in- 
genuity, and  have  taken  a  more  states- 
manlike view  of  the  subject.  It  is  always 
disagreeable    to    be  connected   with  a 
failure.     To  bo  connected  with  a  failure 
is  now  the  unfortunate  lot  of  this  coun- 
try, and  noble  Lords  opposite  are  con- 
nected with  the  failure  as  well  as  wo. 
The  whole  origin  of  this  difficulty  was 
the  annexation  of  the  Transvaal.     The 
noble  and  learned  Earl  began,  I  think, 
from  last  December ;  but  I  hope  I  shall 
be  allowed  to  carry  the  subject  a  little 
further  back.  When  we  came  into  Office 
we  found  that  we  had  this  question  to 
deal  with.  It  might,  perhaps,  have  been 
better  to  reverse  at  once  the  whole  policy 
of  the  late  Government.  If  our  informa- 
tion at  that  time  had  not  led  us  to  be- 
lieve that  it  might  be  possible  to  avoid 
that  reversal,  we  should  have  adopted 
that  measure.  But  in  South  Africa  there 
has  been,  unfortunately,  more  than  one 
change  of  policy;  and  changes  of  polic}', 
even  when  they  are  inevitable,  are  always 
attended  with  considerable  evils,  and  we 
thought  it  our  duty  to  endeavour  to  carry 
on  the  government  of  the  Transvaal,  and 
to  see  whether  we  could  not  bring  the 
people  of  that  country  to  such  a  state  of 
contentment  that  they  might  acquiesce 
in  our  rule  and  be  willing  to  enjoy  the 
bleMings  of  self-government  under  the 
sovereignty  of  the  Queen.      The  first 
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position  we  took  was  that  tbej  might 
have  this  self-government  within  the 
Confederation.  The  question  was  brought 
before  the  Gape  Parliament ;  but  they 
declined  to  take  the  first  step,  and  the 
proposal  for  a  Oonferenoe  fell  to  the 
ground.  I  confess  that  I  had  not 
sufficient  insight  to  see  behind  all  the 
information  I  received.  I  oonld  show 
your  Lordships,  step  by  step,  how 
8ir  Owen  Lanyon,  who  governed  the 
country,  and  Sir  George  CoUey,  who 
went  through  the  whole  of  the  conntiy 
in  August,  informed  me  up  to  the  last 
moment  before  the  rebellion  broke  out 
that  things  were  quieting  down,  and 
that  all  our  difficulties  would  disappear. 
Then  came  the  news  of  the  outbreak  of 
the  insurrection  on  the  1 9th  of  December. 
The  only  previous  information  I  had  re- 
ceived that  looked  at  all  alarming  was 
contained  in  a  telegram  of  the  5th  of 
December,  which  said  it  had  been  thought 
desirable  to  send  back  a  few  companies 
of  a  regiment  to  the  Transvaal,  as  there 
had  been  some  difficulty  with  the  Boers. 
But  considering  that  the  authorities  in 
the  Transvaal  were  of  opinion  that  the 
forces  might  even  have  been  further  re- 
duced shortly  before  that  time,  I  could 
not  suppose  such  a  complete  change  had 
come  over  the  whole  circumstances  of 
the  case,  or  that  there  was  any  real 
ground  for  serious  apprehension.  I  now 
come  to  the  period  with  which  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  deals.  The  first  docu- 
ment to  which  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  referred  was  Her  Majesty's  Gracious 
Speech  from  the  Throne.  In  order  to  ex- 
plain clearly  the  point  of  view  the  Govern- 
ment then  hold,  I  will  refer  to  the  instruc- 
tions to  Sir  Hercules  Kobinson,  issued  a 
few  days  before  the  assembling  of  Parlia* 
ment.  Those  instructions  stated  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  anxiously  looked 
forward  to  the  time  when  it  might  be 
possible  to  confer  institutions  for  local 
government  on  the  Transvaal ;  but  that 
the  recent  attempt  to  overthrow  the 
authority  of  the  Queen  by  armed  force 
rendered  that  impracticable  until  the 
authority  of  the  Queen  had  been  vin- 
dicated. As  I  understand  it,  the  ac- 
cusation against  us  is  this — ''K  you 
had  formed  the  scheme  of  relinquishine 
the  sovereignty  of  the  Crown,  why  did 
you  not  act  upon  it,  and  why  did  you 
speak  of  vindicating  the  authority  of  the 
Crown,  and  why  did  you  spend  mmeces- 
sary  blood  and  treasure  ?  ^     That  is,  I 
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think,  a  yezy  fSedr  statement  of  the  argu- 
ment ;  but  jou  must  consider  what  was 
the  precise  situation  when  my  despatch 
to  Sir  Hercules  Bobinson  was  written. 
The  insurrection  had  then  broken  out 
about  10  days,  the  garrisons  in  the 
Transvaal  were  beleaguered,  and  our 
force  was  a  very  small  one.  Was  that 
a  moment,  even  if  we  had  formed  the 
intention,  to  announce  that  we  were  to 
leave  the  Transvaal,  without  making  any 
effort,  without  sending  any  re-inforce- 
ments,  without  having  any  military 
power,  and  simply  to  say  that,  an  insur- 
rection having  broken  out,  we  would 
withdraw  our  garrisons,  and  leave  the 
Boers  their  independence?  Under  no 
circumstances,  I  undertake  to  say,  would 
any  Government  have  taken  a  course 
other  than  we  did.  The  noble  and 
learned  Earl  wrongly  assumes  that  all 
the  concessions  have  been  on  our  side. 
He  quite  overlooks  one  important  stipu- 
lation— namely,  that  the  armed  Boers 
should  disperse.  It  seems  to  me  that  if 
the  armed  Boers  are  to  disperse,  if  tran- 
quillity is  to  be  restored,  if  the  British 
garrisons  in  the  Transvaal  are  to  be  re- 
ueved,  and  British  administration  carried 
on  until  other  arrangements  are  made  by 
Commissioners  appointed  by  the  Queen, 
there  is  a  vindication  of  the  Queen's 
authority  in  the  Transvaal.  The  noble 
and  learned  Earl  proceeded  to  a  minute 
criticism  of  the  various  telegrams  con- 
tained in  the  published  Papers,  treating 
them,  if  I  may  say  so,  as  if  they  were 
documents  in  a  Chancery  suit,  and,  by 
dint  of  great  legal  ingenuity,  placing 
upon  them  interpretations  which,  I  freely 
aamit,  are  exceedingly  new  to  me.  Let 
me  briefly  refer  to  one  or  two  of  the 
points  referred  to  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl,  which  appear  to  me  the 
most  important.  He  made  a  great 
deal  of  the  word  ''submission''  em- 
ployed in  the  telegram  of  the  8th  of 
February,  and  left  your  Lordships  to 
infer  that  it  afterwards  disappeared  from 
the  Papers  on  account  of  the  unsuccess- 
ful engagement  on  the  Ingogo.  Unfor- 
tunately for  that  argument,  the  com- 
munications with  President  Brand  were 
commenced  a  considerable  time  before 
the  date  of  the  telegram  referred  to,  the 
first  being  made  so  long  ago  as  January 
10.  On  that  date  I  wrote  to  President 
Brand's  Hepresentative  in  this  country — 

'*  I  request  that  vou  will  inform  Preflident 
Biand  that,  provided  the  Bocn  desift  from 


their  armed  opposition  to  the  Queen's  authority, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  do  not  despair  of 
making  a  satisfactory'  arrangement." 

The  word  "  submission  "  was  used  sub- 
sequently in  a  reply  to  a  communication 
from  Mr.  Brand,  in  which  he  asked 
what  would  be  done  on  a  certain  point 
if  the  Boers  "  submitted  ; "  and  the  word 
**  submission  "  was  merely  a  re-echo  of 
the  word  used  by  him.  Therefore,  the 
whole  of  the  noble  and  learned  Earl's 
ingenious  argument  as  to  the  omission 
of  the  word  from  the  telegrams  after  our 
defeat  on  the  Ingogo  falls  to  the  ground. 
Again,  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  over- 
looked altogether  this  important  point — 
that  the  arrangements  made  after  the 
unfortunate  engagement  on  the  Majuba 
Hill  had  their  origin  in  communications 
made  some  days  before  that  engagement. 
The  original  source,  if  I  may  say  so, 
of  those  communications,  putting  aside 
my  telegram  to  Mr.  Brand,  which  may 
have  suggested,  though  this  I  do  not 
know,  to  Mr.  Kruger  the  communication 
he  addressed  to  Sir  George  Colley,  was 
the  telegram  of  the  13th  of  February. 
The  absence  of  the  document  to  which 
the  noble  and  learned  Earl  referred  can 
only  be  explained  by  the  death  of  Sir 
George  Colley,  in  whose  possession  they 
were.  I  have  never  received  them.  But 
by  inference  I  am  aware  what  they  must 
have  been.  The  letter  of  the  21st  of 
February  w«w,  no  doubt,  written  by  Sir 
George  Colley  to  Kruger  in  pursuance 
of  my  telegram,  and  repeating  its  terms. 
That  to  Mr.  Brand  of  the  same  date 
could  not  have  been  of  vital  importance, 
inasmuch  as  it  was  addressed  to  a  third 
party.  The  letter  of  the  Triumvirate  of 
the  29th  of  January,  strangely  enough, 
does  not  seem  to  have  reached  the  British 
authorities  at  all;  but,  from  what  I  have 
seen  respecting  it  in  the  newspaper  tele- 
grams, I  do  not  think  it  could  have  much 
affected  the  situation.  To  return  to  Mr. 
Kruger.  The  position  of  matters  was 
this.  We  received  from  Mr.  Kruger  a 
communication  which  we  thought  afforded 
an  opportunity  of  entering  into  further 
negotiations  with  the  Boers  which  mifi;ht 
have  a  satisfactory  result.  If  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  will  turn  to  that  docu- 
ment, he  will  find  that  Mr.  Kruger  re- 
fers to  the  possibility  of  a  Royal  Com- 
mission being  issued.  In  answer  to  Mr. 
Kruger' s  communication  I  sent  a  tele- 
gram to  Sir  George  Colley,  informing 
him  that  if  the  Boers  desisted  &om 
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armed  opposition  we  should  be  quite 
ready  to  appoint  Commissioners.  The 
question  of  dates  in  these  matters  is 
one  of  importance;  and  the  noble  aud 
learned  Earl  will  observe  that  Sir 
George  Colley's  answer  to  Mr.  Kruger 
was  sent  on  the  21st  of  February, 
and  that  not  till  the  26th  of  February 
did  the  affair  of  the  Majuba  Hill 
occur.  Now,  could  we,  because  we  had 
been  unfortunate  in  that  engagement, 
draw  back  from  the  undertaking  wo 
had  previously  entered  into  with  Mr. 
Kruger  ?  Such  a  proceeding  would  have 
been  most  undefensible — I  had  almost 
said  an  act  of  bad  faith.  We  did  not 
consider  that  it  was  possible  for  us  as 
honourable  men  to  change  our  plans 
because  of  the  unsuccessful  result  of  an 
engagement  in  which  we,  and  not  the 
Boers,  had  been  the  aggressors;  and 
the  consequence  was  that  the  negotia- 
tions went  on.  Here  it  may  be  well  I 
should  go  back  upon  the  cause  of  those 
negotiations,  and  explain  the  reasons 
which  induced  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  engage  in  them.  They  did  not 
originate  with  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment at  all,  but  were  started  by  Pre- 
sident Brand,  who  was  very  anxious 
— which  did  him  credit — to  put  an 
end  to  the  war.  Now,  what  was  the 
course  which  it  was  my  duty  in  these 
circumstances  to  take?  Was  I  to  tell 
President  Brand  that  we  could  not  listen 
to  any  terms  of  peace,  or  to  any  sugges- 
tion of  peace  from  him  ?  The  circum- 
stances were  such  that  I  could  not  con- 
ceive a  greater  breach  of  duty  or  a 
more  imprudent  course  than  that  would 
have  been.  We  knew  that  the  action 
of  the  Free  State  trembled  in  the 
balance — that  at  any  moment  it  might 
enrol  itself  among  the  number  of  our 
enemies ;  and,  considering  the  compara- 
tive weakness  of  our  forces  in  the  field, 
an  attack  upon  their  flank  by  the  Free 
State  might  have  proved  most  disas- 
trous. It  was  my  duty  to  intimate  to 
President  Brand  that  we  were  not  pre- 
pared to  push  matters  to  extremities  if 
an  honourable  settlement  of  the  diffi- 
culty could  be  arrived  at.  Up  to  that 
point  the  noble  and  learned  Earl,  I 
take  it,  would  not  complain  of  the 
action  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
After  those  communications  with  Presi- 
dent Brand  had  been  carried  on  for 
Bome  time,  during  which  we  pursued  a 
perfectly  consistent  course,  uninfluenced  I 
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by  the  misfortunes  which  oooorred  from 
time  to  time  to  our  arms,  we  received  a 
direct  overture  from  the  Boers.  They 
asked  for  terms  we  could  not  accept. 
They  called  upon  us  to  withdraw  our 
garrisons  from  the  Transvaal,  and  to 
acknowledge  the  independence  of  the 
Eepublic.  The  noble  and  learned  Earl 
says  that  we  agreed  at  once  to  all  that 
the  Boers  demanded.  We,  however, 
did  nothing  of  the  kind.  We,  on  the 
contrary,  did  not  assent  to  any  of  the 
terms  proposed  except  the  suggestion  of 
a  Boyal  Commission,  which  we  thought 
might  afford  a  means  of  settlement. 
Then  came  the  unfortunate  affair  at 
Majuba  Hill ;  and  before  I  come  to  the 
conditions  of  peace  which  were  subse- 
quently agreed  upon,  I  would  point  out 
that  your  Lordships'  attention  ought  not 
to  be  concentrated  on  a  certain  number 
of  telegrams  or  upon  each  successive 
step  which  the  Government  may  have 
taken.  You  ought,  I  think,  to  look 
from  a  somewhat  broader  point  of  view 
on  the  whole  subject.  You  should  re- 
gard it  from  the  point  of  view  of  the 
interests  of  South  Africa  generally  and 
of  those  of  the  Empire  itself.  The 
origin  of  these  difficulties  should  not  be 
lost  sight  of,  nor  the  temper  in  which 
the  question  at  issue  was  looked  upon 
at  home,  abroad,  and  in  our  Clolomes. 
In  referring  to  the  origin  of  the  war,  I 
am  not  going  to  say  anything  about  the 
policy  which  led  to  the  annexation  of  the 
Transvaal.  That  is  a  fait  accompli.  But 
when  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  talks 
of  the  dismemberment  of  the  Empire, 
one  would  suppose  that  he  was  speaking 
of  the  surrender  of  a  limb  which  haa 
been  united  to  the  Empire  for  at  least 
the  last  100  years.  He  would  almost 
seem  to  have  forgotten  that  the  people 
of  the  Transvaal  are  only  subjects  of 
the  Queen  of  three  years'  date,  and  that 
a  large  number  of  them — the  majority, 
as  it  now  turns  out — have  protested 
against  being  considered  in  that  light. 
I  am  ashamed,  therefore,  to  find  this 
matter  dealt  with  as  if  we  were  giving 
up  an  integral  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom, and  in  a  way  that  shows  there  is 
no  consideration  with  the  great  ques- 
tions of  general  policy  involved.  There 
is  no  dcbire  to  look  at  them  in  a  broad 
spirit,  but  rather  to  snatch  a  Party 
triumph.  When  the  Transvaal  was 
taken  over  we  on  this  side  believed,  and 
I  am  sure  noble  Lords  oppoaitei  who 
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were  at  the  time  in  Office,  honestly  be- 
lieved also,  that  the  people  acquiesced  in 
the  annexation  of  their  country;  and, 
indeed,  it  was  that  only  which  led  us  to 
regard  it  as  a  justifiable  measure.  But, 
as  matters  have  turned  out,  it  appears 
that,  so  far  from  acquiescing  in  the  an- 
nexation, they  were  so  violently  opposed 
to  it  as  to  break  out  into  a  most 
dangerous  rebellion.  Were  we  then,  I 
would  ask,  to  treat  these  men  as  if  they 
had  been  united  to  this  country  for 
generations  ?  That  would,  in  my  opinion, 
have  been  a  wrong  spirit  in  which  to 
approach  the  subject.  But  the  position 
in  which  we  found  ourselves  was  not 
one  in  which  we  could  say  to  the  Boers, 
**  We  will  retire  because  you  attack  ue." 
That  would  be  impossible.  It  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  take  steps  to  relieve 
our  garrisons.  More  than  that.  Before 
we  could  be  in  a  position  to  negotiate 
with  the  Boer  leaders  it  was  necessary  to 
have  a  force  on  the  spot,  so  that  we  might 
be  able  to  enforce  our  demands.  What 
chance,  I  would  ask,  would  there  have 
been  otherwise  of  a  successful  arrange- 
ment ?  Here  I  may  observe  that  when 
the  noble  and  learned  Earl  speaks  of  the 
conditions  of  peace,  and  what  he  calls 
our  humiliating  position,  as  reminding 
him  of  the  capitulations  of  Burgoyne 
and  Comwallis,  who,  he  says,  yielded 
to  superior  numbers,  I  was  somewhat 
astonished.  The  argument  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl,  I  think,  has  much  more 
force  the  other  way.  When  a  person  is 
able  to  insist  on  his  own  terms  he  is,  I 
maintain,  in  a  far  better  position  to  make 
concessions  than  those  who  have  no 
alternative  but  to  capitulate  and  g^ve  up 
their  arms.  Such,  then,  as  I  have  stated, 
was  our  position  with  regard  to  the 
Transvaal.  But  was  the  Transvaal  the 
only  settlement  we  had  to  take  into 
account?  There  are  other  settlements 
in  South  Africa,  and  those  who  have 
studied  the  subject  know  that  their  in- 
terests are  so  closely  connected  that  no- 
thing occurs  in  one  part  of  that  wide 
territory  by  which  the  rest  is  not  more 
or  less  affected.  There  is  not  a  shot 
fired  throughout  South  Africa  in  anger 
which  does  not  re-echo  throughout  every 
portion  of  that  dominion.  But  there  is 
still  something  further  to  be  considered. 
Who  are  those  rebels  of  the  Transvaal  ? 
With  whom  are  they  connected  ?  They 
are  men  of  Dutch  origin.  They  are 
connected   by   the    closest    ties   with 


the  inhabitants  of  the  Orange  Free 
State  and  with  the  subjects  of  the 
Queen  at  the  Cape.  So  intimate  is 
their  connection  by  marriage  and  every 

Eossible  tie  that  a  war  carried  on  in 
outh  Africa  brings  into  play  forces  and 
rouses  passions  which  might  well  make 
a  bold  man  hesitate  before  he  rejected 
any  mode  of  preserving  peace  which 
would  be  likely  to  succeed.  The  connec- 
tion between  the  Orange  Free  State  and 
the  Transvaal  is  such  that  it  is  scarcely 
possible,  had  the  war  continued  long, 
that  the  former  would  have  been  able  to 
refrain  from  joining  our  enemies.  The 
state  of  feeling  throughout  the  Colony 
was  also  becoming  of  a  very  alarming 
character.  The  sympathy  felt  by  the 
Dutch  population  with  the  people  of  the 
Transvaal  wcm  such  as  could  not  be  over- 
looked by  the  Government.  Such  being 
the  state  of  things  in  South  Africa, 
what,  I  would  ask,  was  the  temper  of  the 
people  at  home  ?  The  noble  and  learned 
Earl  spoke  of  the  late  war,  as  if  it  was 
one  which  enlisted  all  the  patriotic  feel- 
ings of  the  country,  as  one  in  which 
every  man  of  honour  would  desire  not  to 
sheathe  his  sword  until  it  had  become 
dyed  with  the  blood  of  the  greatest 
possible  number  of  Boers.  We  have 
been  treated  to  a  kind  of  declamation 
which  might  well  be  resorted  to  if  some 
enemy  were  invading  our  shores;  but 
the  feeling  of  the  English  nation  on  the 
subject  is,  I  am  convinced,  somewhat 
different  from  that  which  the  speech  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Earl  would  lead 
one  to  suppose.  The  conscience  of  the 
people  of  England  was  not  easy  as  to 
the  war  in  the  Transvaal.  It  told  them 
that  it  was  a  war  which  had  been  under- 
taken to  subdue  men  who  were  never 
willing  to  be  our  subjects — a  war  from 
which  no  glory  was  to  be  obtained,  and 
which,  if  it  could  be  done  consistently 
with  sound  policy,  it  was  an  absolute 
duty  to  bring  to  an  early  conclusion. 
These  were  the  inducements  which 
weighed  with  the  Government ;  they 
were,  it  seems  to  me,  strong  induce- 
ments; and  the  policy  which  wo  have 
pursued  is  one  which  I  do  not  think  the 
country  will  condemn.  It  is  a  most  dis- 
agreeable task  to  a  Minister  to  have  to 
recommend,  especially  when  our  arms 
happen  not  to  have  attained  success,  a 
course  which  has  been  represented  in  the 
light  in  which  that  which  we  deemed  it 
our  duty  to  adopt  has  been  represented 
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to-nigbt.  Speaking  for  myself^  how- 
ever, I  may  say  I  believe  there  is  no 
higher  or  more  imperative  duty  in  the 
case  of  a  Minister  charged  with  the  re- 
sponsibility of  an  Empire  such  as  ours 
than  to  resist  the  vain  desire  of  mere 
military  glory  when  he  can  obtain  a 
settlement  which  he  regards  as  con- 
ducive to  the  real  interests  of  the  country. 
I  remember  having  heard  an  anecdote  of 
a  man  who,  I  think,  noble  Lords  opposite 
will  allow  was  not  disposed  to  take  a 
low  view  of  military  honour.  Someone 
speaking  in  the  presence  of  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  said  something  about  the 
point  of  honour,  and  his  answer  was — 
**  I  used  to  hear  a  good  deal  when  in 
Spain  about  the  point  of  honour,  but  in 
my  opinion  the  true  point  of  honour  is 
to  do  your  duty."  I  would  now  make  a 
few  remarks  as  to  what  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  said  about  the  conditions  of 
peace.  The  noble  and  learned  Earl  said 
he  supposed  the  terms  "  complete  local 
self-government "  were  used  in  order 
to  square  what  we  have  done  with  the 
words  of  the  Gracious  Speech  from  the 
Throne.  If  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
will  believe  me,  these  words  were  chosen 
simply  because  they  expressed  more 
clearly  than  others  could  the  kind  of 
position  which  we  intended  the  Trans- 
vaal State  should  occupy.  The  whole 
matter  is  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Commissioners,  who  will  take  this  gene- 
ral statement  as  a  guide  to  their  de- 
liberations and  communications  with  the 
^3oer  loadors 

Earl  CAIRNS :  Why  does  not  that 
appear  ? 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY;  The 
noble  and  learned  Earl  will  take  it  from 
me  that  it  is  so. 

Earl  CAIRNS  :  Where  are  the  docu- 
ments? 

TuE  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  The 
documents  say  so  ;  the  Commission  is  to 
consider  these  points. 

Earl  CAIRNS  :  It  does  not  say  so. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY :  Then 
the  noble  and  learned  Earl  maj'  take  it 
from  mo  that  I  say  so,  and  when  he  sees 
the  instructions  I  have  sent  to  the  Com- 
mission he  will  see  that  it  is  so.  The 
noble  and  learned  Earl  will  find,  perhaps, 
in  the  course  of  his  career,  that  every 
point  cannot  be  as  clearly  explained  by 
telegraph  as  it  can  in  a  legal  case.  Well, 
the  Commissioners  will  consider  the 
whole  subject,  and  it  will  undoubtedly 
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be  open  to  them  to  oonaider  whether 
this  agreement  may  not  be  yaried,  and 
whether  the  final  settlement  sbould  take 
some  other  form.  We  shall  adhere  with 
perfect  honesty  to  what  we  have  ag^reed 
to ;  but  if  the  Commissioners  think  that 
there  are  arrangements  which  would 
more  suitably  carry  out  our  intentions, 
it  will  will  be  open  to  them  to  report 
those  arrangements  to  us  with  a  view,  if 
we  should  see  fit,  to  their  adoption.  It 
is  suggested  that  we  have  been  yeiy 
perversely  ingenious  in  discovering  the 
word  Suzerain,  and  that  wo  have  given 
it  some  special  meaning  evolved  out  of 
our  own  consciousness ;  but,  in  the  opi- 
nion of  many  persons  well  qualified  to 
understand  the  meaning  of  words,  it 
is  the  most  appropriate  term  that  could 
be  used.  I  believe  the  word  expresses 
very  correctly  the  relation  which  we 
intend  shall  exist  between  this  country 
and  the  Transvaal.  Our  intention  is 
that  the  Transvaal  shall  have  indepen- 
dent power  as  regards  its  internal  go- 
vernment, and  we  shall  only  reserve 
certain  powers  to  be  exercised  by  the 
Queen.  Let  us  consider  what  the 
limitations  are  to  be.  The  noble  and 
learned  Earl  assumes  that  there  is  only 
the  limitation  of  control  over  foreign 
relations.  But  there  are  other  limita- 
tions. For  instance,  there  is  one  deal- 
ing with  arrangements  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Natives  in  the  interior 
of  the  Transvaal.  Now,  with  regard  to 
our  control  over  the  relations  of  the 
Transvaal  with  foreign  Powers.  The 
noble  and  learned  Earl  thought  it  cari- 
ous that  we  should  have  reserved  a  con- 
trol of  that  kind,  thinking,  no  doubt, 
that  the  relations  of  the  Transvaal  with 
foreign  countries  were  very  limited.  But 
before  the  Transvaal  was  annexed  the 
Republic  had  concluded  Treaties  with 
a  large  number  of  European  Powers, 
and  those  Treaties  existed  at  the  time  of 
the  annexation.  Therefore,  the  control 
which  we  propose  to  assume  is  not  an 
altogether  unimportant  matter.  It  is 
quite  clear  that  there  ought  to  be,  as 
regards  foreign  relations,  only  one  Go- 
vernment in  South  Africa ;  that  there 
ought  to  be  no  communication  with 
foreign  Powers  upon  any  subject  except 
through  the  Representative  of  the  Queen. 
I  come  next  to  Frontier  affairs,  and  I 
admit  at  once  that  the  dealing  with  these 
Frontier  affairs  is,  perhaps,  the  jneatest 
difficulty  of  the  whole  subject.    The  late 
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Goyemment  were  actuated  by  their  ap- 
prehensions of  Native  disputes  on  the 
j^nsvaal  Frontier  to  take  the  step  of 
annexation.  It  was  because  of  the  em- 
barrassment caused  by  the  relations  of 
the  Transvaal  to  the  Natives  upon  the 
Frontier  that  the  Earl  of  Carnarvon 
advised  the  annexation  of  the  territory. 
There  may  be  some  force  in  the  argu- 
ment that  it  is  a  dangerous  thing  to 
entangle  ourselves  with  these  Frontier 
difficmties.  My  answer  is,  that  at  no 
time  have  we  been  able  to  disentangle 
ourselves  in  South  Africa  from  these 
Frontier  questions.  Long  before  the 
annexation  we  were  continually  remon- 
strating with  the  Transvaal  Eepublic, 
and  interfering  between  it  and  the 
Natives ;  and,  m  short,  doing  the  very 
thing  without  authority  which  it  is  now 

froposed  wo  should  have  the  right  to  do. 
t  is  of  vital  importance  that  Frontier 
wars  should  not  be  undertaken  in  South 
Africa  without  our  having  an  opportunity 
of  expressing  oxir  views  and  using  our 
influence  for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
them.  I  do  not  see  any  insuperable  diffi- 
culty in  the  way  of  a  Eesident  in  the  capi- 
tal of  the  new  Transvaal  State  exercising 
a  very  salutary  influence  over  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  State ;  and,  under  the  agree- 
ment which  we  may  make  with  it,  we 
may  expect  to  be  in  a  position  to  mediate 
between  it  and  the  Frontier  Natives  with 
far  greater  effect  than  if  the  matter  were 
left  untouched.  The  obj  ect  of  this  settle- 
ment is  to  preserve  all  that  was  valuable 
in  oxir  position  when  we  annexed  the 
country.  There  would  be  no  advantage 
to  England  in  her  having  to  manage  the 
ordinary  local  affairs  of  the  Transvaal. 
We  have,  in  fact,  been  trying  to  carry 
out  the  spirit  of  the  arrangement  which 
the  late  Government  made  when  the 
Transvaal  was  annexed.  The  next  sub- 
ject to  which  I  shall  advert  is  one  of 
very  great  importance;  I  refer  to  the 
position  of  the  Natives  within  the  Trans- 
vaal itself.  Upon  this  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  will,  I  hope,  forgive  me 
for  saying  that  he  fell  into  a  very  na- 
tural mistake.  He  gave  us  a  tremen- 
dous denunciation  of  slavery.  I  think, 
for  my  part,  I  have  never  been  back- 
ward in  expressinff  my  hatred  of  sla- 
very ;  and  I  thougnt  I  had  shown,  by 
the  way  in  which  I  have  spoken  upon 
that  subject,  that  I  had  paid  some  atten- 
tion to  the  subject  of  slavery  in  the 
Transvaal.      Anyone    who    took    the 
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trouble  to  listen  to  me  when  I  last  spoke 
on  the  subject  will  remember  that  I  said 
that  in  earlier  days  there  was  slavery  in 
the  Transvaal;  but  that  of  late  years 
slavery  no  longer  existed.  I  am  fully 
persuaded  that  during  the  last  few  years, 
though  it  may  be  possible  there  may 
have  been  cases  of  slavery  in  some 
homesteads,  there  has  been  no  general 
system  of  slavery.  It  existed  far  longer 
in  the  two  smaller  Kepublics  than  in  the 
South  African  Republic  in  which  they 
were  finally  absorbed.  The  whole,  there- 
fore, of  the  terrific  denunciation  of  slavery 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  ad- 
dressed to  us  was  simply  a  creation  of 
his  own  imagination.  It  may  be  some 
satisfaction  to  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
to  know  that  the  stipulation  which  was 
made  at  the  Sand  River  Convention  will 
be  renewed. 

Earl  CAIRNS  :  That  stipulation  has 
always  been  disregarded. 

The  Eael  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  beg  to 
differ  from  the  noble  and  learned  Earl. 
I  am  absolutely  convinced  that  for  some 
years  past  there  has  practically  been 
no  slavery  in  the  Transvaal.  To  say,  as 
the  noble  and  learned  Earl  said,  that 
we  are  handing  over  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  Natives  to  a  condition  of  slavery 
is  purely,  utterly,  and  entirely  a  figment. 
There  are,  I  think,  three  other  points 
referred  to  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl.  First,  there  are  the  Royal  Com- 
missioners and  the  instructions  to  be  g^ven 
to  them.  The  noble  and  learned  Earl 
used  extremely  strong  language  when  he 
was  speaking  of  the  position  oi  our  troops 
in  the  Transvaal.  But  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  is  mistaken  in  what  he  says 
upon  this  subject.  The  absolute  condi- 
tion of  the  whole  of  these  arrangements 
— the  condition  on  which  we  have  in- 
sisted throughout,  is  that  the  armed 
force  of  the  Boers  was  to  disperse.  I 
would  just  ask  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  what  he  understands  the  position  of 
the  troops  in  South  Africa  to  be  at  this 
moment.  He  spoke  of  the  recall  of  all 
the  troops. 

Earl  CAIRNS  :  It  was  announced  by 
authority  that  the  troops  were  to  be  re- 
called. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY:  Then 
the  noble  and  learned  Earl  is  misin- 
formed. No  troops  have  been  recalled. 
No  doubt,  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
refers  to  the  four  regiments  which  were 
ordered  not  to  proceed,  and  to  the  fact 
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that  General  Boberts  is  to  return  home. 
That  is  so  far  true.     But  I  hope  it  will 
be  some  satisfaction  to  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  to  know  that  there  is  still 
a  very    strong    force  in  the    country, 
amounting  to    12,000  men,    including 
those  actually  in  the  Transvaal.  I  would 
ask  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  to  reflect 
in  what  position  the  Boers  will  be.  They 
are  now  relying  on  our  good  faith.  They 
have  dispersed  to  their  own  homes.    Is 
that  a  position  on  our  part  of  utter 
weakness ;  is  it  altogether  disgraceful 
to  us  that  the  enemy  has  dispersed  ?    I 
should  be  sorry  to  intimate  that  we  mean 
to  take  advantage  of  this  to  depart  from 
the  arrangements  which  we  have  entered 
into.    Nothing  could  be  further  from 
our  intention.     But  that  is  the  position 
in  which  the  Boers  are  left.    The  Com- 
missioners are  to  visit  the  Transvaal.  Sir 
Evelyn  Wood  himself  is  about  to  proceed 
to  the  capital  of  the  Transvaal  to  make 
such  arrangements  as  may  be  necessary 
to  carry  on  the  administration.     Is  that 
a  humiliating  position  ?     It  appears  to 
me  to  be  a  considerable  surrender  to  us, 
and  leaves  us  in  a  position  where  we  can 
deal  with  the  matter.    So  much  for  the 
position  of  the  troops.  Then  with  respect 
to  the  surrender  of  Potchefstroom.    In 
this  matter  there  is  no  doubt  that  it 
may  be  necessary  to  take  steps  to  assert 
our  rights.    But  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  is  far  more  fiery.    He  wonders  why 
10  seconds  were  allowed  to  elapse  with- 
out our  revenging  this  insult.  I  am  glad 
the  noble,  and  learned  Earl    did    not 
occupy  my  situation  or  command  our 
troops.  I  cannot  imagine  anything  more 
calamitous  than  to  flash  forth  orders  to 
revenge  what  might  turn  out  hereafter 
to  have  been  only  imaginary  bad  faith. 
Sir  Evelyn  Wood  has  not  taken  the  same 
views  as  those  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl.     He  has  written,  saying — *'Pray 
suspend  judgment  until  I  send  you  all 
the  facts."    Sir  Evelyn  Wood  is  a  pru- 
dent and  responsible  man — too  prudent 
to  give  the  advice  which  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  has  tendered  to  us  to-night. 
I  have  explained,  to  a  certain  extent,  the 
course  which  will  be  followed.     It  will 
be  my  duty  to  address  instructions  to  the 
Commissioners,  in  which  a  far  fuller  ex- 
planation will  be  g^ven  than  has  been 
possible  in  telegrams,  and  in  which  the 
whole  course  of  our  policy  will  be  dealt 
with.  I  have,  I  believe,  dealt  with  every 
point  of  the  noble  and  learned  Earl's 
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speech.  My  Lords,  I  am  far  from  saying 
that  there  is  much  to  boast  of.  I  am  not 
one  of  those  who  fall  into  ecstacies  at 
the  peace  as  if  a  g^at  success  had  been 
obtained.  But  when  we  come  to  talk 
of  humiliation,  I  think  that  the  real 
humiliation  would  have  been  if  for  a 
mere  point  of  honour,  when  we  know 
that  we  cannot  hold  this  country,  that  it 
is  impossible  to  hold  it  with  any  proper 
regard  for  the  interests  of  our  Colonies 
in  South  Africa  or  of  the  whole  Empire, 
that  even  if  we  had  conquered  the 
country  we  could  not  hold  it,  and  when 
practical  terms  could  be  made  which 
would,  in  our  opinion,  secure  all  that  is 
valuable  to  retain,  we  had  stood  in  the 
way  of  the  acceptance  of  such  terms. 
That  would  have  been  a  humiliation  to 
which  I,  for  one,  would  never  have  been 
a  party. 

ViscoTTirr  CBANBROOK :  The  noble 
Earl  who  has  just  spoken  has  invited 
attention  to  topics  which  were  left  out  of 
consideration  by  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend.    The  noble  Earl  has  gone  back 
to  the  question  of  annexation,  and  upon 
that  point  I  am  perfectly  willing  to  meet 
him.    The  fact  is  that  there  is  a  g^reat 
deal  which  might  be  said  upon  that  sub- 
'ect,  and  which  has  been  said,  not  by  the 
ate  Government  alone,  but  by  those  who 
supported  the  late  Government  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  who  vindicated  the 
annexation  of  the  Transvaal.    Among 
these  I  might  recall  to  the  noble  Earl's 
attention  a  distinguished  Member  of  the 
present  Cabinet,  Mr.  Forster.    I  might 
call  attention  to  a  speech  by  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lora  Braboume),  who 
went  fully  into  this  question,  and  showed 
that  the  country  was  not  annexed  from 
any  greed  of  power.    I  suppose  the  noble 
Earl  would  consider  himself  responsible 
for  what  has  been  scdd  upon  the  subject 
by  Members  of  his  Government  since  it 
came  into  Office.  I  will,  therefore,  referto 
a  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, on  the  3 1st  of  August  last.   Subse^ 
quent  to  the  failure  of  tiie  Confederation 
there  was  a  debate  in  the  House  of 
Commons,   in   which  Mr.  Chamberlain 
spoke — Mr.  Chamberlain,  who  is  a  Col- 
league of  the  noble  Earl,  and  he  Iho- 
roughly  repudiated  the  notion  that  it 
was  taken  over  hastily  by  the  present 
Government.  He  said — *'  When  the  pre- 
sent Government  came  into  Office  it  oon- 
sidered  this  question  most  oarofoUy." 
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Therefore,  there  can  be  no  doubt  on  this 
point.  What  said  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  who  was  put  up 
to  answer  Mr.  Courtney  on  that  occa- 
sion ?  Speaking  in  August  last  year,  he 
said — 

"  I  firmly  believe  that  if  SirTheophiluB  Shep- 
stone  had  held  his  hand,  and  had  not  annexed  the 
Transvaal*  before  very  long  the  South  African 
Kepublic  would  have  fallen  like  a  ripe  fruit ;  and 
however  much  any  of  us — and,  certainly,  I  have 
been  one  of  them — dislike  the  idea  of  having  to 
take  charge  of  the  8outh  African  Republic,  I 
do  believe  that  within  a  few  months  the  cry  for 
protection  from  the  people  of  the  Transvaal 
would  have  become  so  strong  that  it  could  not 
have  been  resisted  by  a  civilized  Government. 

If  ever  there  was  an  occasion  on 

which  it  was  right  to  complete  the  legal  maxim 
and  say  Fieri  nan  debuit  (that  is  as  to  time) 
factum  valet f  this  is  the  occasion.  Not  only  has 
the  annexation  of  the  Transvaal  been  accepted 
by  three  different  Secretaries  of  State,  of  very 
different  characters  and  political  tendencies,  but 
it  has  been  accepted  and  ratified  by  two  Cabi- 
nets, which  are  so  diverse  that  they  may  be  said 
to  represent  almost  every  element  which  exists 
in  Bntish  political  life In  the  ex- 
isting state  of  affairs,  no  one  who  wishes  well  to 
that  country — the  Transvaal — as  a  portion  of 
Her  Majesty's  Dominions  will  desire  any  Con- 
stitutional changes  to  be  made." — [3  Mansard, 
cclvi.  874-6-6-9.] 

Therefore,  the  Goyemment  of  the  day — 
the  present  Goyemment — when  it  came 
in  gave  careful  consideration  to  the  ques- 
tion of  annexation,  and  in  spite  of  the 
speeches  which  the  chief  of  that  Go- 
yemment made  in  Mid  Lothian,  and  to 
which  I  attribute  mainly  the  rising  which 
has  taken  place— I  do  not  hesitate  to  say 
of  those  speeches,  the  language  used, 
and  the  application  made  of  it  by  the 
leaders  of  the  Boers,  that  it  might  be 
shown  that  through  those  speeches,  and 
not  through  annexation,  has  the  rising 
taken  place^in  spite  of  those  speeches, 
and  notwithstanding  the  way  in  which 
the  chief  of  the  Goyemment  pledg^ 
himself,  yet  when  the  Gk>yemment  came 
carefully  to  consider  the  whole  subject, 
they  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Transyaal  was  to  be  maintained  as  part 
of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions — that  she 
was  to  retain  her  soyereig^ty  oyer  it. 
The  noble  Earl  has  read  one  portion  of 
the  extract  with  regard  to  the  instruc- 
tions giyen  to  Sir  Hercules  Hobinson. 
He  read  the  portion  which  declared  that 
when  the  authority  of  the  Grown  had 
been  yindicated,  and  the  maintenance  of 
tranquillity  was  firmly  assured,  terms 
would  be  discussed ;  and  then  the  de- 
spatch goes  on — 


"  When  this  has  been  effected,  consider  the 
best  means  of  assuring  the  Dutch  settlors  such 
full  control  of  their  local  affairs  as  may  be  con- 
sistent with  the  general  interests  of  llcr  Ma- 
jesty's dominions  in  South  Africa,  and  with  the 
obligations  which  have  been  incurred  by  this 
country  to  the  very  large  Native  population  in 
the  Transvaal." 

The  noble  Earl  cannot  deny  that  the 
Dutch  Boers  of  the  Transyaal  treated  the 
Natives,  whether  by  slavery  or  not,  in  a 
manner  wholly  alien  to  British  rule,  and 
which  has  not  taken  place  since  the  an- 
nexation of  the  Transyaal  in  1877.  Since 
that  time  the  Natives  have  been  under 
British  dominion  and  under  British  jus- 
tice, and  tt^ey  have  had  means  of  appeal- 
ing to  British  Courts  and  defending  them- 
selves against  wrong.  The  noble  Earl 
gives  no  answer  to  the  passage  from  Sir 
Owen  Lanyon's  despatch  to  show  what 
is  the  spirit  in  which  the  Boers  deal  with 
the  Natives.  Is  it  or  is  it  not  true  that 
they  are  wantonly  shot  down?  At  the  be- 
ginning of  this  rising  their  property  was 
taken  from  them,  and  they  were  made  to 
supply  the  commissariat  of  the  Boers, 
who  abound  in  flocks  and  herds.  The 
interests  of  700,000  Natives  had  been 
set  aside,  and  the  Boers  had  been  al- 
lowed to  bear  down  the  scale  against 
them  in  the  most  disgraceful  manner. 
I  say  you  are  lowering  the  British  name, 
you  are  lowering  the  British  standard  of 
right  and  wrong,  you  are  taking  away 
the  protection  you  are  bound  to  g^ve  to 
these  people.  And  do  not  tell  me  that, 
by  having  a  Hesident  at  Pretoria,  and  by 
controlling  the  foreign  relations  of  the 
Transvaal,  you  will  protect  the  Natives 
when  you  withdraw  your  garrisons  from 
the  country.  There  is  no  law  that  can 
be  exercised  unless  it  is  backed  by  force 
in  the  ultimate  result,  and  when  you 
withdraw  force  you  withdraw  British 
law.  When  the  noble  Earl  told  us  the 
position  in  which  we  stand  in  conse- 
quence of  the  arrangements  made,  he 
did  not  say  that  we  occupy  a  very  proud 
position,  he  says  our  position  is  not  a 
very  humiliating  one.  It  is  not  a  plea- 
sant position — it  is  a  disagreeable  posi- 
tion ;  but  it  is  not  one  which  may 
affect  the  honour  of  the  British  nation. 
Now,  what  is  it  ?  The  Boers  were  en- 
camped at  Laing's  Nek — not  in  the 
Transyaal,  but  in  the  Colony  of  Natal. 
They  have  thrice,  indeed,  if  we  count  the 
massacre  which  took  place  of  Colonel  An- 
struther's  troops,  they  have  four  times 
inflicted  defeats  on  British  forces,  ftnd 
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they  were  in  possession  of  Laing's  Nek, 
not  part  of  the  Transvaal.  You  say  they 
have  dispersed.  You  know  they  have 
left  Laing's  Nek ;  but  you  do  not  know 
that  they  have  dispersed.       

The  Eahl  of  KIMBERLEY  :   They 
have  left  Laing's  Nek. 

Viscount  CRANBROOK  :  Is  that  '*  a 
real  dispersion/'  to  quote  the  words  used 
in  one  of  the  telegrams  ?  What  is  a 
real  dispersion  ?  You  have  no  means  of 
knowing.  You  have  no  force  in  the 
Transvaal.  The  Boers  have  retired  from 
Laing's  Nek.  They  may  be  within  ^yq 
miles  of  it,  and  they  may  be  called  to- 
gether at  the  sound  of  a  trumpet  at  any 
moment.  You,  on  the  other  hand,  have 
agreed  that  even  in  Natal  your  forces 
are.  not  to  move  in  the  direction  of 
Laing's  Nek.  That  being  so,  you  are 
tied  and  they  are  free.  You  have  never 
entered  the  Transvaal ;  you  have  never 
tested  its  loyalty,  and  I  say  one  of  the 
greatest  wrongs  you  are  doing  is  that 
you  are  surrendering  your  friends  to 
your  enemies  without  making  the 
slightest  pretence  to  defend  those  who 
have  been  loyal  to  you.  You  do  not 
know  what  the  real  feelings  of  the 
people  of  the  Transvaal  are,  because 
they  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
asserting  them.  Your  garrisons  are 
small,  and  they  are  hemmed  in  by 
superior  forces ;  and,  therefore,  it  is  per- 
fectly dear  that  there  are  at  the  present 
moment  in  the  Transvaal  many  persons 
attached  to  British  rule  whom  you  are 
ffoing  to  leave  behind  you ;  I  will  not  say 
leave  behind  you,  for  you  have  left 
there;  but  there  are  many  persons  in 
the  country  who  look  to  you  for  protec- 
tion. They  are  shut  up  in  the  towns 
with  the  garrisons.  We  find  one  of  the 
garrisons  has  been  called  upon  to  sur- 
render, even  during  the  Armistice,  and 
that  at  a  time  when  provisions  were 
near  at  hand.  It  is  a  remarkable  fact 
that  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  appears  to  be  by 
no  means  sanguine  of  peace.  At  pre- 
sent there  is  a  shadowy  outline  drawn, 
and  this  has  to  be  filled  in  by  the  Com- 
mission, and  then  sent  home  for  the 
assent  of  the  Government  here.  And 
all  this  was  done  with  regard  to  three 
gentlemen  who  had  taken  upon  them- 
selves to  represent  the  Transvaal.  Sir 
Evelyn  Wood  objected  to  their  being  re- 
presentatives ;  but  the  noble  Earl  said 
they  were  to  be  accepted.  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood  would    have   compelled  certain 

Vueount  Cranhrook 


persons  not  to  reside  within  the  Trans- 
vaal ;  but  the  noble  Earl  said — '^  You 
must  g^ve  an  amnesty  to  everybody,  un- 
less it  is  something  contrary  to  the  laws 
of  civilized  warfare."      Therefore,  you 
are  dealing  with  the  matter  in  a  way 
contrary  to  that  recommended   by  the 
officer  on  the  spot.    A  telegram  dated 
the    17th  of    March  states  what   was 
passing  through  his  mind  as   to    the 
negotiations,     it  is  stated  in  a  subse- 
quent telegram  that  the  Commissioners 
are  to  consider  the  question  of  Native 
affairs.    But  what  is  the  use  of  con- 
sidering the  question  of  Native  affairs 
when  t£e  people  whom  you  admit  to  be 
at  the  head  of  the  Boer  conspiracy  mean 
to  have  the  entire  control  of  their  in- 
terior affairs,  including  Native  affairs  ? 
When  you  have  nothing  but  a  Resident 
in  Pretoria,  with  a  country  as  large  as 
France,  do  you  suppose  that  he  can  pro- 
tect the  Natives  or  exercise  any  effective 
control  on  behalf  of  the  Natives  ?  With 
regard  to  the  term  suzerainty,  no  doubt, 
as  it  has  been  explained  by  the  noble 
Earl,   it    is    sovereignty  a  good    deal 
watered  down,  and  probably  it  will  gra- 
dually fade  away  in  a  dissolving  mist. 
What  is  the  length  of  the  duration  of 
the  Transvaal  Republic  of  which  the 
noble  Earl  spoke?    Why,  19  years  of 
miserable  government,  or,  as  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley  called  it,  of  mischievous  and 
indolent  government.      The  Transvaal 
Republic  dragged  on  until  it  was  unable 
to  raise  taxes,  punish  crime,  or  perform 
any  other  function  of  government;  it 
ultimately  had  only  12«.  6if.  in  its  1^:^- 
sury,  and  it  had  become  a  nuisance  to  all 
its  neighbours.  This  country,  under  these 
circumstances,  saved  it  from  a  Zulu  in- 
vasion, and  also  from  Secoooeni,  who  had 
defeated  it  before ;  and  the  men  who  had 
been  protected  by  us  in  every  way  have 
turned  against  tne  British,  not  havine 
been  ashamed  to  take  BritiflJi  money  and 
become  servants  under  Her  Majesty.    I 
am  puzzled,  my  Lords,  to  know  when 
and  how  it  was  that  Her  Majesty's  (io- 
vernment    arrived  at  a  conclusion    so 
totally  different  from  that  to  which  they 
came  when  they  wrote  to  Sir  Hercules 
Robinson,  and  when  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne  declared  that  the  Queen's 
authority  over  the  Transvaal  would  be 
vindicated.     It  is  impossible  for  anyone 
not  to  connect  in  his  mind  what  has 
taken  place  on  this  subject  with  opinioni 
of  certain  Members  of  the  GtoTenunent, 
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We  know  that  at  least  one  Member  of 
the  Government  has  generally  been  con- 
sidered to  belong  to  the  school  which 
advocates  peace  at  any  price,  or,  at  all 
events,  advocates  peace  so  strongly  that 
there  is  hardly  any  humiliation  to  which 
he  would  not  subject  his  country  rather 
than  break  it.  We  have  seen  letters 
which  show  what  the  tone  of  mind  of 
certain  Members  of  the  Government 
was.  I  should  be  glad,  therefore,  to 
know  what  were  the  reasons  which  in- 
duced the  noble  Earl  opposite  to  depart 
from  the  policy  worthy  of  this  country 
which  was  put  forth  in  the  Queen's 
Speech  ?  And  I  must  say  that  of  all  the 
extraordinary  charges  ever  made  by  a 
statesman  the  charge  made  by  the 
noble  Earl  to-night  was  the  most  extra- 
ordinary— namely,  that  we  on  this  side 
are,  from  Party  spirit,  taking  the  course 
we  now  pursue.  Why  is  it  to  be  said 
that  we  are  guilty  of  Party  spirit  in 
urging  the  policy  which  was  declared  in 
the  Queen's  Speech,  but  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  now  appear  to 
have  repudiated  without  any  reason, 
except  that  the  arms  of  this  country 
have  sustained  humiliating  defeats  ?  At 
all  events,  it  cannot  be  doubted  that  the 
change  of  policy  came  after  those  defeats. 
One  of  the  most  remarkable  things  con- 
nected with  the  negotiations  is  that  the 
word  '^  submission"  was  suggested  by 
President  Brand ;  because  he,  being  a 
statesman  of  some  note,  and  a  patriot  of 
even  greater  note  than  a  statesman,  felt 
that  no  country  placed  in  the  position  iu 
which  England  was  could  consent  to 
give  everything  to  the  Boers  unless  they 
tendered  their  submission  first.  The 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  was  afraid  of  those  Colonists  of 
the  Cape  who  are  of  Dutch  blood  taking 
the  side  of  the  Boers  of  the  Transvaal. 
Now,  it  is  a  curious  fact  that,  while  the 
negotiations  were  ^oing  on,  and  after 
almost  the  worst  thing  which  had  hap- 
pened to  us  had  occurred,  a  Member  of 
the  Legislative  Council  of  the  Cape,  Mr. 
Hofmeyer,  telegraphed  to  Mr.  Joubert, 
hearing  of  the  peace  that  was  likely  to 
ensue,  and  then  telling  the  Boer  leaders 
what  they  ought  to  do.  Mr.  Hofmeyer 
said  that — 


<( 


In  any  case,  before  the  CommiBaion  could 
be  appointed,  either  the  British  arms  miut  have 
conquered,  or  the  Boers  must  have  given  a 
tangible  proof  of  submission  in  the  eyes  of  the 
world." 


What  does  that  show  ?  That  two  pa- 
triotic men  of  the  Dutch  race  are  in 
favour  of  the  policy  expressed  in  the 
Queen's  Speech,  and  which,  I  think, 
has  been  cibandoned — I  will  not  say  so 
disgracefully,  but  in  so  humiliating  a 
manner.  Those  men  feel  that  a  great 
country  cannot  afiPord  to  be  dealt  with 
in  the  way  in  which  the  Boers  have  dealt 
with  us.  I  say  that  the  course  which 
you  have  pursued  in  South  Africa, 
viewed  as  it  must  be  in  relation  to  the 
events  which  have  taken  place,  will  be 
attributed  throughout  the  world  not  to 
your  magnanimity,  but  to  your  fear  of 
disaster  and  defeat.  The  noble  Earl  op- 
posite has  himself  urged  that  our  force, 
instead  of  being  overwhelming,  was 
wholly  inadequate,  because,  if  the 
struggle  had  gone  on,  the  whole  Dutch 
race  in  South  Africa  might  have  turned 
against  us.  After  arguing  in  that  way 
the  noble  Earl  can  hardly  claim  credit 
for  a  great  display  of  magnanimity. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBmLEY :  I  did 
not  say  I  thought  we  had  been  mag- 
nanimous. 

VisoouNT  CEANBROOK :  I  am  glad, 
at  all  events,  that  the  noble  Earl  gives 
up  the  claim  to  magnanimity;  but  I  have 
seen  that  character  assigned  to  the 
transaction.  The  noble  Earl  dwelt  on 
the  importance  of  having  one  foreign 
policy  for  all  the  White  population  in 
South  Africa.  I  think,  however,  that 
the  course  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  adopted  is  calculated  to  &us* 
trate  a  union  of  the  White  race  in  that 
part  of  the  world.  English  supremacy 
has  been  admitted  for  a  good  many 
years  in  South  Africa,  and  any  bad  feel- 
ing in  regard  to  it  on  the  part  of  the 
Dutch  Settlers  may,|however numerically 
large,  be  supposed  to  have  long  vanished. 
But  it  will  be  a  very  different  thing  if 
the  Dutch  flag  is  now  to  take  the  place  of 
the  English  flag  in  the  Transvaal .  The 
humiliation  attending  these  transactions 
will  not  be  confined  to  the  particular 
spot,  but  will  extend  to  all  the  British 
Dominions  throughout  the  globe.  And 
when  the  noble  Earl  tells  us  that  this 
policy  will  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  South 
African  Colonies,  let  him  look  at  the 
Colonial  papers  and  see  how  the  matter 
is  viewed  by  all  the  Colonies.  The 
people  of  Natal,  many  of  whom  went  to 
the  Transvaal,  complain  that  you  have 
betrayed  the  confidence  which  they 
placed  ixL  you  when  the  annexation  was 
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effected,  To  be  British  subjects  was  a 
pride  to  many  persons  in  the  Transvaal, 
who,  if  they  are  to  be  abandoned, 
will  have  a  right  to  complain ;  and 
much  the  same  thing  may  be  said  of 
the  Natives.  I  am  very  anxious  not 
to  repeat  points  on  which  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  has  spoken ;  and,  indeed, 
it  seems  to  me  that  the  question  is  a 
very  simple  one.  It  is  this — Is  it 
for  the  advantage  of  the  country  and 
the  Colonies  that  we  should,  at  a  time 
when,  according  to  Sir  Evelyn  "Wood, 
the  Boers  admitted  the  certainty  of  our 
victory,  withdraw  from  a  dominion  we 
have  undertaken,  not  for  our  own  ag- 
grandisement, but  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Seople  of  South  Africa?  I  say  most 
istmctly  that  we  have  no  right — no 
moral  right — to  withdraw,  and  to  recede 
from  the  engagements  to  which  we  are 
pledged.  I  will  give  an  instance  of  what 
happened  in  former  times.  We  were 
defeated  by  Pretorius  in  Natal ;  but  he 
saw  that  we  were  in  a  superior  position 
and  gave  up.  Now,  why  are  we  to 
assume  that,  when  a  General  like  Sir 
Evelyn  Wood  could  have  taken  positions 
that  would  have  dominated  Laing's  Nek, 
bloodshed  must  have  ensued  ?  It  might 
be  that  the  Boers  would  have  retreated, 
and  that  the  English  might  have  marched 
into  the  Transvaal  without  further  blood- 
shed. But  how  have  you  treated  your 
noble  Army  ?  You  have  made  it  stand 
by  while  its  enemies  retired  from  it  in 
derision,  and  in  possession  of  trophies 
snatched  from  us  by  treachery.  As  for 
these  trophies,  it  is  the  fact  that  on  two 
occasions,  by  means  of  the  white  flag, 
the  Boers  have  got  within  shooting  dis- 
tance of  our  forces.  The  truth  is  that 
you  have  caused  the  most  unfortunate 
feelings  among  those  whom  you  sent  out 
to  fight  the  battles  of  the  Queen,  and 
having  given  them  the  idea  that  their 
first  duty  was  to  vindicate  her  authority, 
you  have  withdrawn  them,  and  have 
betrayed  the  people  under  your  charge. 
Probably  this  peace  will  not  be  durable, 
as,  according  to  the  noble  Earl  himself, 
it  is  no  more  than  an  outline  that  ought 
to  be  filled  up.  It  would  have,  been 
better  to  have  advanced  and  to  have 
shown  your  strength  first,  and  then  to 
have  displayed  your  mercy  and  kindness 
and  liberality  to  the  people,  who  would 
acknowledge  your  domination  ;  but  you 
have  adopted  a  policy  which  will  destroy 
the  belief  in  the  strength  of  England, 

Viscount  Cranbrooh 


and  cause  it  to  be  imagined  that  we  are 
afraid  to  meet  the  Boers  in  actual  con- 
flict. Tou  have  spread  that  illusion 
throughout  South  Africa,  and  the  con- 
sequence may  be  bloodshed  hereafter- 
oceans  of  bloodshed,  far  grater  than 
would  have  been  caused  now  by  the 
vindication  of  the  authority  of  the  Queen, 
and  upon  your  heads  that  bloodshed  will 
rest  when  it  comes.     

The  Eakl  of  NORTHBROOK  :  The 
noble  Viscount  complained  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  did  not,  imme- 
diately after  their  assumption  of  Office, 
revoke  the  annexation  of  the  Transvaal, 
and  reverse  the  policy  of  their  Prede- 
cessors 

Viscount  CRANBROOK  :  I  did  not 
say  that. 

The  Earl  of  NORTHBROOK:  If 
that  was  not  what  was  meant,  he  was  at 
a  loss  to  understand  the  criticisms  of  the 
noble  Viscount.  The  annexation  of  the 
Transvaal  was  approved  by  many  emi- 
nent men,  but  disapproved  by  many 
others,  amongst  the  latter  being  severtu 
Members  of  the  present  Gt>vemment; 
and  when  the  present  Gx)veniment  suc- 
ceeded to  power,  they  had  to  consider, 
not  whether  the  Transvaal  should  or 
should  not  be  annexed,  but  whether, 
under  the  circumstances  of  the  time,  it 
would  be  wise  to  cancel  the  annexation. 
They  had  before  them  information  from 
Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  and  Sir  Owen  Lan- 
yon,  who  were  believed  to  be  best  quali- 
fied to  form  an  opinion  on  the  subject, 
and  who  considered  that  matters  were 
settling  down,  and  that  the  rule  of  Her 
Majesty  over  the  Transvaal  would  be 
accepted  by  the  Boers.  In  this  con- 
dition of  things  he  contended  that  they 
were  right  in  not  at  once  reversing  the 
policy  of  their  Predecessors,  but  endea- 
vouring, if  possible,  to  reconcile  the  Boers 
to  the  rule  of  the  Queen,  by  the  grant 
to  them  of  local  self-government,  in  con- 
nection with  the  proposed  federation 
of  the  South  African  territories.  Even 
so  late  as  a  few  days  before  the  oat- 
break.  Sir  Owen  Lanyon  thought  the 
agitation  would  cease  with  the  grant 
of  representative  institutions  ;  and  Sir 
George  Colley  termed  the  movements  of 
the  Boers  ''  spasmodic  efibrts  of  disaffec- 
tion." The  noble  Viscount  bad  not 
endeavoured  to  reply  to  the  answers 
given  by  his  noble  Friend  fthe  Earl  of 
Kimberley)  to  the  speech  ox  the  noUe 
and  learned  Earl;   out  before  he  (fbs 
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Earl  of  Northbrook)  addressed  himself 
to  the  main  question  before  the  House, 
he  would  allude  to  some  incidental  re- 
marks of  the  noble  Viscount.  He  had 
asked  if  the  Boers  had  dispersed  to  their 
homes.  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
not  sufficient  information  to  enable  them 
to  answer  the  question  fully.  They 
knew  that  the  Boers  had  withdrawn 
from  Laing's  Nek;  but  they  were  unable 
to  say  positively  that  they  had  dispersed 
to  their  homes.  He  trusted  they  would 
carry  out  their  engagements  loyally  and 
properly ;  otherwise,  it  would  be  for  the 
Q-ovemment  to  consider  what  course 
they  would  take,  and  they  had  an  ample 
force  at  their  disposal.  The  noble  Vis- 
count had,  to  some  extent,  misccdculated 
the  number  of  the  troops  in  Natal  and 
the  Transvaal.  They  originally  numbered 
3,500,  and  the  reinforcements  amounted 
to  about  9,000  more,  besides  the  regi- 
ments that  had  been  countermanded. 
Considering  that  we  were  dealing  with 
BO  small  a  population  as  the  Boers  in 
the  Transvaal,  the  force  in  Natal  under 
the  command  of  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  was 
likely  to  be  sufficient  to  give  a  good 
account  of  any  opposition  that  would 
probably  be  brought  against  him.  The 
noble  Viscount  had  tried  to  make  it 
appear  that  the  word  ''  suzerainty  "  had 
no  value  whatever.  As  the  noble  Vis- 
count had  been  for  some  time  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  he  ought  to  be  aware 
that  the  word  had  a  very  well-known 
meaning,  and  that  the  subordinate  State 
could  not  enter  into  relations  with  foreign 
Powers  excepting  through  the  Suzerain, 
or,  to  use  the  Indian  phrase,  the  Para- 
mount Power.  This  was  precisely  the 
position  which  the  State  of  the  Trans- 
vaal would  occupy  with  respect  to  the 
British  Empire.  The  noble  and  learned 
Earl  (Earl  Calms)  had,  on  the  authority 
of  a  newspaper  extract,  the  date  of  whicn 
he  had  not  given,  but  which  he  (the 
Earl  of  Northbrook)  believed  was  written 
four  years  ago,  hung  some  eloquent 
periods  on  the  evils  of  slavery;  and 
although  the  statement  might  have  been 
correct  at  the  time  it  was  written  it  did 
not  show  the  state  of  affairs  now.  The 
noble  Viscount  who  had  just  spoken  had 
asserted  that  in  the  arrangements  for 
peace  the  interests  of  the  loyal  inhabi- 
tants of  the  Transvaal  would  be  neg- 
lected. As  far  as  he  knew,  there  was 
not  the  ^slightest  evidence  for  this  asser- 
tion.   One  of  the  main  objects  of  hia 


noble  Friend  in  the  negotiations  would 
be  that  on  both  sides  there  should  be 
a  complete  amnesty  for  what  had 
passed,  and  to  secure  the  entire  pro- 
tection of  the  loyal  inhabitants  from  any 
injury  in  consequence  of  their  not  having 
favoured  the  insurgents.  The  noble 
Viscount  implied  that  he  thought  it  was 
necessary  that  the  war  should  be  con- 
tinued for  the  honour  of  the  British 
arms.  But  was  it  really  the  fact  that 
the  small  actions  which  had  taken  place 
— none  of  which,  with  the  exception  of 
Laing's  Nek,  could  be  called  serious,  and 
in  which  our  soldiers  fought  against  large 
odds — could  so  affect  the  honour  of  the 
British  Army  that  it  was  necessary  to 
continue  a  war  in  order  to  wipe  out  the 
disgrace?  Was  that  really  the  noble 
Viscount's  opinion  ?  If  it  was,  he  might 
tell  him,  at  any  rate,  that  his  opinion 
did  not  coincide  with  that  of  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood,  who,  he  should  think,  had  the 
honour  of  the  British  Army  as  much  at 
heart  as  the  noble  Viscount.  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood,  in  a  telegram  now  before  the 
House,  said  that  none  of  the  actions 
could  be  regarded  as  so  important  as 
to  affect  our  prestige.  To  his  (the  Earl 
of  Northbrook's)  view,  to  say  they  must 
continue  this  war  against  the  Boers  to 
uphold  the  honour  of  the  British  Army 
was  a  most  unfortunate  and  humiliating 
admission  to  be  made  by  anyone  in  that 
House,  and  most  of  all  by  a  noble  Lord 
who  at  one  time  filled  the  Office  of  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War.  He  would 
now  say  a  few  words  upon  the  main 
question  before  the  House.  It  had  been 
clearly  proved  by  his  noble  Friend  be- 
hind him  that  the  negotiations  which 
led  to  the  conclusion  of  peace  were  not 
opened  by  Her  Majesty  s  Git)vemment 
after  a  defeat,  as  was  contended  by  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  (Earl  Cairns) ; 
but  that  almost  immediately  after  the 
outbreak  of  hostilities,  and  before  the 
first  battle— that  at  Laing's  Nek — was 
fought,  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
informed  President  Brand  of  their  desire 
to  make  a  settlement,  ''  provided  only 
the  Boers  would  desist  from  their  armed 
opposition."  That  was  the  real;point  of 
the  whole  question  which  was  now  before 
their  Lordships.  He  held  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  right  to  express  a  desire 
to  settle  this  question ;  and,  so  far  from  it 
being  a  humiliation  to  this  country,  he 
maintained  that  it  would  have  been  dis- 
graceful to  any  Ministry  if  they  had. 
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in  consequence  of  the  reverBes  of  our 
troops,  withdrawn  from  their  previous 
assurances,  and  determined  to  subdue  by 
force  of  arms  a  free  people  who  did  not 
desire  to  be  under  our  rule.  The  noble 
and  learned  Earl  had  asked  how  it  was 
that  President  Brand  was  mixed  up  in 
the  matter.  President  Brand  felt  that 
the  hostilities  were  a  serious  calamity  to 
South  Africa ;  and,  as  the  President  of 
a  friendly  State,  he  considered  it  his 
duty  to  prevent,  if  possible,  the  further 
shedding  of  blood.  lie  (the  Earl  of 
Northbrook)  wishe<l  that  he  could  have 
noticed  in  the  speeches  of  noble  Lords 
opposite  some  concern  for  the  condition 
of  South  Africa,  or  the  slightest  desire 
to  prevent  the  shedding  of  blood. 
Would  it  have  been  right  for  the  Go- 
vernment, after  the  assurances  they  had 
given  President  Brand,  to  have  receded 
from  their  engagement  merely  because 
of  reverses  to  a  handful  of  their  troops  ? 
That  was  the  question  which  their  Lord- 
ships had  to  consider.  The  Boors  had 
unreservedly  accepted  the  condition  of 
desisting  from  armed  opposition ;  and 
the  rest  of  the  conditions,  he  believed, 
would  be  such  as  their  Lordships  would 
approve.  What,  in  fact,  did Iler Majesty's 
Government  fail  to  secure  ?  Did  noble 
Lords  opposite  desire  that  the  Queen's 
authority  should  be  imposed  upon  the 
Transvaal  by  force?  Were  they  not 
satisfied  with  the  control  this  country 
was  to  exorcise  over  tlio  foreign  relations 
of  the  Transvaal,  and  with  the  powers 
proposed  to  bo  conferred  upon  the  Royal 
Commissioners?  After  all,  the  difFerenco 
could  only  boon  questions  of  detail ;  and 
he  had  not  hoard  from  noble  Lords 
opposite  a  single  substantial  objection 
to  the  terms  of  peace.  All  he  had  heard 
was  a  protest  against  making  peace  on 
any  terms,  in  consequence  of  the  misfor- 
tunes wliich  had  happened  to  our  arms. 
The  noble  Viscount  had  alluded  to  the 
speeches  made  by  the  Prime  Minister  in 
Mid  Ijothian.  He  (the  Earl  of  North- 
brook)  did  not  understand  why  noble 
Lords  opposite  were  so  fond  of  referring 
to  speeches  which  liad  done  so  much  to 
procure  the  defeat  of  the  Conservative 
Party  at  the  late  General  Election.  The 
particular  speech  was  one  in  wliich  the 
Prime  Minister  referred  to  the  disastrous 
policy  of  **  pride  and  passion  "  pursued 
by  the  late  Government ;  and  his  attack 
could  not  have  found  a  better  illustra- 
tion than  in  the  speeches  of  the  noble 
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and  learned  Earl  and  the  nobleYisooant 
opposite — speeches  which,  breathed  the 
same  spirit  which  led  to  our  war  with 
the  American  Colonies.  From  first  to 
last  there  was  not  in  those  speeches  a 
single  word  indicative  of  a  desire  to  settle 
the  unfortunate  troubles  in  the  Trans- 
vaal by  any  other  means  than  force,  or 
a  single  suggestion  as  to  how  a  condition 
of  affairs,  due  entirely  to  their  own 
policy  as  Members  of  the  late  Oovem- 
menty  could  be  brought  to  a  satisfactory 
conclusion. 

Viscount  BURT  said,  that  the  whole 
arrangement  entered  into  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  was  one  which  in- 
flicted deep  humiliation  upon  the  coun- 
try ;  and  it  was  astonishing  that  so  manly 
and  straightforward  an  Englishman  as 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afiairs 
should  have  lent  his  countenance  to  it 
The  noble  Earl  who  had  last  spoken  ap- 
peared not  to  realize  the  full  force  of  the 
accusation  brought  against    Her    Ma- 
jesty's Government,  which  was  tliat  be- 
tween the  date  of  the  deliyerv  of  the 
Queen's  Speech  and  the  conclusion  of 
peace  with  the  Boers  a  total  change 
of  opinion  on  their  part  had  occurred,  of 
which  no  explanation  had  been  given. 
Why  was  it  that  at  the  date  of  the  de- 
livery of  the  Queen's  Speech  submission 
of  the  Boers  to  the  Queen's  authority 
was  a  condition  precedent  to  any  nego- 
tiations, while  now,  without  any  such 
condition,  the  Boers  were  to  have  all  they 
wished  for?  Peace  had  been  obtained,  not 
by  a  vindication  of  the  Queen's  authority 
in  the  Transvaal,  but  by  the  surrender 
of  everything  claimed  by  the  Boers  st 
the  beginning  of  the  insurrection.    The 
Boers  had  not  submitted.     They  had,  it 
was  true,  retired  to  their  homes;  butthflj 
had  not  consented  to  lav  down  their  anus 
until  they  had  obtained  every  one  of  the 
terms  on  which  they  had  from  the  outset 
of  the  war  insisted.     As  to  the  questioa 
of  slavery,  to  which  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Northbrook)  had  alluded,  the 
whole  course  of  Boer  history  was  shaped 
by  the  belief  that  they  had  a  right  to 
subjugate  the  Native  races.  They  trekked 
first  of  all  to  the  Orange  Free  State,  then 
to  Natal,  and  then  across  the  Drakent* 
berg  into  the  Transvaal ;   but  wherever 
they  settled  they  had  kept  up  that  insti- 
tution of  slavery  which  tney  nad  carried 
with  them  from  the  beginning,  and  for 
which   they  were   now    fightiiig.     I( 
then,  we  removed  from  them  the  prs^ 
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sure  of  British,  laws,  we  should  only 
be  enabling  them  to  continue  a  state 
of  things  which  they  had,  until  the  an- 
nexation, contrived  to  maintain,  and  the 
trade  in  black  ivory,  as  it  was  called, 
would  still  go  on.  The  noble  Earl  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  he 
might  add,  spoke  of  the  relationship  in 
blood  and  religion  between  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  Transvaal  and  the  Orange 
Eree  State  as  being  such  that  the  latter, 
in  all  probability,  would  have  been  drawn 
into  the  war.  That  possibility  might  be 
80  ;  but  would  not  the  feelings,  he  would 
ask,  to  which  Mr.  Kruger  referred  when 
he  spoke  of  Africa  for  the  Africander, 
and  to  which  the  noble  Earl  alluded, 
have  been  better  met  by  imposing  terms 
on  the  Boers  after  we  had  driven  them 
back  to  their  own  country  than  by  making 
concessions  to  them  which  to  many  ap- 
peared  to  carry  with  them  the  etigma  of 
disgrace  ?  For  his  own  part,  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  the  former  would 
have  been  the  more  prudent  policy.  Sir 
Garnet  Wolseley,  in  a  speech  which  he 
made  in  1877,  speaking  in  his  official 
capacity  as  Lord  High  Commissioner, 
said  there  was  no  Government,  Whig 
or  Tory,  Liberal  or  Eadical,  which 
would,  under  any  circumstances,  dare 
to  give  back  the  Transvaal.  That 
was  the  declaration  of  your  own  Ad- 
ministrator in  South  Africa,  and  he 
would  ask  the  House  to  compare  it  with 
the  words  of  Sir  Evelyn  Wood,  under 
the  orders  of  the  present  Government. 
The  loyal  Boers  had  been  mentioned  in 
the  course  of  the  debate;  but  not  a  word 
had  been  said  as  to  the  loyal  English 
population  in  the  Transvaal.  He,  how- 
ever, knew  many  persons  who,  after  the 
annexation,  invested  all  their  savings  in 
the  purchase  of  land  in  that  country,  and 
he  wished  to  know  what  was  to  become 
of  them ;  for  the  terms  which  had  been 
made  with  the  Boers  did  not  contain  a 
single  stipulation  in  their  favour.  They 
were  numerous ;  some  said  they  formed 
even  a  majority  of  the  White  popula- 
tion, and  it  was  a  scandal  that  they 
should  be  ruined  in  purse  and  person 
as  well  as  in  honour  by  the  capitula- 
tion of  the  Government.  Coming  to 
the  question  of  the  meaning  of  the 
term  suzerainty,  he  pointed  out  that  no 
analogy  coidd  be  drawn  itom  India,  as 
the  state  of  affairs  there  was  wholly  dif- 
ferent from  that  which  existed,  or  oould  be 
expected  to  exist,  in  Natal,  where  homage, 


fealty,  and  investiture  were  impossible. 
As  to  the  Military  Service,  he  could  hardly 
suppose  that  the  Government  were  going 
to  ask  the  Boers  to  fight  England's  bat- 
tles. They  were  told  that  it  was  im- 
portant that  Suzerainty  should  be  pre* 
served  in  connection  with  the  foreign 
relations  of  the  Transvaal.  But  what 
would  those  foreign  relations  be  ?  They 
could  only  be  concerned  with  questions 
of  peace  and  war;  and  what  would  be 
the  use  of  declaring  that  the  Boers  should 
not  make  war,  except  with  our  sanction, 
after  they  had  waged  successful  war  upon 
ourselves  ?  Unless  very  strong  garrisons 
were  to  be  kept  in  the  Transvaal,  stipula- 
tions of  that  kind  must  be  utterly  vain, 
idle,  and  futile.  Nothinfi^  remained  but 
a  bare  understanding,  which  the  Boers 
might  throw  over  at  any  time.  He  held 
that  our  position  in  connection  with  the 
Boers  would  be  much  the  same  as  the 
present  position  of  the  Sultan  of  Turkey 
in  connection  with  Cyprus — ^that  is,  we 
should  possess  the  husk  of  a  nut  whose 
kernel  had  been  extracted.  Keferring 
to  the  Commissioners,  he  said  they  would 
not  be  backed  by  any  force,  and  that, 
consequently,  their  award  would  possibly 
not  be  respected,  unless  it  met  with  the 
entire  approval  of  the  Boers.  But  he 
understooa  that  no  agreement  had  been 
made  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
award  was  to  be  enforced.  At  any 
rate,  they  had  received  no  informa- 
tion about  it.  Alluding  to  the  attack 
upon  the  94th  Begiment,  he  expressed  a 
hope  that  his  noble  Friend  opposite  would 
give  the  House  an  assurance  that  the 
question  of  the  massacre  of  that  regi- 
ment would  be  referred  to  the  Commis- 
sion for  adjudication  and  report.  We 
had  taken  over  the  Transvaal  out  of  pure 
charity  when  it  was  in  an  altogether 
bankrupt  condition;  and  he  desired  to 
know  whether  one  of  the  questions  to  be 
referred  to  the  Commission  was  to  be 
that  of  the  repayment  of  the  £200,000 
which  they  had  obtained  from  the  Im- 
perial Treasury  ?  He  thought  the  posi- 
tion of  the  loyal  Colonists  ought  to  be 
considered,  and  that  they  ought  to  have 
the  expenditure  incurred  by  them,  on 
the  faith  of  Imperial  Proclamations  and 
High  Commissioners'  speeches,  secured 
to  &em,  or  be  indenxnified  in  one  way 
or  other. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  My 
Lords,  whatever  may  be  said  in  favour 
of  the  views  put  before  your  Lordships 
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to-night  by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Earl  Cairns),  and  those  who  succeeded 
him  on  his  side  of  the  House,  at  all 
events  the  time  has  been  somewhat  un- 
fortunately chosen.  There  might  have 
been  some  justification  if  all  the  arrange- 
ments between  this  country  and  the 
Boers  had  been  brought  to  a  conclusion, 
whether  successfully  or  unsuccessfully ;  if 
either  a  lasting  peace  had  been  secured, 
or  negotiations  had  failed,  then  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  might  have  been 
justified  in  proposing  a  Vote  of  Censure 
against  the  Government,  or  in  express- 
ing his  own  personal  censure  of  what 
had  been  done.  But  to  do  so  at  this 
moment,  just  after  the  basis  of  peace 
has  been  agreed  upon,  and  just  be- 
fore the  Commission  is  to  meet  to 
settle  arrangements  by  which  this  basis 
is  to  be  carried  into  effect,  to  choose  this 
particular  moment  to  prophesy  the  pos- 
sible bad  faith  of  the  Boers,  and  the 
possible  want  of  power  in  the  British 
Government  to  enforce  those  arrange- 
ments— to  prophesy  that  what  has  been 
stipulated  in  our  favour  may  never  be 
carried  into  effect,  to  magnify  and  en- 
hance the  difficulties  attendant  on  those 
stipulations  which  are  most  in  our 
favour,  and  to  depreciate  their  value, 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  to  exaggerate  all 
that  is  favourable  to  the  Boers,  even  to 
the  extent  of  giving  to  the  future  State 
a  name  which  has  not  yet  been  agreed 
upon,  may,  perhaps,  appear  to  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  a  wise  and  a 
patriotic  course  ;  but  I  am  persuaded  it 
will  not  commend  itself  to  the  country 
as  calculated  to  facilitate  the  perform- 
ance of  the  duty  of  the  Commissioners. 
There  is  no  better  master  of  minute, 
destructive  criticism  than  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend.  He  has  criticized  the 
terms  of  peace  word  by  word,  and 
has  tried  to  discover  inconsistencies, 
retractations  of  purpose,  changes  of  opi- 
nion. But  the  country  will  not  look 
upon  the  matter  with  such  minute 
criticism.  The  country  will  simply  ask 
whether  what  has  been  done  is  wise  in 
policy,  just  in  principle,  and  honourable 
to  this  country.  I  am  persuaded  that 
the  country  will  approve  our  policy  as 
vrise,  just,  and  honourable,  in  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case.  First,  was  it 
wise  ?  We  have  to  consider  what  has 
been  so  powerfully  urged  by  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,   the  evils  which  would  have 
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arisen  in  South  Africa  by  a  prolongation 
of  the  war.  It  is  not  that  the  power  of 
this  country  would  be  insufficient  to 
meet  the  dangers  of  war  with  the  Boers, 
or,  for  that  matter,  with  all  the  forces 
which  might  have  been  combined 
against  us,  in  any  conceivable  develop- 
ment of  the  war.  But  the  Government 
had  to  consider  the  welfare  of  the  popu- 
lations of  South  Africa.  Nothing  could 
be  more  miserable  for  this  country  than 
to  be  driven  into  a  general  contest  of 
race,  a  contest  with  the  whole  White 
population  of  South  Africa,  of  kindred 
race  to  the  Boers.  Such  a  contest  would 
be  at  variance  with  the  whole  spirit  of 
our  Government.  We  should  have  to 
establish  a  dominion  of  conquest  totallv 
different  in  character  from  any  whicm 
we  could  ever  have  intended  or  desired. 
The  Government  which  preceded  us 
supposed  that  they  had  the  consent 
of  the  great  body  of  the  people  of 
the  Transvaal  to  the  annexation.  It 
is  a  most  difficult  matter  to  judge  whe- 
ther they  were,  in  this  respect,  misled 
by  false  information,  or  whether,  under 
the  difficulties  and  embarrassments  of 
that  time,  a  majority  of  the  people  of 
the  Transvaal  were  really  indifferent, 
or  for  the  moment  favourable  to  the 
change.  If  the  late  Government  had 
not  believed  this,  I  am  quite  persuaded 
that  nothing  would  have  induced  them 
to  seek  to  annex  that  country.  And 
I  am  further  persuaded  that  if  they 
could  have  foreseen  how  utterly  false 
and  hollow  the  state  of  opinion  was  on 
which  they  had  been  led  to  rely,  and 
that  in  so  short  a  time  an  insurrection 
would  take  place,  which  could  hold  its 
ground,  and  beleaguer  our  garrisons, 
without  so  much  even  as  a  counter  move- 
ment or  demonstration  in  our  fiaTOur 
from  those  who  were  supposed  to 
be  well  affected  to  British  rule,  they 
never  would  have  been  willing  to  place 
the  British  Crown  in  so  false  a  position. 
It  is  a  position  which  it  would  not  have 
been  wise  to  assume,  and  which  it 
cannot  be  wise  forcibly  to  retain.  If, 
therefore,  an  opportunity  has  oocuned 
of  getting  out  of  this  miserable  war  by 
a  righteous  peace  instead  of  by  con- 
quest, it  was  right  and  wise  to  avul  onr- 
selves  of  that  opportunity.  And,  my 
Lords,  by  the  terms  which  have  been 
so  much  abused  we  have  relinquished 
nothing  which  it  was  desirable  to  obtain* 
The  terms  were  ours ;  the  Boers  mads 
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overtures  to  us.  "We  did  not  make  any 
overtures.  These  terms  were  accepted 
by  the  Boers,  being  essentially  different 
from  anything  which  they  had  ever  pro- 
posed. They  are  such  as  sufficiently  to 
realize  our  own  views  as  to  what  was 
desirable  to  be  done  for  the  future 
of  the  country.  My  noble  and  learned 
Friend  has  referred  to  the  passage  in 
the  Queen's  Speech  in  which  an  inten- 
tion was  expressed  to  give  full  control 
over  their  own  local  affairs  to  the 
European  inhabitants  of  the  Transvaal. 
My  noble  and  learned  Friend  said  that 
that  passaj^e  necessarily  meant  something 
different  from  the  arrangements  which 
have  now  been  made.  I  totally  deny 
that.  I  say,  with  perfect  confidence, 
that  arrangements  such  as  those  which 
have  now  been  agreed  upon  were 
among  the  various  alternatives  which 
would  have  been  at  that  time  open  to 
us  for  the  purpose  in  view;  we  had 
formed  no  resolutions  with  which  they 
would  have  been  inconsistent.  They 
were  perfectly  open  to  us,  and  were  at 
that  time  quite  as  likely  as  any  others. 
Then  as  to  suzerainty.  It  was  said  that 
this  does  not  mean  sovereignty.  No 
doubt,  the  word  *' suzerainty"  rather 
than  *'  sovereignty  "  has  been  intention- 
ally used,  to  mark  a  difference.  It 
involves,  however,  the  ultimate  prin- 
ciple of  sovereignty.  My  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  has  happily  ex- 
pressed it,  as  an  *  over- lordship.'  Suze- 
rainty means  nothing  if  it  does  not  mean 
that  the  Suzerain  is  lord  paramount  of 
the  people  who  are  subject  to  it.  When 
it  is  said  that  these  are  the  terms  which 
the  Boers  themselves  asked  for,  I  should 
like  to  ask  when  the  Boers  proposed  any- 
thing about  subjection  to  us,  or  proposed 
to  acknowledge  the  British  suzerainty  ? 
Then,  as  to  the  control  of  their  foreign 
and  Frontier  relations,  when  did  the 
Boers  propose  that?  The  control  of 
foreign  and  Frontier  relations  essen- 
tially distinguishes  a  paramount  Power. 
No  war  can  be  made  upon  adjoining 
Native  tribes,  no  Treaty  can  be  made 
with  Portugal  or  any  European  Power, 
except  by  the  authority  of  this  country. 
With  regard,  also,  to  the  Native  inhabi- 
tants of  the  Transvaal,  towards  whom, 
undoubtedly,  in  the  Queen's  Speech  we 
had  expressed  our  sense  of  obligation, 
we  have  made  a  stipulation,  which  at  no 
time  formed  part  of  any  Boer  terms.  The 
conditions  we  have  laid  down,  thereforoi 


touch  the  foreign  relations  of  the  Boers, 
the  Frontier  relations  of  the  Boers, 
and  the  Native  relations  of  the  Boers. 
My  noble  and  learned  Friend  refen-ed, 
also,  to  the  mention  of  a  possible  sepa- 
ration of  the  territory  to  the  eastward 
of  the  principal  part  of  the  Boer  State. 
The  great  mass  of  the  Native  popu- 
lation reside  in  that  territory,  and  the 
European  population  in  it  is  very  small ; 
and  it  may  oe,  that  in  such  a  sepa- 
ration the  most  convenient  means  may 
be  found  of  giving  to  the  Native  popu- 
lation that  protection  which  they  are 
entitled  to  expect  from  us.  On  that 
point,  no  resolution  could,  as  ]^et,  be 
taken ;  but  it  is  certainly  not  from  the 
Boers,  that  the  suggestion  of  such  a 
separation  of  territory  has  proceeded. 
I  shall  not  stop  to  deal  with  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl's  criticisms  on  the 
powers  of  the  Besidentand  the  Commis- 
sion. The  Kesident  will  be  there  to  repre- 
sent the  suzerainty  Power,  and  to  g^ve 
effect  to  all  the  reservations  in  which 
the  Suzerain  Power  is  interested.  With 
regard  to  the  loyal  population,  it  is  stipu- 
lated that  no  person  shall  be  molested 
who  has  taken  part  in  the  war,  or  on 
account  of  his  political  opinions.  This 
is  the  engagement  entered  into,  and  we 
have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  Boers 
will  act  in  bad  faith.  As  to  the  affair  at 
Potchefstroom,  details  have  not  arrived ; 
but  I  know  nothing  in  the  conduct  of 
the  Boer  leaders  which  should  lead  me 
to  suppose  that  they  have  been  parties 
to  an  act  of  treachery,  or  will  refuse 
proper  reparation  for  it«  if  it  has  been 
committed  by  others,  or  that,  in  other 
respects,  they  will  not  act  honourably 
upon  the  engagements  th^y  have  made. 
Beference  has  been  made  to  a  great 
many  loyal  Dutch  and  British  subjects 
who  are  supposed  to  be  in  the  Trans- 
vaal. I  do  not  know  upon  what  autho- 
rity that  statement  is  made ;  but  what  I 
do  know  is,  that  these  numerous  and 
loyal  subjects  were  either  not  numerous 
enough,  or  not  energetic  enough,  or  not 
loyal  enough,  to  rise  on  our  behalf,  or 
to  prevent  our  garrisons  from  bein^ 
beleaguered.  My  noble  and  learned 
Friend  asks,  what  proof  we  have  that 
the  persons  with  whom  we  negotiated 
had  the  authority  or  the  power  to  bind 
the  Boers  generally,  or  to  carry  through 
the  arrangement  which  they  have  agreed 
to  ?  My  answer  is,  that  the  only  per- 
sons witii  whom,  in  a  case  of  insurrec- 
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tion,  it  is  ever  possible  to  nogotiate,  are 
those  who  are  the  actual  loaders  in  arms, 
who  are  the  commanders  of  the  forces 
in  the  field,  and  at  the  head  of  the  whole 
organization  of  government  which  re- 
presents the  insurrection.  To  say  that 
we  are  never  to  negotiate  terms  of 
peace  with  such  persons,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, without  some  formal  and 
technical  proof  of  their  authority,  is 
equivalent  to  saying  that  no  terms  of 
peace  can  ever  be  negotiated  in  a  war 
of  this  kind.  I  think  that  argument 
only  shows  that  as  much  fault  is  being 
found  with  the  arrangement  as  legal 
ingenuity  could  suggest.  I  think,  for 
these  reasons,  that  we  have  made  a  wise 
arrangement,  and  that  on  the  ground 
of  policy  it  is  perfectly  justifiable.  I 
hold,  also,  that  it  is  as  just  in  prin- 
ciple as  it  is  wise  in  policy.  There  are 
certain  considerations  to  which  few  of 
us  will  be  found  insensible.  If  ever 
there  was  a  war  of  an  unhappy  cha- 
racter it  was  this  war.  In  the  first 
place,  these  Boers  were  not  men  whose 
pursuits  or  habits  would  naturally  lead 
them  to  go  to  war.  They  are  most 
closely  connected  with  the  inhabitants  in 
the  Orange  Free  State,  and  there  is  a 
large  Dutch  population  in  the  Capo 
Colony  with  whom  they  are  also  con- 
nected by  family  ties ;  so  that  it  was 
something  like  being  at  war  with  our 
own  flesh  and  blood,  not  in  the  general, 
but  in  a  closer  sense.  If  we  regard  the 
question  as  we  ought  to  regard  it,  the 
Dutch  population  of  the  Transvaal  is 
entitled  to  much  consideration.  What 
were  the  prior  circumstances  ?  Can  wo 
honestly  impute  rebellion  to  people  who 
never  assented  to  the  annexation  ?  Their 
leaders  have  always  protested  against  it ; 
and,  no  doubt,  had  the  Government  then 
in  power  been  informed  of  the  real  state 
of  the  facts  that  annexation  would  never 
have  taken  place.  To  refuse  to  arrive 
at  a  peaceful  settlement,  when  we  had 
a  fail*  opportunity  of  doing  so,  would 
have  boon,  in  these  circumstances,  and 
on  all  points  of  morality  as  well  as  policy, 
utterly  unjustifiable.  IJut  it  is  said,  if 
this  is  our  present  view,  why  did  we 
speak  of  vindicating  the  Queen's  autho- 
rity, and  send  troops  into  the  field  for 
that  purpose,  at  the  beginning  of  the 
Session  ?  The  answer  is  obvious.  The 
Boers  were  then  in  active  insurrection, 
had  given  no  sign  of  any  dispositiou  to  lay 
down  their  arms  on  such  terms  as  might 
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appear  to  us  conaiBtent  with  the  dignity 
of  the  Crown,  had  made  no  overtureB  for 
peace.  We  did,  at  the  time,  the  only 
thing  which  it  was  possible  for  any  Go- 
vernment to  do.  But  when  the  insur- 
gents began  to  evince  a  desire  for  peace, 
the  situation  was  altered.  It  was  not 
only  by  conquests  in  the  field  that  soch 
a  vindication  of  the  Queen's  authority 
as  we  thought  necessary  might  be  ac- 
complished. And  this  brings  me  to  the 
last  question — Whether  we  have  done 
what  was  honourable,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances ?  I  utterly  repudiate  the 
idea  that  we  have  suffered  what  is  called 
humiliation.  If,  when  overtures  were 
made  to  us,  we  had  summarily  rejected 
them,  we  should  have  been  most  justly 
censurable,  and  I  think  none  would  have 
been  more  prominent  in  censuring  uf 
than  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  (£ail 
Cairns).  Overtures  came  to  us,  first, 
through  the  President  of  the  Oranse 
Free  State,  and  afterwards  from  the 
Boer  leaders  themselves.  They  were 
actually  made  before  the  first  of  those 
three  unfortunate  engagements  which 
took  place,  beginning  with  Lang's  Nek. 
I  feel  as  much  as  any  of  your  Lord- 
ships can  do  for  every  disaster  which 
may  befall  British  troops  ;  but  we  must 
not  forget,  when  considering  the  charac- 
ter of  a  disaster,  in  what  circumstances  it 
took  place.  These  were  attacks  made  by 
our  own  troops  on  a  strong  position 
occupied  by  the  Boers,  made  most  gal- 
lantly in  a  manner  to  which  no  fault 
can  be  imputed,  unless  it  be  too  much 
boldness  in  venturing  on  a  very  difficult 
undertaking  with  an  exceedingly  small 
and  inadequate  force.  There  is  no  dis- 
honour to  British  troops  in  the  repulse 
of  an  attack  under  such  ciroumst^ces. 
Were  we  on  that  account,  when  we 
had  received  overtures  direct  from  the 
Boer  leaders,  to  repel  those  overtures? 
We  had  sent  word,  before  Ihe  third 
of  those  unfortunate  actions,  that  we 
were  willing  to  entertain  them ;  but  the 
answer  was  delayed  from  circumstances 
which  we  did  not  understand.  Sir 
George  Colley  waited  for  some  days 
beyond  the  time  appointed,  and  then, 
with  an  inadequate  force,  the  operation  at 
Majuba  Hill  was  undertaken.  When 
the  answer  of  the  Boer  leaders  came,  it 
was  favourable  to  the  progress  of  negotia- 
tions. Were  we,  then,  because  those 
three  attacks  made  by  our  gallant  troops 
under  circumstances  so  disadvantageous 
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liad  resulted  in  disaster,  to  depart  ftrom 
our  previous  intention  of,  at  least,  ascer- 
taining whether  peace  could  be  made 
upon  terms  which  we  thought  satisfac- 
tory ?  The  British  nation  is  too  power- 
ful, and  its  power  is  too  well  understood, 
to  require  to  be  vindicated  in  any  such 
manner.  Was  there  in  the  terms  no 
assertion  of  the  Queen's  sovereignty — 
no  vindication  of  her  authority?  The 
Boers  agreed  to  disperse  and  to  lay 
down  their  arms. 

Eabl  CAIENS:  There  is  no  agree- 
ment to  that  effect. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  The 
words  were  not  used ;  but  the  substance 
of  the  thing  was  there.  They  carried 
their  arms  ;  but  they  were  no  longer  to 
be  used  for  purposes  of  hostility  against 
us.  I  state  it  as  I  understand  it,  and 
I  believe  I  understand  it  aright.  They 
were  to  disperse ;  they  were  no  longer 
to  be  in  the  field  in  arms  against  us; 
they  acknowledged  the  Queen's  supre- 
macy ;  they  were  to  receive  an  amnesty, 
which  could  only  be  granted  by  a 
superior  Power ;  and  our  Commissioners 
were  to  negotiate  the  particular  ar- 
rangements by  which  the  terms  agreed 
upon  were  to  be  carried  out.  We 
dictated  those  terms;  we  thought  the 
terms  sufficient,  and  the  Boer  leaders 
accepted  them.  It  appears  to  me,  in 
those  circumstances,  that  if  we  had  con- 
tinued the  war  we  should  have  done 
excessively  wrong.  My  noble  and  learned 
Friend  said  that  we  put  our  garrisons 
in  the  position  of  hostages  to  the  Boers. 
A  more  ingenious  argumentative  per- 
version of  the  facts  of  the  case  I  cannot 
conceive.  The  Boers  would  have  pre- 
ferred that  the  garrisons  should  go ;  we 
thought  they  ought  to  remain,  and  re- 
main as  in  time  of  peace ;  but  we  did 
not  bind  ourselves  that  they  should 
remain.  To  say,  then,  that  they 
were  hostages  is  an  assertion  purely 
rhetorical— -I  might  almost  say  pre- 
posterous. If  the  circumstances,  ooth 
political  and  moral,  made  it,  as  I  con- 
tend they  did  in  the  highest  degree, 
desirable  to  lose  no  fair  opportunity  of 
putting  an  end  to  the  war,  was  not  the 
course  we  took  honourable  ?    Different 

Eeople  may  have  different  notions  of 
onour,  and  of  shame  ;  for  my  own  part, 
I  hope  I  may  never  have  more  cause 
to  blush  than  in  this  instance.  I  say 
that  to  do  right,  not  when  you  are 
pressed  by  a  superior  f  oree,  but  when 


you  have  already  a  superior  force  in 
the  field,  able,  if  necessary,  to  carry 
all  things  before  it,  and  a  still  greater 
force  coming  up  every  day  to  back  it,  to 
adhere  then  to  your  previous  purposes, 
formed  under  other  circumstances,  and 
to  forego  the  continuance  of  bloodshed 
for  the  sake  of  mere  revenge,  is  an  hon- 
ourable course — a  course  very  far  more 
consistent  with  true  dignity  and  honour 
than  the  reverse  would  hav^  been . 

The  Mahqxjess  of  SALISBURY :  My 
Lords,  at  this  period  of  the  evening  it 
will  not  be  desirable  that  I  should  go 
much  further  into  a  question  which  has 
been  so  fully  discussed.  So  far  from 
thinking  with  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  who  has  just  sat  down  that  this 
discussion  is  in  any  degree  inopportune, 
I  think  the  country,  when  it  reads  to- 
morrow the  luminous  and  exhaustive 
statement  made  by  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  behind  me,  will  have  a  knowledge 
of  this  case  which  it  has  not  had  before, 
and  will  be  surprised  at  the  disgrace 
into  which  we  have  been  led.  We  have 
had  many  accounts  of  the  motives  which 
actuated  the  Government ;  and  in  the 
forefront  of  them  we  have,  of  course, 
had  an  appeal  to  the  Ministerial  con- 
science. Now,  I  have  the  greatest  pos- 
sible respect  for  the  Ministerial  con- 
science, and  I  will  say  nothing  in  the 
least  irreverent  concerning  it. 

The  Eakl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  made 
no  appeal  to  the  Ministerial  conscience ; 
but  I  did  appeal  to  something  far  more 
important — the  conscience  of  the  nation. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY: 
Appeals  to  conscience  are  brought  up 
on  many  occasions ;  but  we  know  that 
whenever  that  important  phrase  passes 
Ministerial  lips  some  great  enterprize 
of  ''scuttling  out"  is  under  discussion. 
I  venture  to  take  exception  to  the  appeal 
to  conscience  in  the  present  instance.  It 
is  very  doubtful  to  me  whether  it  is  true 
that  originally  the  Boers  were  unwilling 
that  the  annexation  should  take  place,  or 
that  up  to  a  recent  period  the  majority  of 
them  felt  any  such  unwillingness.  I  be- 
lieve the  true  history  of  the  conduct  of 
the  Boers  to  have  been  this — that  they 
found  the  conduct  of  their  Government 
wholly  impossible,  and  they  were  threat- 
ened by  very  serious  danger  from  the 
neighbouring  powers  of  Secocoeni  and 
the  Zulus ;  and  they  took  shelter  under 
the  wing  of  a  stronger  Power  which 
could  defend  them.  The  Zulu  War  took 
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place;   Secocoeni  retired;    the  danger 
passed  away;    and  the  Boers    turned 
against  the  Power  which  had  protected 
them.     That,  I  believe,  is  the  history  of 
that  change  of  Boer  opinion.     But  I  en- 
tirely demur  to  the  doctrine  which  finds 
favour  with  noble  Lords  opposite,  that 
the  question  whether  wo  ought  to  be  in 
the  Transvaal  or  not  depends  on  the  voice 
of  the  majority  of  the  Boers.   The  Boers 
are  an  insignificant  fraction  in  that  vast 
territory,  in  which  there  are  500,000  or 
600,000  men,  of  whom  there  is  no  danger 
in  asserting  that  they  earnestly  welcomed 
our  presence,  and  earnestly  regret  our 
withdrawal ;  and  I  suppose  I  shall  not 
hear  from  noble  Lords  opposite  that  the 
small  fraction  have  white  skins  and  the 
vast  majority  have  black  skins,  and  that 
this  circumstance  makes  any  difference 
in    the    equity  of  this  matter.     If  we 
have  been  turned  out  of  the   Trans- 
vaal,  it    has    been    by   the   successful 
armed  rebellion  of  an  insignificant  mino- 
rity.    We  have  had  a  good  deal  of  dis- 
cussion   upon    the    various    phases   of 
Ministerial  opinion;    but  I  nave    not 
been    able,    though    I  have    carefully 
listened,  to  got  an  exact  account  of  the 
state  of  mind  of  the  Government  on  the 
6th  January,  when  the  Queen's  Speech 
was  delivered.    We  are  told  it  would 
have  been  a  great  mistake  in  policy  to 
have  retained  the  Transvaal  by  force ; 
and  we  hear,  not  only  from  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  but 
also  from  the  noble  Earl  who  sits  oppo- 
site, who  appeals  to  the  conscience  of 
the  nation,  that  considerations  of  mo- 
rality are  involved  in  our  not  maintain- 
ing our  supremacy  in  that  country.    We 
are  also  told  that  the  majority  of  our 
White    subjects    of    Dutch    extraction 
would  probably  have  joined  the  insur- 
gents   against    us.     These    are    grave 
considerations;   but  they  were  just  as 
forcible  on  January  6  as  they  are  now. 
If  it  is  immoral  to  assert  our  authority 
now,  it  was  immoral  then.     Tho  ques- 
tion is  no  now  one ;  and  the  Govern- 
ment have  had  ample  time  to  consider 
it.     In  fact,  their  attention  was  called  to 
it  by  a  most  potent  voice.     It  had  been 
one   of  the   subjects  upon  which   Mr. 
Gladstone  most  loved  to  dwell ;  and  we 
know,  in  the  words  of  Mr.  Joubei  t  him- 
self,  that  it  was  on  the   authority  of 
Mr.  Gladstone  that  he  appealed  to  the 
English  people  to  cancel  the  settlement. 
Therefore,  whatever  reasons  exist  for 
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abandoning  the  Queen's  aorereignty  oyer 
the  Boers  existed  also  on  January  6, 
when  the  Government  used  these  memo- 
rable words  in  the  Queen's  Speech — 

**  A  rising  in  the  Tranavaal  has  recently  im" 
posed  upon  mo  tho  duty  of  taking  Militazy 
measures  with  a  view  to  the  prompt  vindication 
of  my  authority ;  and  has  of  necessity  set  aside 
for  the  time  any  plan  for  securing  to  the  Euro- 
pean  settlers  that  full  control  over  their  own 
local  affairs,  without  prejudice  to  the  interests 
of  the  natives,  which  I  had  been  desirous  to 
confer." 

The  Colonial  Secretary  said  it  would 
have  been  impossible  to  offer  the  tenna 
which  the  Government  have  ultimately 
accepted  until  they  had  there  a  suffi- 
ciently large  force  to  prevent  our  offer 
being  attributed  to  fear.  I  can  hardly 
imagine  the  noble  Earl  really  meaning 
to  offer  such  an  explanation  as  that. 

TiiE  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  I  said 
nothing  about  fear. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUET: 
Then  it  involves  this^ — that  for  the  sake 
of  saving  appearances  there  was  a  vast 
unnecessary  treasure  expended,  and  many 
valuable  lives  sacrificed,  which  the  coun- 
try could  ill  afford  to  lose.    You  must 
always  remember  that  in  blaming  these 
terms  of  peace  we  do  not  necessarily 
blame  the  policy  which  the  Government 
itself  have  adopted.  We  do  not  approve 
of  it ;  but  the  one  argument  does  not 
involve  the  other.     Even  if  we  had  ap- 
proved of  your  reversal  of  our  policy, 
we  should  still  have  blamed    in    the 
strongest  manner  your  delaying  to  make 
the  Boers  acquainted  with  that  determi- 
nation until  so  many  English  lives  had 
been  lost,  and  so  much  English  honour 
had  been  tarnished.     It  is  said,  and  I 
think  with  perfect  truth,  that  the  defeats 
we  suffered  at  Laing's  Nek  and  other 
places  were  not  reaUy  disgraceful,  be- 
cause our  forces  were  overmatched.    In 
that  I  entirely  concur;  and  if  we  had  only 
continued  the  war  until  we  could  have 
made  terms  which  were  suitable  for  the 
dignity  and  interests  of  the  country,  no 
one  would  have  said  that  those  reverses 
had  cast  any  permanent  reflection  on  oar 
arms.   But  then  I  understand  the  noble 
Earl  to  say  that  there  is  no  disgrace  in 
consenting  to  terms  of  peace  which  are 
an  entire  surrender  of  the  position  which 
we  previously  occupied,  because  we  were 
a  large  force  standing  against  a  small 
one ;  and  it  could  not  be  imagined  that 
wo  gave  way  to  any  considerations  but 
honour  and  duty.   So  that  we  are  in  the 


317 


South  AfrictH'  {  Maboh  81,  1881 )  Th$  Tranwaah 


818 


happy  position  that  when  we  are  a  small 
force  we  are  not  disgraced  by  defeat, 
and  that  when  we  are  a  large  force  there 
is  no  disgrace  in  making  terms  because 
our  overwhelming  force  proves  our  mag- 
nanimity. The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
made  a  great  deal  of  the  fact  that  we  had 
stipulated  successfully  that  the  Queen 
should  be  Suzer^n  of  the  Transvaal ; 
and  he  exerted  his  ingenuity  and  his 
learning  to  show  that  that  tide  covered 
a  great  deal.  The  noble  Earl  the  late 
Viceroy  of  India  compared  it  to  the 
suzerainty  of  the  Queen  in  India ;  but 
nobody  knows  better  than  he  that  that 
suzerainty  does  not  preclude  interference 
with  internal  affairs.  The  peculiarity  of 
this  suzerainty  in  the  Transvaal  is  that 
interference  in  internal  affairs  is  abso- 
lutely excluded.  The  only  comparison 
you  can  make  is  with  the  Empire  of 
Turkev,  in  which  suzerainty  has  some- 
times been  employed  to  cover  the  loss  Of 
power  by  the  Sultan.  The  most  remark- 
able case  of  suzerainty  at  present  is  the 
relation  of  the  Sultan  to  the  Prince  of 
Bulgaria.  That  I  imagine  to  be  an  ex- 
cellent illustration  of  the  relation  of 
Her  Majesty  to  the  Transvaal — only  a 
suzerainty  over  a  Bepublic  is,  I  believe, 
merely  a  diplomatic  invention.  The 
suzerainty  contains  no  atom  of  sove- 
reignty whatever.  The  truth  is  that 
this  is  merely  a  device  to  cover  sur- 
render. A  Commission  is  to  be  ap- 
pointed whose  decrees  will  not  be  en- 
forced by  any  force  of  troops  whatever. 
If  the  Commission  should  confine  them- 
selves to  the  utterance  of  a  certain 
number  of  platitudes,  or  if  they  should 
make  conditions  which  are  entirely  ac- 
ceptable to  the  Boers,  no  doubt  their 
mission  will  be  successful ;  but  if,  on  the 
subject  of  territory  or  the  subject  of  the 
treatment  of  the  Blacks,  it  should  be 
their  misfortune  to  make  any  decision 
adverse  to  the  interests,  or  the  preju- 
dices, or  the  passions  of  the  Boers,  you 
will  find  that  you  have  set  up  a  mere 
notninis  umbra,  concealing  from  the  Eng- 
lish people  the  nature  of  the  sacrifice 
and  the  abandonment  to  which  you  have 
consented,  but  possessing  no  reality  of 
power.  My  Lords,  it  is  not  for  military 
glory  that  we  regret  the  nature  of  this 
step  or  the  circumstances  by  which  it 
has  been  preceded.  Military  glory  has 
been  spoken  of  lightly  enough  to-night, 
and  one  noble  Lord  had  evidently  read 
the  pregnant  observations  of  Falstaff  on 


I  that  subject.  But  military  glory  con- 
tains in  it  something  more  solid  than 
the  gratification  of  a  sentiment.  As 
long  as  it  is  maintained  untarnished  it 
is  the  security  for  the  peace  and  pros- 
perity of  the  Empire.  You  have  hinted 
m  very  dark  terms  at  the  position  of 
our  South  African  Colonies,  and  you 
gave  us  no  ground  to  believe  that  our 
English  Dominion  rests  upon  that  foun- 
dation of  attachment,  entirely  free  from 
force,  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
told  us  was  the  kind  of  dominion  that 
England  loved  to  exercise.  On  the  con- 
trary, when  the  words  of  the  Colonial 
Secretary  are  read  at  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope,  will  they  not  encourage  the  Colo- 
nists to  believe  that  it  was  fear  of  the 
Boers  that  led  us  to  this  peace  ? 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELE  Y  :  I  did  not 
say  fear ;  I  said  regard  for  their  opinions. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY: 
Begard  for  their  opinions  is  expressed 
in  a  material  sense.  If  matters  are 
really  so  critical  in  those  Colonies,  if 
there  is  this  division  of  opinion,  and  if 
the  British  Dominion  does  not  rest  on 
the  sure  basis  of  allegiance,  you  can 
have  made  no  worse  provision  for  the 
future  than  to  lower  and  depreciate  our 
military  power,  and  to  diminish  the  belief 
which  is  entertained  of  its  overwhelm- 
ing force.  You  induced  Dutchmen  and 
Englishmen  in  the  Transvaal  to  take 
your  side.  You  informed  them  in  the 
stron&^est  language  that  your  protection 
would,  never  pass  away  from  the  coun- 
try. You  induced  them  to  stand  by  you 
and  expose  themselves  to  the  vengeance 
of  their  enemies,  and  you  now  abandon 
them  with  nothing  to  secure  them  ex- 
cept a  paper  guarantee.  It  is  the  same 
wretched  story  as  that  which  we  have 
had  recently  about  Candahar.  Well,  if 
there  should  be  any  material  outbreak 
of  this  difference  of  opinion  to  which 
Ministerial  speakers  have  so  pointedly 
alluded,  and  if  the  races  of  the  Cape 
should  be  ranged  against  each  other, 
and  the  authority  of  the  Crown  should 
be  in  any  degree  called  in  question,  will 
it  be  a  light  thing  that  you  have  dis- 
couraged those  who  otherwise  would 
have  done  much  on  your  part  ?  Will  it 
be  a  light  thing  that  the  Government 
have  told  them,  by  the  strong  teaching 
of  example,  that  when  they  trust  to  the 
English  Government  the  probability 
is  that  they  will  be  betrayed?  And 
will  the  impression  you  have  given  to 
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the  other  side  be  more  favourable  ?  I 
fear  that  the  course  you  have  now  taken 
at  the  price  of  abandoning  a  gp'eat 
Native  population,  while  it  may  extri- 
cate you  from  your  difficult  complica- 
tions, will  leave  behind  a  distrust  in 
your  power  and  a  distrust  in  your  fide- 
lity to  your  engagements  which  will  be 
fatal  to  our  future  Dominion  in  South 
Africa. 

II0U80  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Eleven 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  half 

past  Ton  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
ThuTBduy,  Zlit  March,  1881. 
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MINTTTES.I-.PKIVATE  Bill  {by  Order)—Seeond 
Reading — Guildford,  Kingston,  and  London 
Railway. 

Public  Bills — Ordered — First  Reading — Bridges 
(South  Wales)  ♦  [129]. 

Second    Reading  —  Teinds    (Scotland) 
Land  Tax  Commissioners'   Names 
Alkali,  &c.  Works  Regulation  [ 
Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention  [120], 
debate  adjourned ;  Agricultural  Holdings  Act 
(1875)  Amendment  ['271,  debate  adjonrned. 

Committee — Report — Army  liiscipline  and  Regu- 
lation (Annual)  [123]. 

Report — Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provi- 
sional Orders  (Clonakilty,  &c.)  ♦  [103]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

GUILDFORD.  KINGSTON,  AND  LONDON 
RAILWAY  BILL (6//  Order.) 

SECOND    READIXG. 

Order  for  Second  Eoading  read. 

Mh.  CUBITT,  in  rising  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  he  hoped  he  should  be  able  to 
show,  without  detaining  the  House  at 
any  length,  that  it  was  a  case  in  which 
there  was  no  need  for  the  House  to 
interpose  at  that  stage  of  the  measure, 
seeing  that  it  was  a  Bill  of  the  character 
which  the  House  had  been  in  the  habit 
of  sending  up-stairs  to  bo  disposed  of 
by  a  Select  Committee.  Now,  there  had 
been  so  much  discussion  about  the  Bill, 
there  had  been  so  very  much  corres- 
pondence, sucli  a  great  amount  of  Lobby- 
ing, such  a  vast  amount  of  sensational 
articles  in  various  newspapers,  and  so 
many  deputations  and  counter  deputa- 
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tions  to  Ministers  of  the  Grown,  fhat  he 
thought  it  might  possibly  surprise  the 
House  when  he  told  them  that,  instead 
of  being  a  great  railway  measure,  it 
was  a  very  small  Bill  indeed,  simply  for 
the  purpose  of  constructing  what  was 
called  a  landowners'  line.  Me  thought 
there  could  hardly  have  been  more  ex- 
citement if  it  had  been  proposed  to 
carry  a  line  under  that  House  in  a 
tunnel,  or  to  cut  through  Palace  Tazd 
into  St.  James's  Park  by  an  open  cat- 
ting. It  was  simply  a  landowners'  line, 
and  it  affected  a  not  very  populous  part 
of  the  county  of  Surrey.  For  some  yean 
the  county  of  Surrey  had  been  accommo- 
dated by  three  great  Railway  Companies 
— the  London  and  Brighton,  the  South- 
Eastem,  and  the  London  and  Soath- 
Westem  ;  and  after  those  g^at  Com- 
panies completed  their  undertaking,  he 
believed  there  was  an  understanding 
come  to  among  them  that  a  certain  cen- 
tral part  of  the  county  should  be  neatnl 
ground.  That  neutral  part  of  the  county 
was  a  sort  of  quadrilateral,  bounded  by 
Kingston  and  Epsom  on  the  North,  and 
Dorking  on  the  South.  After  much  oppo- 
sition on  the  part  of  these  g^at  Com- 
panies, and  after  appearing  before  seve- 
ral Committees,  a  line  was  authoriced 
from  Epsom  to  Dorking.  It  touched  one 
side  of  the  quadrilateraJ,  and  might  be 
described  as  a  line  from  Kingston  to 
Leatherhead  and  Guildford,  which  dis- 
trict had  previously  been  without  any 
railway  accommodation.  The  ground  in 
that  district  had  been  particularly  in  the 
charge  of  the  South- Western  Company. 
The  landowners  living  along  that  line 
had  made  several  attempts  to  get  the 
South- Western  Company  to  take  up 
their  grievances;  and  it  was  in  evidence, 
ho  believed,  that  the  South- Western 
Company  had  gone  so  far  in  former 
years  as  to  oppose  every  independent 
line  that  had  been  suggested  for  filling 
up  the  gap.  So  things  remained  untu 
this  year.  This  year  a  change  came 
over  the  scene.  The  Metropolitan  line 
came  down  to  Fulham  on  the  Middlesex 
side  of  the  river  ;  and  the  landowners, 
finding  that  they  had  no  hope  of  obtain- 
ing anything  from  the  South- Western 
Company,  wont  to  the  Metropolitan  Com- 
pany and  made  arrangements  with  them 
to  cross  the  Thames,  and,  skirting  Wim- 
bledon Common,  to  go  on  to  Guildford. 
The  South  Western  Company  met  that 
proposal  in  a  peculiar  way.     They  did 
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not  say  that  they  thought  there  was  no 
need  for  additional  railway  accommo- 
dation ;  but  they  said  —  ^'  If  you  want 
fresh  railway  accommodation  we  will 
supply  it."  They  happened  to  have  an 
Omnibus  Bill  at  present  before  the 
House,  and  they  proposed  to  insert  in 
that  Bill  a  provision  which  would  enable 
them  to  construct  a  rival  line  to  Guild- 
ford. Consequently,  the  South- Western 
Company  were,  this  Session,  promoting 
a  rival  line.  He  believed  their  scheme 
would  be  brought  before  the  House  to- 
morrow ;  but,  as  far  as  that  stage  of  the 
matter  was  concerned,  he  thought  the 
House  would  be  of  opinion  that  the 
South- Western  Company  were  out  of 
court,  and  that  it  was  not  for  them  to 
oppose  the  present  Bill,  but  to  show 
before  a  Select  Committee  that  their 
line  was  superior  to  the  one  it  was  his 
duty  to  ask  the  House  to  read  a  second 
time.  There  he  might  now  leave  the 
question  of  the  South- Western  Kail  way, 
and  he  would  come  at  once  to  one  or 
two  general  objections  raised  against 
the  Bill.  The  first  was  that  a  better 
line  could  be  constructed,  and  that  it 
could  not  be  properly  worked  into  Lon- 
don. That,  he  need  not  tell  the  House, 
was  a  question  which  it  was  quite  impos- 
sible for  them  to  consider  and  settle  at 
that  time ;  but  it  was  a  question  to  be 
fought  out  before  a  Select  Committee. 
He  would,  therefore,  pass  over  that  and 
all  the  other  general  objections  to  the 
Bill,  and  go  to  another  point ;  and  that 
was,  how  far  the  proposed  line  inter- 
fered with  the  common  lands  in  the 
county  of  Surrey.  That  question  divided 
itself  into  two  parts.  Hon.  Members  who 
knew  the  county  of  Surrey  knew  that  it 
possessed  more  common  land  than  al- 
most any  other  county  in  England,  and 
a  great  deal  of  it  was  of  a  very  beauti- 
ful character.  There  was  a  considerable 
amount  of  very  hilly  scenery  there,  with 
natural  woods;  and  the  whole  locality  was 
becoming  year  by  year  more  and  more 
a  place  of  recreation  for  the  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
Metropolis.  Although  he  could  not  agree 
with  everything  the  Open  Commons  Pre- 
servation Society  proposed,  he  should 
not  be  prepared  to  move  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  if  he  thought  that 
one  iota  of  the  beautiful  commons  in 
Surrey  would  be  destroyed  by  the  con- 
struction of  this  line.  If  the  Bill  were 
likely  to  occasion  serious  injury  of  that 
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kind,  he  should  be  among  the  first  in 
that  House  to  oppose  it;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  these  common  lands  would 
be  in  a  very  small  deg^e  aifected  by 
the  Bill ;  and  he  would  not  trouble  the 
House  further  upon  the  matter,  for  this 
reason,  that  he  understood  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  had  undertaken  to  provide 
an  equal  extent  of  land  to  that  which 
they  proposed  to  take,  and  to  make  up 
any  loss  which  the  commons  might  ex- 
perience. The  whole  quantity  of  common 
land  proposed  to  be  taken  by  this  line 
was  only  3^  acres ;  and  he  thought  the 
House  would  agree  with  him  that  a  yerj 
great  story  had  been  made  out  of  very 
little.  He  was  glad  to  see  that  the  Mo- 
tion which  had  stood  on  the  Paper  in 
the  name  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mons Preservation  Society  no  longer 
appeared  there,  and  that  it  was  not  the 
intention  of  the  hon.  Member  to  move 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill.  He  hoped  that 
further  investigation  had  convinced  the 
hon.  Member  and  the  Society  that  there 
was  really  no  ground  for  their  interfer- 
ence in  this  case.  Lastly,  he  came  to 
what  he  believed  to  be  the  most  difficult 
pointin  regard  totheBill,  and  that  was  its 
interference  with  Wimbledon  Common. 
The  Wimbledon  case  divided  itself  again 
into  two  parts.  First  of  all  there  was  the 
commons  question,  and  then  the  supposed 
interference  of  the  Bill  with  the  rifle 
ground.  He  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that 
when  the  line  was  first  proposed  great 
objections  might  have  been  made  to  the 
mode  in  which  it  was  proposed  to  cross 
Wimbledon  Common.  It  was  proposed 
partly  to  cross  the  common  in  a  cutting, 
and  partly  by  a  covered  way.  But  the 
promoters  had  been  anxious,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, to  meet  the  objections  of  the  Con- 
servators of  Wimbledon  Common,  and 
they  had  made  a  great  divergence,  which 
he  would  proceed  to  describe  to  the 
House,  and  which  he  believed  the  House 
would  think  ought  certainly  to  satisfy 
them.  The  promoters  had  applied  to  a 
neighbouring  landowner  to  assist  them  in 
avoiding  Wimbledon  Common,  and  that 
landowner  at  once  acceded  to  their 
request.  The  present  state  of  the  case, 
as  far  as  Wimbledon  Common  was  con- 
cerned, was  that  the  line  would  skirt 
Wimbledon  Common  without  touching 
it  at  all,  and  would  cross  Beverley  Lane, 
which  was  an  approach  to  part  of  Putney 
Heath,  by  a  bridge  of  one  span,  and  then 
would  proceed  under  Putney  Heath  by 
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a  tannol,  the  lovel  of  rails  being  at  a 
depth  varying  from  50  to  80  feet  be- 
neath the  surface.    He  was  told  that  the 
tunnel  would  bo  so  deep  that  no  harm 
would  be  done,  either  to  the  vegetation 
on  the  heath,  or  to  the  drainage  of  any 
part  of  the  common.     He  hoped  he  had 
shown    that  there  was  nothing  to  be 
apprehended  in  regard  to  the  destruc- 
tion of  Wimbledon  Common  as  a  place 
of  recreation.    In  saying  that,  he  must 
remind  the    House    that     Wimbledon 
Common  had  been  already  adopted  as 
a  place  of  recreation,  and  was  no  longer 
simply  the  property  of  the    people  of 
Wimbledon,  as  they  seemed  to  think 
it,  but  that  the  inhabitants  of  this  great 
city  who  had  means  of  access  to  it  were 
also  interested  in  it.     Lastly,  he  came 
to   a   point  upon   which    he   professed 
not  to  be  very  fully  acquainted,  and  his 
want  of  knowledge  of  military  matters 
rendered  it  an  extremely  difficult  one 
for  him  to  touch ;  and  he  did  so  with 
more  hesitation,  because  he  believed  that 
upon  that  point  he  should  be  encoun- 
tered by  one  who  had  very  great  know- 
ledge of  the  subject — namely,  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  the   County  of 
Haddington  (Lord  Elcho).     It  was  al- 
leged that  although  that  line  did  not 
touch  the  common,  it  would  yet  interfere 
seriously  with  the  rifle  practice  on  Wim- 
bledon Common.  All  he  could  say  about 
that  matter  was  that  the  promoters,  in 
the  early  part  of  the  measure,  had  in- 
troduced clauses  which  secured  the  Na- 
tional Bifle  Association,  and  the  various 
Volunteer  Corps  who  used  Wimbledon 
Common,   from  any  interference;   and 
they  had  offered  to  make  further  arrange- 
ments in  order  to  carry  out  the  same 
idea.     He  thought  the  Bill  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  go  to  a  Select  Committee,  so 
that  the  promoters  might  be  able  to 
show  both  the  Committee  and  the  As- 
sociation that  all  adequate   protection 
would  be  given  to  the  rifle  practice, 
and  that  ample  protection  would  also 
be  afforded  to  the  public  who  would 
use  the  line.   There  was  one  point  more, 
and  then  ho  had  done.     He  had  said 
that  he  could  not  venture  to  cope  with 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Hadding- 
tonshire in  knowledge  of  the  Volunteer 
Associations,  yet  it  was  rather  a  strong 
fact  that  the  landowner,  who  had  so 
cordially  met  the  wishes  of  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  by  offering  his  land,  was  no 
less  a  person  than  His  Boyal  Highness 
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the  Commander-in-Chief.  The  Volun- 
teers had  no  reason  to  say  that  the  Dake 
of  Cambridge  had  ever  thrown  cold 
water  upon  their  movement;  and,  there- 
fore, if  His  Royal  Highness  was  willing 
to  facilitate  this  line,  he  thought  the 
House  might  conclude  that,  in  the  opi- 
nion of  the  Commander-in-Chief,  the 
Bill  would  not  do  much  damage  to  Wim- 
bledon Common.  He  merely  pressed 
this  point  for  what  it  was  worth,  in 
anticipation  of  the  arguments  which 
he  knew  would  be  used  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Haddington- 
shire. He  believed  he  had  now  ex- 
hausted all  he  had  to  say.  He  wished 
he  could  think  that  any  appeal  he 
might  make  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Surrey  (Sir  Henry 
Peek)  would  be  useful,  and  would  in- 
duce him  to  withdraw  his  opposition  to 
the  Bill.  He  could  assure  his  hon. 
Friend  that  the  promoters  would  give 
every  weight  to  the  arguments  of  the 
Conservators,  when  they  came  before  a 
Committee  of  that  House;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  his  hon.  Friend  would  consult 
the  interests  of  the  Conservators,  as  well 
as  the  time  of  the  House,  if  he  would  not 
now  persevere  with  his  Amendment.  At 
any  rate,  if  he  felt  justified  in  saying, 
as  a  Wimbledon  man,  that  Wimbledon 
should  be  preserved  for  inhabitants  of 
Wimbledon  only,  he  TMr.  Cubitt)  be- 
lieved he  would  find  nimself  deceived 
if  he  anticipated  that  he  would  be  sup- 
ported by  any  other  Member  interested 
m  the  locality.  He  begged  now  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (i/r.  Cuhitt) 

Sib  HENHT  PEEK  said,  he  had  not 
a  word  to  say  as  to  the  tone  of  the 
remarks  which  had  been  made  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend ;  and  if  it  was  only  a 
simple  small  landowners'  Bill,  he  diould 
not  have  been,  for  one,  addressing  the 
House  at  that  moment.  He  would  ask 
the  House  to  be  good  enough  to  listen 
to  him  for  a  short  time  while  he  assured 
them  that  it  was  not  the  simple  matter 
which  had  been  put  forward  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend.  Twenty-five  or  thirty  years 
ago,  he  supposed,  there  was  not  one  person 
in  500,000  in  this  country  who  knew  that 
there  was  any  such  place  as  Wimbledon 
Common  at  all.    But  those  who  lired  in 
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the  West  of  London  knew  it  perfectly 
well  as  one  of  the  most  beautiful  of  all  the 
commons  of  Surrey.  Some  20  years  aeo, 
at  the  institution  of  the  NationsdBifle  As- 
sociation, they  wanted  a  practice  ground 
upon  which  they  could  hold  their  annual 
meetings ;  and,  after  looking  about  them 
for  some  time,  they  pitched  upon  Wim- 
bledon Common.  Lord  Spencer,  being 
then  lord  of  the  manor,  met  them  in  a 
very  fair  way,  and  gave  them  many  faci- 
lities ;  but,  then,  Lord  Spencer  thought 
to  himself — **  Here  is  a  common  of  1,000 
acres  of  land  ;  I  am  lord  of  the  manor, 
and  I  ought  to  be  able  to  do  what  I  like 
with  it.  I  will,  therefore,  make  a  pro- 
position ;  if  the  neighbourhood  will  give 
me  800  acres  in  foe  simple  I  will  make 
them  a  present  of  the  remaining  700 
acres,  and  convert  it  into  a  park  and  put 
it  under  management."  A  great  many 
meetings  were  held  at  Wimbledon  in 
reference  to  this  project,  and  at  those 
meetings  the  people  who  resided  in  the 
locality  declared  that  they  were  not  pre- 
pared to  accept  Lord  Spencer's  scheme 
at  all.  A  great  many  of  them  thought 
that  the  word  *^  common "  implied  a 
great  deal  more  than  the  interests  of 
the  lord  of  the  manor  and  a  few 
copyholders.  They,  therefore,  opposed 
Lord  Spencer's  scheme,  and  a  long  and 
expensiye  litigation  ensued.  After  a 
time  it  was  thought  desirable  to  dose 
that  litigation;  and  a  special  Act  of 
Parliament  was  passed  in  the  year  1871 
in  reference  to  the  common.  This  was 
the  Preamble  of  that  Act — 

**  And  whereas  it  would  be  of  great  local  and 
pablic  advantage  if  the  Commons  (that  is 
Wimbledon  Common  and  Putney  Heath)  were 
always  kept  uninclosed  and  unbuilt  on,  their 
natural  aspect  and  state  being  as  far  as  may  be 
preserved." 

This  case  of  Wimbledon  Common  had 
no  parallel  in  the  United  Ejngdom. 
It  was  a  common  that  was  free  and  open 
to  all  classes  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects ; 
but,  unfortunately  for  them,  the  in- 
habitants of  Wimbledon  living  within 
three-quarters  of  a  mile  of  that  common 
had  to  find  £2,600  a-year  for  the  pur- 
pose of  keeping  it  open.  He  asked  the 
House  to  bear  that  fact  in  mind,  that 
the  inhabitants  were  taxed  to  the  extent 
of  £2,600  a-year  in  order  to  keep  that 
common  open  for  the  public  enjoyment. 
Now,  how  was  that  £2,600  expended  ? 
They  had  to  pay  in  perpetuity  £1,200 
ft-year  to  Lord  Spencer  for  all  lu0  rights. 


They  had  to  borrow  £5,000  in  order  to 
pay  the  expenses  of  the  law  suit  and  the 
cost  of  clotting  the  Act  of  Parliament 
through  both  Houses.  They  owed  every 
farthing  of  that  money  now.  They  had 
to  provide  for  the  general  management 
of  the  common,  to  make  bye- laws,  and  to 
provide  for  the  maintenance  of  the  com- 
mon. They  had  to  find  part  of  the  police 
of  the  common  ;  and  last,  although  not 
least,  they  had  to  pay  the  Crown  30;?. 
a-year  for  estovers  formerly  enjoyed  by 
the  Crown  tenant  as  a  Commoner  ;  and 
all  they  got  in  exchange  in  pounds, 
shillings,  and  pence,  was  £l00  a-year 
from  the  National  Eiflo  Association, 
and  a  few  casual  receipts  which  never 
amounted  to  more  than  £200  a-year. 
By  the  stringent  terms  of  the  Act  they 
were  prevented  from  inclosing  it  for  any 
purpose  whatever.  Some  three  or  four 
years  ago  the  Eoyal  Agricultural  Society 
were  anxious  to  hold  their  show  upon 
Wimbledon  Common.  They  would  have 
given  the  Conservators  a  considerable 
sum,  he  had  no  doubt,  for  the  privilege 
of  temporarily  inclosing  30  acres  of 
the  common  for  that  purpose ;  but  the 
terms  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  were 
so  stringent  that  they  could  not  take 
the  money  of  the  Society,  nor  could 
they  take  the  money  of  any  other  per- 
son. He  might  mention  another  thing 
in  order  to  show  what  the  people  of  the 
locality  got  for  that  sum  of  £2,600  a- 
year.  They  only  had  two  days  in  the 
week  upon  which  they  could  enjoy  the 
common.  There  was  no  filing  on  Sun- 
days, and  there  was  no  firing  on  W'ed- 
nesdays ;  but  on  every  other  day  for  five 
hours,  certain  rifle  corps  paying  nothing, 
among  them  being  the  London  Scottish 
Bifie  Corps,  had  the  privilege  of  practis- 
ing upon  the  common,  by  which  means 
they  rendered  fully  one-third  of  the  enjoy- 
able part  of  the  common  highly  dangerous 
and,  therefore,  useless.  He  thought 
the  House  would  agp'ee  with  him  that 
the  ratepayers  got  very  little  in  return 
for  their  £2,600  a-year ;  and  the  ques- 
tion would  naturally  arise,  why  were 
they  so  anxious  to  fall  in  with  that 
arrangement?  Now,  he  had  not  the 
least  hesitation  in  telling  the  House 
that  it  was  public  spirit  alone,  and 
public  spirit  entirely  free  from  the  least 
taint  of  selfishness,  that  induced  them.to 
take  the  course  they  did.  They  saw 
1,000  acres  of  the  most  beautiful  com- 
mon land  in  the  whole  of  England,  con- 
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sisting  of  wood  and  water,  and  a  mag- 
nificent open  plateau,  and  they  wished 
it  to  be  maintained  for  the  general  en- 
joyment. They  were  quite  willing  to  pay 
that  very  large  sum  of  money  per  annum 
in  order  that  they  themselves,  and  the 
public  generally,  might  enjoy  this  com- 
mon. Perhaps  the  House  would  allow 
him  to  read  three  sections  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament  which  related  to  the  duties 
of  the  Conservators,  of  whom  he  was 
one  named  in  the  Act.  From  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Act  till  a  fortnight  since  he 
had  been  Chairman  of  the  Conservators ; 
but  he  was  now  retiring  from  the  Board, 
and  should  cease  to  be  a  Conservator  in 
a  few  days'  time.  Section  34  of  the  Act 
of  Parliament  stated  that — 

'*The  Conservators  shall  at  all  times  keep 
the  Commons  open,  un inclosed  and  unbuilt  on, 
except  as  regards  such  parts  thereof  as  are  at 
the  passing  of  this  Act  inclosed  or  built  on, 
and  shall  by  all  lawful  means  prevent,  resist,  and 
abate  all  encroachments  and  attempted  encroach- 
ments on  the  Commons  and  protect  the  Commons 
and  preserve  them  as  open  spaces,  and  resist  all 
proceedings  tending  to  the  inclosure,  or  appro- 
priation for  any  purpose,  of  any  part  thereof." 

Section  35  said — 

"  It  shall  not  be  lawful  for  the  Conservators, 
except  as  in  this  Act  expressed, 'to  sell,  lease, 
grant,  or  in  any  manner  disposo  of  any  part  of 
the  Commons." 

And  Section  36  enacted  that — 

*'  The  Conservators  shall  at  all  times  preserve, 
as  far  as  may  be,  the  natural  aspect  ana  state  of 
the  Commons,  and  to  that  end  shall  protect  the 
turf,  gorse,  heather,  timber,  and  other  trees, 
shrubs,  and  brushwood  thereon." 

If  those  sections  did  not  lay  down  the 
duties  of  the  Conservators  in  very  plain 
terms  he  failed  to  understand  what  they 
did.  He  said  just  now  that  they  were 
actuated  by  public  spirit.  The  Wimble- 
don people  and  the  Putney  people  had 
eyes.  In  that  district  there  were  other 
commons.  They  could  see  the  present 
state  of  Wandsworth  Common.  He  re- 
collected Wandsworth  Common  when  it 
was  a  beautiful  open  space  of  300  acres. 
And  now  what  was  it  ?  They  could  see 
Barnes  Common  with  a  railway  running 
across  it,  and  completely  spoiling  it. 
Mitcham  Common  was  very  little  better. 
The  railway  facilities,  as  they  were 
called;  had  absolutely  ruined  that  com- 
mon. They  preferred  Wimbledon  Com- 
mon in  all  its  natural  beauty;  and  he 
bad  no  hesitation  in  saying  and  as- 
suring that  House  that  for  10  years 
they  had  done  the  best  they  could  in 
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that  way,  and  that  the  oommon  wm 
never  in  such  an  excellent  condition  as 
it  was  now.     That  common,  as  he  said 
before,  was  a  unique  common ;   and  he 
thought  the  House  would  agree  with 
him  when  he  said  that  he  believed  there 
were  flowers  and  insects  to  be  found  on 
Wimbledon  Common  which  were  scarcely 
to  be  found  on  any  other  common  in 
England.  He  knew  an  entymologist  who 
went  down  there — a  working  man — and 
he  could  earn  as  much  as  £  I  a-day  by 
collecting,  in  certain  seasons  of  the  year, 
rare  insects.  They  might  find  there  par- 
tridges, pheasants,  haree,  rabbits,  king- 
fishers, moor-hens,  glow-worms,  and  all 
kinds  of  harmless  snakes.     There  were 
birds  of  all  kinds,  and  he  himself  had 
bought,  not  very  long  ago,  a  live  badger, 
not  one  that  had  wandered  on  to  the  com- 
mon, but  one  that  had  been  dug  out  of 
his  lair  there.     Then,  again,  many  hon. 
Members  of  that  House  would  bear  him 
out  when  he  said  that  the  common  offered 
to  pedestrians  unequalled  advantages; 
it  further  offered  to  all  persons  oppor- 
tunities for  cricket  and  fishing ;    and  it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  these  ad- 
vantages were  given  not  to  the  Wim- 
bledon ratepayers,  or  to  the  Wimble- 
don residents  alone,    but    to   all   Her 
Majesty's  subjects  who  knew   how  to 
behave  themselves.  The  common  offered 
opportunities  for  cricket,   fishing,  foot- 
ball, hockey,  la  orosse,  polo,  quoits,  and 
many   other  games.      It    afforded   to 
equestrians  miles  of  turf;  and  it  affoided 
to  all  the  very  best  of  air,  with  cheerful 
rural  surroundings,    which    he    hoped 
would  be  long  maintained.    Such  was 
the  position  now.     Then,  what   was  it 
that  (had  disturbed  their  serenity  some 
six  months  ago  ?  They  received  a  notice 
that  a  railway  was  coming.     It  became 
at  once  their  duty  to  inquire  what  the 
railway  was;   and  they  found   that  it 
proposed,  as  had  been  done  in  the  case  of 
other  commons,  to  cut  off  some  60  or  80 
acres  from  th e  m ain  common .     It  further 
proposedto  erect  a  bullet-proof  screen  in 
order  to  protect  the  passengers  by  the 
railway  from  the  bullets  of  the  National 
Kifle  Association,  and  he  believed  power 
was  taken  to  put  up  other  additional 
works.     Directly  the  plans  were  out,  the 
Conservators  put  themselves  in  communi- 
cation with  the  promoters.  He,  as  Chair- 
man of  the  Conservators,  called  a  meet- 
ing, and   asked  the  engineer  to  come 
down  and  bring  any  persona  with 
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who  were  interested  in  the  measure. 
He  came  down,  and  they  had  a  four 
hours'  interview  with  him;  and  they 
then  and  there  told  him  that  they  were 
determined,  at  every  stage  of  the  mea- 
sure, to  oppose  that  or  any  similar  pro- 
posal. Nothing  was  done  for  a  long 
time ;  but  when  it  was  found  that  the 
original  proposition  was  altogether  too 
violent,  modified  plans  were  brought 
forward,  and  only  last  Friday  these  mo- 
dified plans  passed  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee.  He  quite  agreed  that  the 
modified  plans  minimized  the  evil ;  but 
the  result  was,  still,  to  leave  a  belt  of 
railway  and  a  screen  which  was  perfectly 
hideous  round  the  edge  of  the  common 
for  nearly  a  mile.  Further,  there  would 
be  a  tunnel  under  the  common,  which 
would  be  certain  to  injure  the  trees  and 
dry  up  the  springs.  There  was  an  old 
well  on  the  common,  which  had  been 
there  since  the  time  of  the  Bomans,  and 
which  was  enjoyed  by  hundreds  every 
day  ;  but  springs  were  capricious,  and  if 
the  tunnel  were  constructed,  those  on  the 
common  would  probably  all  be  dried  up. 
The  ponds,  which  during  a  great  part  of 
the  year  were  used  for  fishing,  and  which 
during  the  winter  were  used  for  curling 
and  skating,  would  be  drained.  And 
then  this  tunnel  was  to  be  a  mile  long ; 
and,  therefore,  it  was  sure,  sooner  or 
later,  although  they  were  not  proposed 
now,  to  be  furnished  with  large  venti- 
lating shafts  thrown  up  on  the  common, 
and  these,  as  all  hon.  Members  would 
see,  would  hardly  add  very  much  to 
the  beauty  of  the  place.  As  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  said,  this  proposal 
had  created  quite  a  storm  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood. Yesterday  they  had  an  elec- 
tion of  Conservators ;  and  it  was  a  fair 
st€knd-up  fight  on  the  question  of  rail- 
way or  no  railway.  Well,  the  votes 
given  to  those  who  supported  the  rail- 
way averaged  600  per  man ;  whilst,  on 
the  other  side,  the  votes  given  to  the 
opponents  of  the  railway  averaged  over 
3,400.  That  was  to  say,  where  one 
person  voted  for  the  railway  —  and, 
of  course,  in  such  a  neighbourhood 
there  were  sure  to  be  a  few  ratepayers 
who  would  be  benefited  by  the  little 
money  that  would  be  brought  into  cir- 
culation by  the  line — there  were  seven 
who  voted  against  it.  As  he  said  before, 
they  had  been  charged  with  selfishness  by 
the  promoters  of  the  railway ;  bat  a  more 
baseless  charge  was  never  made.     In 


this  Act  of  Parliament,  they  excepted  all 
ratepayers  who  were  rated  under  £35 — 
that  was  to  say,   those  residents  who 

Eaid  over  £35  per  annum  took  the  whole 
urden  on  themselves.  Then  they 
were  charged  with  selfishness  with  re- 
gard to  the  working  man.  He  (Sir 
Henry  Peek)  joined  issue,  with  plea- 
sure, on  the  working  man  argument. 
He  never  did  toady  to  the  working  man 
yet,  and  he  never  intended  to  toady 
to  him.  He  respected  the  working 
man — he  was  a  working  man  him- 
self— but  he  would  not  toady  to  him. 
There  were  two  kinds  of  working  men. 
There  was  the  working  man  who  did  not 
trouble  himself  about  other  people's  en- 
joyment as  long  as  he  could  enjoy  him- 
self, and  go  where  he  liked,  and  have 
his  pipe  and  his  pot.  Let  this  man  go 
to  Wandsworth  Common.  He  could  get 
there  for  a  few  pence,  he  need  only  walk 
a  hundred  yards  from  the  railway,  and 
there  were  a  dozen  public-houses  for 
his  enjoyment.  But  there  was  another 
kind  of  working  man  who  thoroughly 
appreciated  the  advantages  for  himself 
and  his  family  which  he  (Sir  Henry 
Peek)  had  described.  Such  a  man 
avoided  Wandsworth  Common,  and 
went  to  Wimbledon  Common,  which  to 
him  was  really  in  the  country  as  much 
as  though  it  was  200  or  300  miles  from 
London.  He  could  get  the  fresh  coun- 
try air  there,  and  it  satisfied  his  wants. 
Working  men  would  come  from  the 
East  End  of  London — they  would  walk 
all  night  in  order  to  take  up  their  po- 
sition, at  day-break,  at  the  ponds  on 
Wimbledon  Common.  The  other  day 
he  saw  some  odd-looking  men,  whose 
conversation  he  could  not  understand, 
standing  there.  He  went  up  to  them, 
and  made  inquiries,  and  he  ascertained 
that  they  were  Spanish  porters,  attached 
to  a  wine  house,  who,  once  a-year,  came 
to  Wimbledon  Common  for  their  treat, 
because  it  reminded  them  of  the  beauti- 
ful parts  of  their  own  country.  What 
did  he  see  there  on  the  following  Sun- 
day ?  Why,  he  saw  a  man,  sitting  on 
one  of  the  benches  provided  for  the 
public  by  the  Conservators,  reading  his 
book.  He  said  to  the  common-keeper, 
**  Do  you  know  that  man  ?  " — he  thought 
his  appearance  was  somewhat  familiar 
to  him — and  the  keeper  replied — **  Yes ; 
he  is  a  clerk — he  comes  here  every  Sun- 
day of  his  life,  and  brings  his  sandwiches 
and  sherry."    The  working  man  had 
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been  quoted ;  and,  what  was  more,  the 
working  men,  or  a  body  said  to  be  fairly 
representative  of  the  working  men, 
waited  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 
Now,  with  reference  to  that  deputation, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Gilders'  Society,  a 
body  80  years  old — wrote  to  him  (Sir 
Henry  Peek),  and  said — 

"  Permit  me  to  say  there  is  a  consiiierahlo  dif- 
ference of  opinion  on  the  suhject  (of  this  railway). 
A  verylarp^e  number  of  working  men,  particularly 
thoso  belonipnjf  to  the  higher  class  of  trades, 
arc  quite  opposed  to  the  ext-cnsion  for  many 
reas(ms,  amonorst  which  may  be  mentioned  the 
want  of  necessity  for  such  extension  (there  being 
more  railway  accommodation  through  the  county 
of  Surrey  than  in  most  counties  of  the  same 
characteristics),  and  the  ample  means  of  reach- 
ing Wimbledon  Common  from  any  part  of 
London  in  less  than  one  hour,  and  less  than  a 
mile  walk ;  whilst  the  plain  fact  remains  that 
the  opportunity  of  seizing  common  land  is  the 
temptation  tor>  stronir  to  bo  resisted  in  the  rail- 
way 8pecuLitor*u  mind." 

These    were    not  his  own  words,  but 
words   addressed   to   him  by  a  perfect 
stranger,  Mr.   Robert  Francis,  the  Se- 
cretary of  this  Society.    Well,  he  wanted 
to  know  why  the  railway  wished  to  come 
to  Wimbledon  Common  ?    The  inhabi- 
tants of  Wimbledon  were  not  against 
the  railway  per  se.      They  had   shown 
the  promoters  an  alternative  plan,  and 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  it 
was  a  better  plan;  but,  unfortunately, 
they  proposed  that  the  line  should  be 
run  through  property  which,  although 
it  was  not  built  upon,  was  in  private 
hands,  and  would  have  to  be  paid  for ; 
whereas,   if    the    railway    could    come 
through  Wimbledon  Common,  the  pro- 
moters would  get,  at  any  rate,  one  mile 
of  their  distance   towards  London   for 
nothing  at  all.     He  hoped  that  he  had 
made  out  to  the  House  that,  at  any  rate, 
there  were  two  sides  to  this  question, 
and  that  this  was  not  the  little  inno- 
cent landowners'  railway  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  wished  them  to  believe  it. 
There  was  a  great  question   involved. 
This  Act  of  Parliament  of  theirs  was 
the  result  of  a  gi'eat  deal  of  litigation  ; 
and  it  had  saddled,  as  no  common  in 


with  a  charge  of  £2,600  a-year  for 
keeping  up  the  place,  not  only  for  the 
benefit  of  the  residents,  but  for  the 
benefit,  likewise,  of  all  classes  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects ;  and  he,  therefore, 
hoped  that  to-day  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  would  be  refused.     It  should  be 
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rejected,  if  only  for  the  simple  reason 
that  the  plans  only  passed  the  Standinff 
Orders  Committee  last  Friday,   whii£ 
seemed  to  him  abundant  prooi  that  the 
scheme  could  not  be  a  well-matured  and 
well-considered  one.     The  Bill  was  oer- 
tainly  not  favoured  by  the  best  class  of 
working  men ;  it  was  opposed  to  all  recent 
legislation  as  to  open  spaces  near  the  Me- 
trupolis ;  and  it  made  still  more  onerous 
the  hard  bargain  made  in  1871.     What 
would  be  the  effect  of  sending  the  Bill 
to  a  Select  Committee?  Why,  those  who 
were   bound    to    pay    already    £2,600 
a-year  for  the  maintenance  of  the  com- 
mon would  also  be  bound — for   they 
were  not  free  agents  in  the  matter — to 
oppose  the  scheme,  and  that  would  add,  it 
least,  another  £1,000  to  the  i-ate  which  it 
was  their  duty  to  do  their  best  to  limit 
There  was  another  feature  in  this  Bill 
which   ought  to  insure  its  immediate 
condemnation.     In  the  new  clauses  jost 
proposed  by  the  promoters,  there  was 
this  singular  provision — that  not  only 
was  the  line  to  be  protected  for  a  con- 
siderable distance  from  the  firing  on  the 
common  by  some  sort  of  screen,  but  the 
Company  was  to  indemnify  all  persons 
lawfully  using  the  rifie  ranges  &om  or 
in  respect  of  any  accidents  to  persons  or 
property  that  might  happen  tlm)ugh  the 
insufficiency  or  want  of  repair  of  sach 
screen.   That  was  to  say.  Parliament  was 
asked  to  sanction  the  construction  of  a 
line  of  railway  in  so  dangerous  a  position 
that  it  was  thought  necessary  to  provide 
for  possible  loss  of  life  through  bullets 
from  the  rifle  ranges  entering  the  car- 
riages; rather  than  wait  another  year 
and  then  bring  up  an  improved  plan, 
the  promoters  were  actually  driven  to 
promise  that  if  anyone  was  shot  on  their 
line  they  would  bear  the  consequences. 
Was  such  a  proposal  worthy  of  a  moment's 
consideration  ?  There  was  only  one  other 
matter  to  which  he  wished  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House.    He  hoped  he  had 
made  out  a  good  case  for  Wimbledon ; 
but  there  was  another  case  that  not  only 
affected  the  residents  of  a  certain  district, 
but  which  affected  everyone  who  went 


England  had  saddled,  the  neighbourhood    to    the  Thames    for    the    purpose    of 


recreation  or  amusement.  The  pro- 
moters proposed  to  take  the  railway  to 
Putney.  It  had  been  determined  by 
the  proper  authorities  to  get  rid  of  the 
old  bridge  and  the  present  ugly  aqueduct 
and  to  build  a  new,handsome  struotureof 
granite,  of  five  wide  spans,  wlwsfai  no 
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doubt,  would  be  a  great  ornament  to  the 
river.  Well,  in  order  to  get  to  London, 
this  railway  must  cross  the  river ;  and  it 
was  proposed  that  they  should  throw 
across  it  a  bridge  at  a  different  angle  alto- 
gether to  the  proposed  granite  bridge, 
and  consisting  of  no  less  than  nine 
arches.  The  Company  said — "  Oh,  if 
you  want  fewer  spans,  we  will  hear 
what  competent  persons  have  to  say 
on  the  subject ;  and  if  they  say  that  it 
will  be  an  improvement  we  will  adopt 
your  suggestion."  Still,  they  could  not 
get  rid  of  the  fact  that  they  would  have 
a  skew  bridge  within  200  yards  of  this 
new  Putney  Bridge.  He  happened  to 
be  President  of  the  West  London  Row- 
ing Club.  He  did  not  say  anything  to 
the  Secretary  of  that  Club  about  this 
bridge  ;  but  within  the  last  24  hours  he 
had  had  five  separate  Petitions  from 
him  and  others  begging  the  House,  for 
the  sake  of  boating  on  the  Thames,  if 
for  no  other  reason,  to  throw  out  the 
Bill.  Let  the  House  bear  in  mind  that 
if  they  did  not  allow  this  bridge  to  be 
built  it  would  be  fatal  to  the  Bill,  be- 
cause the  railway  could  not  come  into 
London  unless  this  skew  bridge  was 
built ;  and,  at  the  same  time,  the  House 
should  also  bear  in  mind  that  if  they  did 
allow  the  scheme  to  be  carried  out,  it 
was  good-bye  to  the  enjoyment  of  that 
which  was  one  of  the  finest  reaches  of 
the  river.  He  was  afraid  he  had  been 
somewhat  tedious ;  but  he  had  this 
matter  very  much  at  heart,  and  he 
trusted  that  his  Amendment  would  be 
accepted.  He  begged  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  on  that  day 
six  months. 

Mr.  BRYCE  said,  he  rose  to  second 
the  Amendment  moved  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  who  had  just  sat  down.  After 
the  able  and  exhaustive  speech  he  had 
delivered,  he  (Mr.  Bryce)  would  confine 
himself  to  one  or  two  very  short  remarks. 
The  hon.  Baronet  had  pointed  out  how 
injuriously  this  scheme  would  affect 
Wimbledon  Common.  He  admitted 
the  great  desirability  of  opening  up  the 
parts  of  Surrey  that  this  Bill  proposed 
to  open  up ;  and  he  also  admitted  the 
great  desirability  of  making  not  only 
Wimbledon  Common,  but  aU  the  com- 
mons near,  accessible  to  the  people  of 
London.  As  a  Representative  of  a  Lon- 
don constituency,  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  the  House  would  be  render- 
ing a  great  service  to  the  public  by 


making  the  commons  more  available ; 
but  in  doing  that  they  must  not  pur- 
chase too  dear.  The  Bill  proposed  not 
only  to  injure  Wimbledon  Common  in 
the  way  which  had  been  pointed  out  by 
the  hon.  Baronet,  but  also  to  take  pieces 
of  other  commons  in  Surrey.  It  was 
proposed  that  if  this  was  objectionable 
the  Company  should  enter  into  an  under- 
taking to  abstain  from  acquiring  any 
common  land  if  the  Home  Office  re- 
quired it  to  so  abstain ;  but  he  thought 
the  Company  should  be  required  to  give 
an  absolute  undertaking  that  it  would 
not  take  common  land  at  all.  The  Bill 
proposed  to  take  power  to  cross  the  com- 
mons, one  of  them  the  most  beautiful 
common  in  Surrey,  to  sever  it  in  two ; 
and  when  that  was  done  its  enjoyment 
was,  of  course,  seriously  interfered  with. 
As  the  Mover  of  the  second  reading  had 
well  remarked,  it  was  time  that  the  rail- 
way sought  power  to  throw  into  these 
two  commons  land  equivalent  to  that 
which  it  took  from  them ;  but  the  hon. 
Members  who  looked  at  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill  would  see  that  the  powers  were 
not  sufficiently  strong.  The  powers 
were  merely  permissive.  They  allowed 
the  Company  to  take  the  lands,  but  did 
not  give  them  power  to  take  them  com- 
pulsorily.  They,  having  obtained  pos- 
session of  the  common  land,  might  say  to 
the  Conservators,  or  those  interested — 
**  We  cannot  get  the  landwe  want  to  throw 
into  the  common — the  owners  will  not 
sell  it;"  and  the  commons,  therefore, 
would  suffer.  He  submitted  that  these 
commons  were  matters  of  great  public 
interest  and  value.  There  was  no  county 
in  England  that  possessed  not  only  more 
commons,  but  more  beautiful  commons 
than  Surrey;  and  they  ought  to  be  care- 
ful not  to  impair  the  respect  the  people 
had  for  them  as  their  own  patrimony. 
They  ought  to  tell  the  promoters  that 
they  had  brought  forward  an  ill-advised 
scheme,  and  that  it  was  incumbent  on 
them  to  show  that  they  could  construct 
their  line  without  interfering  with  the 
commons  at  all.  There  was  another  Bill 
for  second  reading  to-morrow  promoted 
by  the  London  and  South-Westem  Rail- 
way Company  which  also  proposed  to 
take  common  land  in  a  way  that  would 
be  more  injurious  than  this  Bill.  If 
they  did  not  oppose  that  Bill,  it  would 
be  argued  with  some  force  to-morrow 
that  as  they  did  not  oppose  one  they 
should  not  oppose  the  other.     He  sub- 
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mitted,  therefore,  that  the  proper  course 
was  to  reject  all  the  propo»alfl,  and  to  tell 
tliu  promoters  that  they  must  come  back 
next  year  with  better  schemes,  that 
would  preserve  these  common  lands  for 
the  enjoyment  of  the  people. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  *^  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Sir  Henri/  Peek,) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  word 
'  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN:  The  Board 
of  Trade  have  ver^'  car<*fully  considered 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  and  we  have 
also  had  before  us  the  representations 
of  the  opponents  to  the  measure  and  of 
those  who  advocate  its  passage.  I  may 
point  out  to  the  House  that  the  question 
before  us  thip  moment  is  not  whether  the 
Bill  should  pass,  but  whether  there  is  on 
the  face  of  it  any  provision  so  objection- 
able and  monstrous  in  its  character  that 
the  House  wouhl  be  justified  in  refusing 
to  allow  it  to  be  read  a  second  time.  As 
I  understand  the  language  of  the  op- 
ponents of  the  Bill,  they  consider  that 
one  or  two  of  its  provisions  are  of  this 
character — The  first  is  the  extent  of  its 
interference  with  commons,  &c. ;  secondly, 
the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  Baronet  op- 
posite (Sir  Henry  Peek) — that  the  rail- 
way can  only  reach  its  destination  by 
means  of  a  bridge  which  it  is  proposed 
to  erect  diagonally  with  another,  to  be 
built  by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  and  of  a  diflerent  span,  so  as  to 
be  dangerous  to  navigation.  As  to  the 
latter  point,  I  considt»red  it  of  so  much 
importance  that  I  engagt^d  Colonel  Yol- 
land  to  make  a  He2)ort  of  the  facts ;  and  I 
have  received  a  Report  from  him,  and  will 
submit  it  to  the  Committee  if  the  House 
passes  the  second  reading.  Colonel 
Yolland  says  he  does  not  see  in  the  pro- 
posal any  valid  reason  for  refusing  to 
allow  the  Bill  to  be  considered  by  a 
Select  Committee.  I  have  also  received 
a  letter  from  the  solicitor  to,  or,  at  all 
events,  signed  on  behalf  of,  the  Company; 
and  in  tiiat  letter  they  undertake  that 
both  the  direction  of  the  bridge  and  the 
character  of  its  spans  shall  be  altered  in 
accordance  with  the  desire  of  the  Tiiames 
Conservancy — who  are  interested  in  the 
river — and  the  Board  of  Trade,  and,  if 
there  is  any  dilierence  of  opinion  be- 
tween them,  in  accordance  with  the  de- 
cision of  an  arbitrator.     That  disposes 
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of  that  objection ;  bat  there  is  still  the 
more  important  question  that  the  Bill 
interferes  with  the  enjoyment  of  com* 
mons  to  such  an  extent  as  to  justify  tha 
House  in  refusing  to  allow  it  to  pass  itt 
present  stage.  It  seems  to  me  that  there 
are  two  objects  which  all  lovers  of  com- 
mons should  keep  in  view — ^in  the  first 
plcu;e,  their  preservation  intact,  and,  fa 
the  second  place,  to  secure  the  greatett 
access  to  them  for  the  largest  possiUe 
number  of  people.  It  appears  to  ne 
absolutely  impossible  that  any  line  should 
be  constructed  through  what  may  be 
called  a  commons  county,  such  as  that 
traversed  by  this  line,  without  some 
slight  interference  with  the  commons; 
but  I  doubt  if  access  could  be  afforded 
to  such  a  large  number  of  commons 
with  less  interference  than  is  now  pro- 
posed under  this  Bill.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  extent  of  the  commons  in  the 
county  of  Surrey  will  be  diminished  if 
the  Bill  passes  by  a  single  acre.  It 
is  part  of  the  proposal,  I  understand, 
that  where  it  is  proposed  to  take  a  cer- 
tain part  of  a  common,  the  Company  will 
throw  into  it  an  equsd  area  of  private 
property.  It  is  said  that  there  will  be  a 
severance  of  the  commons,  which  will  be 
a  great  injury  to  them  ;  but  this  is  not 
the  fact.  As  I  understand  it,  there  will 
be  an  intersection,  but  not  being  in  the 
nature  of  a  severance.  As  to  Wimbledon 
Common,  there  will  be  no  interference 
with  its  surface,  and  the  amenities  of 
the  common  will  still  be  preserved. 
The  opposition  to  this  Bill — I  will  not 
call  it  a  selfish  opposition — is  on  the 
part  of  the  Conservators  of  that  common 
and  the  inhabitants  of  Wimbledon,  who 
naturally  complain  that  they  should  be 
rated   for   that   which   it   is  now  pro- 

§osed  to  open  up  to  the  whole  of  Lon- 
on.  It  seems  to  me  they  will  have  a 
fair  case  to  lay  before  a  Committee— 
that  if  the  common  is  to  be  opened  np 
to  the  whole  of  London,  the  expense 
connected  with  the  preservation  of  the 
common  should  fall  on  the  whole  of 
London,  as  has  been  the  case  with  some 
other  commons.  But  these  are  really 
matters  for  Committee;  and,  therefore, 
under  the  circumstances,  I  trust  the 
House  will  not  take  the  strong  step  of 
rejecting  the  measure  on  the  second 
reading. 

LoKD  ELCHO  said,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  West  Surrey  (Mr.  Cubitt)  had 
referred  to  him  in  connection  with  the 
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National  Bifle  Association;  and  he  as- 
sumed that,  as  a  memher  of  the  Council 
of  that  Association,  he  (Lord  Elcho) 
would  not  oppose  the  Bill.  Certainly, 
at  one  time,  he  would  have  done  so ;  but 
the  Company  had  made  proposals  to  the 
Association  which,  to  a  great  extent, 
diminished  the  objection  which  they 
had  to  the  Bill  as  originally  framed ; 
and — he  thought  he  could  speak  for  the 
Council  of  the  Association — reserving  to 
themselves  the  right  of  appearing  before 
the  Committee,  they  did  not  propose  to 
oppose  the  second  reading.  He  opposed 
it  himself  as  an  individual,  wholly  irre- 
spective of  the  Association,  and  on  totally 
different  grounds  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Bryce),  who,  he  believed, 
was  the  Cliairman  of  the  Commons  Pre- 
servation Society.  This  Bill  now  came 
before  them  in  a  very  modest  form — in 
the  form  of  a  small  landowners'  Bill 
taking  only  three  and  a-half  acres  of 
common  land.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
seemed  to  think  that  the  intersection  of 
a  common  by  a  railway  was  not  a  sever- 
ance ;  but  he  should  like  to  know  what 
was  a  severance  if  an  intersection  was 
not.  He  was  not  aware  what  the  dis- 
tinction drawn  by  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  was. 

Mb.  chamberlain  said,  the  com- 
munication between  the  land  on  each 
side  of  the  railway  was  preserved  to 
the  public. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  they  had  a  clear 
severance,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
evaded  the  real  point.  He  asked  the 
House  to  reject  the  Bill  on  the  broad 
matter  of  principle.  It  came  before 
them  as  a  landowners'  Bill ;  but  it  was 
of  a  very  different  character  when  the 
plans  were  first  deposited  and  it  was 
nrst  brought  forward.  Why,  as  re- 
g^arded  the  National  Bifle  Association, 
it  took  no  heed  of  that  important  body 
for  the  encouragement  of  rifle  shooting 
in  the  United  Kingdom ;  and  if  it  had 
stood  as  originally  framed  it  would  abso- 
lutely have  put  a  stop  to  all  rifle  shoot- 
ing. The  way  they  treated  all  rifle 
corps  who  had  a  right  to  shoot  there 
was  simply  by  giving  them  notice  that 
they  were  about  to  take  their  shooting 
ground.  In  that  way  they  regularly 
sought  to  override  the  public  interest  in 
a  manner  which  the  Hoose  of  Commons 
ought  not  to  sanction.  The  Hou«e  ought 
to  lay  it  down  as  a  principle  that  Cknn- 


panies  were  not  to  come  to  Parliament 
to  override  public  interests,  and  then  to 
be  allowed  to  bring  in  an  amended 
scheme.  They  had  often  heard  it  stated 
that  Bailway  Companies  would  not  hesi- 
tate, if  it  suited  their  purpose,  to  run  a 
railway  through  St.  Paul's  or  Westmin- 
ster Abbey ;  and  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
in  moving  the  second  reading,  said  there 
was  such  an  opposition  to  it  that  one 
would  suppose  the  intention  was  to  run 
a  line  to  the  House  of  Commons  with  a 
cutting  through  Palace  Yard.  The  Bill 
did  not  propose  to  do  that ;  but  it  did 
propose  to  cut  through  Parliament,  or 
the  intention  of  Parliament,  as  shown  by 
Parliamentary  Committees  and  Acts  of 
Parliament,  because  it  had  for  its  object 
to  cut  through  and  take  a  large  portion 
of  the  lower  part  of  a  common.  They 
ought  to  teach  Bailway  Companies  a  les- 
son, and  show  them  that  they  were  not, 
for  the  sake  of  saving  money  to  the 
shareholders  or  for  some  other  purpose, 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  overriding  the  inten- 
tion of  Jrarliament;  and  then,  when  they 
were  stopped — as  they  had  done  in  this 
case  —  to  bring  forward  a  modified 
scheme,  saying — **We  will  not  do  all 
the  harm  we  intended  to  do."  The 
plans  showed  what  was  originally  in- 
tended; and  what  was  now  meant  was  a 
modification  of  that  original  scheme. 
They  did  not  propose  to  cut  through 
the  common,  but  to  carry  out  the  same 
plan  by  travelling  under  it.  He  should 
give  his  vote  heartily  for  his  hon.  Friend 
who  moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  to 
teach  the  Bailway  Companies  a  lesson 
which  might  save  them  a  g^eat  deal  of 
litigation  in  future  cases. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  should  like  to  say  a 
word  on  the  matter  before  the  House 
went  to  a  division.  He  had  heard  no- 
thing from  the  hon.  Baronet,  nor  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Bryce), 
which  should  induce  the  House  to  refuse 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.  The 
remarks  that  had  been  made  concerning 
its  provisions  touched  subjects  that 
could  be  very  well  dealt  with  in  Commit- 
tee, and  he  certainly  could  not  see  that 
there  had  been  a  strong  case  shown  for 
the  refusal  of  the  BiU.  They  all  ex- 
pected that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Elcho) 
would  say  something  which  might  induce 
the  House  to  throw  out  the  Bill,  because 
he  was  connected  with  the  Volunteer 
movement ;  but  he  had  shown  them 
oonoltisively  that  the  measure  would  not 
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don  to  Portsmouth  passed  fhiough  a 
large  extent  of  common  land,  and  it 
would  be  altogether  impossible  to  con- 
Btruct  a  line  from  Guildford  to  Ports- 
mouth, unless  they  did  pass  oyer  common 
lands.  It  had  been  said,  and  said  most 
truly,  that,  at  the  present  moment,  the 
London  and  South- Western  Bail  way 
Company  had  a  monopoly  of  the  railway 
accommodation  in  this  district,  and  that 
fact  constituted  one  of  the  chief  reasons 
why  he  supported  the  present  Bill.  No- 
thing could  be  worse  than  the  accommo- 
dation provided  by  the  London  and 
South- Western  Bailway  Company  at 
the  present  time,  and  a  little  wholesome 
competition  was  very  much  needed. 
The  fares  charged  by  the  Company  were 
excessive ;  the  stations  and  the  accommo- 
dation generally  were  as  defective  as 
possible ;  and  throughout  the  whole  of 
£ngland  there  was  not  a  worse  line  of 
railway  than  that  of  the  London  and 
South- Western  Bailway  Company's  from 
London  to  Portsmouth.  He  believed 
that  his  hon.  Friend  behind  him  fSir 
Henry  Peek)  had  gained  a  great  deal 
of  unpopularity  by  the  course  he  had 
taken  in  reference  to  the  present  Bill ; 
but  he  (Mr.  Onslow)  hoped  that  unpo- 
pularity would  die  away  long  before  the 
next  General  Election,  and  mat  it  would 
not  interfere  with  his  seat  in  any  way 
whatever.  For  the  reasons  he  had 
given,  he  begged  to  support  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
he  also  intended  to  support  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  and  he  did  so 
entirely  irrespective  of  the  merits  of 
the  measure ;  but  because  he  thought 
the  House  of  Commons  was  a  tribunal 
totally  unfitted  to  dispose  of  a  project  of 
this  kind,  without  first  sending  the  Bill 
before  a  Select  Committee,  which  alone 
was  capable  of  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tions involved  in  it.  As  so  much,  how- 
ever, had  been  said  upon  the  merits  of 
the  Bill,  he  wished  to  say  one  word  in 
reference  to  a  matter  which  was  within 
his  own  personal  knowledge.  Bichmond 
Park  was,  he  believed,  the  largest  and 
most  magnificent  park  in  the  United 
Kingdom.  In  every  wav  it  was  the 
best  park  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
London  ;  and  it  so  happened  that  those 
parts  of  it  which  were  nearest  to  the  Me- 
tropolis were  also  near  to  the  proposed 
line.  A  man  who  was  able  to  keep  a 
horse,   and  drive  to  Bichmond  Park, 


interfere  with  the  shooting  at  Wimble- 
don. [Lord  Elcho  :  As  now  proposed.]  j 
The  House  had  nothing  to  do  with  that 
particular  branch  of  the  subject.  It 
was  said  that  ricochet  shots  from  the 
butts  might  have  some  injurious  effect 
on  the  line,  and  that,  of  course,  was  a 
very  serious  consideration ;  but  it  was 
not  a  reason  why  they  should  throw  out 
the  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Surrey  (Sir  Henry  Peek)  seemed  to  take 
a  locad  objection  to  the  Bill ;  but  it  was 
not  a  local  measure.  The  matter  was 
one  which  affected  a  very  large  number 
of  the  inhabitants,  seeing  that  at  present 
there  was  no  railway  accommodation  at 
all.  He  should  be  the  last  person  to 
Bupx)ort  the  Bill  if  he  thought  the  com- 
mon lands  in  Surrey  were  likely  to  be 
interfered  with  by  it ;  but  he  thought 
that,  beautiful  as  the  commons  in  Sur- 
rey were,  at  this  moment  the  general 
public  had  so  few  facilities  for  visiting 
them  that  if  they  were  not  likely  to  be 
cut  up  or  destroyed,  a  railway  should  be 
constructed  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
access  to  them.  The  hon.  Baronet  be- 
hind him  (Sir  Henry  Peek)  had  not 
shown  how,  if  the  proposed  railway  were 
made,  it  would  interfere  with  the  games 
which  were  played  at  Wimbledon,  or 
with  the  rare  insects  which  were  to  be 
found  on  Wimbledon  Common.  He 
held  in  his  hand  a  Petition  in  favour 
of  the  Bill  from  the  borough  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent.  It  was 
signed  by  the  Mayor  and  Corporation, 
under  the  corporate  seal,  and  it  pointed 
out  that  the  Petition  in  favour  of  the 
line  came  from  every  part  of  Surrey 
through  which  the  railway  would  pass. 
He  believed  that  it  would  be  a  very 
popular  line ;  and  that  when  it  was  made 
it  would  be  found  that  there  was  no  ob- 
jection to  it  at  all.  If  it  were  laid  down 
that  no  railway  should  pass  through 
common  land  in  the  county  of  Surrey 
it  would  be  impossible  to  have  any 
railway  at  all.  The  whole  of  the  lines 
in  Surrey  passed  through  common  lands ; 
from  Wimbledon  to  Guildford,  from 
Guildford  to  Aldorshot,  and  all  through 
the  county  there  was  one  succession  of 
common  lands.  If  they  were  to  pay 
any  attention  to  the  sentimental  idea 
that  they  were  not  to  interfere  with  the 
common  lands  which  now  existed  in  the 
country,  in  future  it  would  be  impossible 
to  construct  a  new  railway  in  Surrey.  At 
the  present  moment,  the  line  from  Lon- 
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when  he  got  there  found  it  almost  a  soli- 
tude, the  best  parts  of  it  being  almost 
entirely  shut  out  from  the  inhabitants  of 
London,   owing  to  the  absence  of  the 
means  of  getting  there.     In  Bichmond 
Park  there  were  miles  and  miles  of  the 
most  magnificent  country  scenery,  full 
of  woods  and  dales,  and  trees  and  ferns, 
and  everything  which  made  rural  scenery 
enjoyable ;  but,  owing  to  the  absence  of 
railway  facilities,  the  park  was  compara- 
tively unused.      At   present    the    only 
means  the  inhabitants  of  London  pos- 
sessed of    getting  to   Hichmond  Park 
was   by  going  down   to  Hichmond  by 
rail  or    river;   and  then   they  had   to 
walk  through  the  town,  and  travel  for  a 
mile  and  a-half,  before  they  reached  the 
farther   end.      He   felt  certain  that  if 
railway  accommodation  were  provided 
in  such  a  way  that  there  could  be  no 
insuperable  objection  raised,  the  inhabi- 
tants of  London  would  highly  appreciate 
the  privilege  of  obtaining  free  access  to 
Bichmond  Park  at  the  near  end  about  | 
Bobin  Hood's  Gate. 

Mb.  BRODEICK  said,  he  simply  de- 
sired to  answer  one  of  the  points  which 
had  been  raised  in  the  course  of  the 
debate.  An  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Bryce)  suggested  that  the  Bill  should  be 
deferred  for  a  year.  Now,  on  behalf  of 
his  constituents,  who  were  deeply  in- 
terested in  the  matter,  he  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
ventured  to  protest  against  any  delay 
whatever.  The  proposed  railway  would 
be  22  miles  long,  and  in  almost  the  whole 
of  the  district  through  which  it  passed  it 
was  not  opposed  in  the  slightest  degree, 
and  the  objections  which  had  been  urged 
to  it  in  respect  of  Wimbledon  did  not  apply. 
He,  therefore,  hoped  that  the  House 
would  agree  to  send  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee,  who  would  carefully  inquire 
into  the  whole  merits  of  the  case. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  275  ;  Noes 
49 :  Majority  226.— (Div.  List,  No.  172.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read   a  second   time,  and   com' 
mitted. 


Wednesday  next  be  discharged,  and  that 
the  Bill  be  referred  to  the  Examiners  of 
Petitions  for  Private  Bills,  said,  that  he 
made  this  Motion  in  conformity  with  the 
established  practice  of  the  House ;  but  in 
doing  so  he  wished  to  call  attention  to  the 
inconvenience  and  hardship  which  the 
practice  inflicted  upon  private  Members. 
When  a  Bill  was  referred  in  this  way  to  the 
Examiners  of  Private  Bills  it  necessarily 
lost  its  place  on  the  Paper  for  second 
reading;  and,  as  the  House  was  aware, 
it  was  almost  impossible  to  get  a  Bill  to 
a  second  reading  unless  the  Member  in 
charge  of  it  balloted  for  a  day  on  the 
first  night  of  the  Session.  If  he  was 
successful  in  obtaining  an  early  day,  and 
the  Bill  afiPected  any  particular  locality, 
or  appeared  to  affect  any  rights  of  private 
bodies,  it  then  became  necessary  to  refer 
th  Bill  to  the  Examiners,  and  he  lost  the 
day  he  had  obtained.  This  happened 
even  though  the  Examiners  might  ulti- 
mately hold  that  the  Bill  was  entirely  a 
public  one.  It  thus  became  practically 
I  impossible  for  a  private  Member  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  with  a  prospect  of  getting  it 
read  a  second  time,  however  important 
it  might  be,  if  it  became  necessary  to 
refer  it  to  the  Examiners.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  see  its  way  to  modifying 
the  existing  practice  by  a  new  Standing 
Order,  which  he  hoped  to  be  able  to 
propose,  dealing  with  this  inconvenience, 
and  permitting  a  Bill  referred  under 
such  circumstances  to  the  Examiners,  to 
retain  its  place  on  the  Order  Book  for 
second  reading.  He  might  add  that 
the  difficulty  became  greater  by  the 
application  of  the  half-past  12  o'clock 
Bule. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Order  for  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Bill  upon  Wednesday  next  be  discharged, 
and  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  the  Examiners 
of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills." — {^Mr,  Bryee,') 


LONDON  CITY  (PAROCHIAL  CHARI- 
TIES) BILL  (*y  Order,) 

SECOND  RSADnrO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  bryce,  in  moving  that  the  Order 
for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  upon 


Mb.  pell  hoped  he  might  he  allowed 
to  say  a  word  upon  the  suhject.  He 
would  not  take  up  the  time  of  the  House 
hy  commenting  upon  the  reference  of  the 
Bill  to  the  Examiners ;  hut  he  could  not 
let  the  opportunity  pass  of  calling  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  the  im- 
portance of  the  measure,  and  of  express- 
ing a  hope  that  if  the  Bill  came  forward 
too  late  to  be  fully  considered  this  Ses- 
sion, the  Government  would,  at  the 
earliest  time  at  their  disposal,  take  up 
this  important  matter,  with  a  view  of 
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giving  effect  by  legislation  to  the  views 
of  the  Boyal  Commissioners. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Leave  given  to  the  Examiners  to  sit 
and  proceed  forthwith. 

QUESTION  S. 

rROTECTION  OF  rEKSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881-AR- 
RESTS— KlL:^rAiyHAM  GAOL. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
How  many  town  councillors,  members 
of  poor  law  boards,  and  students  of  the 
learned  professions  are  now  imprisoned 
in  Kilmainham  under  the  Protection  of 
Person  and  Property  (Ireland)  Act  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that,  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ire- 
land) Act,  it  was  his  duty  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  a  list  of  all  2)6r8()n8  arrested 
under  it,  and  by  help  of  that  list  the 
hon.  Member  would  be  able  to  obtain 
the  information  he  desired. 

POST   OFFICE   ACT,    1837— DETENTION 
AND  OPENING  OF  LETTERS. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  Wliethor,  in  the 
case  of  duly  prepaid  private  letters 
stoj^pcd,  opened,  and  read  by  the  Post 
Office  authorities,  by  virtue  of  a  warrant 
from  the  Secretary  of  State,  or  other- 
wise, it  is  usual  to  prevent  tlio  commu- 
nications from  reaching  their  intended 
destination,  and  to  return  thorn  as  **  Re- 
turned Paid  Letters"  to  the  writers, 
without  any  explanation  or  reason  for 
their  stoppage;  wliether,  on  or  about 
the  13th  instant,  a  duly  prepaid  letter, 
addressed  to  a  young  lady  residing  at 
AVest  End  Park,  Harrogate,  was,  by 
authority  of  a  special  warrant  from  Her 
IMajesty's  Principal  Secretary  of  State, 
or  otherwise,  stopped,  opened,  and  read 
by  the  Post  Office  authorities,  and  by 
them  returned  to  the  writer  as  a  "Re- 
turned Paid  Letter,"  without  any  ex- 
planation of  such  proceeding  on  their 
part;  whether,  on  or  about  the  same 
date,  a  letter  addressed  to  a  young  lady 
in  a  boarding  school  at  Haverstock  Hill 
was  in  a  like  manner  stopped,  opened, 
perused,  and  returned  as  a  "  Ileturned 
Paid  Letter"  to  the  writer  by  the  Post 
Office  authorities,  without  any  explana- 

Mr,  Pell 


tion  of  their  condnot ;  and,  whether  it  is 
a  fact  that  in  each  case  it  was  dimorered 
that  the  communication  so  intercepted 
by  the  authorities  was  from  a  yoiing 
lady  in  Ireland  inclosing:  a  spray  d 
Shamrocks  to  a  former  schoolfellow  in 
one  case,  and  to  the  writer's  sister  in  the 
other;  and,  whether  it  is  not  possible 
that,  since  the  Home  Secretary  has  been 
reported  to  have  opened  letters,  dis- 
honest letter  carriers  had  availed  them- 
selves of  the  opportunity  of  opening 
them  also,  thinking  that  the  recipienti 
would  imagine  it  had  been  done  by  the 
Home  Secretarv? 

Mr.  FAWCETT  :  Sir,  T  need  scarcely 
say  that  the  two  letters  referred  to  in  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
were  not  opened  by  a  warrant  from  the 
Secretary  of  State.  I  find,  on  inquiryr 
that  the  explanation  of  the  matter  is  sim- 
ply as  follows  : — On  St.  Patrick's  Day,  a 
great  number  of  letters  are  always  sent 
containing  shamrock.  The  two  letters 
referred  to  in  the  Question  contained 
shamrock  in  such  a  wet  condition  that 
the  moisture  came  through  and  injured 
the  other  letters.  The  course  was  then 
taken  which  is  always  followed  when  a 
letter  is  in  such  a  condition  that  it  can- 
not be  forwarded  without  damage  to  the 
other  correspondence.  These  letters  were 
sent  to  the  Returned  Letter  Office.  They 
were,  of  course,  not  read,  but  treated  in 
the  same  way  as  letters  which  are  sent 
to  the  Returned  Letter  Office  to  be  re- 
turned to  the  writers  in  consequence  of 
insufficient  address  or  other  cause.  I 
tliink,  however,  it  might  be  better,  and 
would  probably  cause  less  inconvenience, 
if,  under  similar  circumstances  in  the 
future,  letters  thus  detained  are  for- 
warded to  their  destination  instead  of 
being  returned  to  the  writers.  Through 
an  inadvertence  the  letters  in  question 
were  returned  to  the  writer  endorsed 
with  the  word  **  shamrock,"  instead  of 
with  the  words  "damp  shamrock  with- 
drawn," which  would  have  explained  the 
cause  of  the  detention. 

CKIMIXAL    LAW  — ARREST     OF    THE 
EDITOR   OF  TUE  "  FREIHEIT." 

Mr.  GREGORY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Wliether  he  is  aware  that  a  paper  called 
"  Freiheit  "  is  printed  and  published  in 
liondon,  in  which  paper  the  assassina- 
tion of  the  late  Czar  of  Russia  is  justified 
and  approved,  and  in  which  the  destruo- 


845  Criminal  Zaw^ArrMi  of  [Maboh  81,  1881 }  the  Hdttor  of  the  **  Fr&ihnV'  846 


tion  of  other  sovereigns  of  Europe  is 
suggested ;  and,  if  he  will  consider  whe- 
ther such  a  publication  is  consistent  with 
our  International  obligations  to  friendly 
States  or  the  Law  of  this  Country  ?  He 
desired  to  explain  that,  since  placing 
this  Question  upon  the  Paper,  he  had 
ascertained  that  proceedings  had  been 
taken  against  the  editor  of  the  paper 
referred  to 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked,  Whether  it  was  true  that  the 
editor  of  the  Freiheit  was  arrested  yes- 
terday, under  a  warrant  charging  him 
with  inciting  the  people  of  a  foreign 
State  to  sedition  and  rebellion  ;  and  that 
his  money,  his  watch,  his  bank  book, 
and  his  letters  were  taken  from  him  ;  if 
so,  by  whom  the  warrant  for  his  arrest 
was  issued,  and  whether  the  warrant 
authorized  such  rigorous  treatment,  and 
under  what  law  or  statute  the  arrest  was 
made,  and  under  what  law  or  statute  the 
police  were  justified  in  forcibly  ejecting 
the  compositors  fi*om  the  premises,  in 
taking  possession  of  the  keys,  and  in 
shutting  up  the  premises  ? 

Mr.  J.  CO  WEN  inquired,  Whether 
the  prosecution  of  the  editor  of  the 
Freihett  had  been  undertaken  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  at  the  request  or 
suggestion  of  any  foreign  Qovemment  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Sir,  I 
will  first  answer  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Sussex  (Mr.  Gregory). 
The  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has  necessarily  been  directed  to  the 
article  referred  to.  It  has  been  repro- 
duced with  more  or  less  detail  in  most 
of  the  English  and  foreign  newspapers. 
Its  revolting  character  is  universally 
known,  and  it  seemed  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  impossible  to  ignore  it.  I 
hold  in  my  hand  a  translation  of  that 
article,  and  I  am  afraid  I  must  shock 
the  House  by  reading  one  or  two  sen- 
tences from  it.  In  this  article  there  is 
no  circumstance  of  bestial  ferocity  ab- 
sent. After  describing  with  exultation 
the  assassination  of  the  Czar,  it  pro- 
ceeds— 

"  Triumph,  triamph !  .  .  .  The  Emperor  of 
BuBsia  is  no  more  .  .  .  One  of  those  brave 
young  men  who  produced  the  revolutionary 
movement  in  Russia,  Rousakoff — with  reverence 
be  his  name  uttered — threw  a  dynamite  bomb 
under  the  despot's  carriage,  which,  indeed,  did 
CTeat  damage  to  the  conveyance  and  to  its 
immediate  neighbourhood,  but  left  the  crowned 
murderous  thief  uninjured.  .  .  .  Then  flew 
another  bomb.    It  fell  at  the  despot's  feet, 


shattered  his  legs,  ripped  open  his  belly,  and 
caused  many  wounds  and  deaths  among  the 
surrounding  military  and  ciWl  Cossacks.  Those 
who  witnessed  the  scene  were  paralyzed,  but 
the  energetic  bomb-thrower  retained  his  com- 
posure and  happily  succeeded  in  escaping.  The 
Emperor  was  conveyed  to  his  palace,  where  for 
an  hour  and  a-half  ho  was  able,  amid  horrible 
Bufiferings,  to  meditate  on  his  guilty  life.  At 
last  ho  died — as  a  dog  dies.  .  .  .  For  three 
years  has  many  a  shot  whistled  past  the  ears  of 
these  monsters  without — except  in  Nobiling's 
attempt — hurting  a  hair  of  their  heads.  .  .  . 
The  other  rabble,  too,  which  in  various  coun- 
tries pull  the  wires  of  Government  mechanism 
for  the  ruling  classes,  experienced  a  powerful 
*  moral  delirium  *  and  melted  in  tears  of  confes- 
sion, whether  they  were  mere  head  lackeys  on 
the  steps  of  the  Imperial  Throne,  or  Republican 
'regulation  bandits*  of  the  first  class.  The 
whimpering  was  no  less  in  France,  in  Switzer- 
land, and  America  than  in  Montenegro  or 
Qreoce.  A  Gambetta  caused  the  adjournment 
of  the  Chambers  and  thereby  put  an  insult  on 
France.  The  leaders  of  the  ruling  classes  see 
in  the  successful  destruction  of  an  autocrat  more 
than  a  mere  act  of  homicide.  They  are  in  face 
of  a  successful  attack  upon  authority  as  such. 
They  all  know  at  the  same  time  that  every  suc- 
cess has  the  wonderful  power  of  instilling  re- 
spect, but  of  inciting  to  imitation.  Hence  they 
are  trembling,  from  Constantinople  to  Wash- 
ington, for  their  long  forfeit  heads.  .  .  . 
What  we  might  at  any  rate  complain  of  is  that 
so-called  tyrannicide  happens  so  seldom.  If 
only  a  single  crowned  wretch  were  disposed  of 
every  month  in  a  short  time  no  one  would  any 
more  care  to  play  the  Monarch.  .  .  .  Indeed, 
we  might  actually  wish  that  it  should  so  turn 
out,  for  nre  hate  the  hypocritical  mock-liberal 
Monarch  no  less  than  the  despots  aana  phrase^ 
because  the  former,  perhaps,  have  greater  power 
of  retarding  the  development  of  civilization 
than  the  latter.  .  .  .  Meanwhile,  be  this  as 
it  may,  *  the  throw  was  good,'  and  we  hope  that 
it  was  not  the  last." 

In  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment it  would  he  a  grave  error  to  regard 
this  matter  solely,  or  even  principally, 
from  an  international  point  of  view.  It 
is  not  so  much  as  an  ofiPence  against 
foreign  Governments,  hut  as  a  domestic 
crime,  that  such  publications  should  he 
dealt  with.  They  constitute  a  gross  and 
flagrant  hreach  of  our  puhlic  morals. 
Incitements  to  murder,  whether  levelled 
against  princes  or  peasants,  against 
citizens  or  strangers,  are  like  obscene 
lihels;  they  attack  the  foundations  of 
civil  society  and  shock  the  conscience  of 
mankind.  No  Government,  which  de- 
sires to  do  its  duty  to  the  society  with 
whose  safety  it  is  charged,  can  tolerate 
the  open  advocacy  of  atrocious  crimes. 
Those  who  are  justly  jealous  of  the 
rights  of  asylum  will  be  the  first  to 
demand  the  punishment  of  its  monstrous 
abuse;  which;  if  permitted;  would  de« 
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stroy  the  privilege.  The  refuge  of  a  free  i  question  of  the  name  of  the  Transraa^ 

State  is  not  to  be  converted  into  a  pro- ,  State,  due  regard  being  had  to  all  rele- 

paganda  of    assassination,   whether  at    vant  circumstances. 

home  or  abroad.     It  is  for  these  recwons 

that  Her  !^^ajesty's  Government  have 

determined  that  the  persons  responsible 

for   this   infamous  outrage   should   be 

dealt    with    according  to    law.      That 

answers   the  Question,  I  think,  of  the 

noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock       ,,   ,    -         ,  ,,      .     ^,      ,,  _,        „    , 

(Lord  Randolph  Churchill).    This  pro-    called  to  a  letter  m  the  'Times"  of 

secution  is  instituted  upon  the  authority    -^-^-^^-^     «*^^'"''    thRt    ih^    i7fififM 


THE    SUEZ    CAXAL    COMPAXY  — THE 
BRITISH  SHARES. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (for  Mr.  Brad- 
LAUGu)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,   If  his    attention    has   been 


Saturday,    stating    that    the    176,602 
shares    in    the  Suez  Canal  Company, 
purchased  by  the  late  Qovemment  m 
1875,  have  now  a  price  of  **  78,"  showine 
*•  the  handsome  profit  of  £10,242,916  ;^ 
whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  176,602 
shares  so  purchased  had  their  interest 
coupons  detached  prior  to  such  purchase; 
and,  whether  such  shares  are  not  abso- 
lutely unsaleable  at  any  profit  what- 
ever? 
Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON  asked 
to^be  "laid 'before  the    Officers  of  the  I  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  his 
Grown  '  attention  has  been  called  to  the  enormous 

LoR^)   RANDOLPH    CHURCHILL  !  rise  during  the  last  few  years  in  the 


of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I 
directed  the  matter  some  days  ago  to  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Solicitors  to 
the  Treasury,  who  have  taken,  I  sup- 
pose, the  ordinary  steps  which  are  pro- 
per in  such  circumstances.  In  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
J.  Cowen),  I  have  to  say  that,  as  soon  as 
this  article  came  to  my  knowledge,  with- 
out any  instigation  from  any  foreign 
Gt)vernment,  I  immediately  directed  it  j 


asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  under 
what  statute  the  editor  was  searched, 
his  money  and  watch  taken  from  him, 
and  the  compositors  ejected  from  the 
premises  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  informed  of 
that  when  the  indictment  was  pre- 
ferred 

Lord  RANDOLrH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  considered  tliat  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  bound  to  answer  the 
Question  in  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
would  repeat  it  to-morrow. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL 
(POLITICAL  AFFAIRS). 

Mr.  WODEHOUSE  asked  the  Under 
Secretar}'  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  AVhe- 
ther  the  Transvaal  State  will  be  desig- 
nated as  **the  South  African  Republic," 
when  under  the  suzerainty  of  the  British 
Crown ;  and,  whether  the  reserved  con- 
trol of  its  relations  with  Foreign  Powers 
will  include  the  control  of  its  rela- 
tions with  independent  chiefs  of  Native 
tribes? 

Mr.  grant  duff  :  Sir,  to  my  hon. 
Friend's  second  Question  I  must  answer 
— Yes.  The  Commission  will  have  to 
determine  the  manner  and  extent  of  the 
control  to  be  oxercisefl,  and  it  will  be 
also  2>ftrt  of  its  duty  to  consider  the 

Sir  JFilltam  I/arcourt 


value  of  the  Suez  Caned  Shares ;  and,  if 
he  can,  in  reference  to  the  176,602 
shares  held  by  the  British  Government, 
state  the  difference  in  value  between  the 
price  paid  for  them  in  1876  and  the 
latest  market  quotation,  first,  on  the 
assumption  that  they  are  now  entitled 
to  the  same  dividend  coupons  as  other 
ordinary  shares,  and,  secondly,  making 
an  actuarial  calculation  for  the  differ- 
ence in  their  deferred  value ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  5  per  cent  annuity  guaranteed 
by  the  Egyptian  Government  for  nine- 
teen years  has  hitherto  been  reffularlj 
paid? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  in  the  re- 
collection of  the  House  that  176,000  odd 
shares  in  the  Suez  Canal  were  purohaaed 
in  1875  by  the  Goveinment,  and  that 
the  price  given  for  them  was  £4,076,000. 
That  was  at  the  rate  of  about  £23  per 
share.  The  interest  coupons  on  these 
shares  were  detached  from  them  nntil 
the  year  1891,  when  the  Government 
will  be  entitled  to  take  dividends  on  the 
shares.  In  the  meantime  they  are  en- 
titled to  receive  £5  per  cent  on  the  pur* 
chase  money  from  the  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment, and  that  has  been  regularly  paid. 
With  regard  to  the  Question  whether 
thcRe  shares  can  be  sold,  I  am  not 
aware  whether  there  is  any  legal  pro- 
vision on  the  point;  but  there  is  no 
doubt  that;  as  far  as  the  market  ie  oo4« 
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cemed,  arratiKsments  could  be  made  for 
selling  them  if  it  were  deemed  expedient, 
and  it  was  quite  evideut  they  could  be 
sold  at  a  convenient  profit.  It  is  stated 
that  the  present  Talue  of  Suez  Canal 
shares  is  about  £78,  and  that  is  a  price 
which,  I  believe,  has  been  recently  ob- 
tained. They  were  purchased,  as  I 
stated,  at  £23  U.  %d,,  and  at  that  time 
the  price  of  the  shares  in  the  market 
was  about  £>10;  the  difference  between 
those  two  sums  represents  the  sum  set 
down  by  theOovemment  in  their  calcula- 
tions against  the  postponement  of  profit 
on  the  shares  to  the  year  1894.  The 
share  profit  is  now  considered  to  be 
worth  in  the  market  £58  on  the  £'.^0 
share,  receiving  profit  continuously ;  but 
when  the  period  to  which  the  profit  on 
the  176,000  shares  is  deferred  is  taken 
into  account,  then  it  may  be  held  to  be 
relatively  £27  more  than  in  1875.  Con- 
sequently, there  may  be  said  to  have 
accrued  a  gain  of  £4,750,000  on  the 
purchase  of  the  shares. 


EAILWAYS  (INDIA). 

Sm  GEOBGE  CAUPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  the  Go- 
vernment have  determined  again  to  try 
to  have  Bailwaya  constructed  in  India 
by  private  Companies  aided  by  the  State, 
and  on  what  terms  the  Calcutta  and 
Khoolna  Bailway  has  been  ofi'ered  to 
Messrs.  BothechUd ;  and,  whether  any 
other  lines  have  been  offered  to  private 
projectors  with  any,  and  what.  Govern- 
ment aid  ?  

Thb  Mabquebb  of  HAETINGTON: 
Sir,  the  Government  are  extremely  de- 
sirous of  seeing  private  enterprize  ap- 
plied to  works  of  public  utility  in  India, 
and  hope  to  see  railways  constructed 
through  the  instrumentality  of  private 
Companies,  without  the  usual  guarantee 
hitherto  given,  but  with  certain  aid  from 
the  State.  It  has,  therefore,  been  deter- 
mined to  assist  a  Company,  in  which 
Messrs.  Bothechild  have  taken  much 
interest,  for  making  a  line  from  Calcutta 
to  Jessore  and  Khoolaa.  The  terms 
which  have  been  agreed  upon  with  the  ^ 
promoters  of  this  railway  are  briefly  | 
these : — The  Government  is  to  provide 
the  land  free  of  cost  to  the  Company, 
and  to  grant  them  a  lease  for  99  years. 
Government  is  to  have  the  option  of 
purchasing  the  line  at  the  end  of  30  or 
SO  years  on  paying  £135  for  every  £100 
Btock.     On  the  termination  of  the  99 
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years'  lease  the  works  are  to  become 

the  property  of  the  Government,  the 
movable  stock  being  purchased  at  a 
valuation.  The  capital,  as  raised,  is  to 
be  paid  into  the  Bank  of  England  to 
the  account  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  in  Council.  Interest  at  the 
rate  of  4  per  cent  is  to  be  advanced  ou 
money  so  paid  till  the  line  is  opened,  or 
until  June,  1686,  whichever  occurs  first. 
The  interest  so  advanced  is- to  be  repaid 
to  the  Government,  with  interest  from 
half  the  earnings  of  the  line  above  5 
per  cent.  No  other  schemes  of  a  similar 
character  have  been  brought  under  my 
notice,  and  no  other  lines  have  been 
offered  to  private  projectors. 


Mr.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  take 
the  opportunity  of  a  new  Minister  being 
sent  to  Brazil  to  give  bim  such  instruc- 
tions in  regard  to  British  claims  as  will 
show  the  Brazilian  Government  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  resist  the 
postponement  of  a  settlement  of  claims 
arising  before  1858,  and  that  they  will 
in  no  case  allow  counter-claims  arising 
out  of  destruction  of  slave  ships  to  enter 
into  the  question  ? 

SiKCHAJtl-ESW.DILKE;  Mr.Ford 
sent  home,  on  the  20th  ult.,  a  revised  list 
of  British  claims,  and  reported  that  he 
was  daily  expecting  to  hear  from  the 
Brazilian  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs 
that  he  was  prepared  to  confer  with  him 
as  to  an  adjustment  of  this  long-pend- 
ing question.  Her  Majesty's  Vkargi 
iP Affaires  will  be  instructed  to  press  the 
matter  forward  ;  but  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment do  not  consider  that  it  will  be 
necessary  to  give  any  further  instruc- 
tions than  those  already  issued. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PHO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881-JOSEPH 
B.  WALSH. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  Mr, 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whether 
Joseph  B.  Walsh,  now  in  Eilmainham 
Prison,  under  the  Protection  of  Person 
and  Property  (Ireland)  Act,  is  detained 
because  be  is  declared  to  be  reasonably 
suspected  of  having  committed  an  of- 
fence, for  which  the  maximum  punish- 
ment after  conviction  is  three  moaths* 
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impriiioDment ;  and,  whether,  after  he 
has  suffered  the  full  sentouce  which  the 
law  allows  for  persons  convicted  of  this 
crime,  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
discharge  him  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  No,  Sir ;  the 
maximum  punishment  for  the  offence  is 
not  three  months'  imprisonment,  but 
penal  servitude  for  seven  years,  or  im- 
prisonment, with  hard  labour,  for  three 
years;  long  before  the  expiration  of 
either  of  which  periods  the  Act  for  the 
Better  Protection  of  Person  and  Pro- 
perty in  Ireland  will  have  ceased  to  bo 
in  force. 

THE  CUSTOMS  SERVICE  —  OUT-DOOR 
OFFICERS  —  COMPETITIVE  EXA3II- 
NATION. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  it  is  the 
fact  that  a  competitive  examination  for 
the  promotion  of  out-door  officers  of 
the  Customs  Service  was  announced 
more  than  fourteen  months  ap^o,  and 
held  on  the  15th  October  of  last  year; 
if  it  is  true  that  the  result  has  not 
as  yet  been  made  known ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  will  take  steps  to  prevent  the 
delay  prejudicially  affecting  tJie  com- 
petitors, found  to  have  meritoriously 
passed  in  October  last,  by  causing  their 
promotion  to  reckon  from  that  date  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  notice  of  an  examination  was  given 
in  January,  1880,  and  those  candidates 
who  passed  a  preliminary  test  examina- 
tion were  admitted  to  competition  on 
October  18  last.  The  number  examined, 
430,  was  unusually  large,  because  can- 
didates for  the  offices,  both  of  examin- 
ing officer  and  of  gaugor,  which  were 
formerly  dealt  with  separately,  were 
taken  together;  and,  as  the  examina- 
tion included  practical  subjects  relating 
to  both  branches  of  the  out-door  de- 
partment, the  inspection  of  the  answers 
has  occupied  a  longer  time  than  usual, 
liut  the  work  is  now  nearly  complete, 
and  the  results  will  probably  be  made 
known  in  a  few  days.  The  successful 
candidates  will  have  no  claim  to  have 
their  appointments  jn'o-datod.  The  ex- 
aminations are  not  held  for  the  purpose 
of  filling  existing  vacancies,  the  ofHcers 
found  qualified  bi'ing  only  entitled  to  be 
placed  on  a  list  to  roceive  appointments, 
in  order  of  merit,  as  vacancies  occur. 

Mr,  r.  P.  0'  Comior 


THE  WEST  INDIES— THE 
CURRENCY. 

Mb.  PARKER  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther in  our  West  Indian  Colonies  cre- 
ditors are  by  law  compelled  to  accept 
British  token  silver,  shillings,  sixpences, 
&c.,  without  limit,  not  at  their  intrinsic 
value,  but  at  their  nominal  value  ai 
;  parts  of  the  pound  sterling  ;  whether  in 
consequence  West  Indian  currency  con- 
sists mainly  of  such  coins,  with  notes 
partly  based  on  them,  and  for  want  of 
gold  intercolonial  and  international  re- 
mittances are  unduly  expensive;  and, 
whether  the  present  Secretary  of  State 
adopts  the  language  held  by  nia  prede- 
cessor, in  a  Circular  addressed  to  these 
Colonies,  that  so  long  as  they  unwisely 
place  no  limit  upon  the  tender  of  token 
silver,  ''they  in  fact  suspend  cash  pay- 
ments ; "  and,  if  so,  whether  further 
8teps  might  not  now  be  taken  towards 
the  amendment  of  ''an  unsound  cur- 
rency," by  limiting  the  legal  tender  of 
silver,  as  at  home,  to  forty  shillings? 

Mr.  grant  DUFF:  Sir,  in  reply  to 
my  hon.  Friend's  first  Question,  I  have 
to  say  that  his  statement  is  perfectly 
correct.  In  reply  to  his  second  Ques- 
tion I  have  to  say  the  same.  In  reply 
to  his  third  Question  I  have  to  say  yes; 
but  the  prevalence  of  erroneous  ideu 
on  the  subject  of  currency  in  some  parti 
of  the  West  Indies  makes  it  extremely 
difficult  to  move  in  the  matter  as  quickly 
as  we  could  wish. 


rARLIA^HKNTARY    ELECTIONS    ACT, 
1868— THE  REPORTED   BOROUGHS. 

Sir  R.  ASSIIETON  CROSS  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther he  will  be  able  to  inform  the  House 
before  Easter,  what  course  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  propose  to  take  as  to 
those  Boroughs  with  reference  to  which 
the  Election  Commissioners  have  re- 
ported that  Corrupt  Practices  have  ex- 
tensively prevailed  therein  at  the  last 
General  Election  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
IIenky  Jamks)  said,  he  hoped  he  might 
bo  allowed  to  answer  the  Question.  The 
House  was  aware  that  the  Commissionen 
had  made  their  Report  in  seven  caseiy 
and  only  one — that  of  Oxford — ^re- 
luaiuod  to  be  reported  upon.  These  Be- 
ports  and  the  evidence  were  Tery  Tohi- 
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minous,  in  one  case  alone  85,000  ques- 
tions having  been  put.  Any  steps  taken 
either  by  way  of  disfranchisement  of  the 
boroughs,  or  suspension  of  the  writ,  or 
disfranchisement  of  individuals,  must  be 
by  legislation,  and  therefore  a  Bill  must 
be  brought  into  the  House.  In  order  to 
arrive  at  the  degree  of  punishment  that 
should  be  inflicted,  it  would  be  necessary 
to  inqfuire  into  the  degree  of  guilt  of 
the  constituencies ;  and  to  do  that  they 
must  take  into  account  not  only  the 
schedules  with  regard  to  the  late  elec- 
tions, but  also  what  had  occurred  at 
former  elections.  Some  time  must,  there- 
fore, elapse  before  a  result  was  arrived 
at.  Certainly  no  steps  could  be  taken 
before  Easter. 

In  reply  to  Colonel  Tatlor, 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henbt  James)  said,  he  could  not  state 
when  the  remaining  Report  would  be 
presented. 

PABLIAMENTAEY  OATH  (MR. 
BRADLAUGH). 
In  reply  to  Mr.  Gibson, 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
HsNBY  James)  said,  as  far  as  he  unaer- 
stood,  there  would  be  no  objection  to  lay 
on  the  Table  the  judgment  in  the  case 
of  "  Clarke  r.  Bradlaugh." 

POOR  LAW —WORKHOUSE  INMATES^ 
RELIGIOUS  ATTENDANC5E. 

Mr.  summers  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  Whe- 
ther Boards  of  Guardians  in  England 
and  Wales  are  bound  by  the  provisions 
of  the  Poor  Relief  Amendment  Act,  31 
and  32  Vic.  c.  122,  to  permit  any  inmate 
of  a  workhouse  for  whom  a  religious 
service  according  to  his  own  creed  is  not 
provided  in  the  workhouse,  to  attend,  at 
such  times  as  the  Poor  Law  Board  shall 
allow,  some  place  of  worship  of  his  own 
denomination  within  a  convenient  dis- 
tance of  the  said  workhouse  ? 

Mr.  D0D80N:  Sir,  section  21  of 
31  &  32  Vict,  c.  122,  expressly  provides 
that  every  inmate  of  a  workhouse  for 
whom  a  religious  service  according  to 
his  own  creed  is  not;  provided  in  a  work- 
house shall  be  permitted,  subject  to 
regulation  to  be  approved  or  ordered  by 
the  Local  Government  Board,  to  attend, 
at  such  times  as  the  said  Board  shall 
allow,  some  place  of  worship  of  his  own 
denomination  within  a  convenient  dis- 
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tance  of  the  workhouse,  if  there  be  such. 
In  case,  however,  of  the  abuse  of  such 
permission,  or  on  some  other  special 
ground,  the  Guardians  may  refuse  per- 
mission to  any  particular  inmate. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL— 
THE  94th  REGIMENT— PROTECTION 
OF  NATIVE  INTERESTS— SLAVERY. 

Sm  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  when  the 
Convention  was  approved  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  which  granted  an 
amnesty  to  those  who  had  taken  up 
arms  against  the  Queen,  they  were  aware 
of  the  terms  of  Sir  Owen  Lanyon's  De- 
spatch, which  states  that  the  Boers  ''sent 
in  a  message  with  the  white  flag,  order- 
ing the  Colonel  (Anstruther)  to  halt  and 
proceed  no  further;"  that  **  while  this 
was  being  done  the  enemy  continued  to 
advance  under  cover  of  the  white  flag, 
and  so  took  up  positions,  which,  from  a 
previous  reconnoitre  of  the  ground,  they 
had  selected  as  being  most  suitable  to  pour 
in  a  deadly  Are  on  our  men  ;  "  and  that 
**  on  the  receipt  of  the  reply  that  their 
orders  could  not  be  complied  with,"  they 
did  immediately  "  open  a  murderous  Are 
on  our  men  from  about  200  yards  with 
such  effect,  that  in  a  short  time  57  were 
killed,  and  1 01  officers,  men,  and  women 
were  wounded;"  and,  if  so,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  treat 
this  attack  as  within  the  scope  of  civi- 
lised warfare  ? 

Mb.  QEANT  duff  :  Yes,  Sir ;  and 
I  am  not  surprised  by  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman's  Question ;  but 
Sir  Owen  Lanyon  was  at  Pretoria  when 
this  deplorable  event  occurred,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Government  was  also  in  pos- 
session of  the  despatch  of  Colonel  An- 
struther, the  officer  in  command,  which 
gives  a  somewhat  different  complexion 
to  the  affair.  More  than  this  I  had 
rather  not  say  atpresent. 

Mb.  GRANTHAM  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  as  it 
appears  by  Sir  Evelyn  Wood's  telegram, 
that  no  instructions  had  been  given  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  the  Com- 
missioners in  the  Transvaal  to  protect 
the  interests  of  British  subjects  who  had 
purchased  land  or  advanced  money  on 
land  in  the  Trausvaal  in  consequence  of 
its  having  been  annexed  as  a  British 
Colony,  Her  Majestyli  Government  have 
since  given,  or  will  now  give,  such  in- 
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Btructions;  and,  as  Sir  Evelyn  Wood 
states  in  the  said  telegram  ''that  the 
Royal  Commission  should  consider  the 
provisions  for  the  protection  of  native 
interests,"  how  is  it  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  no  steps  to  ensure 
that  the  Koyal  Commission  should  also 
consider  provisions  for  the  protection 
of  British  interests,  and  especially  of 
British  suhjects  who  purchased  land  or 
advanced  money  upon  the  land  in  con- 
sequence of  the  Transvaal  having  be- 
come a  British  Colony  ? 

Mr.  grant  duff  :  Sir,  the  hon. 
Member  will,  perhaps,  permit  me  to 
reply  to  his  two  Questions.  As  to  the 
first,  I  have  to  observe  that,  as  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  not  yet 
given  instructions  to  the  Commission 
upon  any  subject,  it  has  not  given  any 
instructions  on  the  particular  subject  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  alludes ;  but,  as 
a  matter  of  course,  it  will  do  so.  That 
statement  is  a  full  reply  to  the  latter 
part  of  the  hon.  Member's  second  Ques- 
tion ;  but  I  may  add  that  I  fail  to  see 
how  the  fact  that  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  had 
very  properly  called  attention  to  Native 
interests  should  have  led  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  infer  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  neglect  British  inte- 
rests. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  give  instructions  to  the  Trans- 
vaal Commissioners  to  enforce  the  Article 
of  the  Sand  River  Convention,  by  which 
it  is  agreed  that  no  slavery  is  or  shall 
be  permitted  or  practised  to  the  North 
of  the  Vaal  River,  a  stipulation  which 
was  continually  violated  by  the  South 
African  Republic  ? 

Mr.  grant  duff  :  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London,  I 
have  to  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mission to  the  provisions  of  the  Sand 
River  Convention  on  the  subject  of 
slaverv 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  he  can  give  the  House 
any  information  as  to  the  number  of 
slaves,  if  any,  who  were  found  in  the 
Transvaal  at  the  time  of  the  annexation, 
and  what  course  the  British  Government 
took  with  regard  to  those  slaves  ? 

Mr.  grant  DUFF:  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Baronet,  I  have  to  say  that  1  never 

Mr,  Grantham 


heard  that  any  person  in  what  is  tech- 
nically known  as  a  state  of  alaveiy  was 
found  in  the  Transvaal  at  the  time  of 
annexation.  The  facta  which  hare  been 
so  much  commented  upon  occarred,  I 
believe,  some  years  before  that  event. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther he  can  state  approximately  the  num- 
ber of  so-called  ''apprentices'' employed 
by  the  Boers  in  the  Transvaal  at  the 
time  of  its  annexation;  whether  that 
''apprenticeship"  is  or  is  not  a  system 
of  forced,  unpaid  labour ;  and  whether 
he  can  explain  the  difference  between 
that  institution  and  slavery  ? 

Mr.  grant  DUFF :  No,  Sir,  I  can- 
not  state  the  figures,  nor  do  I  know  that 
they  are  procurable.  I  am  afraid  that 
apprenticeship  not  unfrequently  bore  a 
good  deal  of  resemblance  to  slavery. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— ALLEGED  OUT- 
RAGE BY  SOLDIERS— CO.  CORK 

Mr.  FARNELL  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  a  paragraph  in  the  ''  Cork 
Examiner  "  of  March  28th,  giving  an 
account  of  the  capture,  at  Corkbeg  near 
Whitegate,  of  three  soldiers  from  the 
garrison  at  Carlisle  Fort,  attempting  to 
mutilate  sheep,  the  property  oi  Mr.  B. 
U.  Penrose  Fitzgerald ;  and,  whether  he 
has  directed  any  inquiry  to  be  made  into 
the  matter  with  a  view  of  ascertaining 
the  correctness  of  the  statement  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Yes,  Sir,  my 
attention  has  been  called  to  this  matter, 
and  I  have  received  information  from 
the  constabulary  in  reference  to  this 
subject,  and  I  find  that  the  account  g^ven 
in  tne  newspaper  is  not  correct.  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  look  at  the  /Wf- 
man^i  Journal  of  yesterday  he  will  find 
a  para^aph  that  puts  the  matter  in  a 
correct  light. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  asked,  whe- 
ther the  Report  did  not  state  that  the 
men  were  not  Marines  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  The  Report 
does  state  that  they  were  not  Marines. 

Mr.  FARNELL  said,  that  what  he 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was, 
whether  he  had  directed  any  inquiry  to 
be  made  into  the  matter  with  the  view  of 
ascertaining  the  correctness  of  the  state- 
mont  referred  to  by  the  paragraph  la 
the  newspapers;  but  he  did  not  giyehu 
the  information  he  required. 
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Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  :  I  have  in- 1 
quired  into  the  matter,  and  I  find  that 
the  account  given  in  the  newspaper  is 
not  correct,  and  I  think  it  was  admitted 
hy  the  newspaper  yesterday  that  it  is 
not  so. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  :  But,  in  a  matter 
of  so  much  importance,  would  it  not  be 
more  becoming  and  satisfactory  to  state 
to  the  House  what  was  the  result  of  your 
inquiry,  and  not  merely  state  that  the 
account  in  the  newspaper  was  not  cor- 
rect ? 

Mb.  PAENELL  asked,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  inform  him  whe- 
ther two  soldiers  had  been  captured 
under  circumstances  which  gave  rise  to 
the  belief  that  they  were  going  to  mutilate 
sheep  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE :  Perhaps  the 
hon.  Member  will  give  Notice  of  the 
Question. 

EDUCATION  DEPAETMENT— BOAED 
AND  VOLUNTABF  SCHOOLS. 


Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  Whether 
the  Education  Department  in  the  new 
Code  will  secure  equal  treatment  in  the 
matter  of  reckoning  school  accommoda- 
tion to  Board  and  Voluntary  Schools  ? 

Mb.  MUN DELIA :  Sir,  there  is  no 
difference  in  the  mode  of  reckoning  the 
amount  of  accommodation  in  schools  on 
the  ground  that  they  are  Board  schools 
or  voluntary  schools.  But  if  a  school 
has  been  bmlt,  with  the  consent  of  the 
Department,  to  accommodate  a  parti- 
cular number  of  children,  and  if,  in 
order  to  do  so,  the  Department  hare,  at 
the  request  of  the  locality,  allowed  them 
to  obtain  the  money  by  mortgaging  the 
rates,  the  Department  take  care  that  the 
accommodation  provided  shall  not  be  less 
than  10  square  feet  for  each  child.  But, 
unless  this  special  privilege  is  so  ob- 
tained, the  annual  grant  is  not  forfeited 
so  long  as  the  minimum  of  eight  square 
feet  is  provided.  As  I  have  already 
told  the  hon.  Member,  the  Department 
would  be  glad  to  see  this  minimum  in- 
creased, both  for  Board  and  for  volun- 
tary schools.  Where  schools  with  the 
enlarged  accommodation  have  been  pro- 
vided, we  do  not  consent,  except  in  cases 
of  urgent  necessity,  to  allow  them  to 
be  crowded  to  the  full  extent  of  the 
minimum  requirements  of  the  Depart- 
ment, 


AFGHANISTAN  — POLITICAL  AFFAIRS. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is 
true,  as  stated  in  the  Calcutta  Corre- 
spondence of  the  **  Pioneer,"  dated  the 
28th  of  February,  that  the  mission  of 
General  Mir  Ahmed,  the  plenipotentiary 
of  Abdur  Rahman — 

"  It  first  of  all  to  convince  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment that  the  Ameer  has  done  everything 
in  his  power  to  secure  himself  in  Cabul,  and 
then  to  sound  our  officials  upon  the  subject  of 
further  subsidies  ♦  •  •  •  The  ten  lakhs 
which  have  already  been  given  to  the  Ameer, 
and  any  subsidy  which  may  now  be  offered  to 
him,  will,  it  is  presumed,  figure  in  the  Budget 
under  the  head  of  Afghan  War  Expenditure ;  " 

whether  he  will  state  to  the  House  what 
subsidies,  if  any,  have  been  granted  to 
Abdur  Rahman ;  and,  also,  whether  GK>- 
vemment  will  treat  the  payment  of  sub- 
sidies for  the  maintenance  of  Abdur 
Bahman  in  Cabul  and  Candahar  as  a 
matter  of  Imperial  concern  not  exclu- 
sively affecting  the  interests  of  Lidia, 
and  will  propose  that  the  British  Ex- 
chequer contribute  in  an  equitable  pro- 
portion towards  such  expenditure  ? 

The  Maequess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  I  do  not  think  that  the  nature  of 
General  Mir  Ahmed's  mission  to  Cal- 
cutta has  been  correctly  stated  in  the 
Calcutta  Correspondence  of  The  Pioneer, 
The  cause  of  that  mission  originated  in 
a  communication  from  the  Viceroy  to 
the  Ameer  suggesting  that,  in  order  to 
discuss  certain  affairs  connected  with 
Cabul  generally,  and  especially  the  pro- 
posed arrangements  to  be  made  in  South- 
em  Afghanistan,  a  confidentisd  agent 
should  be  despatched  to  India.  The 
mission  of  General  Mir  Ahmed  was  the 
result.  I  believe  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
agent  in  question  asked  for  some  war 
material  and  received  it.  We  have  no 
information  of  any  request  about  sub- 
sidies; but  I  have  not  yet  received  iEt 
full  official  Report  from  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment as  to  the  results  of  the  mission. 
The  subsidies  granted  to  the  Ameer  are 
as  follows: — On  the  2nd  of  August,  1880, 
the  sum  of  nine  and  a-half  lakhs  of 
rupees  found  by  Sir  Frederick  Roberts 
in  the  Cabul  treasury  on  his  occupation 
of  the  city  was  given  over  to  Abdurrah- 
man. Ten  lakhs  were,  at  the  same  time, 
given  to  him  by  the  Indian  Government. 
A  sum  of  five  lakhs  has,  since  January 
19,  1881,  been  given  to  him,  making  25 
lakhs  in  all  given  to  him  by  the  IndiAsi 
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Qovemment.  These  sums  have  been 
taken  into  account  in  arriving  at  the  cost 
of  the  Afghan  War,  in  respect  to  which 
the  contribution  has  been  made  from 
the  Treasury.  As  I  do  not  know  that 
any  arrangement  has  been  made  as  to 
the  granting  of  an  annual  subsidy,  it 
will  be  impossible  for  me  to  answer  the 
second  part  of  the  Question. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— BASUTOLAND  (PEACE 
NEGOTIATIONS). 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked, 
Whether  it  is  now  possible  for  Hor  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  take  the  **  friendly 
action  with  a  view  to  the  restoration  of 
peace"  in  Basutoland,  which  was  al- 
luded to  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
and  endeavour  to  protect  the  lives  and 
property  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  in 
that  country  ? 

Mb.  grant  duff  :  Sir,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  did  take  that  friendly 
action  through  Her  Majesty's  High  Com- 
missioner some  time  ago ;  but  I  regret 
to  say  that  his  efforts  towards  bringing 
about  a  settlement  were  not  crowned 
with  the  success  they  deserved,  the 
Basutos  declining,  in  spite  of  their  loyal 
professions,  to  confide  unreservedly  in 
the  Representative  of  the  Crown.  With- 
in the  last  day  or  two  he  has  informed 
us  that  he  has  again  made  an  attempt  to 
get  them  to  do  so ;  but,  when  he  last 
telegraphed,  their  answer  had  not  been 
received 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  wished  to 
know  whether  Sir  Hercules  Robinson 
asked  the  Basutos  to  put  themselves  in 
his  hands,  as  distinguished  from  those 
of  the  Cape  Ministry  ? 

Mb.  grant  duff  :  Undoubtedly. 

SOUTH  AFRICA—THE  TRANSVAAL  (PO- 
LITICAL AFFAIRS)— LAND  0\VNER- 
SHIP. 

Mb.  CROPPER  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  Royal  Commission  in  the 
Transvaal  will  be  directed  to  inquire 
into  the  operation  of  the  Law  which 
prohibits  Natives  from  holding  land, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  to  consider  the 
expediency  of  securing  in  this  matter 
equality  between  the  two  races  ? 

Mb.  grant  duff  :  Sir,  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Royal  Commission  will  be 
called  to  this  important  matter. 

The  Marquene  ofHartington 


STATE  OF  IRELAND— RIOT  AT  HIDLE. 
TON,  CO.  CORK. 

Eabl  PERCY  (for  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoto) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Wnether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  a  riot  which 
took  place  in  the  town  of  Midleton, 
county  Cork,  on  Tuesday  the  21sty  and 
to  the  fact  that  a  house  next  door  to  the 
police  barracks  was  wrecked,  and  that 
three  houses  were  subsequently  burnt 
down;  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
police  made  no  attempt  to  quell  the  dis- 
turbance, and  that  no  arrests  have  since 
been  made ;  whether,  under  the  circum- 
stances, a  general  meeting  of  the  Land 
League,  which  has  been  summoned  for 
Sunday  next,  and  from  which  similar 
disorder  may  be  feared  to  result,  will  be 
permitted  to  take  place ;  and,  whether 
the  baronies  of  Clony  and  ITiniilla, 
in  the  county  Cork,  have  been  pro- 
claimed ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  that  one 
of  the  baronies  in  question  had  not  been 
proclaimed;  and  the  other,  which  was 
m  the  East  Riding  of  the  county,  had 
been.  He  had  expected  to  receive  more 
information  relative  to  the  Question  of 
the  noble  Lord  than  had  yet  reached 
him ;  but  he  hoped  he  would  have  it  by 
to-morrow.  He  would,  therefore,  ask 
the  noble  Lord  to  repeat  the  Question ; 
but  he  thought  he  might  already  say 
that  the  matter  appeared  to  have  been 
much  exaggerated. 

THE  BRITISH  MUSEUM— ELECTRIC 
LIGHTING. 

Mb.  albert  grey  asked  the  Ri^ht 
honourable  Member  for  the  University 
of  Cambridge,  Whether,  considering  the 
success  that  has  attended  the  electric 
lighting  of  the  Reading  Boom  of  the 
British  Museum,  tho  Trustees  have  con- 
sidered the  expediency  of  extending  the 
hours  of  opening  from  7  p.m.  to  10  p.m. ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  they  have  made  appli- 
cation to  the  Treasury  for  provision  to 
meet  the  increased  expense  r 

Mr.  SPENCER  WALPOLE :  Sir,  the 
Trustees  of  tho  British  Museum  have  not 
had  under  consideration  the  extension  of 
the  hours  of  opening  the  Reading  Room 
from  7  p.m.  to  10  p.m.,  and,  therefore, 
they  havo  not  made  application  to  the 
Treasury  for  provision  to  meet  the  in- 
creased expense.    At  the  same  time,  it 
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is  rieht  to  state  that  since  this  Question  a  telegram  from  the  Eev.  Mr.  Cook) 

has  Been  put  on  the  Paper  I  have  made  asking  whether  he  could  hold  services 

inquiries  about  it,  and  I  am  informed  that  in  one  of  these  halls  next  Sunday, 

such  a  proposal  as  the  one  referred  to  Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  I  am 

could  not  be  adequately  carried  into  effect  afraid  not,  because  I  have  no  authority 

without  lighting  all  the  rooms  connected  to  give  such  permission.   The  Middlesex 

with  the  Library  as  well  as  the  Headings  magistrates  are  the  exeoutiye  authority 

Boom;  and  the  question  would  then  arise  in  uiat  matter, 
as  to  whether  this  could  be  adequately 

accomplished  until  better  provision  is  STATE  OF  IRELAND— EVICTIONS, 

made  for  dividing  and  distributing  the  MOHILL  UNION,  CO.  LEITRIM. 

light  than   is  practicable  according  to  Mr.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  (for  Mr.  Fini- 

the  apparatus  now  used.  oak)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,   Whether 

LICENSING  ACTS— SUNDAY  SERVICES  l^w  attention  has  been  called  to  the  many 

IN  MUSIC  HALLS.  evictions  for  non-payment  of  rent  re- 

-»r     -r*  -mT^^TATiT^ci      i_  J  xi_    a  coutly  Carried  out  aud  iu  courso  of  bciug 

Mr  P  EDWAED8  asked  the  Secre-  ^^„j^  „„t  -^  ^^e  MohUl  Union,  in  thi 

tery  of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  ^^^^^  ^j  j^^^^    ^^^  ^l^^tte,  j^^  ^yi 

^^J}^^  Middlesex  magistratea  autho-  c^use  ^n  inquiry  respecting  these  evic- 

nsed  the  abrupt  closing  of  the  Sunday  ^^^^  ^^  be  instituter  with  a  view  of 

®''®°^°£«®^^°'"'  f®"^°«?'  «iad  thereby  ascertaining  the  amount  of  rent  as  com- 

put  2,000  pewons  to  considerable  moon-  ^^^^  with  the  Poor  Law  valuation  ? 

venienco  on  Sunday  evening  last ;  and,  ^  ^^  ^  j,  FOESTEE :  Precisely  the 

whether  it  is  intended  to  close  other  ^^^^  Question  was  asked  in  the  names 

music  halls  which  have  been  used  for  ^f  ^j^^  ^^^  Members  for  Ennis  and  Ca- 

mmilar  purposes  m  the  Metropohs  for  ^^^  ^^  Tuesday,  and  I  must  refer  the 

many  years  r                   T>/-.rtxTTvm    a-  hon.  Member  to  my  answer. 

Sib  WILLmi  HAJtOOUET :  Sir,  j^^   p ARNELt  said,  in  reference  to 

^e  Chairman  of  the  Middlesex  magis-  ^^  ^^^^^  ^^^.^  t^e  right  hon.  Gentte- 

trates  has  communicated  to  me  the  form  ^^  ^^  -^    ■         j,g  ^,,^1^  ^sk  whe- 

of  hcence  granted  by  the  Court  under  ^1^^,  j^^  {.^^^  ^^t  ^1,^^^^  information 

the  Act  of  25  0eo.  II.,  which  expressly  ^j^^  ^^  ^  ^  ^j^g  ^tea  in  the  Poor  Law 

stipulates  that  music  halls  shall  not  be  valuation ;  whether  he  could  not  direct 

opened  on    Sunday,   Ash  Wednesday,  ^y^^  constabulary  to  obtain  the  informa- 

Good  Friday,  and  Christmas  Day.    This  ^j^.^^  f^^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^f  t^e  ^1^,^  of  the 

was  a  very  proper  provinon  to  prevent  ^^^  ^  ^^  different  counties,  and  also 

them  ftom  l)eing  opened  for  ordinary  f^^  the  clerks  of  the  Unions?    The  in- 

amusements  on  those  days.    It  did  not  fonnation  with  regard  to  the  Poor  Law 

apply,  however,  to  rehgious  eervioM,  valuations  of  the  Union  and  the  informa- 

and  was  not  mtonded  to  place  any  diffi-  ^j^^  ^j^j^  ^^  ^^  ^^  ^^^  ^g^ts  might  be 

oulty  in  the  way  of  the  gratuitous  open-  Qjjtained 

ing  of  these  houses  for  religious  services ;  ^^  -^  j,  FOESTEE :  Undoubtedly, 

but  they  were  not  to  be  used  on  these  j^  ^j  ^^  j^  ^j^^    ^^^  ^f  ^^g  Qovem- 

occasions  as  a  common  tavern.     The  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^^^^  through  the  police  the 

pohce  reported  to  me  most  favourably  p^,^,  j^^  valuation  ;  but  I  doubt  whe- 

of  the  character  of  these  services  on  ther  we  have  a  right  to  compel  an  answer 

Sundays.  They  seem  to  have  been  idwaye  ^  ^^  ^j^^  ^^^^^^t  ^f  ^„t^  I  ^ar  we  have 

permitt^  at  the   Meteopolitan   Music  ^^  ^^^j^j  ^^^^^  ^f  ascertaining  that. 

Hall  and  elsewhere  in  London.    I  must  ^^^  j  ^^  j^     j,^     I  a^aU  be  very  glad 

say  I  do  not  undewtand  on  what  ground  ^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^^      tj^^  information  asked 

It  IS  intended  to  dose  them.    As  far  as ,  ^^^           ^■^^^  ^^^j^  „f  ^^  ^^^ 

my  information  goes,  the^  appear  to  me  '^ 


to  be  altogether  unobjectionable.  There 
must  be  some  error  on  the  part  of 
the  magistrates,  and  I  shall  inquire 
about  it. 

Mb.  p.  EDWABDS  said,  that  sinoe 
he  had  put  the  Question,  he  had  received 


COOLIES    (INDIAN)— THE   HURRICANE 
IN  LA  REUNION. 

Db.  CAMERON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AflCairs, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
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the  disafltrous  hurricane  which  raged  in 
Roiinion  on  the  2l8t  January  last ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  Indian  Coolies 
(British  subjects)  resident  in  the  island 
have  in  consequence  been  subjected  to 
great  sufferings;  and,  whether  ho  can 
inform  the  House  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Consul  in  R6union  has  taken  any  steps 
to  alleviate  the  distress  of  tlie  Coolies  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
was  called  by  the  gentleman  in  charge 
of  the  Consulate,  during  the  absence 
from  ill-health  of  the  Consuls,  to  the 
great  damage  caused  by  the  hurricane 
in  Reunion  on  the  21st  of  January  last ; 
but  as  no  mention  has  since  been  made 
of  the  special  sufiPerings  of  the  coolie 
population,  it  is  hoped  that  their  priva- 
tions were  only  temporary. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  (METROPOLIS)  (lAW 
COSTS)— HAMPSTEAD  HOSPITAL 

CASE. 

Mb.  firth  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
the  statement  made  at  the  last  meeting 
of  the  City  of  London  Union  that  the 
costs  of  the  recent  Hampstead  Hospital 
case  amount  to  £40,000  to  £60,000  has 
any  foundation  in  fact ;  and,  whether  he 
has  now  ascertained  what  is  the  esti- 
mated amount  of  such  cost ;  and,  whe- 
ther there  is  any  and  what  statutory 
authority  enabling  the  Metropolitan 
Asylums  Board  to  expend  the  money  of 
London  ratepayers  in  such  litigation, 
or  upon  what  ground  such  expenditure 
is  approved  by  the  Local  Government 
Board? 

Mr.  DODSON  :  Sir,  I  do  not  know 
what  the  costs  in  this  case  amount  to ; 
but  I  think  that  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  this  statement  that  such  costs  amount 
to  either  of  the  sums  in  question  must 
be  an  exaggeration,  as  the  costs  of  the 
managers  up  to  the  beginning  of  the 
present  year  did  not  amount  to  one-sixth 
of  the  last-named  sum.  I  am  not  aware 
that  there  is  any  express  statutory  au- 
thority enabling  the  managers  to  pay 
the  costs  of  the  proceedings  which  have 
been  instituted  against  them  ;  but,  hav- 
ing been  advised  by  high  legal  authority 
that  they  had  a  good  defence,  it  was 
open  to  them,  as  to  any  other  public 
body,  to  defend  what  they  believed  to  be 
their  legal  rights,  and,  having  regard  to 

Jh.  Cameron 


the  importanoe  of  the  subject,  they  might 
have  been  exposed  to  reproach  had  th^ 
failed  to  do  so. 

INDIA— THE  NAGAS  TERRITORT. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  por- 
tions of  the  territory  of  the  Naeas  Dor- 
dering  on  Eastern  Bengal,  lately  oocu- 
pied  by  the  British  troops,  have  been 
recently  annexed;  whether  the  Nagas 
have  asked  for  annexation  to  the  British 
Dominions ;  and,  whether,  if  not,  the 
annexed  territory  will  be  immediately 
restored  r 

Tub  Mabqttess  of  HABTINOTON 
was  understood  to  say  that  Commercial 
Treaties  were  concluded  in  1826  and  1838 
with  the  territory  in  question;  but, 
owing  to  the  nature  of  the  ooantrj  and 
the  people,  with  little  result.  Since  1867, 
in  consequence  of  very  savage  raids  made 
on  several  British  and  neighbouring  tQ- 
lages,  active  measures  had  been  taken  to 
put  a  stop  to  them.  A  British  Besident 
was  appointed,  and  after  certain  military 
operations  in  the  spring  of  last  year,  in 
consequence  of  the  murder  of  a  British 
subject,  strict  injunctions  were  g^ven  that 
no  further  operations  should  be  under- 
taken against  these  tribes  without  careful 
previous  inquiry  from  the  Oovemment 
of  India. 


PUBLIC    HEALTH  —  CHOLERA    AT 
CHICAGO— BUTTERINE. 

Mr.  G'SHAUGHNESSY  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  an  outbreak  of  cholera  which  has 
occurred  in  the  town  of  Chicago  has 
been  attributed  by  physicians  of  that 
town  to  the  use  of  butterine,  into  the 
composition  of  which  lard  enters  largely, 
and  to  the  statement  made  by  fiiese 
physicians  that  the  process  of  wiitViTig 
butterine  does  not  require  so  high  a 
temperature  as  to  kill  the  germ  of 
disease  in  lard;  and,  whether  the  Oo- 
vernment  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  taking  measures  of  precaution,  by 
inspection  of  butterine  and  other  similar 
commodities  imported  into  this  Country, 
to  prevent  the  dissemination  of  disesse 
by  their  use  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBEBLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
he  did  not  know  the  names  of  the  phy* 
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sicians  referred  to,  and  had  no  means  of 
ascertaining  whether  they  wore  men  of 
any  authority.  Many  opinions  adverse 
to  those  described  might  be  given.  As 
regards  the  last  Question,  he  had  no 
evidence  whatever  that  was  trustworthy 
to  show  that  any  disease  had  been  dis- 
seminated by  butterine  or  any  similar 
commodities. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND  —  CONVICnONS 
FOR  "  BOYCOTTING." 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  If  he 
will  have  any  objection  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  a  Copy  of  the 
Indictment  in  the  case  of  the  two  per- 
sons recently  convicted,  at  the  Cork  As- 
sizes, of  having  *'  Boycotted  "  Jeremiah 
Hegarty  ;  and  if  he  will  state  the 
statutes  under  which  the  prisoners  were 
indicted  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Of  course,  Sir, 
the  convicts  referred  to,  or  their  ad- 
visers, were  furnished  with  copies  of  the 
indictment  against  them  ;  but  I  have  no 
objection  to  lay  a  further  copy  on  the 
Table  of  the  House.  The  last  part  of 
the  hon.  Members's  Question  I  cannot 
answer,  as  I  have  not  myself  seen  any 
copy  of  the  indictment. 

ARMY— CRIME  AND  PUNISHMENT, 

1879. 

Mb.  CAINE  asked  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate General,  If  he  can  inform  the 
House  the  number  of  punishments  in 
the  Army  for  the  year  1879,  and  how 
many  of  those  punishments  were  for 
drunkenness,  or  directly  resulting  from 
drunkenness  ? 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN :  Sir,  the 
total  number  of  punishments  inflicted  in 
the  Army  by  order  of  courts  martial  in 
1879  was  14,750.  The  Returns  do  not 
state  what  proportion  of  these  punish- 
ments were  for  drunkenness  ;  but  I  can 
state  the  number  of  courts  martial  held 
on  soldiers  in  1879  for  drunkenness. 
They  were,  for  drunkenness  on  duty, 
1,895 ;  for  simple  drunkenness,  2,526. 
making  together,  4,421 .  These  numbers, 
however,  do  not  by  any  means  represent 
the  total,  amount  of  drunkenness  in  the 
Army,  which  will  be  more  clearly  shown 
by  the  number  of  fines  inflicted  dur- 
ing the  year,  both  by  order  of  courts 


martial  and  of  commanding  officers. 
There  were  43,372  fines  inflicted  upon 
23,316  men,  giving  a  proportion  of  236 
fines  to  every  1^000  men.  The  number 
sounds  large ;  but  it  has  been  steadily 
decreasing  for  the  last  10  or  12  years. 
As  to  the  second  Question,  as  to  how 
many  of  these  punishments  were  for 
crimes  resulting  from  drunkenness,  the 
Returns  give  no  information,  and  I  could 
only  answer  it  after  reading  through 
proceedings  of  15,512  courts  martial ; 
but,  speaking  from  my  official  experi- 
ence, I  should  think  a  very  large  pro- 
portion, probably  three- fourths,  of  the 
crimes  committed  by  soldiers  are  in,  some 
shape  or  way,  attributable  to  drink. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  —  THE  TRANSVAAL 
(MILITARY  OPERATIONS)  —  SUR- 
RENDER  OF  POTCHEFSTROOM. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
he  has  been  able  yet  to  ascertain  if  the 
Boers  besieging  Fotchefstroom  knew  of 
the  armistice  when  the  town  was  sur- 
rendered ;  if  so,  what  steps  are  the  Oo- 
vernment  taking  on  account  of  this  con- 
duct of  the  Boers,  which  would  be  con- 
trary to  the  usages  of  war;  and  will 
they  at  once  insist  on  all  arms  being  im- 
mediately restored  ? 

Me.  GRANT  DUFF:  Sir,  perhaps 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  will 
allow  me  to  answer  the  Question.  I 
have  to  say  that  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  has 
telegraphed  that  he  is  making  inquiries 
on  this  subject,  and  it  is  possible  that 
some  days  may  elapse  beK)re  they  are 
completed. 

SiE  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  should  like  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister, 
whether,  before  they  broke  up  for  the 
Easter  Recess,  he  would  make  any  state- 
ment with  regard  to  the  terms  of  peace 
with  the  Boers,  and  with  regard  to  those 
acts  which  were  said  to  have  been  com- 
mitted by  the  Boers  which  were  contrary 
to  the  usages  of  war  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  it  is  very 
improbable  we  shall  be  in  sufficient  pos- 
session of  the  facts  on  those  rather  nice 
judicial  questions,  as  to  acts  contrary  or 
not  contrary  to  the  usages  of  war,  before 
we  separate  for  the  Easter  Recess.  With 
respect  to  the  terms  of  peace  with  the 
Boers,  in  their  general  principle  they 
are  set  out  with  perfect  clearness,   X 
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think,  in  tlie  telepjams  laid  before  the 
House,  and  the  House  is  in  possession 
of  the  means  of  forming  a  judgment  on 
our  conduct.  In  the  pressure  of  Public 
Business  which  now  prevails,  I  do  not 
think  it  will  be  in  my  power  to  volun- 
teer a  statement  of  the  kind  suggested. 
Any  additional  explanations  that  may  be 
desired  with  respect  to  our  motives  are 
quite  at  the  command  of  the  House. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked,  whether  it  was  to  be  understood 
that  the  Government  expected  to  receive 
full  written  despatches  from  Sir  Evelyn 
"Wood  in  the  course  of  a  week  or  a  fort- 
night ;  and,  if  so,  would  they  be  laid  on 
the  Table  before  the  holidays  ? 

Mr.  GLADSONE  :  Of  course,  we  shall 
proceed  with  the  same  disposition  and 
desire  to  communicate  to  the  House 
everything  material  to  the  formation  ot 
its  judgment  which,  I  hope,  we  have 
already  shown.  But  I  think  the  noble 
Lord  will  allow  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  but  a 
very  short  time  if  ho  expects  that  in  the 
course  of  a  fortnight  or  thereabouts  we 
can  have  from  him  the  means  of  passing 
a  full  judgment  on  the  whole  details  of 
the  proceedings.  The  time  allowed  for 
the  probable  conclusion  of  the  affair, 
according  to  tho  best  judgment  that 
could  be  formed  out  there,  is  six  months ; 
and  I  think  it  probable  that  some  time 
•^I  do  not  say  six  months — must  elapse 
before  the  House  is  in  possession  of  full 
information  with  regard  to  the  whole  of 
the  interesting  matters  involved. 

Mr.  PARNELL  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  whe- 
ther the  Armistice  between  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood  and  the  Boers  had  any  other 
reference  to  the  garrisons  in  the  Trans- 
vaal than  was  involved  in  the  sending 
of  provisions  to  them  ? 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLWAN  asked,  whe- 
ther the  attention  of  tho  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  been  called  to  the  reports  of 
meetings  held  in  the  Colonies  for  the 
purpose  of  inciting  to  civil  war  in  the 
Transvaal,  and  to  the  statement  that 
one  Colonist  offered  £1,000  for  the  pur- 
pose of  promoting  civil  war  in  the 
Transvaal,  with  which  we  were  at  peace; 
whether  tliis  was  legal  conduct  on  the 
part  of  a  Colonist ;  and,  whether  any 
notice  would  be  taken  of  these  transac- 
tions ? 

Mr.  GRANT  DUFF  :  I  shall  be  glad 
if  hon.  Members  will  give  me  Notice  of 
these  Questions. 

JUr.  Giarhfone 


PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS- 
SCOTCH  BILLS. 

Mr.  BAMSAY  asked  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, Which  of  the  three  Scotch  Bills 
that  stood  next  on  the  licit  after  the  Fint 
Order  of  the  Day  he  intended  to  take 
up  that  evening ;  and,  further,  whether 
any  of  these  Bills  were  to  be  deferred 
till  after  the  Easter  Kecess  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M*L\ren)  :  I  think.  Sir,  that  the  Ques- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend  might,  perhaps, 
with  greater  propriety  have  been  ad- 
dressed to  the  hon.  Member  for  Caran 
(Mr.  Biggar).  I  may  state,  however, 
that  if  the  Business  of  the  House  admit, 
I  am  desirous  of  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  Teinds  Bill  this  evening, 
as  I  had  not  an  opportunity  of  ^ving 
any  explanation  as  to  its  purport  when 
moving  its  introduction.  The  Foor  Latr 
Officers'  Superannuation  Bill  I  propose, 
however,  to  defer  till  after  Easter ;  and 
I  understand  from  my  right  hon.  Eiiend 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  that 
he  will  not  proceed  with  thie  Endowed 
Institutions  Bill  without  due  Notice 
heing  given  of  the  day  fixed  for  the 
second  reading. 

AR^IY  RE-OJRGANIZATION— INFANTBY 
AND  CAVALRY  MAJORS. 

Mr.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  gave  No- 
tice  that  he  would  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  his  attentioa 
has  been  directed  to  the  fact  that  under 
the  new  scheme  for  the  re-org^anization 
of  the  Army,  by  which  a  double  In- 
fantry regiment  will  have  five  liea- 
tenant-oolonels,  the  result  will  be  that 
half  the  majors  of  Infantry  will  be  pro- 
moted over  the  heads  of  Cavalry  majors; 
further,  with  regard  to  senior  captaiiu 
in  the  Cavalry,  who,  under  the  old  sys- 
tem, would  shortly  become  regimental 
majors  at  the  pay  of  19«.  Sd»,  whether 
they  will  not  now  become  majors  on  the 
1st  of  July  in  this  year  at  the  pay  of 
148,  7d,f  besides  having  to  serve  as  cw- 
tains  for  three  years  ;  and,  if  such  is  the 
case,  whether  he  will  take  into  his  con- 
sideration the  position  of  senior  captains 
in  the  Army  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEHS  :  I  can  save  the 
hon.  Member  the  trouble  of  putting  the 
Question  on  the  Paper.  All  these  are 
matters  of  detail  which  are  under  le- 
consideration  in  connection  with  the 
general  scheme. 
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civil  subjects.  The  punishments  could 
be  changed  bv  the  Secretary  of  State  at 
his  willy  and  for  the  gravest  ofiPences  the 
soldier  would  be  subject  to  what  he  must 
call  experimental  punishments.  It  might 
be  saia  that  the  Bill  contained  such  re- 
strictions that  it  would  be  perfectly  safe 
to  leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the 
Secretary  of  State.  But,  even  from  a  civi- 
lian's point  of  view,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  to  be  tied  to  a  cart  tail  or  to  a  horse's 
tail  with  heavy  weights  on  one's  back 
and  to  be  marched  under  the  sun  for  a 
period  of  1 8  days  was  nothing  less  than 
torture.  They  had  been  told  tliat  the 
Secretary  of  State  was  anxious  to  see 
how  these  punishments  would  work; 
but  the  Bill  would  not  come  into  opera- 
tion, except  for  the  United  Kingdom, 
Europe,  America,  and  the  West  Indies, 
until  the  31st  of  December  next,  and, 
as  the  Bill  must  be  renewed  this  time 
12  months,  he  did  not  see  how  expe- 
rience of  its  working  was  to  be  acquired. 
It  had  been  frequently  stated  that  it  was 
desirable  to  abolish  flogging  in  the  Army 
because  it  prevented  good  men  joining 
the  ranks.  Well,  he  said  it  was  most 
desirable  that  whatever  be  the  punish- 
ments to  be  inflicted  for  these  serious 
ofiPences,  above  all  was  it  desirable,  in 
the  interests  of  all  concerned,  that  they 
should  be  clearly  known  and  understood 
by  every  recruit  who  joined;  and  yet 
we  found  this  Bill — if  passed  in  its  pre- 
sent form — adding  this  further  diffi- 
culty to  recruiting,  that  no  man  coming 
into  the  ranks  to-day  could  tell  to  what 
punishment  he  would  be  subject  for 
those  grave  offences  to-morrow.  No 
good  purpose  could  be  served  by  dis- 
cussing at  any  length  rules  which  at 
any  moment  might    be    altered ;    but 


0RDER8    OF   THE  DAT. 

ARMY  DISCIPLINE  AND  REGULATION 

(ANNUAL)  BILL.— [Bill  123.] 

{Mr,   Secretary    Childertf  the  Judffe    Advocate 

Oetieraly  Mr.  Trevelyan.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — {Mr,  Secretary  Chiiders.) 

Viscount  EMLYN,  in  rising  to 
move — 

**  That  it  is  undesirable  that  punishments  to 
bo  awarded  by  Courts  Martial  for  grave  offences 
committed  by  soldiers  on  active  service  should 
ho  regelated  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
thereby  withdrawn  from  the  direct  control  of 
Parliament;  " 

said,  the  question  he  desired  to  raise 
did  not  affect  the  main  principles  of  the 
Act  of  1879;  but  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  4th  clause  of  the  Bill  now  be- 
fore the  House  would  import  in  that 
Act  a  principle  so  new  and  so  objection- 
able, that  he  claimed  to  be  justified  in 
raising  the  question  before  the  stage  of 
Oommittee.  The  principle  to  which  he 
referred  was  no  other  than  this — that 
for  the  gravest  ofiPences  a  soldier  could 
commit  on  active  service  the  punishment 
should  be  regulated,  not  by  Parliament, 
but  by  the  Secretary  of  State.  They  all 
remembered  what  took  place  in  1879, 
and  how  the  question  of  the  abolition 
of  flogging  was  introduced.  It  was 
then  said  that  the  great  difficulty  in 
the  way  of  its  abolition  was  the  finding 
of  punishments  which  could  be  substi- 
tuted for  it.  They  remembered,  too, 
the  strange  changes  of  front  which  were 
executed  by  the  noble  Marquess  the 
present  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
then  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
changes  brought  about  by  concessions 
made  by  his  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  then  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Colonel  Stanley),  and  also  by  the 

Eressure  brought  to  bear  upon  him  by 
is  supporters  below  the  Gangway.  The 
result  was  that  the  question  was  made  a 
Party  question,  which  had  landed  them 
in  a  not  very  pleasant  position.  What 
had  been  the  result  to  the  soldier  ?  It 
was  this,  that  he  was  now  placed,  as  re- 
gards grave  criminal  offences,  in  a  worse 
position  than  any  one  of  Her  Majesty's 


they  need  not  go  beyond  the  pro- 
visions of  the  BiU  itsehP,  and  the  lan- 
guage used  from  the  Treasury  Bench, 
to  find  the  strongest  condemnation  of 
the  rules  in  question.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  introduced 
it  said  he  would  lay  the  rules  on  the 
Table,  but  could  not  say  that  they  had 
been  approved  of  even  by  the  highest 
military  authorities — they  might  have 
to  be  changed,  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  did  not  wish  to  have  his  hands 
tied.  He  maintained  that  the  hands  of 
the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  be 
tied.  He  claimed  for  the  soldier  as  weU 
as  for  the  civilian  that  for  srave  criminal 
offences  he  should  be  subjected  to  no 
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panishments  but  sucli  as  were  clearly 
prescribed  by  statute.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  was  willing  to  share 
his  responsibility  in  this  matter  with  the 
House.  Well,  he  believed  the  House  was 
willing  to  take  its  full  share  of  that  re- 
sponsibility. A  very  large  principle  was 
involved  in  the  question.  When  the  Bill 
of  1879  was  before  the  House,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  present  Home  Se- 
cretary said — 

"llicro  wore  many  jyarts  of  the  Bill  on  which 
he  woa  incapable  of  fonning  an  opinion ;  hut 
the  great  merit  of  it  was  that  it  was  a  consoli- 
dation of  the  Mutinv  Act  and  the  Articles  of 
War,  and  that  it  brought  the  whole  thing  under 
Parliamentary  revision  and  control.^' 

But  what  were  they  asked  to  do  now  ? 
Why,  they  were  asked  actually  to  re- 
move from  Parliamentary  control  some 
of  these  very  provisions  over  the  acqui- 
sition of  which  the  Home  Secretary  re- 
joiced so  much  in  1879.  He  wished 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  to  understand  that  in 
anything  he  said  he  was  not  actuated 
by  the  slightest  mistrust  of  himself;  but 
the  question  was  one  which  involved  a 
large  and  grave  principle — a  principle 
to  which  he  hoped  the  House  would  not 
assent.  The  noble  Lord  concluded  by 
moving  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Earl  PERCY,  in  seconding  the 
Amendment,  said,  his  noble  Friend 
had  sought  to  justify  the  course  he  had 
adopted  by  the  fact  that  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  was  altogether  unusual. 
He  might  have  cited,  too,  the  tone 
adopted  by  Members  of  the  Government 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  from 
which  it  would  appear  that  their  con- 
demnation of  flogging  was  of  a  very 
qualified  nature.  They  had  more  than 
once  appealed,  not  to  a  sense  of  what 
was  really  necessary  for  the  proper  dis- 
cipline of  the  Army,  but  to  what  would 
be  popular  with  the  constituencies.  For 
his  part,  he  believed  that  if  some  of  the 
supporters  of  the  Government  had  their 
own  way,  uncontrolled  by  the  influence 
of  po2)ular  sentiment,  they  would  re-enact 
some  of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  of  the 
late  Government,  and,  to  some  extent, 
restore  flogging  to  the  position  it  was  in 
before  the  Bill  of  1879  passed.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  quoted,  with 
approval,  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for    Sunderland    (Sir 

Viscount  Emlyn 


Henry  Havelock-AUan),  that  the  laaih 
was  an  appropriate  punishment  for  the 
crime  of  drunkennesSy  and  for  crimefl 
arising  out  of  drunkenness;  but  he 
added  that  he  wanted  the  question 
looked  at  from  a  popular  point  of  view 
also.  His  main  objection  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  that  it 
was  calculated  to  impose  upon  soldiers 
an  absolutely  uncertain  punishment, 
and  that  it  would  afford  to  commanding 
officers  a  power  to  inflict  as  much  physi- 
cal torture  on  their  men,  if  they  were 
so  disposed,  as  was  possible  under  anj 
system  in  which  flogging  was  indudeo. 
He  could  not  imagine  any  punishment 
more  degrading  than  for  a  soldier  to  be 
dragged  through  the  country  tied  either 
to  the  tail  of  a  cart  or  the  stirrup  of  a 
horse  ;  and  though  surgical  advice  wae 
to  be  taken  as  to  the  punishment  being 
inflicted,  it  might  involve  the  men  in 
great  torture,  because  it  was  by  no 
means  easy  to  tell  whether  a  man  wae 
or  was  not  malingering.  He  would 
shrink  from  exposing  the  British  soldier 
to  such  a  degradation,  and  he  believed 
that  its  effect  would  be  injurious  to  the 
Army. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That'*  to  thfl 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  woHi 
'*  it  is  undesirable  that  the  punishment  to  be 
awarded  by  Courts  Martial  for  g^ve  offenms 
committed  by  soldiers  on  active  service  should 
bo  regulated  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
thereby  withdrawn  from  the  direct  control  of 
Parliament," — (  Viteoxmt  Emfyn^^ 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  CHILDEItS  said,  that  nothing 
could  be  more  moderate  or  reasonable 
than  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  brought  this  question  forward.  He 
(Mr.  Childers)  hoped  the  House  would 
agree  with  him  that  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind  the  responsible  Minister  of  the 
Crown  could  have  no  object  except  to 
2)roposeto  Parliament  what,  in  his  judg- 
ment, appeared  to  be  the  best  solution 
of  the  question.  In  asking  Parliament 
to  give  the  Secretary  for  War  power  to 
define  for  the  next  few  montns  what 
ought  to  be  the  summary  punishment 
for  certain  offences,  he  did  ao  not  be- 
cause he  desired  to  have  that  power,  but 


873     .  Army  Discipline  and      [Maboh  81,  1881)    Regulation  {Annual)  Bill.  374 


solely  because  he  thought  it  would  be  in 
the  interest  of  the  Public  Service.  Before 
bringing  in  the  Bill  he  consulted  with 
those  with  whom  it  was  his  duty  to  con- 
sult whether  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
introduce  into  the  Bill  itself  a  proper  defi- 
nition of  the  summary  punishment  which 
was  to  be  substituted  for  flogging ;  and  it 
was  only  after  very  careful  consideration 
with  his  military  advisers  that  he  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  would  be  better  if 
the  House  would  repose  in  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  next  few  months  the  re- 
sponsibility of  deciding,  from  time  to 
time,  what  ought  to  be  the  punishment, 
rather  than  to  stereotype  at  once  in  the 
Act  words  which  it  might  be  desirable 
to  alter  when  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
do  so.  In  reference  to  the  concluding 
remarks  of  the  noble  Earl,  he  need 
only  say  that  the  punishment  of  tying 
a  soldier  to  a  cart  or  the  stirrup  of  a 
horse  if,  finally  adopted,  would  only  be 
resorted  to  when  the  Army  was  in 
the  field,  or  so  far  removed  from  a  pri- 
son that  he  could  not  be  conveyed 
thereto.  The  Bill  said  that  in  cases  of 
disgraceful  conduct — especially  drunken- 
ness and  ofiPences  connected  with  drunk- 
enness, which  formed  by  far  the  greatest 
item  in  the  list  of  the  crime  of  the  Army — 
there  should  be  entrusted  to  commanding 
officers,  who  coiQd  not  send  the  offenders 
to  prison,  power  to  inflict  upon  them  a 
summary  punishment  which  would  be  a 
deterrent,  while  at  the  same  time  it 
would  not  possess  those  characteristics 
which  had  made  flogging  so  odious  to 
the  English  people.  In  answer  to  re- 
quests that  had  been  made,  he  had  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Paper  ex- 
planatory of  the  intended  punishments  to 
be  inflicted  for  ofifences  for  which  flog- 
ging had  been  formerly  the  penalty ;  and 
these  punishments,  drawn  in  a  spirit  of 
humanity,  but  with  a  determination  to 
preserve  discipline  in  the  Army,  would 
only  be  inflicted  with  due  consideration 
for  the  physical  powers  of  the  soldiers 
upon  whom  it  was  deemed  necessary  to 
inflict  punishment.  These  were  the  pro- 
posals which  the  Government  had  to 
make,  and  under  them  the  punishments 
to  be  substituted  for  flogging  could  not 
be  inflicted  for  more  than  a  certain  num- 
ber of  days  in  the  aggregate,  nor  for 
more  than  a  certain  number  of  days  con- 
tinuously; while  the  officers  were  re- 
quired to  take  care  that  no  personal 
injury  was  done  to  the  individual  being 


punished,  and  on  the  certificate  of  the 
medical  officer,  the  punishment  was  im- 
mediately to  be  discontinued.  It  had 
been  objected,  on  the  one  hand,  that  the 
punishments  indicated  would  not  be 
effectual  substitutes  for  flogging,  in  con- 
sequence of  their  being  of  too  mild  a 
character ;  and,  on  the  other,  that  they 
were  so  severe  that  they  would  prevent 
men  from  joining  the  Army.  He,  how- 
ever, felt  himself  justified  in  coming  to  a 
conclusion  which  lay  between  these  ex- 
tremes, and  in  thinking  that  the  punish- 
ments were  neither  too  mild  nor  too 
severe.  He  was  afraid,  in  the  circum- 
stances, that  he  must  ask  the  House  to 
repose  confidence  in  the  Government 
until  next  year,  when  he  hoped  to  be  able 
to  submit  a  Schedule  to  the  Army  Discip- 
line Bill  containing  a  more  exact  descrip- 
tion of  these  summary  punishments. 

Colonel  NORTH  regarded  the  inter- 
ference on  the  part  of  the  Government 
with  the  old  punishment  of  flogging, 
before  they  were  prepared  to  lay  before 
the  House  any  definite  substitute  for  it, 
as  a  g^eat  misfortune.  He  was  one  of 
those  who  were  in  favour  of  retaining 
the  power  of  flogging  as  a  punishment 
in  the  last  resort.  How  could  the  pro- 
posed punishments  be  carried  out  in  the 
case  of  forced  marches  ?  In  that  case, 
to  place  the  lazy  blackguard  in  the 
waggon  was  exactly  what  he  would  like 
best,  and  would  throw  his  share  of  the 
work  upon  the  honest  and  loyal  soldier. 

Majob  O'BETRNE  said,  he  could  not 
see  how  the  punishments  proposed  in 

?lace  of  flogging  could  be  inflicted  in 
ndia  under  a  burning  sun.  Although 
he  was  by  no  means  an  advocate  of 
flofi^ging,  nevertheless  he  could  not  help 
feeling  that  it  would  be  verv  difficult  to 
keep  up  the  discipline  of  the  Army 
without  it.  Insubordination  in  the  Army 
had  been  far  more  frequent  since  the  in- 
troduction of  the  short-service  system 
than  it  was  before,  owing  to  the  utter 
inefficiency  of  the  non-commissioned 
officers,  and  the  discipline  of  the  Army 
had  sadly  deteriorated  in  consequence. 
It  was  this  want  of  discipline  that  had 
led  to  the  disasters  at  the  Cape,  where, 
to  use  the  words  of  The  Times  Corre- 
spondent, the  men  had  ran  away  helter- 
skelter  with  a  cry  of  despair. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  regretted 
that  the  Government  should  have  taken 
the  step  of  abolishinff  this  old-estab- 
lished pumshment  without  having  any- 
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thing  definite  to  propose  in  its  place. 
The  right  hon.  Gontlcman  said  that  the 
Government  had  taken  that  course  after 
consultation  with  their  military  advisers ; 
but  he  should  like  to  know  whether  they 
had  taken  the  advice  of  any  General 
who  had  commanded  an  army  in  the 
field,  such  as  Lord  Napier  of  Magdala, 
Sir  William  Codrington,  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley,  or  Lord  Chelmsford  ?  It 
would  have  great  weight  with  the  country 
if  the  change  could  bo  shown  to  have 
the  support  of  those  distinguished  offi- 
cers. The  prevailing  idea  in  the  Army 
and  the  country  was  that  it  had  been 
ofifected  from  political  motives.  The 
summary  punishment  now  proposed 
would  be  impracticable  in  the  field.  It 
would  take  away  the  ill-behaved  soldier 
from  thQ  labours  and  risks  of  actual  war- 
fare, which  was  a  very  serious  considera- 
tion in  the  case  of  a  small  army ;  and, 
moreover,  under  certain  circumstances, 
it  must  become  an  exceedingly  brutal 
punishment.  That  was  altogether  a 
novel  power  to  give  to  a  Secretary  of 
State.  It  was  certainly  an  un-English 
idea  to  tie  people  by  their  hands  to  a 
cart  or  a  horse  by  way  of  punishment. 
He  would  not  say  that  such  a  punish- 
ment never  took  place  in  this  country, 
because  he  did  not  know  what  hap- 
pened before  we  had  a  Standing  Army  ; 
but  he  did  not  think  that  since  we 
had  had  a  Standing  Army  there  had 
been  such  a  mode  of  2)unishment.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  deter- 
mined to  abolish  flogging,  he  had  better 
leave  the  matter  as  it  was.  Imprison- 
ment might  be  inflicted  where  it  was 
available ;  if  it  was  not,  he  could  see  no 
other  alternative  but  a  resort  to  the 
ultima  ratio  which  he  did  not  care  to 
name.  Ho  made  these  observations  in 
the  hope  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
would  make  inquiry  of  experienced 
officers  with  reference  to  this  subject  and 
give  time  for  reflection. 

Geneilvl  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
said,  he  could  not  conceive  it  was  pos- 
sible to  retain  cor^^oral  punishment  any 
longer  in  the  face  of  tlie  strong  pub- 
lic opinion  against  it  which  prevailed 
throughout  the  country.  He  had  seen 
hundreds  of  lashes  inflicted,  not  upon 
ono  man,  but  upon  many  men,  week 
after  week,  and  ho  was  not  surprised  at 
the  feeling  of  horror  with  which  the 
people  of  this  county  regarded  that 
prutal  pimishmont.     He  considered  that 
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the  punishment  proposed  to  be 
tuted  WEB  detestable ;  but,  at  the  BBnu 
time,  he  admired  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  taking  upon  himself  a  respeiui- 
bility  which  few  politicians  womd  Sf- 
sume,  instead  of  throwing  it  upon  hii 
military  advisers.  He  thought  mndt 
could  be  done  to  keep  the  soldiers  ftom 
drink,  under  the  influence  of  which  tfie 
crimes  were  committed  which  brouglit 
the  punishment  of  flogg^^  upon  them. 
He  objected  strongly  to  soldiers  b^og 
sent  to  the  field  until  they  were  de- 
clared fit  by  competent  officers.  It  wu 
a  scandal  that  youths  with  only  three 
months'  service  should  be  sent  into  the 
field,  as  had  recently  been  the  case.  We 
spent  millions  upon  mUlions  on  our 
Army,  and  yet  we  had  no  security  thit 
the  men  were  fit  for  their  duties. 

CoLoxEL  STANLEY  said,  that  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  himself    rwog* 
nized  that  the  power  he  asked  for  wii 
one  wliich  had  never  been  granted  to  s 
Secretary  of  State  before.     They  wen 
not  asking  that  every  detail  should  be 
specified,  but  at  present  ever3rthing  wii 
left  vague.    The  right  hon.  Oentlemin 
said  that  as  one  person  argued  that  the 
punishments  would  be  hara  and  another 
that  they  would  be  moderate,  the  objee- 
tions  answered  one  another  and  feU  to 
the  ground.     But  if  the  rules  could  be 
read  with  such  different  interpretatioiii 
that  persons  who  did  not  wish  to  distort 
anything  could  take  opposite  views  of 
the  matter,  that  only  showed  how  objee* 
tionable  it  was  to  leave  a  discretion  ob 
the  subject.     The  lash  had  the  adviii- 
tage  of  uniformity  so  far  as  uniformity 
was  possible.    Officers  had  no  discretion 
one  way  or  another  as  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  punishment,  which  was  M 
certain  as  any  punishment  could  be. 
But  that  would  not  be  the  case  with  the 
punishments  now  proposed.     Could  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  assure  the  House 
that  in  the  punishments  to  be  substi- 
tuted there  would  be  the  same  amonnt 
of  uniformity  as  attached  to  the  punish- 
ments   formerly    administered?    Thej 
were  throwing  a  great    responsibilxty 
upon    the    officers   constituting   eoaxti 
martial  and  those  who  had  to  review  the 
sentences  of  those  courts.     It  would  be 
much  fairer  to  allow  the  officer  com- 
manding to  carry  out  the  punishment  si 
he  thought  tit  than  to  leave  the  mstttf 
so  vague.    The  right  hon.  Gtotleansi 
spoko  about  putting  a  man  into  iTOi% 
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and  then  said  something  in  a  gentle  way 
about  the  ancle.  Did  that  mean  leg- 
irons  or  not — that  a  man  was  to  be  put 
into  irons  hand  and  foot,  and  that  the 
irons  were  to  be  linked  together ;  or  did 
it  mean  some  much  more  gentle  mode  of 
dealing  with  the  man  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  indicated  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  punishments 
would  be  regulated  by  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  would  not  be  subject  to  the 
control  of  Parliament.  Parliament  did 
not  wish  to  interfere  with  details,  but  to 
leave  them  to  the  Executive  officers  and 
to  hold  them  answerable  for  the  result. 
Would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intro- 
duce upon  the  Beport  or  some  other 
stage  some  words  which  would  in  some 
degree  explain  the  nature  of  the  sum- 
mary punishments  ?  Would  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  sanction  the  French 
mode  of  burying  a  man  ?  He  quite  ad- 
mitted that  certain  matters  must  be  left 
in  the  hands  of  the  Executive.  The 
Amendment  of  his  noble  Friend  was 
quite  in  harmony  with  that  sentiment. 
If  his  noble  Friend  went  to  a  division, 
he  would  support  him ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  give  such  explanations  as 
would  render  a  division  unnecessary. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  said,  the 
question  was  not  whether  flogging 
should  be  abolished.  Public  opinion 
had  declared  itself  so  strongly  against 
that  punishment  that  it  ooula  not  be  re- 
tained. There  was  an  almost  universal 
consensus  of  opinion  that  the  existence 
of  the  punishment  was  hateful  to  well- 
conducted  soldiers.  He  was  perfectly 
convinced  that  three-fourths  of  such  men 
held  that  the  retention  of  flogging  would 
be  a  degradation  and  injury  to  them.  It 
was  perfectly  impossible  for  any  Govern- 
ment to  retain  it.  But  if  flogging  were 
abolished,  it  was  necessary  that  some 
summary  mode  of  punishment  should  be 
adopted  for  ofiences  such  as  drunken- 
ness on  duty  and  on  the  line  of  march. 
At  present  there  was  no  power  of  sum- 
mary punishment  whatever;  and  two- 
thirds  of  the  crimes  committed  in  1877, 
and  for  which  death  or  penal  servitude 
ought  to  be  the  punishment,  did  not 
occur  twice  in  25  years.  He  thought 
the  Secretary  for  War  had  acted  dis- 
creetly in  making  the  punishments  under 
this  Act  experimental,  until  he  had  suf- 
ficient information  to  enable  them  to  fix 
them  by  statute.    It  was  to  be  deter- 


mined whether  the  retention  of  corooral 
punishment,  even  in  a  modified  form, 
was  possible.  He  maintained  it  was. 
The  feeling  of  the  country  was  not  so 
much  against  corporal  punishment  as  it 
existed  in  1879,  but  as  it  existed  40  or 
50  years  ago.  He  had  not  voted  for  the 
abolition  of  flogging,  simply  because  he 
did  not  see  what  punishment  could  be 
substituted  for  it ;  and  he  had  reason  to 
complain  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
City  (Mr.  Parnell),  who  denounced  him 
to  his  constituents  as  one  who  was  in 
favour  of  the  brutal  and  cruel  system  of 
flogging  in  use  at  the  close  of  the  last 
century.  He  had  no  hesitation  in  sup- 
porting the  substituted  punishments, 
which,  he  thought,  should  not  bo  intro- 
duced into  the  statute,  leaving  it  to  time 
and  experience  to  determine  whether 
they  would  be  effectual. 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked,  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  considered  himself  bound 
under  the  existing  law  to  lay  all  these 
rules,  or  modifications  of  them,  before 
the  House  ? 

Mb.  OSBOENE  MORGAN  thought  it 
better  not  to  leave  this  matter  in  doubt, 
and  he  had  prepared  a  clause  which  he 
would  move  in  Committee  on  the  Bill  to 
make  it  perfectly  clear.  The  clause  was 
to  this  effect — 

*'  That  all  rules  made  in  pursuance  of  this 
Act  shall  be  laid  before  Parliament  as  soon  as 
practicable,  and  if  Parliament  be  not  then 
sitting,  as  soon  as  practicable  after  the  begin- 
ning of  the  next  Session  of  Parliament.*' 

He  had  very  little  to  add ;  but,  in  reply 
to  the  noble  Lord,  he  must  state  that  he 
had  never  said  that  this  was  a  matter 
on  which  they  should  defer  to  popular 
clamour.  He  said  they  should  be  guided 
by  the  opinion  of  the  most  experienced 
men ;  but  it  was  impossible  to  disregard 
altogether  the  opinion  out-of-doors.  The 
Army  was  recruited  by  voluntary  en- 
listment, and  they  all  knew  that  the 
retention  of  this  punishment  deterred 
not  the  blackguard,  but  the  best  class 
of  men  from  entering  the  Army.  When 
it  was  abolished,  they  woiUd  get  a 
better  class  of  men  to  join  it.  Flogging 
was  dead.  There  was  no  use  in  re- 
arguing the  matter.  They  could  not 
revive  it.  The  only  question  was 
what  punishments  could  be  substi- 
tuted for  it?  The  noble  Lord  said 
the  punishments  proposed  to  be  sub- 
stituted were  too  vague ;  but  it  should 
be  borne  in  mind  that  they  would  be 
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administered  by  reasonable  and  bamane 
men,  and  Tcith  reference  to  the  climate 
and  country  where  tbey  would  be  in- 
flicted. A^inst  the  conduct  of  any  of 
our  soldiers  in  the  Transvaal  we  might 
well  set  the  conduct  of  our  troops  on  the 
march  from  Cabul  to  Candahar.  He 
believed  the  discipline  of  the  Army  to 
be  thoroughly  sound,  and  he  hoped  that 
what  they  were  doing,  so  far  from 
having  any  tendency  to  destroy  it,  would 
have  the  effect  of  improving  it. 

8iB  JOHN  HAY  said,  that  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Lord  hikd  hia  entire  con- 
currence. Its  object  was  to  prevent  the 
re-introduction  of  methods  of  torture  in 
substitution  for  flogging.  He  wished  to 
know  whether,  under  the  new  condition 
of  things,  a  soldier  would  not  escape  the 
liability  to  be  flogged  for  oflTences  which 
would  be  punished  with  flogging  if  com- 
mitted by  civilians  ?  He  put  the  case  of 
a  man  who,  after  being  imprisoned  on 
board  ship  for  striking  a  man,  rushed 
on  hia  victim  and  worried  him.  In  civil 
life  the  man  would  have  been  liable  to 
be  flogged  for  the  analogous  offence 
of  garotting.  If  the  triangle  and  the 
lash  were  abolished,  there  was  no  know- 
ing what  torture  an  ofiicer  might  thiuk 
it  necessary  to  inflict  for  the  purpose  of 
maintaining  discipline  in  the  liela. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL-BANNEEMAN,  in 
reply  to  the  question  just  put,  said  that 
the  offence  of  parotting  would  be  a  civil 
crime,  for  which  the  soldior  would  be 
punishable  by  a  civil  tribunal. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BAKTIELOT  said, 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  done  good  ser- 
vice in  bringing  the  question  before 
the  House.  An  explicit  declaration  had 
been  given  that  any  new  rule  should  be 
laid  on  the  Table.  Never  before  hod 
tho  House  been  asked  to  sanction  the 
proposnl  that  n  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  should  have  the  power  of  prescrib- 
ing what  punishments  wore  to  bo  lu- 
fliutcd,  and  of  doing  it  in  tho  vague  way 
indicated  by  tho  Bill.  He  would  put  it 
to  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it 
would  not  be  far  wiser  to  leave  to  the 
officer  in  command  tho  responsibility  of 
deciding  what  it  might  be  necessary  to 
do  in  the  poculinr  circumstances  of 
each  case  ?  Hu  hoped  that,  at  least,  the 
rtglit  hon.  Gentleman  would  jilnce  some- 
thing more  definite  before  them,  in 
order  that  tbey  might  know  what  was 
to  be  done  in  the  i-aao  of  an  emergency 
arising  in  the  liuld.  It  would  bo  in- 
teresting to  know  whether  the  right  lioa. 
Jfr.  OthwuMgrgm 


Qentleman  had  oonanlted  ths  highaat 
military  authoritiea  with  regard  to  theu 
punishments,  and  portioularlj  thoM 
capable  of  expressing  an  opinion  uto 
whether  they  would  be  efteotool  in  the 
field? 

ViscouKT  EUXTl?  said,  after  du 
statement  that  had  been  made,  hs 
should  not  trouble  the  Honne  to  divide, 
but  would  ask  leave  to  withdraw  ths 
Motion,  reserving  the  rigiht  to  raise  the 
question,  if  necessary,  on  the  SeporL 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  deaired  to  say,  in 
response  to  the  appeal  that  had  been 
made  to  him,  that  these  puniahmenti 
were  as  distasteful  to  him  as  they  oonld 
be  to  any  Member  of  the  House,  and  he 
looked  forward  to  the  time  when  the 
character  of  the  Army  would  be  so  modi 
improved  that  everything  in  the  natiin 
of  punishments  like  these  might  bt 
minimized.  He  had  conaulted  thois 
whom  he  thought  it  waa  his  du^  to  con- 
sult on  questions  of  detail  oonoeminr 
such  punishments,  and  he  did  not  feel 
prepared  to  narrow  at  present,  too  &r, 
tho  power  proposed  to  be  given  to  the 
Secretary  of  State— powers  of  deadiu 
from  time  to  time  what  the  natnie  oL 
eummarypunishmentshould  be.  Bnthe 
would  undertake,  between  the  Committee 
stage  and  the  Report,  to  make  further 
inquiry  in  orderto  ascertain  whether  it 
would  be  possible  to  introduce  intodanei 
4  of  the  Bill  a  few  words  limiting  the 
summary  punishment  to  pervon^  r»- 
Btraint,  and  such  hard  labour  as  shot 
drill.  He  would  take  the  Report  on 
Monday  next  instead  of  to-day  (f^iday), 
which  would  give  him  time  to  connilt 
those  whose  advice  would  be  usefnl  on 
this  point,  and  he  hoped  that  on  Moad^, 
after  the  Report,  the  Bill  might  be  ituL 
a  third  time. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mtAdram. 

Main  Question,  "That  Ur.  Speaksi 
do  now  leave  tha  Chair,"  put,  and 
agrttd  to. 

Bill  eontidtrii  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  3,  inclusive,  agrttd  U. 

Clause  4  (Summary  punishment). 

Majob  NULAN  said,  by  the  Amend- 
ment to  this  clause  standinK  upon  the 
I'apor  in  his  name,  he  intended  thatw 
flumniary  puuishment  should  be  inflicted 
on  non-commissioned  olficere.  HefbOD^ 
however,  that  the  Jud^  AdTOMl* 
Qeueiol  had  considered  tlk9  poin^  ibI 
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had  put  down  an  Amendment  which 
fully  met  the  case.  He  should  not, 
therefore,  move  his  Amendment. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Osbobne 
Morgan,  Amendment  made,  in  page  3, 
line  30,  at  the  end  of  the  sub-section,  by 
inserting  the  words — 

*'  The  said  smnmary  puniahment  shall  not  be 
inflicted  upon  a  non-oonunisBioned  officer,  or 
upon  a  reduced  non-commissioned  officer,  for 
any  offence  committed  while  holding  the  rank  of 
non-commiflsioned  officer." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Summary  court  martial). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Osbobke 
MoBOAN,  Amendment  made,  in  pase  4, 
line  12,  after  the  word  *•  convened,"  by 
inserting  the  words  ''and  shall  have 
jurisdiction." 

Mb.  OSBOHNE  MORGAN  said,  he 
proposed  to  add  words  in  line  15  that 
w&uld,  he  belieyed,  meet  the  objection 
of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Gal  way  (Major  Nolan)  to  evi- 
dence being  given  without  an  oath  being 
administered,  as  indicated  in  the  Amend- 
ment standing  next  in  his  name.  It  was 
intended  to  provide  rules  to  govern  the 
proceedings  of  these  summary  courts 
martial,  which,  when  they  were  seen, 
would  be  found  to  guard  very  carefully 
against  the  miscarriage  of  justice  feared 

by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend. 

Majob  NOLAN  thought  the  point  he 
intended  to  raise  had,  perhaps,  hardly 
been  understood.  He  was,  however, 
satisfied  with  the  provision  that  wit- 
nesses were  to  be  sworn. 

Genebal  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
pointed  out  that  there  was,  in  the  case 
of  a  drum-head  court  martial,  no  time 
to  carry  into  effect  many  minute  regula- 
tions. Still  a  certain  form  was  gone 
through.  An  oath  was  administered,  a 
simple  note  was  taken  of  the  men  form- 
ing the  court,  and  a  record  made  of  the 
punishment  awarded. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  there  was  no 
such  thing  as  a  drum-head  court  martial, 
although  there  might  have  been  70  or 
80  years  ago.  They  had,  moreover, 
never  been  recognized  by  law,  and  the 
sooner  the  idea  of  their  existence  was 
ceased  in  the  minds  of  the  people,  the 
better.  No  doubt,  a  drum  might  be 
placed  on  the  ground,  and  a  Bible  put 
upon  it ;  but  so-called  drum-head  courts 
martial  only  existed  in  romances. 


Genbbal  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
said,  he  had  himself  been  present  at  a 
drum-head  court  martial. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Osbobnb 
MoBOAN,  Amendment  made,  in  page  ^ 
line  19,  after  *'  1879,"  by  inserting  the 
words  ''  as  amended  by  this  Act." 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  move  his  Amendment  to  retain 
the  five  sections  of  the  Army  Discipline 
and  Regulation  Act  of  1879,  because 
the  principal  reason  he  had  urged  in 
support  of  it  on  the  second  reading — 
namely,  that  witnesses  and  others  woidd 
not  be  sworn — had  been  met  by  the  Judge 
Advocate  General.  Still,  there  were 
Qiany  things  to  be  said  in  favour  of  the 
retention  of  the  five  sections  of  the  Act 
of  1879,  which  provided  certain  safe- 
guards for  the  administration  of  justice— > 
among  others,  that  the  officer  prose- 
cuting should  not  sit  on  the  court  martial 
or  give  evidence  as  a  witness.  All  these 
safeguards  would  now  be  abrogated  by 
making  the  sections  in  question  inap- 
plicable to  summary  courts  martial  as 
constituted  by  the  present  Bill.  The 
Amendment  he  now  intended  to  move 
related  to  the  number  of  officers  neces- 
sary to  form  a  summary  court  martial. 
He  had  given  the  subject  careful  con- 
sideration, and  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
that  the  words  ''  where  a  summary 
court  martial  consists  of  less  than  three 
officers,"  ought  to  be  left  out.  This 
Bill  constituted  a  totally  new  form  of 
court  martial,  and  he  hardly  thought 
the  Committee  quite  realized  the  effect 
of  passing  the  clause  as  it  stood.  The 
minor  punishments  of  carrying  an  extra 
weight,  or  of  being  tied  to  a  waggon, 
he  did  not  regard  as  very  serious  affairs, 
so  far  as  the  power  of  sentencing  to 
them  by  the  summary  courts  martial  as 
constituted  by  the  Bill  was  concerned. 
But  when  the  power  of  sentencing  to 
death  was  given  to  these  courts  martial, 
the  matter  became  very  serious  indeed. 
Under  the  present  Bill,  if  any  three 
subalterns  were  got  together  and  any 
two  of  them  decided  that  a  man  should 
be  puuished  with  death,  the  punishment 
of  death  could  be  inflicted.  The  court 
that  had  this  power  was  of  a  most  in- 
formal character.  It  was  not,  however, ' 
so  much  the  court  itself  tliat  he  feared^ 
it  was  the  action  of  the  provost  marshal. 
That  officer,  at  starting  on  the  line  of 


888      Army  Di9eipKn$  ma  (OOMUONS)       RtguMum  (.AmwO^  Bill.   8M 


inarch,  was  no  worse  than  any  other 
officer,  but  he  very  soon  became  so.  He 
was  made  responsible  for  almost  every- 
thing, and  in  time  he  became  a  sort  of 
policeman.  If  discipline  was  not  pre- 
served, ho  knew  very  well  that  he 
would  be  reprimanded,  and  was,  there- 
fore, determined  to  stop  every  irregu- 
larity. Under  those  circumstances,  he 
flogged  men  for  almost  anything.  He 
(Major  Nolan)  was  afraid  that,  under 
the  present  Bill,  he  would  shoot  a  man 
for  almost  anything.  The  provost  mar- 
shal or  senior  subaltern  had  nothing  to 
do  but  to  get  an  assistant  and  form  a 
summary  court  martial.  The  sentence 
of  the  court  could  be  carried  out  on  con- 
firmation by  the  major.  The  major 
might  not  like  to  confirm  the  sentence ; 
but  he  would  know  very  well  that  the 
provost  marshal  had  the  ear  of  the 
General  of  the  Army,  and  that  he  would 
be  looked  upon  as  a  weak  man  if  he  did 
not  support  the  provost  marshal.  He 
would  be,  so  to  speak,  afraid  of  the  pro- 
vost marshal,  or  rather  of  his  influence 
with  the  General.  He  (Major  Nolan) 
could  not  help  thinking  that,  in  a  great 
many  cases,  a  weak  officer  would  be 
coerced  into  approving  the  sentence. 
Again,  the  clause  was,  in  his  opinion, 
objectionable,  because  it  allowed  the 
Commander-in-Chief  to  remove  the  re- 
sponsibility for  shooting  a  man  from  his 
own  shoulders  and  cast  it  upon  an  in- 
ferior officer,  who,  being  a  weak  man, 
might  be  inclined  to  shoot  one  or  two 
men  for  the  sake  of  example.  It  would 
be  seen  in  line  31,  page  4,  that  a  sen- 
tence of  death  awarded  by  a  summary 
court  martial  mi^ht  be  confirmed  by  the 
General  or  Field  Officer  commanding 
that  body  of  the  Forces  with  which  the 
prisoner  was  present  at  the  date  of  his 
sentence.  In  the  Act  of  1879  it  was 
not  so.  In  the  old  Mutiny  Act,  the 
responsibility  was  brought  home  directly 
to  the  General  or  Commanding  Officer, 
who  knew  very  well  that,  when  ho  shot 
a  man  on  his  own  responsibility,  he 
must  have  a  clear  case.  But  the  present 
Bill  did  away  with  that  safeguard,  and 
practically  placed  it  in  the  power  of  the 
provost  marshal  to  force,  perhaps,  a 
major  to  say  '*yes  '*  or  * '  no  '^  to  the  sentence 
of  the  summary  court  martial.  For- 
merly, no  man  could  be  shot  until  the 
General  Officer  commanding  in  the  field 
had  signified  his  approval ;  but  it  was 
now  pruposed  that  every  major  in  charge 
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of  a  baggage  Roard  should  have  the 
responsibuity  wich,  in  the  Pei^inaidar 
War,  rested  only  with  the  Commander- 
in-Chief.  It  amounted  to  this — that  any 
ofiPence  whatsoever  could  be  punished 
with  death  by  any  major  in  com.mand  of 
a  body  of  the  Forces.  That  seemed  to 
him  very  like  murder.  It  had  been 
remarked  to  him  recently  by  an  Ameri- 
can officer  that  our  system  of  field  gene- 
ral courts  martial  was  very  much  more 
simple  and  expeditious  Uian  that  in 
force  in  the  American  Service.  We  had 
already  far  more  power  in  our  system 
than  was  deemed  necessary  in  the  United 
States  Army,  and  yet  we  were  about  to 
double  and  even  treble  the  powers  of 
courts-martial.  He  had  never  heard  of 
such  tremendous  powers  being  given  to 
any  court. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  4,  line  26,  to  leave  out  the  woardi 
"whero  a'  summary  court  martial  consiflts  of 
loss  than  three  officers." — {Mt\/or  Xoian,) 

Sir  HENEY  FLETCHER  hoped  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  would  not  agree 
to  this  Amendment,  because  he  thooghi 
it  important  that,  as  flogging  had  been 
done  away  with,  there  should  be  some 
means  of  punishing  an  offender  in  a 
summary  way.  If  the  clause  was  not 
carried,  he  feared  that  General  Officers 
commanding  an  army  in  the  field  would 
have  great  difficulty  in  maintaining  dis- 
cipline. He  would  not  follow  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  into  all  the  details  of  the  sub- 
ject, but  would  remark  that  he  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  the  ques- 
tion with  a  Qeneral  Officer  of  distinction 
in  the  field.  That  officer  was  of  opinion 
that  no  General  could  undertake  the 
discipline  of  his  army  without  suounaxy 
courts  martial,  seeing  that  the  punish- 
ment of  flogging  had  been  abolished. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that,  when  a 
disgraceful  crime  had  been  committed, 
the  best  way  to  deter  others  from  com- 
mitting it  was  by  punishing  the  offender 
at  once.  It  would  never  do  to  allow 
two  or  three  weeks  to  elapse  before 
bringing  the  offender  to  justice.  He 
felt  that  summary  justice  had  the  best 
effect  in  deterring  men  from  following 
a  bad  example,  and  therefore  trusted 
the  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill 
would  not  give  way. 

Mr.  OSBOENE  MOBGAN  said,  it 
would  be  utterly  impossible  for  the  Go* 
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yemmeiit  to  assent  to  the  Amendment  of 
his  hon.  and  eallant  Friend.  The  ob- 
servations witia  regard  to  the  provost 
marshal  might  have  applied  before  1879 ; 
but  the  Act  of  that  year  practically  abo- 
lished the  power  of  the  provost  marshal. 
It  established  a  court  called  a  field  gene- 
ral court  martial,  which  was,  of  course, 
only  another  name  for  a  summary  court 
martial.  If  hon.  Members  looked  at 
Section  49  of  the  Act  of  1879  they 
would  see  that  the  field  general  court 
martial  might  consist  of  three  ofiicers, 
who  could  inflict  capital  punishment, 
penal  servitude,  corporal  punishment, 
and  imprisonment,  subject  to  this — that 
the  sentence  of  capital  punishment  had 
to  be  confirmed  by  the  general  officer 
commanding.  It  had  now  become  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  have  the  power  pro- 
vided by  this  section.*  Officers  in  com- 
mand of  a  small  detachment,  possibly  in 
a  beleaguered  town,  must  have  at  their 
disposal  means  of  promptly  suppressing 
mutiny.  The  object  of  the  Government 
was,  therefore,  to  put  the  summary  court 
martial  in  the  place  of  the  field  general 
court  martial,  with,  in  some  cases,  more 
extensive  powers.  They  were,  however, 
practically  in  conformity  with  the  Act  of 
1879.  The  rules  of  procedure  issued  by 
the  late  Secretary  of  State  for  War  go- 
verned the  course  of  procedure  in  the  case 
of  general  courts  martial.  One  of  these 
provided  that  the  witnesses  and  the  mem- 
bers of  the  court  were  to  be  sworn,  and 
that  if  the  court  passed  sentence  of 
death  the  whole  court  should  be  of  one 
mind.  That  rule  was  now  in  force. 
He  thought  that  the  hands  of  these  courts 
martial  should  not  be  crippled;  and, 
therefore,  could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman. 
Mb.  BEAND  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man admitted  that  the  proposed  regula- 
tions were  more  stringent  than  those 
under  the  system  of  field  general  courts 
martial.  That  was  the  whole  point  in 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Galway.  ELis  case  was  that 
under  the  field  general  courts  martial 
there  was  security  that  the  sentence  of 
death  should  be  confirmed  by  the  general 
officer  commanding  the  forces  in  the 
field.  Under  the  proposed  system,  these 
summary  courts  martial  would  be  formed 
without  any  limitation  as  to  the  rank  of 
the  officers  composing  them  ;  so  that,  in 
fact,  sentence  of  death  might  be  delivered 
by  three  subalterns  of  the  regiment. 

TOL.  OOLX.        [thibd  sxbies.] 


Whereas,  under  the  old  system,  the  son" 
tence  had  to  be  confirmed  by  the  genera^ 
officer  commanding  in  the  field,  it  migh^ 
now  be  confirmed  by  a  major.  He  re" 
garded  that  provision  as  a  distinct  addition 
to  the  severity  of  the  system.  The  sen- 
tence of  death  ought  not,  in  his  opinion, 
to  be  delivered  by  any  court  martial  that 
had  not  at  least  upon  it  an  officer  of  the 
rank  of  captain,  and  that  it  ought  to  be 
confirmed,  as  it  had  been  formerly,  by 
the  general  officer  commanding. 

Sib  ALEXANDER  GORDON  said, 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
had  alluded  to  a  point  that  had  seriously 
occurred  to  himself.  It  was  not  three 
officers  alone,  but  two,  who  could  deliver 
a  sentence  of  death.  There  was  really 
only  one  independent  officer  to  judge  of 
the  case,  and  that  officer  mieht  be  a 
junior  subaltern.  He  hoped  the  Judge 
Advocate  would  consider  the  extent  of 
the  power  conveyed  by  the  clause.  It 
was  a  remarkable  fact  that  there  existed 
a  strong  tendency  to  make  Mutiny  Acts 
annually  more  severe. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  pointed 
out  that,  under  the  rules  which  governed 
the  procedure  of  field  general  courts 
martial,  there  must  be  an  absolute  con- 
currence on  the  part  of  the  members  of 
the  court,  in  cases  where  the  sentence  of 
death  was  awarded.     The  words — 

'*  By  the  general  or  field  officer  commanding 
that  "body  of  the  forces  with  which  the  prisoner 
is  present  at  the  date  of  his  sentence,*' 

were  introduced  to  meet  the  case  of  a 
mutiny  breaking  out  in  a  small  detach- 
ment commanded  by  two  or  three  offi- 
cers, cut  off  from  communication  with 
the  outer  world.  He  was  unable  to 
g^ve  up  the  wording  of  this  section. 

Mb.  brand  said,  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  now  admitted  that  there 
was  only  one  valid  reason  for  this  in- 
creased severity.  It  was  intended,  ha 
said,  to  meet  the  case  of  a  force  cut  off 
from  the  main  Army.  But  surely  there 
was  no  necessity  for  hurling  a  man  out 
of  existence  in  such  haste.  He  thought 
the  officer  in  command  of  the  force  to 
which  the  man  belonged  might  detain 
him  in  prison  until  he  could  get  a  con- 
firmation of  his  sentence  from  the  gene- 
ral officer  commanding  the  forces. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  he  wanted  to 
guard  against  making  it  easier  to  shoot 
a  man  than  it  was  before. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  was  willing  to  agree 
that  the  sentence  of  death  should  only 
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be  carried  out  in  the  manner  provided 
by  the  clause  in  cases  where  there  was 
no  practicable  communication  between 
the  main  body  and  the  beleaguered 
forces. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  that,  on  those 
conditions,  he  was  willing  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment. 

Sib  ALEXANDEE  GOEDON  wished 
to  ask  the  Judge  Advocate  General  whe- 
ther one  of  the  three  officers  who  might 
sentence  a  prisoner  to  death  could  be 
the  officer  who  investigated  the  charge 
beforehand  and  ordered  the  court 
martial?  The  words  which  allowed  this 
were,  at  his  request,  struck  out  in  Com- 
mittee on  the  Army  Discipline  Bill  of 
1879 ;  but  he  afterwards  found  they  had 
been  re-introduced  on  the  third  reading. 
He  thought  that  the  officer  referred  to 
should  not  be  a  member  of  the  court 
martial. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  said,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  convening  officer 
might  be  a  member  of  the  field  general 
court  martial ;  and  he  was  afraid  that  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  insert  words  in 
the  direction  indicated  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  East  Aberdeenshire. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdratcn. 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  moved,  in 
page  4,  line  32,  to  leave  out  "  that  body 
offerees"  and  insert  **  force." 

Major  NOLAN  said,  the  substitution 
of  the  singular  for  the  plural  in  this 
instance  might  have  an  important  effect. 
He  understood  that  the  proposition  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  to 
leave  the  Act  in  the  same  state  as  it  was 
left  by  the  Act  of  1879,  except  in  regard 
to  its  legal  character. 

Mr.  OHILDERS  said,  the  Amend- 
ment was  proposed  so  that  it  might 
apply  to  the  case  where  there  was  a 
smaU  force  commanded  by  an  officer 
who  was  not  a  general. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to,  and 
added  to  the  Bill. 

Clause  6  (Abolition  of  capital  punish- 
ment) agreed  to, 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  moved  a 
new  clause  to  provide  that  all  rules  made 
in  pursuance  of  the  Act  should  be  laid 
before  Parliament  if  Parliament  was 
Bitting  at  the  time ;  if  not,  as  soon  after- 
wards as  practicable. 

Mr.  Childers 


Sib  ALEXANDER  GORDON  nid, 
he  had  intended  to  move  a  new  clause  to 
the  same  effect,  the  only  difference  being 
that  his  clause  required  the  rules  to  be 
laid  before  Parliament  within  14  days 
after  they  were  issued. 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  CAINE  moved  to  insert  the  fol- 
lowing clause  after  Clause  3  : — 

(Prohibition  of  snpply  of  intoxicating  liqaort.) 
**  On  and  after  tne  commencement  of  this  Act 
the  sale  of  all  intoxicating  liquors  in  cantecu 
and  other  places  of  refreshment  in  garrisoms 
shall  be  prohibited,  and  tho  supply  of  spirit 
rations  on  the  march  discontinued. 

The  hon.  Member  stated  that  he  pro" 
posed  this  clause  in  consequence  of  a 
sentence  contained  in  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan)  upon  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman was  referring  to  the  strange  and 
unaccountable  difference  in  the  Ketum 
of  offences  in  different  regiments ;  and 
he  said — 

**  It  did  seem  to  show,  some  way  or  other* 
how  he  would  not  pretend  to  say,  that  you  could 
make  the  British  soldier  pretty  nearly  what  roa 
liked ;  and  that  if,  on  the  one  hand,  he  could  he 
powerfully  influenced  for  evil,  on  the  other 
hand  he   could  be  powerfully  influenced  for 

food.  How  was  that  object  to  be  carried  oat? 
hey  would  not  do  it  by  the  lash  ;  thoy  would 
not  do  it  by  these  summary  punishments,  how- 
ever necessap'  they  might  bo ;  but  they  would 
do  it  by  raising  the  character  and  morale  of  the 
soldier,  by  removing  the  temptations  to  drunken* 
ncss,  which  was  his  greatest  curse." 

When  he  ^^Mr.  Caine)  heard  those  words, 
he  took  it  for  granted  that  the  War  Office 
fully  intended  to  take  some  immediate 
steps  to  remove  <'  the  temptation  to 
drunkenness  *'  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  himself  said  was  the 
British  soldier's  greatest  curse  ;  but  he 
found  nothing  in  the  Bill  now  before  the 
Committee,  nor  any  expressed  intention 
in  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
speech,  that  at  all  pointed  to  any  such  in- 
tention. He  proposed  to  insert  this  clause 
in  the  Bill  as  the  best  means  known  to 
him  for  securing  these  desirable  results, 
and  making  some  change  in  the  awftil 
and  deplorable  state  of  things  revealed 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gende- 
man's  reply  to  a  Question  he  (Mr.  Caine) 
had  put  to  him  that  afternoon  at  Ques- 
tion time,  when  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
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Gentleman  told  the  House  that  in  1879 
there  were  14,750  punishments  in  the 
British  Army  under  the  sentences  of 
courts  martial,  4,421  of  which  were  for 
drunkenness.  There  were  also  43,372 
fines  imposed,  and  out  of  the  total  num- 
ber 23,000  resulted  from  drunkenness. 
[Mr.  Osborne  Morgak  :  Upon  23,000 
men.]  He  (Mr.  Oaine)  inferred  from 
that  some  men  came  up  two,  three,  and 
four  times  to  be  fined  for  the  same 
offence  of  drunkenness.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  further  gave  the 
House  the  astounding  information,  al- 
though they  were  certainly  prepared 
for  a  serious  state  of  things,  that  236 
per  1,000  of  the  entire  British  Army 
were  fined  or  punished  for  drunken- 
ness during  that  year — 1879 ;  and  also, 
that  three-fourths  of  the  whole  crime  of 
the  British  Army  resulted  from  drunken- 
ness. [Mr.  OsBOBNE  MoBOAN :  It  was  a 
mere  surmise  of  mine.]  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  further  told  them 
that  these  figures  were  the  result,  after 
a  great  declension  from  year  to  year,  the 
declension  having  been  caused  by  the 
inculcation  of  principles  combatting  this 
drunkenness.  The  House  had  also  heard 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  state  that  night  that 
drunkenness,  and  crimes  resulting  from 
drunkenness,  made  up  nearly  the  whole 
crime  of  the  Army ;  so  that  both  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  and  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  had  arrived  at  the  same 
opinion,  that  a  large  proportion  of  the 
crime  in  the  Army  resulted  from  drunk- 
enness. He  must  say  that  he  had  con- 
siderable sympathy  with  the  difficulty 
which  seemed  to  have  been  felt  in  the 
House,  especially  on  the  Opposition 
Benches,  in  devising  some  punishment 
which  should  take  the  place  of  the  bar- 
barous punishment  of  flogging.  What  he 
wanted  to  do,  if  he  could  get  this  clause 
inserted  in  the  Bill,  was  to  prevent  the 
offences  resulting.  He  ventured  to  think 
that  prevention  was  much  better  than  cure. 
He  had  heard  an  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber on  that  side  of  the  House  (Sir  Alex- 
ander Gordon)  say  that  the  Mutiny  Bill 
increased  each  year  in  severity.  He  was 
not  surprised  at  that,  when  such  a  state 
of  things  existed  as  that  which  they  had 
heard  of  to-day  from  the  Government 
Benches.  He  was  afraid  he  should  be 
oblieed  to  trouble  the  Committee  with  a 
good  many  quotations ;  but  he  would  not 
apologize  for  doing  so,  because  he  knew 


that  in  military  matters  the  opinions  of 
a  civilian  like  himself,  however  they 
might  be  in  accordance  with  common 
sense,  would  have  no  great  weight. 
During  the  last  few  weeks  he  had  tciken 
the  trouble  to  collect  the  opinions  of 
many  of  the  most  distinguished  officers 
in  the  Army  upon  this  vital  question, 
and  he  had  done  so  in  view  of  the  Beso- 
lution  he  hoped  to  briuj^  forward  on 
going  into  Committee  of  Supply  upon 
the  Navy  Estimates.  The  first  opinion 
he  would  give  was  that  of  Sir  (iamet 
Wolseley,  from  The  Soldier^s  Pocket 
Book,  published  in  1868,  and  which 
was  accepted  as  a  standard  authority  in 
the  Army.     Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  said — 

*'G^ye  your  men  as  little  spirits  as  possible  ; 
tea  and  coffee  are  much  more  sustainmg,  and 
are  more  profitable.  The  old  superstition  that 
grog  is  a  good  thing  for  men  before  driving,  or 
after  a  march,  has  been  proved  by  the  scientific 
men  of  all  nations  to  be  a  fallacy,  and  is  only 
still  maintained  by  men  who  mistake  the  crav- 
ings arising  solely  irom  habit  for  the  promptings 
of  nature.  It  is  the  commonest  tning  to  see 
men,  when  travelling  at  home,  taking  brandy  to 
keep  themselves  warm.  It  is  an  ascertained 
fact  that  alcohol  of  any  sort  reduces  instead  of 
increases  the  temperature  of  the  body.  The  use 
of  spirits  in  colu  weather  has  been  well  tested 
during  the  various  Polar  expeditions,  the  medi- 
cal officers  of  which  aU  condemn  it  as  a  preven- 
tative against  cold.  No  men  require  greater  en- 
durance than  the  trappers  of  North  America, 
and  none  do  a  greater  amount  of  hard  physical 
work.than  the  voyagers'  lumbermen  there  ;  none 
of  them  drink  spirits  when  in  the  woods,  tea 
being  their  constant  beverage.  Our  armies  in 
Kaffraria  had  no  spirits  issued  to  them,  as  a  rule, 
and  no  army  in  the  field  was  ever  more  healthy 
(if  any  other  was  as  free  from  sickness).  Our 
experience  in  the  Indian  Mutiny  also  carries  out 
this  theory;  for  months,  in  some  places,  our 
men  were  entirely  cut  off  from  all  liquor,  and 
they  were  healthier  than  when,  subsequently,  it 
was  issued  to  them  as  a  ration.  By  increasing 
the  allowance  of  tea,  and  abolislung  that  of 
rum,  you  diminish  the  supplies  to  be  carried 
to  a  great  extent,  whilst  you  add  to  the  health 
and  efficiency  of  your  men.  Their  discipline 
will  improve  as  their  moral  tone  is  raised,  en- 
gendering a  manly  cheerfulness  that  spirit- 
drinking  armies  kaow  nothing  of.  No  men 
have  ever  done  harder  work  than  was  per- 
formed by  the  troops  employed  upon  the  Ked 
River  Expedition.  No  spirits  of  any  sort  were 
issued  to  them;  but  they  had  practically  as 
much  of  good  tea  as  they  could  drink.  Illness 
was,  I  may  say,  unknown  amongst  them." 

That  was  an  old  opinion  of  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley,  published  in  1 868.  For  fear, 
however,  that  any  hon.  Member  should 
think  that  that  gallant  officer  had 
changed  his  opinion,  he  would  quote  a 
passage  from  a  letter  written  by  him 
from  the    War   Office    at   the   Horse 
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rion  of  DmnkenneM  in  fhe  Army  in  India,  in 
order  that  I  might  asceztain  thoroughly  how 
the  action  of  the  Society  has  affected  regimental 
discipline,  and  what  has  heen  its  effMt  upon 
crime  resulting  from  drunkennetB." 

In  1874  there  were  in  tbe  Indian  Army 
1,751  abstainers,  and  16,233  non-ab- 
stainers. The  crimes  committed  by 
the  teetotallers  were  virtually  none. 
The  aggregate  percentage  of  crime 
committed  by  teetotallers  during  the 
five  years  amounted  to  0*12,  while 
those  of  the  non-abstainers  amounted  to 
4*68,  or,  in  round  numbers,  were  about 
40  times  as  numerous.  He  came  next 
to  a  letter  from  Lieutenant  General  the 
Hon.  Sir  Henry  W.  Norman,  a  Member 
of  the  Council  of  India,  dated  October 
3,  1876,  and  written  in  connection 
with  the  Association  in  which  he  (Mr. 
Caine)  had  for  a  long  time  taken  a 
warm  personal  interest.  Sir  Henry 
Norman  said — 

**  You  are  well  aware  of  the  interest  I  take 
in  the  Soldier's  Total  Ahstinenoe  Aaaociation, 
and  may  rely  upon  my  aiding  it  as  far  as  I  am 
able.  The  work  you  are  engaged  in  is  one  of 
the  highest  value,  not  only  to  the  soldiers  them- 
selves, hut  also  to  the  Government  they  serve, 
which  has  the  strongest  reasons  for  deairing  the 
success  of  efforts  calculated  to  promote  the  phy- 
sical and  moral  welfare  of  the  troops." 

He  did  not  conceive  that  he  was  wasting 
the  time  of  the  House  in  reading  these 
extracts.  He  merely  wished  to  give  the 
opinion  of  these  distinguished  oflELcers 
rather  than  offer  any  argumenta  of  his 
own.  The  next  opinion  was  that  of 
Lieutenant  General  Sir  Charles  Staveley, 
Commander-in-Chief  of  the  Bombay 
Army  from  1874  to  1878— 

*'  I  desire  to  say  that  there  is  no  donbt  that 
drunkenness  is  the  source  of  nearly  all  the  crime 
in  the  British  Army,  and  here  in  India  of  a 
very  groat  deal  of  the  sickness  and  invaliding.'* 

That  confirmed  the  opinion  which  had 
been  expressed  on  the  Treasury  Bench. 
He  would  now  quote  a  letter  from  Sir 
Eichard  Temple,  and  he  was  almost 
inclined  to  regret  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  unsuccessful  at  the  last 
General  Election,  because  otherwise  he 
miglit  have  been  sitting  on  those  Benches 
to  endorse,  as  he  (Mr.  Caine)  was  sure 
he  would  have  done,  the  views  he  was 
now  expressing.  Sir  Biohard  Temple, 
writing  from  Malabar  Point  on  the  18th 
of  March,  1878,  said— 

"  I<Vom  long'  experience  in  the  field  in  almoft 
all  parts  of  India,  I  am  convinced  that  beer,  wina, 
and  spirits  do  not  conduce  to  stiength  and  •&• 


Guards,  on  the  17th  of  August,  1880,  in 
which  he  said — 

'*  My  experience  has  proved  to  me  that  less 
liquor  thoro  is  consumed  in  an  army  the  more 
efiSciont  is  its  condition.  I  have  never  seen  men 
do  harder  work  than  that  done  by  the  throe  bat- 
talions I  took  with  me  on  tho  Red  Kiver  Expe- 
dition in  1870,  and  I  never  saw  men  make  lighter 
of  hardships,  bo  more  choorfiil,  moro  healthy, 
or  better  behaved  than  they  were.  With  the 
troops  under  my  command  recently  in  South 
Africa,  we  had  very  little  spirits.  Of  my  own 
personal  escort  the  majority  were  total  ah- 
stainers,  and  they  were  models  of  what  soldiers 
on  service  should  bo.  1  find  that  if  you  give 
men  plenty  of  tea  and  sugar  they  do  not  miss 
their  grog  after  a  time ;  haWng  no  grog  with 
you  in  a  campaign  oases  your  transport  very 
considerably,  and  removes  a  temptation  to  steal 
which  its  presence  with  an  army  always  creates. 
There  is  no  one  that  wishes  well  to  the  temper- 
ance cause  more  sincerely  than  I  do." 

That  was  the  opinion  of  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley  expressed  within  the  last  12 
months.     He  would  now  quote  a  single 

Sassage  from  the  book  of  Lieutenant 
olonel  Denison  on  Modern  Cavalry 
which,  he  believed,  was  another  standard 
book — 

'*  Care  should  be  taken  on  the  line  of  march 
to  prevent  men  drinking.  Some  will  say  it  is 
necessary  to  give  men  spirits  to  keep  them  up. 
I  do  not  see  any  necessity'  for  it.  I  have  always 
noticed  the  men  who  do  not  drink  at  all  work 
the  best  and  will  hold  out  the  longest." 

He  was  sorry  that  he  was  not  able  to 
quote  the  opinion  of  Major  General  Sir 
Frederick  Koberts.  Had  that  gallant 
officer  been  in  the  country,  he  believed 
he  might  have  been  able  to  do  so.  But 
when  at  the  Mansion  House  the  other 
day  at  the  banquet  given  to  him  there, 
in  answer  to  Mr.  John  Taylor,  a  member 
of  the  National  Temperance  League  and 
a  personal  friend  of  his  (Mr.  Caine' s) 
own,  Sir  Frederick  Roberts  stated — 

'*That  the  absence  of  crime  amongst  total 
abstainers  in  tho  Army  was  almost  incredible, 
and  that  drink  was  a  great  incentive  to  punish- 
able offences  in  the  Anny." 

In  a  letter  sent  from  Simla  in  October, 
1877,  to  the  Soldier's  Total  Abstinence 
Association,  Sir  Frederick  Roberts 
said — 

"  I  have  the  pleasure  to  inclose  a  cheque  in 
aid  of  the  Soldier's  Total  Abstinence  Associa- 
tion, in  the  success  of  which  I  am  deeply  inte- 
rested." 

The  next  letter  he  would  read  was  one 
from  Lord  Napier  of  Magdala,  dated 
May  6,  1876.     Tho  noble  Lord  said— 


"  I  have  deferred  writing  to  you  regarding 
the  operations  of  the  Society  for  tho  ISuppros- 
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dnraace  under  cbcomatBiicas  of  Hvert  and  nt- 
tniued  pbvncal  exertion,  bat  havs  rather  a 
coDtrary  effect,  and  are  often  at  the  bottom  of 
illnees  and  ailmentu  erroueoosly  attributed  to 
the  Indian  climate  and  other  cauaei." 

He  would  next  read  a  poTtion  of  a  letter 
from  Colonel  Charles  Blewitt,  now  com- 
manding the  brigade  depot  at  Halifax, 
writton  in  1874,  when  commanding  the 
65 tb  Itegiment  in  India — 

"  I  do  not  hesitate  to  aaj-  that  were  the  prin- 
ciple and  habit  of  totally  abataininK  the  nils 
and  not  the  eicGptioQ  crime  would  he  com- 
parativoly  unknown,  and  the  roll  of  other 
offences  insignificant.  Drunkonneu  at  all  times 
and  in  all  regiments  has  been,  in  my  opinion, 
the  direst  foe  to  diaciplinn,  and  the  deeCroyer  of 
the  health  of  the  soldier.  Further,  ithaa  lapped 
his  moral  and  weakened  hij  manly  character. 
Man  of  experience  in  the  Army  know  what 
■hifts  a  man  will  make  to  buy,  concaal,  and 
oonauma  a  bottle  of  rum.  He  will  prevaricate 
and  mislead  to  prevent  his  auperiora  learning 
from  whence  he  obtained  it.  The  uune  man, 
when  free  from  the  debaging  inflnencs  of  liquor, 
would  scorn  to  deceive  on  any  subject  whatever. 
Abeliniiuce  from  intoxicating  liquors  la,  I  think, 
of  greater  consequenoe  in  its  moral  effects  than 
its  physical.  Under  thsGrst  condition  wc  have 
our  soldicra  in  their  own  proper  nature,  loyal, 
truthful,  frank,  and  bold,  doing  the  right  for 
the  right's  sake — hatine  the  wrong,  because  it 
contaminatea,  and  is  loathing  to  their  man- 
He  would  now  venture  to  read  a  short 
extract  from  the  opinion  of  a  colonel  in 
the  Indian  Army,  who,  however,  had 
not  given  him  permission  to  use  his 
name.  He  i^uoted  this  gallant  officer 
because  he  was  not  a  total  abstainer, 
and  he  stated  so  in  his  letter.  The 
letter  said — 

"  Many  commanding  officers,  myseli  among 
the  number,  ore  not  advocateaof  totu  abstinence; 
but  I  holioTe  all  commanding  officen  to  be  hoa. 
tile  to  the  issue  of  rum  to  the  men  :  at  least,  all 
I  have  ever  converaed  with  have  been  so,  and  I 
believe  if  by  your  efforts  you  con  induce  the 
authorities  to  stop  the  issue  of  spirits  to  ail 
regiments  arriving  in  this  country,  you  will 
confer  a  great  boon  on  the  Army,  and  yon  will 
remove  one  of  the  chief  causes  of  the  universal 
use  of  spirits  in  the  Army  in  India.  I  look 
□pon  a  free  oanteen  as  fatal  in  India,  where  a 
man  has  so  much  money  to  spend,  and  so  much 
idle  time.  The  strongest  argument  against  free 
canteens  is  the  fact  that  in  the  Army  of  India, 
the  greolest  proportion  at  delirium  tremens  ii 
amongst  the  sergeants  who  are  poMeswd— in 
thoir  mesa — of  the  privilege  of  a  free  canteen. 
It,  therefore,  these  men,  the  selected  men  of 
each  regiment,  with  saperior  education,  cannot 
be  trurtcd,  what  would  be  the  rcadt  if  free 
canteens  were  thrown  open  to  Uia  whole  body 
of  men?" 

From  a  verj  interesting  Betum  from 
Her  Majesty's  lat  battahoD  of  the  11th 


Begiment  in  India  he  voold  quote  three 

sentences — 

The  lute  Commander-in-Chief,  Lord  Napiar 
of  Ittagdals,  in  hie  farewell  General  Order  to  the 
Army  in  India,  proclaimed  that  the  introduc- 
tion of  temperance  had  been  clearly  the  means 
of  reducing  the  number  of  courts  martial  dur- 
ing the  last  Sve  years  by  one-half ;  and  he  said 
that  the  proportion  of  crime  in  Bengal  amongst 
temperance  men,  veraus  the  moderate  and 
intemperate,  was  1  to  40.  Statistics  from  the 
records  of  the  1st  battalion,  11th  Itegiment, 
bears  out  the  above  statement  in  every  respect^ 
as  the  foUowiug  examples  will  show : — The 
□umber  of  trials  by  oourla  martial  in  1370  was 
Ifi,  of  which  33  were  for  drunkenness.  The 
numbers  of  trials  in  1B7S  was  II,  of  which  6 
were  caused  by  drunkenneM." 
He  had  quoted  these  figures  in  order 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Judge  Advocate  General  might 
Bee  whether  they  were  in  a  decreased  or 
in  an  increased  degree.  The  next  short 
sentence  he  selected,  because  he  thought 
it  might  have  some  weight  with  hon. 
Members  on  the  Opposition  Benches. 
There  were,  certainly,  not  many  present 
on  those  Benches;  but  he  quoted  the 
passage  because  he  thought  It  might 
have  some  effect  upon  the  two  or  three 
who  were  there.  It  was  the  opinion  of 
the  Marquess  of  Salisbury,  written  in 
January,  1876,  respecting  the  Army 
Sanitary  Commission.  Lord  Salisbury 
said,  in  his  despatch — 

"  I  would  also  request  your  attentioa  to  the 
remarks  of  the  Commisdonas  to  the  importance 
of  every  effort  being  token  by  the  Government 
to  discourage  the  use,of  alcobolie  drinks  in  the 
Army  in  India." 

He  was  now  about  to  trouble  the  Com- 
mittee, for  a  moment  or  two,  with  the 
medical  declaration  respecting  the  ha- 
bitual use  of  intoxicating  liquors  in  the 
Indian  Army  ;  and  he  might  add  that 
he  did  not  intend  to  quote  any  authority 
that  evening  that  was  not  an  Army 
authority.  The  declaration  to  which  he 
referred  was  signed  by  six  deputy  sur- 
geons, 35  surgeon  majors,  and  two  sur- 
geons, all  of  them  in  the  Army  Medical 
Depot.  The  declaration  said — 

"  I.  Being  fully  convinced  that  nearly  all 
military  crime  may  be  traced  to  the  use  of  intoxi- 
cating liquor,  and  a  great  deal  of  sickness  oaosed 
by  its  excessive  use,  there  can  be  no  excuse,  on 
physical  grounds,  for  rejecting  the  practice  of 
total  abstinence.  II.  A  common  idea,  that  in- 
toxicating stimulants  are  neoeasaiy  in  India,  is 
a  fallacy,  which  has  gradually  led  many  mode, 
rate  drinkers  into  banefnl  excess.  The  habitual 
aseVif  mm,  brandy ,'and  other  spirits.is  far  mon 
injorioui  than  bensflcial  to  ths  vast  majority  of 
those  who  daily  indulge  ip  "-""     "'    '^"""'' 
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of  diseaso,  I  sond  tou  the  following  pftrticulan 
taken  from  the  admisuon  and  diacharffe  hook. 
l^Vom  the  lat  of  January  to  the  26th  Jmy  then 
were  o65  admiationB ;  of  these,  46  were  teeto- 
tallers,  or  about  1  in  12  ;  hut,  as  only  ahout  a 
third  of  the  re^mont  are  toetotallers,  the  pro- 
portion of  admission  of  teetotaUera  to  non-teeto- 
tallers is  about  one  to  four.  I  believe,  in  nearly 
all  cases,  it  is  the  rum  ration  which  makei 
men  spirit  drinkers ;  they  rarely  are  so  whoi 
they  enlist.  If  the  rum  ration  were  done  away 
with,  I  do  not  think  many  men  would  drink 
native  spirits.** 


Boldiers,  on  landing  for  the  first  time  in  India, 
Mhould  be  wam(?d  against  the  pernicious  habit 
of  drinking  a  dram  of  rum  daily.  l^Iany  men, 
who  never  know  its  taste  before  receiving  their 
first  dram  at  the  canteen,  have  act^uired  a  thirst 
for  spirits,  which  has  ruined  their  prospects  in 
the  iScn-ice,  and  prevente<l  the  rwruit  from  de- 
veloping, 'morally  and  physically,  into  a  well- 
trained  soldier.  IV.  The  men  who  abstain  from 
intoxicating  liquor,  in  the  Service,  are  not  more 
subject  to  climatic  diseases  than  their  drinking 
comrades ;  on  the  contrary,  the  teet-otallers  are 
not  so  frequently  under  medical  observation  or 
invalided.  V.  ITie  object  of  the  Soldiers'  Total 
Abstinence  Association  commends  itself  to  our 
sympathy,  in  its  cndL'avours  to  suppress  drunk- 
enness in  the  Army.  The  whole  question  of 
the  use  of  alcohol,  as  a  medicine,  is  not  touched 
upon  by  the  ple^lge  of  tho  Association,  which 
loaves  ever\'  member  at  liberty  to  use  such, 
under  medical  direction.*' 

He  had  road  this  medical  declaration 
through,  because  he  thought  it  was  not 
fair  to  take  extracts  from  it.  There 
"were  now  two  or  throe  individual  opi- 
nions from  the  surgeon  majors  who  had 
signed  the  declaration,  which  he  would 
also  road.  Tho  first  was  from  Surgeon 
Major  Hamilton,  who  said — 

*'Ihave  long  advoratiMl  tho  jlisuso  of  spirits 
in  canteens  as  a  (jlovcrnment  issur.  Tho  best 
change  Sir  Hugh  Kuso  ever  effected  for  the 
British  soldier  in  India  was  the  alteration 
in  the  rum  ration,  whm  it  wtw  reduced  from 
two  to  one  *  tot '  per  day :  and  that  Commander- 
in-Chief  who  completes  tho  work,  and  stops  the 
issue  of  rum  in  canteens,  will  do  more  for  tho 
morale  of  the  European  force,  and  cause  a  greater 
diminution  of  crime,  than  any  other  mciisure 
that  has  hitherto  been  proposed." 

For  the  benefit  of  those  civilians  who  did 
not  know  what  Sir  Hugh  Eose's  Order 
was,  he  had  it  there,  and  would  quote  it. 
It  was  an  Order  given  at  Simla  in  June, 
1864,  and  was  as  follows : — 

"  Sir  Hugh  Kose  has  taken  into  mature  con- 
sideration the  opinion,  and  unanimous  one,  of 
medical  oflicors,  that  it  is  prejudicial  to  tlu- 
hrallh  of  the  soldier,  especially  in  a  tropical 
climate,  to  drink  daily  two  drams  of  spiiits. 
They  considt-r  that  this  constant  consumption  of 
ardent  spirits  weaki.»nM  gra«lually  the  organs  of 
life,  affects  tho  head,  oxcit(!9  tho  senses,  and 
paves  tho  way  to  crime.  His  Excellency  is  per- 
suaded that  many  young  soldiers,  sober  from 
childhood,  have  contracted  habits  of  inebriety 
from  drinking,  at  tho  canteen,  what  they  con- 
ceive to  be  a  reguLition  allowance  of  spirits  for 
soldiers." 

A  very  important  separate  opinion  was 
given  by  Mr.  F.  R.  McFarlane,  Surgeon 
Major  in  charge  of  the  66th  Foot.  Mr. 
McFarlane  said — 

**  In  reply  to  your  letter,  asking  me  the  rela- 
tive numb(>rs  of  tcetobdlers  to  non-te«>totallcr8 
admittwl  int(i  hospital,  witli  the  geuei-al  results 

Mr.  Caine 


The  last  opinion 
those  who  signed 
tion,  although  he 
give  replies  from 
was  from  Surg^n 
said — 


he  would  ffive  from 

the  medicca  declara- 

might,  if  necessaiy, 

nearly  all  of  them, 

Major  Bobinson,  who 


'*  I  hope  such  an  amount  of  consentient  tsati- 
mony  may  bo  obtained,  as  will  enable  the  advo- 
cates of  temperance  and  of  total  abstinence  to 
obtain  the  withdrawal  of  the  rum  ration.  I  be- 
lieve that  a  large  proportion  of  tho  rank  and 
tile  of  the  Army,  who  now  partake  of  it,  would 
be  pleased  with  such  a  result.  I  have  myself 
recommended  this  step,  and  have  no  dLouht  that 
many  medical  officers  have  done  likewise." 

There  were  just  two  or  three  other  sen- 
tences from  other  letters  with  which  he 
would  close.  Surgeon-Major  Turton 
said — 

**  The  dram  of  rum  might,  with  advantage, 
be  done  away  with  in  India,  aa  it  is  not  ooly 
unnecossar}',  but  pernicious.'* 

Surgeon  Major  Condon  said— 

**  The  rum  ration  is  about  the  greatest  cuise 
ever  inflicted  on  tho  Army.  The  soldier  takei 
it,  at  first,  because  he  thinks  Government  is 
giving  him  a  boon." 

Surgeon-Major  Colan  said — 

"  Some  men  who  wero  temperate  before  can- 
teen faciliti«?s  wero  opened  to  them  thereby 
acquired  a  thirst  for  spirits.'* 

He  would  close  his  quotations  with  two 
from  distinguished  medical  officers  at 
home.  The  first  was  from  the  late  Dr. 
E.  A.  Parkes,  F.E.8.,  Professor  of  Mili- 
tary Hygiene  attheArmyMedicalSchoolt 
Netloy,  who,  in  the  latest  edition  of  his 
Manual  of  Practical  Hygiene^  asked-— 

'*  Are  there  any  circumstances  of  tho  soldier's 
life  in  which  the  issue  of  spirits  is  ad^-isable,  and 
if  the  question,  at  any  time,  lies  between  tho 
issue  of  spirits  and  total  abstinence,  which  is 
best  h  To  me  there  seems  but  one  answer.  If 
spirits  neitlier  give  strength  to  the  body,  nor 
sustain  it  against  disease— are  not  protective 
against  cold  and  wot,  and  aggravate,  rather  than 
initigate,  the  effects  of  heat — if  their  use,  even 
in  moderation,  increases  crime,  injures  discipline, 
and  impairs  hope  and  cheorralness^izthe 
severest  trials  of  war  have  not  been  merely 
borne,  but  more  easily  borne  without  them— Jf 
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Btand  how  the  War  Office  coiild  go 
against  Buoh  opinions  as  lie  had  just 
quoted,  ualees  it  was,  as  had  happened 
before,  that  the  influence  of  the  leading 
and  active  agents  of  the  Army  counted 
little  or  nothing  as  against  t^at  other 
influence  which  eometimfis  prevailed  in 
that  particular  branch  of  the  Service. 
The  Government  admitted  the  evil ;  they 
expressed  their  intention,  in  the  speeches 
they  delivered  from  the  Treasury  Bench, 
to  do  something  or  other  ;  but  they  did 
not  do  so.  He  now  gave  them  an  op- 
portunity, by  their  acceptance  of  hia 
clause,  to  get  rid  of  those  temptations 
to  drunkenness  which  they  themaelvea 
provided. 

New  Clause  (Prohibition  of  supply  of 
intoxicating  liquors,) — {ifr.  Caint,)  — 
brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Uotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 

Mb.  OaBORNE  MOEGAN  said,  that 
with  a  very  great  deal  of  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Boar- 
borough  (Mr.  Caine)  he  most  cordially 
agreed.  The  hon.  Gentleman  ^uld  know 
that  there  was  no  man  in  the  House 
who  was  more  anxious  than  himself 
(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  to  put  a  stop 
to  the  terrible  amount  of  drunkenness 
which  prevailed  in  the  Army,  and  which, 
as  he  stated  early  in  the  evening,  in 
answer  to  a  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Scarborough,  was  the  root  and 
cause  of  a  very  large  proportion,  if  not 
the  whole  of  the  crime  committed  in  the 
Army.  But  what  he  was  afraid  of  was 
that  his  hon.  Friend's  clause  would  not 
secure  the  object  he  had  in  view ;  in 
fact,  he  thought  it  would  have  an  ex- 
actly contrary  effect.  The  hon.  Gtentle- 
man  proposed,  in  order  to  promote 
sobriety  m  the  Army,  to  stop  the  sale 
of  all  intoxicating  liquors  in  the  can- 
teens. Why,  if  that  were  done  the 
soldier  would  simply  be  driven  from  the 
canteen  to  the  public-house.  Instead  of 
getting  good  liquor,  as  he  now  did  get 
in  the  canteen,  the  soldier  would  get 
bad  liquor  at  the  public-house  ;  and  in- 
stead of  drinking  beer,  as  he  did  now, 
it  would  be  found  he  would  drink  gin 
and  other  spirits.  Was  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber aware  that  the  sale  of  spirituous 
liquors  was  expressly  prohibited  on 
home  stations  ?  In  the  course  of  the 
11    mouthfl  he   had    held    Office,    ha 


thero  Is  no  evidence  tiut  they  sre  protective 
against  malaria  or  other  digeoaea — then  I  con- 
CL'ive  that  the  medical  officer  vill  aot  he  iugtiSed 
in  aaactiooing  tfaeir  use  under  any  othei  cir- 
camstances." 

Surge  on -General  W.  C.  Maclean,  M.D., 
C.B.,  Professor  of  Military  Medicine, 
Army  Medical  School,  Netley,  in  a  lec- 
ture at  the  Royal  United  Service  In- 
stitution, delivered  in  February,  1874, 
said — 

"If  them  bo  any  point  of  military  hygiene 
that  may  now  bo  regarded  as  setUod  beyond 
doubt  or  cavil  it  is  Uiia — that  apiritg  are  not 
only  not  helpful,  hut  are  hurtful  to  the  mnrch- 
ing  Boldier,  everywhere,  I  believe,  but  nowhere 
more  so  than  in  hot  climatee.  The  eridence  on 
this  point  is  ovt-rwhelnmig.  Were  I  the  medi- 
cal chief  of  any  Army  destined  to  take  the 
field  in  a  tropical  climate,  not  a  drop  of  spirits 
should,  with  my  consent,  accompany  it,  save 
what  the  Toquiremciits  of  the  ambulance  service 
demanded.  The  evidence  shows  XbaH,  wherever 
soldiers,  by  accident  or  deei^,  have  been  cut 
off  from  the  use  of  flpirits  on  marehee,  on  active 
service,  in  temperate  climates  eiposed  to  wet 
and  cold,  or  in  the  tropics  to  ardent  b^at,  or  in 
laborious  giegea.  they  have  maintained  their 
health,  spirits,  and  luscipline  far  better  than 
when  the  once-deemed  indispensable  grog  was 
in  daily  use.  I  cannot  leave  this  important 
subject  without  adding  that  for  12  years  I 
have,  at  Netley,  had  unrivalled  opportunities  of 
studying  the  effects  of  habitual  dram-drinking 
on  the  petBODS  of  our  soldiers,  and  add  my 
testimony  to  the  immonso  weight  of  evidence 
accumulated  by  medical  men  in  civil  and 
military  life,  to  the  effect  that  alcohol  is  one  of 
the  most  active  agent*  in  causing  du^neration 
of  the  human  tissues — in  other  words,  disease, 
premature  decay,  and  death.  If  Uds  be  true, 
as  I  believe  it  ia,  tho«o  officers  who,  by  precept 
and  example,  strive  to  wean  Uieir  men  from 
the  practice  of  this,  our  national  vice,  may, 
with  truth,  bo  said  to  ho  engaged  in  a  patriotic 
work,  and  to  deserve  well  of  their  country." 

He  had  no  other  quotation  to  lay  before 
the  Committee,  though  he  could  have 
given  a  great  many  more.  He  could 
have  occupied  two  or  three  hours'  time 
in  making  quotations  &om  the  speeches 
and  writings  of  very  great  authorities, 
all  of  which  would  tend  in  precisely  the 
same  direction  as  those  he  had  already 
made.  What  he  wanted  to  point  out 
was  that  the  Govemmeat  proposed  no 
remedy  for  the  appalling  state  of  things 
that  was  revealed  in  the  answer  to  the 
Question  he  put  to  the  Government  this 
afternoon.  He  proposed,  no  doubt,  a 
very  drastic  remedy  ;  but  still,  until 
the  Government  proposed  some  remedy 
which  would  be  equally  effective,  he 
must  press  his  case  to  a  divimon,  that 
the  feeling  of  the  House  might  be  tested 
upon  the  question.  He  couw  not  under- 
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had  never  come  across  a  single  case  of 
drunkenness  occurring  in  canteen ;  cases 
of  drunkenness  had  invariably  originated 
outside.  That,  he  thought,  would  be  also 
the  experience  of  his  Predecessor  (Mr. 
Cavendish  Bentinck).  Ho  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan)  would  go  further  and  say  that 
in  India,  whore  there  were  no  public- 
houses,  but  where  the  only  driuK  sup- 
plied was  tliat  from  the  canteen,  cases 
of  drunkenness,  as  compared  with  those 
in  civil  life  in  England,  were  exceed- 
ingly rare.  The  Queen's  Regulations 
relating  to  canteens  strictly  prohibited 
the  sale  of  ardent  and  spirituous 
liquors  of  any  description  in  canteen 
on  home  stations,  although  at  foreign 
stations  the  sale  of  spirits  was  per- 
mitted at  the  discretion  of  the  com- 
manding officer.  Furthermore,  it  was 
stipulated  that  no  intoxicating  or  malt 
liquors  of  any  description  were  to  be 
sold  before  1 2  at  noon,  or  after  tattoo, 
or  during  Divine  Service,  or  to  any  man 
apparently  intoxicated.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  spoken  of  the  prevalence  of  drunk- 
enness in  the  Britisli  Army.  Great  as 
the  drunkenness  was  it  had  been  steadily 
diminishing ;  and  he  had  heard,  though 
he  could  not  state  it  as  a  fact,  that  the 
number  of  total  abstainers  in  the  Army 
was  as  large  as  25  per  cent  of  the  whole 
force.  At  any  rate,  temperance  was  on 
the  increase.  There  was  another  objec- 
tion to  the  adoption  of  tlie  proposed 
clause.  It  was  not  a  clause  which  could 
be  conveniently  inserted  in  a  Mutiny 
Bill,  inasmuch  as  it  was  quite  outside 
the  scope  of  the  Bill.  He  hoped  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  press  the 
clause  to  a  division,  because,  if  so,  he 
would  be  compelled,  for  the  reasons  he 
had  assigned,  to  vote  against  him. 

Dii.  KINNE^VE  could  not  follow  the 
hon.  Member  for  Scarborough  (Mr. 
Caine)  in  the  extracts  he  had  read ;  but 
he  could  give  the  Motion  his  heartiest 
support.  In  the  North  of  Ireland  he, 
as  pastor  of  a  congregation,  constantly 
came  in  contact  with  the  soldiers  sta- 
tioned there.  Ho  had  questioned  the 
men  with  reference  to  drinking  in  the 
Army ;  and  from  the  answers  he  received 
he  had  concluded  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  offer  the  men,  in  addition 
to  their  pay,  2d.  per  day  in  lieu  of  the 
drink  rations,  at  least  50  per  cent  would 
very  gladly  accent  it.  There  was  hardly 
a  young  man  wno  entered  the  Army  or 
Navy  who  did  not  leave  his  parents' 
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home  without  oanying  with  him  the 
prayers  of  his  father  and  mother,  and 
who  did  not  join  the  Service  without 
promises  of  the  very  beat  nature.  He 
would  like  to  see  the  Gt>yemment  doing 
everything  to  assist  the  men  to  carry  cot 
tho  promises  which  had  been  so  justly 
and  solemnly  made ;  and  he  hoped  the 
arguments  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Scar- 
borough, supported  as  they  were  by 
such  weighty  authorities,  would  com- 
mend themselves  to  the  judgpnent  of 
the  Committee.  Their  earnest  desire 
ought  to  be  to  promote  the  characten 
of  the  young  men  in  the  Army  and  Na^ 
for  sobriety  and  righteousness,  which 
was  the  greatest  aid  to  discipline  and 
efficiency. 

Captain  HEEGN-MAXWELL  said, 
that  as  tho  clause  applied  to  home  sta- 
tions the  Committee  ought  not  to  accept  it 
Judging  from  his  own  experience  as  a 
soldier  he  did  not  think  there  were  many 
cases  of  drunkenness  arising  out  of  the 
drink  obtained  at  the  canteens;  and  if,  u 
it  was  now  proposed  to  do,  they  drove  a 
soldier  out  of  the  canteen,  thej  would 
inevitably  drive  him  to  the  endless 
number  of  public-houses  which  infested 
camps  and  military  stations.  The  real 
remedy  of  the  evil  of  ezcessive  drinking 
in  the  Army  was  that  the  magistrates 
who  had  tho  issuing  of  licences  should 
restrict  the  number  of  public-houses  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  large  camps.  That 
would  assuredly  have  the  effect  the  hon. 
Member  for  Scarborough  had  so  much 
at  heart.  In  India  there  was  a  veiy 
common  conviction  that  spirit  drinking 
and  tho  issuing  of  the  rum  ratio  was 
deleterious  in  the  extreme  to  the  health 
of  the  soldier.  But  at  home,  on  acoount 
of  the  good  regulations  in  force  in  respect 
to  the  canteens,  it  was  hardly  possible 
for  men  to  get  drunk  in  those  establish- 
ments ;  and  the  shutting  up  of  the  can- 
teens would  simply  result  m  the  soldier 
being  driven  to  the  public-hoiise,  where 
he  would  get  drunk  unknown  to  the 
authorities.  The  evil  of  drunkenneee 
would  increase  rather  than  diminish; 
and  he,  therefore,  hoped  the  Conmiittee 
would  refuse  the  Motion  now  before 
them. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  he  had  not 
the  advantage  of  being  present  during 
the  early  part  of  the  discussion;  bat 
after  reading  the  mere  terms  of  the 
Motion  on  the  Paper,  and  after  hearing 
^m  his  hon.  Fnends  around  him  aa 
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account  of  what  had  taken  place,  he 
was  bound  to  join  with  those  who 
wished  to  offer  an  opposition  to  the  in- 
sertion of  the  clause.  He  did  so,  not 
because  he  was  less  anxious  for  tem- 
perance than  even  the  hon.  Member  for 
Scarborougli  himself,  but  simply  on  the 
grounds  he  had  already  heard  stated  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  (Captain 
Heron-Maxwell)  and  by  others — namely, 
that  if  they  prohibited  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating liquor  in  the  canteens  they  would 
drive  the  men  outside  where  they  would 
get  liquor  of  an  inferior  description,  and 
in  quantities  totally  unstinted.  He  did 
not  believe  the  bounds  of  reasonable 
drinking  were  at  all  exceeded  in  can- 
teens. He  was  a  member  of  the  Oanteen 
Board,  and  he  spoke  from  personal  ob- 
servation when  he  said  that  when  the 
canteens  were  taken  over  from  the  can- 
teen keepers,  for  the  benefit  of  the 
soldiers,  they  were  very  well  regulated 
and  looked  after,  and  drinking  was  re- 
duced to  a  minimum.  Furthermore,  he 
could  not  help  feeling  that  if  they  were 
to  get,  as  they  hoped  they  would  now 
get,  a  better  class  of  men  in  the  Service 
they  would  not  do  so  by  restrictive 
measures  of  this  sort.  He  was  glad 
there  was  one  common  ground  on  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Scarborough  and 
himself  could  meet,  and  that  was  in  the 
promotion  of  the  new  movement  which 
he  hoped  would  gain  ground  every  day, 
that  of  the  Army  Coffee  Taverns.  He 
trusted  that  in  the  persons  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Scarborough,  and  those  who 
thought  and  acted  with  him,  they  might 
find  supporters  of  that  movement ;  and 
he  felt  persuaded  they  would  do  more, 
by  engaging  in  a  work  of  that  kind,  to 
promote  temperance  in  the  Service  than 
by  coming  to  the  House  with  a  Motion 
of  the  description  now  on  the  Paper. 
He  wished  to  enter  his  very  earnest 
protest  against  soldiers  being  understood 
to  be  the  most  drunken  class  of  men  in 
existence.  That  was  an  entire  mistake. 
He  did  not  mean  to  contend  for  a  moment 
that  there  was  not  too  much  intemperance 
in  the  Army ;  but  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  when  hon.  Gentlemen  read 
the  lists  of  punishment  and  the  general 
Beturns  connected  with  the  Army  they 
read  of  cases  pf  drunkenness  in  men  who 
were  under  observation  at  all  hours  of 
the  day  and  night.  The  soldier,  from 
his  very  uniform,  was  conspicuous ;  and 
he  (Colonel  Stanley)  was  afraid  there 


was  not  always  a  friendly  feeling  to- 
wards him  on  the  part  of  the  general 
public,  but  that  they  were  always  ready 
to  notice  in  him  the  slightest  shortcoming. 
He  was  glad  to  believe  there  was  not 
more  drunkenness  existing  in  the  ranks 
of  the  Army  than  there  was  in  the  cor- 
responding branches  of  civil  life.  He 
would  be  pardoned  for  entering  his  pro- 
test against  the  character  usually  given 
to  our  soldier.  It  was  very  easy  to  give 
a  soldier  a  bad  name ;  but  it  was  very 
difficult  for  a  man  to  retrieve  his  reputa- 
tion when  he  had  once,  whether  rightly 
or  wrongly,  lost  it.  He  felt  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen would  best  advance  the  social 
position  of  the  soldier,  if,  instead  of 
giving  him  a  bad  name,  they  would 
assist  him  in  getting  a  bettor  one. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  did  not  think 
the  object  the  hon.  Member  for  Scar- 
borough had  in  view  would  be  attained 
by  closing  the  canteens.  Drunkenness 
in  the  Army  had  diminished  very  sen- 
sibly since  the  Government  took  over  the 
canteens.  This  very  action  had  tended  to 
discourage  drinking,  not  only  at  home, 
but  in  the  Colonies,  and  for  the  simple 
reason  that  the  men  now  got  in  the  can- 
teens a  good  description  of  liquor  at  the 
lowest  price.  The  drink  sold  outeide 
barracks,  both  at  home  and  in  the  Colo- 
nies, was  very  bad  ;  and,  in  his  opinion, 
it  would  be  a  great  improvement  if  spirits 
were  sold  in  canteens.  There  were  some 
men  who  wished  to  drink  spirite,  and  if 
they  were  supplied  in  the  canteens  they 
would  be  of  good  quality.  He  hoped 
the  Committee  would  not  accept  the 
Motion. 

Me.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  it  was 
cheerine  to  him,  and  it  must  be  cheer- 
ing to  the  country,  to  know  that  both  the 
present  and  late  Ministers  for  War  were 
entirely  at  one  in  a  sincere  desire  to 
assist  the  soldier  who  was  willing  to 
assist  himself  in  pursuing  a  policy  of 
sobriety.  He  did  not  believe  any  one 
of  them  had  the  well-being  of  the  in- 
dividual members  of  the  Army  more  at 
heart  than  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  himself.  The  only  difference  be- 
tween the  hon.  Member  for  Scarborough 
and  the  War  Office  authorities  was  as  to 
the  mode  of  attaining  the  desired  end. 
Perhaps  he  might  be  allowed  to  point 
out  what  struck  him  as  an  unconscious 
inconsistency  in  his  friends.  Either  the 
position  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Oaine) 
was  untenable,  or  he  was  right.    The 
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soldier' ought  to  have  good  driix  "kin  the 
canteens,  because  if  ho  could  not  get  it 
there  he  would  go  to  the  public-house. 
They  ought  to   give  him  brandy  and 
whisky  as  well  as  other  liquor.     If  the 
soldier  wanted  good  and  honest  liquor, 
but  it  was  not  provided  for  him  in  the 
canteen,  it  was  agreed  that  he  would  be 
compelled  to  go  out  of  the  barracks,  where 
he  would  get  what  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  0' Sullivan) 
called   **  silent  spirit,"    but    which,    in 
reality,  was  a  spirit  which  made  him  very 
noisy.    That  struck  him,  and  others,  as 
inconsistent  and  illogical  in  the  present 
position.   He  appealed  to  the  War  Office 
to  consider  that  the  step  they  had  already 
taken,  such  as  it  was,  in  the  direction  of 
his  hon.  Friend's  position,  had  been  at- 
tended with  great  benefit.  Theyhadstruck 
out  the  more  ardent  spirits,  and  since  the 
military  authorities  took  over  the  can- 
teens and  placed  them  under  their  own 
regulations  there  had  been  good  order 
prevailing  in   the  barracks.     His  hon. 
Friend  considered  that  if  they   would 
take  the  remaining  half-step  thoy  would 
go  the  whole  way,  and  make  the  canteens 
army  coffee  taverns.  Then,  at  all  events, 
the  soldier  would  not  be  in  a  position 
to  turn  round  to  his  court  martial,  and 
say — **You  train  me  to  the  appetite 
within  the  barrack  gates,  and  upbraid 
me  for  the  consequences."    He  admitted 
the  men  did  not  got  drunk  in  the  canteen ; 
they  commenced  the  drinking  in  the  can- 
teen, and,  having  taken  the  first  two  or 
three  steps  in  drunkenness,  they  went 
out  of  the  gates.     Ho  protested  against 
throwing  the  blame  on  the  public-house 
keepers,  for  thoy  only  finished  the  trans- 
action.    The  first  part  of  the  operation 
was  performed  under  the  authority  of 
the  War  Ofiice,  and  the  finishing  touch 
was  put  upon  the  business  by  the  un- 
conscious and  innocent  publican  over  his 
counter.     [_A  laugh.^     He  meant  that  it 
might  happen  that  a  soldier  might  have 
had  several  glasses  of  good  beer  in  the 
canteen,  and  have  gone  to  the  public- 
house  before  the  beer  had  produced  any 
marks  on  his  countenance ;  the  publican 
would  then  innocently  complete  the  wreck 
by  supplying  him  with  more  drink.     It 
was  not  for  a  moment  suj^posed  that 
there  was  any  want  of  desire  to  Iielp 
forward  sobriety  in  the  Army.  He  knew 
nothing  connected  with  the  Service  better 
calculated  to  attract  young  men  of  good 
conduct  than  the  abolition  of  flogging, 
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and  the  establishment  of  reading  rooms 
and  the  like,  in  the  di£Eerent  banacb. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Scarborough  simplj 
asked  them  to  take  into  account  that  thej 
had  done  a  great  deal  of  g^od  by  pio* 
hibiting  the  sale  of  ardent  Bpirits,  but 
that  they  would  do  a  g^at  aeal  more 
good  if  they  went  still  further. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  thought  the 
Committee  owed  a  debt  of  natitude  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Scarborough  for 
having  brought  the  question  under  the 
notice  of  the  Committee.  He  had  no 
doubt  it  was  true  that  since  the  GoYen- 
ment  had  undertaken  the  control  of  the 
canteens  drunkenness  in  the  Army  bad 
very  greatly  diminished.  This,  howover, 
conclusively  showed  that  if  no  intoxicanti 
were  supplied  they  would  have  every- 
thing they  desired  in  making  the  Britiib 
Army  the  model  army  of  the  world.  Bat 
then  they  were  told  that  if  intoxicating 
liquors  were  suppressed  in  the  canteeni 
the  soldiers  must  go  outside  and  get 
worse  drink.  If  that  were  so,  it  wai 
only  necessary  to  to  a  step  further. 
They  already  puni^ed  a  soldier  for 
drunkenness,  why  should  they  not  punish 
the  publican  for  making  him  mink? 
That  was  no  new  doctrine.  It  was  the 
law  of  the  land,  and  the  only  misfortune 
was  that  the  law  was  never  put  in  force, 
lie  hoped  liis  hon.  Friend  would  go  to  a 
division,  because  they  were  all  interested 
in  raising  the  character  of  the  Britiali 
Army.  Every  Member  of  the  Home 
must  be  concerned  to  hear  the  testimony 
about  the  desertions  in  the  Army,  the 
great  percentage  of  crime,  and  the  greet 
outcry  made  about  the  relaxation  of  die- 
cipline,  and  the  increase  of  mutinonfl 
spirit  in  the  Army.  The  testimony  pro- 
duced by  the  hon.  Member  for  8ca^ 
borough  was  to  the  effect  that  if  there 
were  no  drink  there  would  be  no  ineab* 
ordination,  but  perfect  discipline ;  and  it 
appeared  to  him,  therefore,  that  die  doty 
of  Parliament  was  clear  —  namely,  to 
force  on  the  War  Office  the  necessity  of 
introducing  this  system  of  suppressing 
intoxication  and  suppljring  non-intoxi- 
cants in  the  canteens  instead  of  theee 
dangerous  things.  If  the  hon.  Member 
wont  to  a  division,  he  should  be  glad  to 
support  him  ;  and  other  hon.  Memberii 
by  supporting  him,  would  be  doing  more 
to  lessen  the  expenditure  upon  and  in- 
crease the  efficiency  of  the  British  Annj 
than  by  any  other  step  it  was  leffc  to  tiM 
British  Parliament  to  take. 
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Sir  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT  did 
not  think  that  the  hon.  Member  who 
jnst  sat  down  had  shown  that  by  intro- 
ducing this  clause  in  the  Bill  they  would 
raise  in  the  manner  described  the  credit, 
and  discipline,  and  honour  of  the  British 
Army.  The  hon.  Member  was  one  of 
those  who,  like  so  many  hon.  Members 
who  sat  near  him(SirWalterB.  Barttelot), 
wished  to  regulate  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
not  only  what  people  might  drink,  but 
also  what  they  might  eat.  He  had  al- 
ways believed  that  we  in  England  were 
a  free  people,  and  should  be  allowed  to  do 
that  which  we  thought  to  be  in  our  best 
interests  ;  but  there  were  some  people 
who  seemed  to  think  that  we  should  be 
regulated  in  all  we  did  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament. He  admired  those  who  could 
refrain  from  drinking  ardent  spirits  or 
malt  liquor,  or  anything  else ;  but  they 
must  certainly  give  people  credit  for 
some  little  discretion,  and  allow  them  to 
do  that  which  they  considered  for  their 
own  interest  and  benefit.  There  was 
not  one  of  the  hon.  Members  who  had 
spoken  but  had  shown  that  it  had  been 
a  good  thing  to  take  away  from  the 
canteens  the  power  of  selling  ardent 
spirits ;  but  they  had  not  proceeded 
beyond  that  one  inch.  They  had  not 
shown  that  by  giving  the  soldier  good 
beer  in  his  own  barracks  they  had  not 
prevented  him  from  going  into  the  pub- 
lic-houses, which  had  been  the  curse 
and  the  abomination  of  the  soldiers  of 
the  British  Army.  What  he  wanted  to 
point  out  was  that  if  the  men  wanted 
Deer  and  porter,  and  could  get  it  good 
in  their  own  barracks,  it  was  infinitely 
better  for  them  to  get  it  there  than  to 
have  to  go  outside  for  it.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers must  not  tell  him  that  if  they  did 
away  with  the  canteens  they  were  going 
to  prevent  soldiers  from  drinking  in  pub- 
lic-nouses outside  the  barracks.  Then, 
he  wanted  to  know,  what  good  would 
they  do?  They  would  take  the  men 
from  those  places  where  they  got  good 
liquor  which  did  not  make  them  drunk, 
and  drive  them  to  those  places  where 
they  would  get  bad  liquor  which  would 
make  them  drunk.  The  argument  hon. 
Members  used  was  absurd.  He  knew 
what  their  feelings  were,  and  that  they 
would  like  to  make  all  the  soldiers  sober. 
If  they  could,  well  and  good ;  but  it  was 
impossible  to  make  them  more  sober 
by  what  they  now  proposed  than  they 
had    been   able  to   do  before.     Th^ 


had  all  listened  attentively  to  the  state- 
ments that  had  been  made,  and  he  would 
venture  to  say  that  if  they  looked  back 
to  what  the  Army  was  40,  30,  20,  or 
even  10  years  ago,  with  regard  to 
drunkenness,  and  then  at  what  it  was 
now,  they  would  find  that  a  great  im- 
provement had  taken  place.  If  that 
was  so,  why  not  let  well  alone  ?  They 
should  not  hurry  the  thing  too  much, 
for  if  they  did  they  would  bring  about 
an  outbreak  far  greater  than  anything 
they  could  attempt  to  remedy.  [  Laughter  i\ 
The  hon.  Member  for  Scarborough  might 
laugh ;  but,  although,  no  doubt,  he  had 
got  up  the  question  very  weU  to-night, 
he  practically  knew  little  or  nothing 
about  it ;  and  he  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bart- 
telot) would  inform  him  that  if  they 
stopped  the  sale  of  malt  liquor  at  the  can- 
teens they  would  drive  the  men  to  public- 
houses  outside ;  and  it  was  because  he 
wished  to  prevent  men  going  outside,  and 
getting  worse  liquor  than  inside,  that  he 
was  for  maintaining  the  canteens. 

SiE  WILFEID  LAWSON  thought 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  must  have  an  extraordinary 
idea  of  what  **  weU  "  was  when  he  said 
*'  Let  well  alone.''  They  had  a  list  of 
22,000  soldiers  in  the  British  Army  fined 
for  getting  drunk  in  one  year.  If  that  was 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet's  opinion 
of  what  was  **  well,"  he  must  say  he 
could  not  endorse  it.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Baronet  was  a  good  old  Consti- 
tutional politician  —  for  here  he  was, 
staunch  as  ever,  standing  up  for  flogging 
and  drinking  in  the  Army.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  talked  about  the  tempta- 
tionsoutsidethe  barracks,  aboutthe  better 
conduct  of  the  men  inside,  and  so  forth ; 
and,  no  doubt,  his  argument  would  have 
a  certain  weight  if  they  were  discussing 
one  of  his  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson's)  Bills, 
which  he  wished  to  apply  to  the  general 
public;  but  nobody  knew  better  than 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  that  the 
soldier  was  in  an  exceptional  position 
altogether.  He  was  under  masters — 
captains,  colonels,  and  generals.  He 
was  loolced  after  to  a  certain  extent — 
regulations  being  made  for  him  that 
would  not  be  made  for  other  people. 
Now,  they  had  heard  a  great  deal  lately 
in  these  Army  debates,  and  had  read  a 
deal  in  printed  articles,  about  the  im- 
portance of  removing  temptation  out  of 
the  way  of  the  soldiers.  The  Judge 
Advocate  Qeneral  himself  had  spoken 
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about  it ;  but  he  (Sir  Wilfrid  LawBon) 
did  not  in  the  least  know  what  was 
going  to  be  done.  He  had  heard  nothing 
in  connection  with  this  Mutiny  Bill,  nor 
in  connection  with  any  other  Bill,  about 
removing  this  temptation,  which,  they 
were  told,  did  so  much  harm,  out  of  the 
way  of  the  soldier.  The  only  person 
who  proposed  anything  was  the  hon. 
^lember  for  Scarborough  ;  and  because 
he  proposed  the  clause  ho  was  said 
to  be  impracticable.  Theoretically,  they 
were  all  in  favour  of  sobriety  and 
everything  else  that  was  good,  and  they 
were  all  united  in  desire  to  advance  any 
scheme  that  proposed  to  bring  about 
sobriety.  lie  would  ask,  then,  was 
there  ever  a  stronger  case  than  that 
which  had  boon  brought  forward  by  his 
hon.  Friend  to-night.  The  Judge  Ad- 
vocate had  said — and  he  was  not  a  man 
who  exa<ggeratcd — that  throe-fourths  of 
the  crime  in  the  Array  was  owing  to 
drink,  and  they  liad  evidence  from  the 
most  competent  authorities  that  drink- 
ing was  a  great  cause  of  sickness  in  the 
Army,  and  the  cause  of  tlie  Army  being 
more  inefficient  than  it  otherwise  would 
be.  Before  the  House  was  as  full  as  it 
was  now,  they  had  had  voluminous 
evidence  tendered  to  them  by  his  hon. 
Friend  on  his  loft,  to  the  efifect  that  all 
the  principal  generals  agreed  in  saying 
that  drinking  in  the  Army  was  an 
alarming  evil,  and  that  our  soldiers 
woiild  be  much  more  efficient  in  every 
way  if  the  moans  of  obtaining  drink 
were  kept  from  them.  They  talked  of 
improvement  in  the  Army ;  well,  he  was 
glad  it  was  improving,  and  that  in  spite 
of  tlie  22,000  fined  for  drunkenness,  ac- 
cording to  the  Judge  Advocate  General, 
there  were  25,000  teetotallers  in  the  Army. 
[Mr.  OsBORXE  MoRQAX  :  25  per  cent,  I 
said.]  That  made  tlie  number  still 
greater.  If  a  fourth  part  of  the  Army 
were  teetotallers,  what  awful  drinkers 
the  others  must  be;  but,  really,  the  prin- 
cipal argument  used  to-day  was  this — 
that  if  we  did  away  with  the  canteens 
the  men  would  go  to  the  public-houses. 
Well,  why  should  they  not  go  to  the  pub- 
lic-houses? [** Hear,  hear!"]  An  hon. 
Member  said  **Hear,  hear!  "but  he  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson)  maintained  that  if  the 
public-houses  were  good  places,  why 
should  not  the  soldiers  go  to  them  ?  He 
hoped  the  next  time  he  brought  forward 
a  Bill,  endeavouring  to  get  rid  of  pub- 
lic-houses, hon.  Members,  who  wore  so 
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horrified  at  soldiers  going  into  thflie 
public-houses,  would  vote  for  it.  Thej 
must  remember  that  it  was  they  whotek 
up  the  public-houses,  and  not  the  Mi- 
di ers.  They  licensed  these  traps  whsfs 
these  men  were  caught;  but  he  wss 
glad  to  hear  the  argument  that  was  ad- 
vanced on  the  other  side,  because  hewss 
sure  it  would  prove  a  veiy  useful  one. 
He  had  noticed  over  and  OTeragtin, 
when  these  questions  canie  up/noiL 
Members,  who  were  opposed  to  hk 
views,  made  use  of  arguments  most  use- 
ful to  him.  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  hid 
said  that  intoxicating  drink  was  badfiff 
soldiers  both  before,  during,  and  alter 
a  march — surely  that  meant  that  drink- 
ing was  bad  for  them  during  the  whole 
of  their  lives.  But  he  had  been  told 
another  thing.  It  had  not  been  eud 
openly  in  the  House,  but  it  had  been 
said  to  him  by  a  gallant  soldier  who 
was  a  Member  of  the  House — '*  Why, 
if  this  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Scarborough  is  carried,  you  will  never 
get  the  men  to  enlist  at  all."  That,  he 
believed,  was  in  the  hearts  of  many  hon. 
Members,  though  they  did  not  Uke  to 
say  BO.  What  a  shameful  and  miser- 
able idea  it  was  —  that  they  opuld  not 
get  men  in  the  Army  unless  they  did 
what  was  wrong.  He  was  sure  our 
soldiers  would  fi^ht  quite  as  well  with- 
out this  temptation.  What  happened 
the  other  day  ?  Why,  Sir  Evelyn  Wood 
was  negotiating  as  to  the  terms  of  peaee 
with  the  Boers — whom,  we  all  agreed, 
made  gallant  soldiers — and,  in  the  ooone 
of  the  proceedings,  he  offered  them 
champagne.  Itwasnotaocepted.  "No," 
said  the  leader,  **  thank  you  ;  we  came 
here  not  to  drink,  but  to  fight."  And 
we  knew  they  did  fight,  just  as  our  own 
soldiers  would  fight  without  this  tempts* 
tion.  When  he  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson) 
brought  forward  any  Motion  to  shut  np 
public-houses,  in  general  he  was  slwaye 
met  with  the  compensation  argument 
It  was  said — '' Compensation  must  be 
given  to  the  people  who  keep  theee 
houses."  But  there  was  no  question 
of  compensation  here.  It  was  to  no- 
body's interest  to  keep  these  places  open, 
for  canteens  were  Government  propertj; 
indocd,  it  would  be  a  saving  to  the  Oo- 
vemment,  as  well  as  a  benefit  to  the  men, 
if  they  were  shut  up ;  and  he  oould  not 
see  why  the  Secreteory  of  State  for  Wsr 
should  not  be  carefid  about  ti&e  soMmh* 
and  anxious  as  for  their  benefit,  astke 
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Navy  authorities  wero  for  the  benefit  of 
sailors.  They  knew  what  the  naval 
authorities  had  done?  During  this 
very  Session  they  had  heard  that 
they  were  going  to  cut  off  the  spirit 
rations  from  the  sailors,  and  give  them 
other  things  in  its  place.  [**  No,  no  !"] 
Well,  perhaps  they  were  not  going  to 
cut  off  the  spirits  entirely,  but  only  to  a 
certain  extent.  The  use  of  spirits  would 
be  very  much  restricted.  [**  No  ! "]  At 
any  rate,  alternatives  were  to  be  given 
to  the  men.  The  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty would  correct  him  if  he  was 
wrong;  but  he  believed  they  were  going 
to  take  away  all  spirits  irom  everyone 
under  the  age  of  20 ;  but  why  should 
they  not  extend  the  age  to  40  or  60?  If 
the  Government  looked  sharp  after  the 
health  and  morality  and  efficiency  of  the 
Navy,  why  should  they  not  do  the  same 
thing  for  the  Army?  He  hoped  the 
House  would  divide  on  the  question,  so 
that  they  might  see  who  were  the  real 
friends  of  the  soldiers,  and  who  were 
they  who  only  made  speeches  about 
them  in  the  House. 

Major  O'BEIRNE  thought  it  would 
not  conduce  greatly  to  the  discipline  and 
good  feeling  of  the  Army  to  have  one 
law  for  the  soldiers  and  another  for  the 
officers,  for  the  latter  could  have  what 
they  chose  to  drink  in  their  mess.  But 
there  was  another  objection  to  the  clause 
proposed  —  namely,  that  if  it  were 
adopted  recruiting  would  simplv  come 
to  a  standstill.  Everyone  knew  t^at  our 
Army  was  drawn  from  the  lowest  classes 
of  society  in  this  country.  It  necessarily 
must  be  so,  seeinfl^  that  it  was  a  volun- 
tary Army.  Well,  the  lowest  classes  of 
society  were  frequenters  of  public-houses ; 
therefore,  if  the  canteens  were  closed, 
an  end  would  be  put  to  recruiting. 

MB.LABOUCHERE  thought  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Oarlisle  (Sir 


Wilfrid  Lawson)  was  going  against  his 
own  favourite  princip^  in  advocating 
this  clause.  The  hon.  Baronet  had  dis- 
tinguished himself  as  the  great  advocate 
of  local  option ;  and,  to  be  consistent,  he 
should  be  ready  to  apply  the  principle 
of  local  option  to  the  barracks — to  allow 
every  regiment  to  say  whether  they 
would  have  canteens  or  not.  He  did  not 
see  why  the  hon.  Baronet  should  step 
forward  and,  without  allowing  the 
soldiers  to  vote  upon  the  question,  say 
<'  They  sh^iU  not  have  liquor  supplied  to 
them  in-doors." 


Sib  ALEXANDER  GORDON  said, 
he  would  go  even  further  than  the  hon. 
Member  who  said  they  should  have  the 
same  law  for  the  officers  as  for  the 
soldiers.  He  would  say  they  should 
have  the  same  law  for  the  House  of 
Commons  as  they  had  for  the  Army.  If 
they  were  anxious  to  teach  soldiers  not 
to  use  intoxicating  liquors  they  should 
exclude  those  liquors  from  the  bar  of 
their  own  Lobby.  If  they  did  that  the 
soldiers  would  see  that  they  were  in 
earnest  and  were  ready  to  set  the  Army 
a  good  example,  and  it  would  then  be 
easier  to  shut  up  the  canteens.  If  it 
could  be  shown  that  the  sale  of  liquor  in 
the  canteen  was  under  complete  control, 
and  was  not  abused,  the  House  should 
not  support  the  clause,  which  was,  in 
his  opinion,  contrary  to  common  sense. 

Mb.  W.  fowler  could  not  accept  the 
language  Qf  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
who  had  j ust  sat  down.  As  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  he  should  be  delighted  to  see 
the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  stopped 
at  the  bar,  because  he  was  one  of  those 
infatuated  people  who  did  not  make  use 
of  such  liquor.  What  did  we  want  to 
give  our  soldiers  these  liquors  for? 
Was  it  to  make  them  stronger  and  more 
efficient  ?  No ;  he  apprehended  that  the 
real  reason  was  because  they  thought 
the  men  liked  it,  and  because  they 
thought  the  men  considered  it  pleasanter 
to  get  liquor  at  home  than  to  be  driven 
into  the  public-houses  outside  for  it.  This 
was  not  the  only  question  they  had  to 
consider.  They  had  to  consider  whether 
it  was  good  for  the  soldiers  to  have 
liquor  sold  in  the  barracks.  It  could 
be  shown  that  the  system  did  a  great 
deal  of  harm  to  the  soldier,  and  the 
only  argument  he  had  heard  used 
against  the  clause  was  that  if  they  did 
not  g^ve  the  soldiers  liquor  in  the  canteen 
they  would  be  driven  outside  to  get  it. 
That  was  what  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  opposite  (Sir  Walter  B.  Bart- 
telot)  and  others  would  say;  but  he 
would  point  out  that  the  House  was  not 
responsible  for  that.  The  men  were  not 
bound  to  go  outside,  and  would  not  if 
they  had  tea  and  coffee  and  that  sort  of 
thing  provided  inside.  He  admitted  that 
the  clause  was  an  extreme  one.  It  was 
a  strong  measure  to  say  that  intoxicating 
liquor  should  not  be  sold  in  the  canteen ; 
but  it  was  desirable,  if  the  men  wanted 
it,  that  they  should  get  it  in  places 
licensed  by  Parliament.    He  did  not  see 
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any  necessity  for  intozicatinff  liquor 
being  sold  in  the  canteen ;  and  he,  for 
one,  would  vote  for  the  clause. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  I  yield  to  no  man, 
not  even  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Scarborough  (Mr.  Caine)  in  my  desire 
to  do  all  I  possibly  can  to  promote  the 
sobriety  of  soldiers.  No  one  who  knows 
anything  of  the  records  of  intoxication 
in  the  Army  and  its  effects  on  crime  can 
have  any  other  wish.  But  still  I  would 
repeat  what  has  been  said  by  others 
opposite  to  me  and  near  mo,  that  the 
consumption  of  intoxicants  in  the  Army 
is  steadily  diminishing,  and  that,  though 
there  is  still  more  to  bo  done  in  the 
direction  of  promoting  sobriety,  the  Army 
now  is  far  more  sober  than  it  was  30 
or  40  years  ago.  Therefore,  from  the 
evidence  before  us,  it  does  not  seem 
necessary  to  adopt  such  a  drastic  mea- 
sure as  that  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Scarborough  proposes,  when  we  see  that 
without  it  sobriety  has  been  steadily 
increasing.  So  much  for  the  general 
principle.  Will  the  Committee  allow 
me  for  a  moment  to  go  to  the  particular 
proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend,  which  may 
be  divided  into  two  parts.  One  is  that 
he  wishes  the  spirit  ration  to  the  Army 
to  bo  put  a  stop  to  in  India ;  and  the  other 
8  that  he  ^vishes  the  canteens  elsewhere, 
in  which  spirits  are  not  sold,  but  beer 
only,  to  bo  stopped  altogether.  The  hon. 
Member  quoted  from  the  Reports  of 
medical  officers  and  others  as  to  the  state 
of  the  Indian  Army;  but  I  would  re- 
mind him  that  the  Mutiny  Bill  only 
refers  to  the  Army  in  the  United  King- 
don  and  some  of  tho  Colonies.  India  is 
not  referred  to  in  it;  and  the  adoption, 
therefore,  of  the  clause  would  not  inter- 
fere with  the  sale  of  spirits  at  canteens  in 
India.  I  will  say  at  once,  however,  on 
that  point,  that  I  will  spare  no  pains  to 
endeavour  to  discourage  the  issue  of 
liquors  to  the  soldiers  in  tropical  coun- 
tries. I  firmly  believe  with  those  who 
have  gone  before  me  that  the  use  of 
spirits  by  soldiers,  particularly  when 
it  is  possible  for  them  to  got  malt  liquor, 
ought  to  be  discouraged  as  much  as  pos- 
sible. That  is  the  policy  I  shall  endea- 
vour to  adopt,  and  that,  I  know,  has  the 
general  approval  of  military  authorities. 
Passing  now  to  tho  proposed  prohibition 
of  the  sale  of  malt  liquor,  I  must  protest 
against  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  some 
hon.  Members  that  it  is  wrong  to  drink 
a  glass  of  boor.    ["  Oh  ! "]  Well,  I  have 
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taken  down  the  words  of  more  Uua  one 
hon.  Member  who  has  spoken  in  ddi 
debate,  and  I  find  that  allowing  beer  to  be 
sold  in  the  canteens  has  been  deacribed 
as  tempting  men  to  do  that  which  ii 
**  wrong."  I  protest  against  that  do^ 
trine  altogether.  There  are  some  peopb 
— though  I  am  not  one  of  diem — who 
have  been  accustomed  to  do  without  mik 
liquor,  and  others  who  have  tnined 
themselves  to  do  without  it ;  but  I  im 
bound  to  say,  and  I  think  I  shall  hm 
the  majority  of  the  House  with  me,  thit 
a  very  large  number  of  people  indeed 
who  have  been  accuBtomed  to  drink  it 
are  none  the  worse  for  it ;  and  tint, 
in  moderation,  it  is  the  most  whole- 
some and  healthy  of  the  national  beve- 
rages of  the  country.  To  lay  down  Ae 
doctrine  that  to  drink  a  glass  of  beer  ii 
to  do  something  that  is  wrong  is  a  peoe 
of  fanaticism  with  which  the  House,! 
am  sure,  will  have  no  sympathy.  There- 
fore, I  say  distinctly,  whilst  wisnIngtodD 
what  I  can  to  put  down,  as  £ar  as  it  lip 
with  me,  the  unnecessary  use  of  spiriti^ 
that  I  will  not  be  a  party  to  the  doc- 
trine that  the  soldier  is  to  be  prevented 
from  getting  a  glass  of  beer  when  he 
can  get  it  good  and  wholesome,  becaoee 
the  countxy,  by  allowing  him  to  get  it^ 
is  tempting  him  to  take  a  first  step  i& 
doing  what  is  wrong.  I  do  not  tmnk 
it  is  wrong  for  the  soldier  to  diiok 
a  glass  of  beer;  therefore  I  say  thit 
if  the  result  of  selling  good  beer  in  tiie 
canteen  is  to  save  the  soldier  from  getting 
a  worse  description  of  drink  outside  ve 
are  doing  not  a  wrong  thing,  but  i 
good  thing,  in  maintaining  the  cantees 
system.  I  cordially  go  with  those  who  ad- 
vocate the  principle  of  giving  the  soldien 
not  only  the  opportunity,  but  eveiy  en- 
couragement to  drink  cofiTee  and  oooot. 
My  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  op- 
posite (Colonel  Stanley)  has  been  good 
enough  to  say  that  he,  when  he  wtf 
in  Oifice,  and  that  I  am  now  doing 
all  that  is  practicable  to  enoouzage 
the  sale  of  good  wholesome  oo£fee 
and  cocoa  in  the  garrison  towns.  Moie 
than  one  society  has  been  establiehed 
for  tho  purpose,  and  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  opposite  and  my- 
self have  done  all  we  can  to  promote 
them.  We  must  g^ve  the  soldier  inside 
t1  le  barrack-yard  opportunities  for  obtsin* 
ing  good  wholesome  coffee  and  cocoa  at  a 
fair  price,  so  that  those  who  wish  to  hive 
these  beverages  can  have  them  inatetd 
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of  drinking  beer;  but  I  am  not  prepared 
to  drive  the  soldier  out  of  the  canteen, 
where,  at  any  rate,  he  gets  wholesome 
beer,  into  the  public-houses  of  a  garrison 
town,  where  the  associations  are  not 
always  of  the  best,  and  where,  certainly, 
the  beer  is  not  always  of  the  best,  and 
where  he  wiU  be  tempted  into  excesses 
of  which  there  woiild  be  little  or  no 
danger  in  the  canteen. 

Sir  ROBERT  CTJNLIFFE  said,  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Caine)  woiild  admit 
that  he  (Sir  Robert  CunliflFe)  was  not 
indifferent  to  the  subject  of  intemperance. 
He  was  very  sorry  he  could  not  stand  on 
the  same  ground  as  his  hon.  Friend  on 
this  question.  So  far  as  he  could  follow 
the  hon.  Member's  remarks,  the  assump- 
tion upon  which  his  speech  was  founded 
was,  that  by  accepting  his  Motion  they 
would  be  removing  uie  temptation  to 
drink  from  the  path  of  the  soldier.  He 
(Sir  Robert  Cunliffe)  differed  from  hishon. 
Friend.  He  maintained,  and  he  believed 
the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  went 
to  prove  it,  that  if  the  soldier  could  not 
get  wholesome  liquor  in  the  canteen  he 
would  go  and  get  it  somewhere  else. 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Car- 
lisle (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  had  alluded 
to  the  fact  that  25  per  cent  of  the  Army 
were  teetotallers,  and  had  gone  on  to 
say  what  ''  awful  drinkers  the  rest  of 
the  Army  must  be."  But  if  his  hon. 
Friend's  proposition  was  right,  and  they 
drove  these  **  awful  drinkers  "  out  of  the 
canteens  into  low  public-houses,  how 
much  worse  they  would  become  ?  The 
teetotallers  did  not  want  the  canteens ; 
but  the  "awful  drinkers"  would  be  better 
for  drinking  their  beer  there.  Yet  the 
hon.  Member  said — **  You  must  not  have 
it  in  the  canteen ;  you  must  go  outside 
for  it."  During  the  time  he  had  been  in 
the  Service,  he  had  had  an  opportamity — 
in  Canada — of  observing  the  result  to  the 
fioldiers  of  their  getting  a  bad  description 
of  liquor.  He  could  appeal  to  several 
hon.  Members  to  bear  witness  to  the 
way  in  which  the  men  suffered  from  the 
spirits  sold  in  Montreal.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Scarborough  seemed  to 
assume  that  if  his  Motion  was  carried 
an  immense  deal  would  be  done  to  put 
an  end  to  drinking  in  the  Army.  That 
was  an  assumption  he  should  be  very 
glad  to  accept;  but  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  not  given 
sufficient  arguments  in  support  of  it.  He 


thought  his  hon.  Friend  had  not  proved 
his  case ;  but  that  he  had  only  proved 
that  if  the  liquors,  which  were  believed 
to  be  in  a  large  degree  wholesome,  were 
not  bought  in  barracks  they  must  be 
bought  elsewhere.  As  the  Motion  stood, 
he  must  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  RAMSAY  regretted  that  he  could 
not  see  his  way  to  voting  for  the  clause 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Scar- 
borough ;  but  he  observed  that  it  con- 
sisted of  two  parts.  In  the  first  place, 
it  proposed  that  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors  in  canteens  should  cease  from  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  and  then  it  proposed 
that  the  supply  of  liquor  on  the  march 
should  be  discontinued.  He  thought  he 
could  vote  for  the  latter  portion  of  the 
Motion,  believing  it  to  be  well  worthy 
of  the  consideration  of  the  Committee 
whether  it  would  not  be  advantageous 
to  discontinue  the  supply  of  liquor  on 
the  march,  and  give  money  in  lieu  of 
liquor  to  the  soldiers  who  were  teeto- 
tallers, or  who  did  not  desire  the  liquor. 
It  would  be  better  to  give  them  the 
chance  of  taking  the  value  of  the  liquor 
than  to  force  them  to  drink ;  and,  if  the  hon. 
Membercould  confine  his  clause  to  the  dis- 
continuance of  all  supply  of  spirits  on  the 
march  he  should  support  the  Motion. 

Mr.  caine,  replying,  said,  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  had  suggested  that  he 
claimed  a  monopoly  in  that  House  of  a 
love  of  temperance.  He  did  not  claim 
any  such  monopoly,  and  he  was  quite 
sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
quite  as  anxious  as  he  was  for  the 
sobriety  of  soldiers;  but  he  did  claim 
something  of  a  monopoly  in  having  pro- 
posed the  right  remedy.  A  g^eat  deal 
nad  been  urged  in  favour  of  the  canteen 
as  against  the  public-house  outside,  and 
a  great  deal  had  been  said  of  the  good 
and  cheap  liquor  at  the  canteens  and  of 
the  bad  liquor  supplied  at  the  public- 
houses  ;  but  no  evidence  had  been  ad- 
duced, or  could  be  adduced,  to  show 
that  there  was  any  real  difference  be- 
tween the  liquor  in  the  canteens  and  the 
public-houses.  The  beer,  as  a  rule,  in 
public-houses,  whether  large  or  small 
houses,  was  pretty  much  the  same,  and 
he  had  not  found  any  adulteration  in  it, 
because  it  was  difficult  to  tamper  with 
beer.  What  he  wanted  to  point  out 
was  that,  under  the  present  system,  the 
soldier  subscribed  for  liquor  in  the  can- 
teen, and  when  the  sergeant  in  charge, 
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thinking  that  he  had  had  enough,  re-  the  Bed  Biver  oonntry,  had  deolinl 

fused  to  supply  any  more  to  hinii  the  that,  in  his  opinion,  in  each  of  thoN 

soldier  then   went  elsewhere  and  got  campaigns    the    soldiers    wero   hetttar 

more  to  drink  than  was  good  for  him.  without  liquor  than  with   it.    In  en- 

The  sergeant  would  refuse  him  more  elusion,  he  would  only  say  that  he  hi 

drink    because    he    showed    sig^s    of  been  exceedingly  gratified  by  the  t^a- 

having  been  drinking ;  but,  as  the  hon.  pathy  of  the  Grovemnient,  especiallT  Iij 

and  learned  Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  the  statement  of  the  Secretary  of  oilili 

A.  M.   Sullivan)  had  said,   the    pub-  for  War.    It  was  because  he  felt  mm  sf 

lican  outside  was  not  to  be  blamed  for  their  sympathy,  though  not,  perhan  ^ 

suppljring  drink  to  a  soldier,  if  he  only  their  support,  that  he  put  his  AmenaxMt 

showed  slight  signs  of  intoxication.    He  on  the  Paper.     He  should  proceed  to  • 

contended  that  the  canteen  gave  the  first  division ;  and,   in   consequence  of  Ai 

impetus  to  drunkenness,  which  was  com-  strong  opinion    expressed    that  mm* 

pleted  elsewhere ;   and  he  hoped  that  thing  should  be   done   with  regiri  I' 

before  long  the  Government  would  do  spirit  rations  on  the  march,  heaM 

away  with  canteens,  and,  at  any  rate,  on  Eeport,  bring  forward  a  dauttYh- 

not  supply  liquor  themselves.     Twenty-  daring  that,  from  the  passing  ot  4l 

five  per  cent  of  the  soldiers  were  teeto-  Act,  all  supply  of  spirits  on  the  wui 

tallers ;  but  the  existence  of  the  canteens  should  be  discontinued, 
was  a  continual  temptation  to  them.    In        Ma  job  VAUGHAN  IjKB,  as  an  oU 

the  interests  of  those  teetotallers  in  the  soldier,  wished  to  defend  the  soUmi 

Army  who  were  trying  to  live  sober  against  the  accusations  of  drunkennai; 

lives,  something  ought  to  be  done  in  the  and  said  he  doubted  much  if  the  hon. 

direction  of  removing  temptation.     The  Member  (Mr.  Caine)  himself  would  nol 

late  Secretary  of  Stat«  for  War  had  spoken  like  to  have  had  a  glass  of  rum  if  he  Vli 

of  the  coffee  canteen,  and  suggested  that  up  to  his  knees  in  snow  for  the  whole 

he  (Mr.  Caine)  and  those  who  agreed  night.     The  soldier  who  got  his  Hqim 

with  him  might  found  coffee  canteens,  at  the  canteen  paid  ready  money  for  it; 

There  were  coffee  canteens  in  the  Army,  and  it  would  be  very  hard  that  a  mu 

and   the  number  was  increasing;   but  who  might  be  at  drill  from  6  in  the 

nearly  all   the  coffee  canteens  in   the  morning  to  4  in  the  afternoon   shonU 

Army  had  been  started  by  teetotallers,  not  be  allowed  to  get  a  glass  of  hen 

in  the  same  way  that  coffee  palaces  and  during  the  whole  of  that  period.    Ha 

cocoa-houses  all  over  the  country  had  had  served  Her  Majesty  in  the  CrimMi 

been  started  by  teetotallers.    Something  and  he  did  not  know  where  the  soldim 

had  been  said  in  favour  of  the  much  would  have  been  at  night  without  their 

abused  soldier,  as  to  his  not  being  such  rations  of  rum. 

a    bad   character   as    ho   was   said    to        Colonel  STANLEY  asked  the  Juip 

be ;    but    it  was    also    remarked    that  Advocate  General  whether  he  oamSj 

there  was  no  very  friendly  feeling  on  understood  him  to  say  that  23,000  caM 

the  part  of    the    public    towards    the  of  drunkenness  occurred  every  year  in 

soldier.     We   constantly  hoard  of  the  the  Army  ? 

soldier  being  refused  admission  to  coffee        Mr.  OSBOENE  MOEQAN  :   23  000 

palaces  and  places  of  entertainment,  and  are  fined  for  drunkenness, 
he  thought  that  the  proprietors  of  those        Question  put. 
places  ought  to  be  compelled  to  treat        rni_     r^         -^        j.  -.  • 

soldiers  in  the  same  way  as  other  people ;  ^  ^^^  9onimittee    divtded  -—Ayes  M ; 

but  it  could  not  be  wondered  that  pco-  S^^^!:'^    Majority  122.— (Div.  Li* 
pie  shrank  from  soldiers  when,  as  the  -^ 

House  had  been  told,  23,000  soldiers       The  CHAIRMAN  :  The  next  Clauw 

were  punished  every  year  for  drunken-  proposed   is  in  the  name   of  the  hon. 

ness.    In  reference  to  an  observation  by  and    gallant  Member    for  Eaneardine- 

the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  West  shire  (Sir  George   Balfour)  ;   but  it  ii 

Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot),  he  did  °?*  possible  to  introduce  that  as  a  pio- 

not  base  his  argument  entirely  upon  his  vise  in  the  Preamble   as  he  propoMS, 

own  opinions ;  but  on  the  opinions  of  ex-  ^^^  ^^  a  new  clause,  as   it  is  outndtf 

perienced    officers    in   the   Army.     Sir  the  scope  of  the  Bill. 
Garnet  Wolselcy,   who  had  served  in        Bill  reported ;  as  amended^  to  be 

India,  at  the  Capo,  in  Ashantce,  and  in  sidered  upon  Monday  next* 

Mr,  Caine 
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Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  proposed  to 
take  the  ConBideration  on  Monday  next,  as 
he  had  promised  the  Committee  to  confer 
with  those  he  should  desire  to  consult 
about  the  introduction  of  words  limit- 
ing summary  punishment  to  restraint 
and  hard  labour  ;  and,  if  the  words 
should  be  acceptable  to  the  House,  he 
hoped  the  Bill  would  be  allowed  to  be 
read  a  third  time  on  that  day,  as  there 
would  otherwise  barely  be  time  to  get  it 
passed  before  the  Easter  Becess.  He 
would  try  to  put  the  words  on  the  Paper 
before  Monday. 

TEINDS  (SCOTLAND)  BHiL.— [Bill  118.] 
{The  Lord  Advocate,  Secretary  Sir  William 

Harcourt,) 

SECOND  BEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  LOBD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Laren),  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time,  said:  The  subject  of 
this  measure  for  the  improvement  of  the 
Law  of  Teinds  or  Tithes  in  Scotland  is 
one  of  a  somewhat  technical  character ; 
and  I  shall  not  occupy  very  much 
the  time  of  the  House  in  explanation 
of  its  provisions.  It  is  right  that  I 
should  state,  at  the  outset,  that  the  sub- 
ject has  attracted  a  great  deal  of  atten- 
tion in  Scotland ;  and  this  measure  has 
been  prepared  at  the  request  of  a  very 
influential  committee,  consisting  of  re- 
presentative members  from  the  various 
County  Boards  of  Scotland,  who  had 
appointed  a  committee  of  their  number 
to  investigate  the  subject  and  make 
recommendations.  The  judicial  proce- 
dure regarding  tithes  in  Scotland  is  one 
of  the  most  antiquated,  barbarous,  and 
cumbrous  systems  of  judicial  process 
that  exists  in  any  part  of  the  civilized 
world.  While  every  other  part  of  our 
judicial  system  has  been  simplified  and 
improved  in  conformity  with  modem 
requirements,  this  department  touching 
upon  Ecclesiastical  Law,  and  relating  to 
the  rights  of  the  Church,  has  been  allowed 
to  remain  as  it  stood  two  centuries  ago  ; 
its  very  nomenclature  unintelligible  to 
the  community  ;  its  rules,  those  that 
existed  at  the  time  when  a  Court  of 
15  Judges,  sitting  with  endless  op- 
portunities of  reclamation  and  appeal 
against  its  own  judgments,  had  its  time 
chiefly  occupied  in  aeciding  questions  of 
form.  The  object  of  this  measure  is  to 
introduce  a  simpler  and  more  economical 
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method  of  ascertaining  and  valuing  the 
tithes  of  the  country,  and  of  apportion- 
ing  the  liability  between  the  difiBrent 
landed  proprietors  afiected  by  it.  In 
order  to  explain  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  it  will  be  necessary  to  state,  in  a 
sentence  or  two,  how  the  Common  Law 
stands  at  the  present  time  with  reference 
to  the  liability  of  owners  of  tithes  towards 
the  clergyman.  It  is  probably  known  to 
many  Members  of  the  House  that  there 
is  a  material  difference  between  the  posi- 
tion of  the  clergy  of  Scotiand  and  those  of 
England — that  while  in  England  tithes 
are  mostly  in  the  hands  of  the  rectors, 
who  own  the  property  of  the  tithes  sub- 
ject to  certain  deductions,  in  Scotland 
the  tithes  are  almost  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  persons  who,  in  the  language 
of  the  English  law,  would  be  called  lay 
impropriators,  but  who  with  us  are 
called  titulars.  It  is  matter  of  history 
that  after  the  Beformation  the  great 
mass  of  the  tithes  in  Scotiand  were 
made  over  by  grants  from  the  Crown  to 
influential  landed  proprietors,  who  made 
use  of  their  influence  to  obtain  these  fa- 
vours. They  have  been  assigned  and  have 
passed  into  various  hands.  I  am  glad  to 
say  that  a  considerable  part  of  the  tithe 
property  belongs  to  the  Crown,  and  is 
administered  by  the  Commissioners  of 
Woods  and  Forests.  A  considerable 
portion  belongs  to  the  Universities  and 
other  corporations.  Much  of  the  tithes 
remains  with  the  proprietors  of  the  soil 
from  which  they  are  levied ;  but  a  large 
portion  still  belongs  to  the  titulars,  who 
have  no  connection  whatever  with  the 
soil ;  but  who  have  the  right  of  drawing 
the  tithes  by  virtue  of  their  tities  from 
estates  to  which  they  are  strangers. 
The  clergy,  as  a  rule,  are  stipendiaries. 
They,  under  an  Act  of  the  Scottish 
Parliament,  passed  soon  after  the  Befor- 
mation, were  entitled  to  have  competent 
stipends  assigned  to  them  as  a  charge 
upon  the  tithes  in  whose  hands  soever 
these  might  be  found.  In  modem  prac- 
tice every  clergyman  was  entitied  once 
in  20  years  to  come  into  Court  and  ask 
for  an  augmentation  or  increase  of  his 
stipend;  and  there  ensued  a  general 
litigation  among  all  the  heritors  and 
landed  proprietors  of  the  payish  to  as- 
certain who  were  primarily  liable,  and 
to  what  amount,  and  whether  the  tithes 
were  valued  or  not.  Now,  if  the  system 
that  was  devised  after  the  Beformation 
had  been  carried  out,  this  costly  and 
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troublesome  process   recurring  at  fre- 
quent intervals  would  have  had  no  place 
in  our  judicial  system.     In  the  time  of 
Eling  Charles  II.  two  successive  Com- 
missions were  appointed,  with  powers 
to  value  all  the  temds  in  Scotland,  and 
to  ascertain  the  liabilities  of  persons 
entitled  to  them.     Unfortunately,  a  con- 
siderable part  of    the   records  of   the 
valuation  of  these  Commissions  was  de- 
stroyed by  fire  ;  another  portion  of  them 
was  removed  to  England,  and  lost  at 
sea  in  the  transit ;  and,  by  various  acci- 
dents, the  result  is  that  only  a  part — 
though,  undoubtedly,  a  considerable  part 
—of  the  official  valuations  of  the  tithes 
of  the  country  which  were  thus  valued 
remain   extant   in   the    records  of  our 
Itegister  House.      The   result  is  that 
whenever  a  minister  has  obtained  an  in- 
crease of  stipend  he  has  to  call  all  the 
landed  proprietors  of  the    parish  into 
Court.    A  common  agent  was  then  ap- 
pointed  to   attend  to  the  interests  of 
the  proprietors  collectively;  and  every 
man    appointed    his    own    solicitor    to 
look  after  his  individual  interests ;  and 
litigations  wont  on  that  lasted  for  5, 
10,   or  even  20  years,  sometimes  be- 
coming   dormant    and    being    revived 
again,   and  it  not    unfrequently   hap- 
pened that  the  cost  of  the  ascertainment 
of  the  liability  amounted  to  more  than 
all  the  benefit  the  clergyman  obtained 
by  his  application.     This  state  of  things 
has  given  rise  to  a  great  deal  of  feeling 
on  the  part  of  landed  proprietors,  and 
last  year  a  Committee    of   the  Com- 
missioners of  Supply  or  County  Boards 
was  appointed  to  draw  up  a  scheme,  and 
they  requested  the  Government  to  give 
effect  to  it  by  bringing  a  Bill  into  this 
House.     The    provisions  of    the  Bill, 
which   have  been  adjusted  after  con- 
sideration with   persons  of   great  ex- 
Serience  and  practice  in  this  branch  of 
kw,  I  shall  shortly  explain  to  the  House. 
It  appears  to  me  that,  instead  of  treat- 
ing this  branch  of  legal  practice  as  a 
subject  of  litigation,  it  ought  to  be  re- 
garded as  an  administrative  proceeding 
to  be  regulated  by  Commission ;  but,  in- 
asmuch as  the  questions  that  are  likely 
to  arise  and  to  engage  the  attention  of 
the  Commission  are  of  a  legal  character, 
it  is  desirable  that  the  person  who  un- 
dertakes the  settlement  of  these  ques- 
tions should  be  a  lawyer  of  the  highest 
reputation,  and  one  who  would  com- 
mand the  confidence  of  the  country.    It 
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is  proposed  that  one  of  the  Judges  of 
the  Superior  Court  should  be  appointed 
Judicial  Commissioner  for  making  up  the 
roll  of  tithes  in  the  various  parishes.  It 
is  provided  that  he  should  begin  with 
those  in  which  the  tithes  have  been  al- 
ready to  a  certain  extent  valued,  be- 
ginning with  the  more  recent  cases  and 
advancing  to  the  more  difficult ;  that  he 
should  make  up  a  draft  roll,  and  should 
then  advertise  a  day  on  which  he  will 
proceed  to  hear  all  objections  to  that 
roU,  and  to  declare  it  final  with  regard 
to  the  parish.     Power  is  given,  in  case 
of  any  question  arising  of  importance 
or  difficulty,  for  granting  an  appeal  to  a 
Division  of   the  Court  of  Session.    I 
shall  not  trouble  the  House  by  explain- 
ing or  enumerating  the  different  matters 
which  are  to  be  embodied  in  a  tabular 
form  in  the  roll  of  the  tithes,  and  which 
are  to  become  the  basis  of  future  assess- 
ments for  ministers'  stipends.      There 
is    one    other   matter    which    requires 
attention.     It  had  been    the   practice 
hitherto  to  allocate  stipends  of  ministers 
in  fiprain.     He  eot  so  many  bolls,  firlots, 
and  other  ancient  denominations,  and 
measures  of   wheat,  barley,  oats,  and 
beans ;  and  after  these  had  been  care- 
fully calculated  and  reduced  to  a  tabular 
form  they  were  converted  back  to  money, 
and  the  clergyman  was  actually  paid  his 
stipend  in  money.     We  have  thought  it 
desirable  that  this  antiquated  process 
should    cease,    and   that    all    stipends 
should  be  allocated  in  the  current  coin 
of  the  Healm  upon  an  average  of  years 
preceding  the  making  of  the  applica- 
tion.   No  change  has  been  ma&  with 
reference  to  the  righte  either  of  the 
minister  or  the  rights  of  the  proprietors. 
The  right  of  the  minister  to  apply  to  the 
Court  for  an  increase  of  his  stipend  is 
preserved ;   but  some  improvement   is 
made  in  the  course  of  procedure,  and 
the  righte  of  the  proprietors  to  the  re- 
versionary interest  in  the  tithes  are  also 
preserved.    The  only  change  is  in  their 
mode  of  ascertainment.  I  am  very  hope- 
ful that  this  measure  will  be  favouraoly 
received  by  the  landed  proprietors  of 
Scotland,  because  it  is  based  on  their 
own  recommendations,  and  has  met  with 
the  approval  of  some  of  the  most  emi- 
nent Judges  and  authorities    on    this 
branch  of  the  law.     I  shall,  therefore, 
as  the  subject  is  one  which  in  its  own 
nature    cannot    be    familiar    to   many 
Members  of  this  House,  and  which  1 
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must  ask  them,  therefbre,  to  take  to  some 
extent  on  truet,  venture  to  ask  the 
Hooae  to  give  a  favourable  conddera- 
tion  to  the  Bill.  I  know  there  are 
Bome  hon.  Membera  who  desire  not 
to  be  committed  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill ;  and  if  an  adjourn- 
ment is  proposed,  I  have  no  objection 
that  some  time  should  be  given  for 
consideration,  and  the  second  read- 
ing deferred  till  after  Easter.  I  have 
been  desirous  to  make  this  statement  of 
the  objects  of  the  measure,  and  also  to 
explain  what  objects  are  not  contem- 
plated by  the  Bill,  in  order  that  at  the 
meetings  of  the  county  proprietors,  which 
will  be  held  in  the  ensuing  month,  they 
may  have  before  them  the  views  of  the 
Government  with  reference  to  a  subject 
in  which  they  are  much  interested. 
I  venture  to  hope  that  if  the  House  will 
consent  to  pass  this  Bill  a  subject  which 
has  given  rise  to  a  great  deaf  of  heart- 
burning between  the  clergy  and  the  pro- 
prietors may  be  simplified,  and  that  the 
mterests  of  the  Church  and  the  people, 
which  in  this  matter  are  not  in  conflict, 
m^,  in  some  degree,  be  promoted  by  the 
reforms  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Th*  Ltrd  Advotatt.) 

Mb.  DIOE-FEDDIE  had  heard  the 
statement  of  the  Lord  Advocate  with 
great  satisfaction  that  he  was  willing 
uiat  the  Bill  should  be  allowed  to  stand 
over.  The  Bill  was  very  technical,  and 
dealt  with  a  law  of  a  very  complex 
nature,  and  one  not  veiy  well  under- 
stood even  by  moat  lawyers.  The  Lord 
Advocate  had  had  no  opportunity  of 
making  a  statement  on  the  nrst reading, 
and  the  statement  he  had  made  that 
night  was  well  worth  consideration.  He 
believed  it  would  be  satisfactory,  not 
only  to  the  Scotch  Members,  but  to  the 
Scotch  community,  that  time  should  be 
given  to  consider  that  statement ;  and, 
Uierefore,  he  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Ms.  BAMSAY  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr.  Dieh-Peddu.) 

Ms.  A.  J.  BALFOtTB  sud,  the  mun 
result  of  the  Bill,  apart  &om  improving 
the  mode  of  procedure,  wonla  be  to 


oompel  every  landlord  to  value  his 
teinas  at  once.  As  all  Scotch  landlords 
were  aware,  it  had  been  possible  for 
them  to  value  their  teinds  at  any  time 
they  might  select  during  the  past  200 
years.  Those  who  valued  them  200 
years  ago  were  now  liable  for  a  very 
small  fee  for  the  support  of  the  clergy, 
while  other  landlords  who  had  not  done 

were  liable  up  to  a  fifth  of  the  gross 
rental.  If  the  proposition  of  the  Lord 
Advocate  were  carried  into  effect  all 
those  landlords  who  had  not  had  their 
teinds  valued  must  value  them  at  once 
on  the  year  1880-1.  No  Scotch  land- 
lord would  think  of  valuing  his  teinds  at 
this  moment,  because  rents  in  Scotland 
were  not  rising,  but  falling.  The  con- 
sequence of  that  might  be  that  in  cer- 
tain estates  where  the  teinds  had  not 
been  valued  the  landlord  might  at  some 
future  time  be  in  considerable  diffloul^. 
That  was  a  consideration  which  he 
should  like  to  bring  under  the  notice  of 
the  Lord  Advocate,  because  the  Bill 
might  have  the  effect  of  doing  a  prac- 
tice injustice  in  some  few  cases. 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  T. 
M'Lasek)  thought  it  was  rather  for  the 
advantages  of  the  proprietor  that  his 
teinds  ^ould  be  valued  when  rents 
were  low,  because  his  object  was  that 
teinds  to  be  charged  on  the  estates 
should  be  as  low  as  possible. 

Mb.  OBB  EWINQ  said,  he  never 
knew  such  a  course  proposed  as  to 
delay  a  Bill  when  there  was  plenty  of 
time  for  its  discussion.  The  Lord  Ad- 
vocate seemingly  had  been  informed  by 
some  hon.  Members  that  the  Bill  was 
not  agreeable  to  parties  not  belonging 
to  Scotland,  but  to  England ;  and  be 
was  prepared,  by  acquiescing  in  that 
dissatisfaction,  to  give  them  an  oppor- 
tunity of  opposing  the  Bill.  He  thought 
the  Bill  a  very  important  one.  It  had 
no  reference  to  establishment  or  dises- 
tablishment. It  was  simply  meant  to 
get  over  a  cumbrous  and  antiquated 
and  expensive  law.  He  thought  the 
Lord  Advocate  would  have  shown  more 
the  spirit  of  a  Scotch  Representative  if 
he  had  opposed  this  action.  The  oppo- 
nents of  the  Bill  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  their  views  upon  it 
in  going  into  Committee. 

Mr.  DALRYMPLE  joined  with  his 
hon.  Friend  who  had  just  sat  down  in 
his  representations  on  this  subject.  The 
Lord  Advocate  had  made  his  statement 
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with  snch  laoidity  and  clearness  that  it 
was  perfectly  possible  for  anyone,  even 
although  perfectly  uninformed  on  the 
subject,  to  foUow  the  purpose  of  the 
BiU.  It  had  been  stated  that  the  Bill 
was  introduced  at  the  instigation  of  the 
landed  proprietors.  Of  that  fact  he  was 
well  aware  before ;  but  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, having  made  that  statement,  fol- 
lowed it  up  by  saying  that  the  Bill 
should  be  discussed  by  the  proprietors. 
Well,  if  the  Bill  was  so  introduced,  what 
was  the  use  of  referring  it  to  the  landed 
proprietors  ?  There  was  a  little  more  in 
this  than  appeared.  Along  with  his 
hon.  Friend  he  joined  in  expressing  as- 
tonishment that  the  Government  shotdd 
not  take  the  opportimity  of  getting  the 
second  reading  of  a  Bill  which  they 
judged  to  be  of  importance,  and  on 
which  there  could  not  be  very  much 
debate^  partly  owing  to  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate having  said  all  that  could  be  said 
on  the  subject,  and  partly  that  so  many 
hon.  Members  were  thoroughly  ignorant 
of  the  subject. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  suggested  that  the 
hon.  Member  shotdd  withdraw  the  Mo- 
tion for  adjournment. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  ex- 
pressed his  surprise  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Lord  Advocate,  after  having 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
should  have  consented  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate.  He  thought  the 
present  was  a  most  appropriate  oppor- 
tunity for  discussing  tne  measure.  He 
wished,  however,  to  draw  the  attention 
of  Mr.  Speaker  to  the  fact  that  at  the 
head  of  the  Bill,  as  circulated  to  hon. 
Members,  there  was  a  statement  or  a 
summary  of  the  objects  of  the  measure 
drawn  up  on  the  authority  of  those  who 
had  introduced  it.  He  thought  that 
such  a  practice  was  a  dangerous  one, 
and  that  if  such  a  statement  was  to  be 
drawn  up  at  all  it  ought  to  be  done  by 
an  entirely  independent  authority.  He 
should  like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
the  Chair  to  give  the  House  his  views 
on  the  subject. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  called  my  attention  to 
the  statement  of  objects  contained  at  the 
head  of  this  Bill,  I  am  bound  to  say, 
while  not  expressing  any  opinion  upon 
the  particular  statement  with  reference 
to  this  Bill,  that  I  think  the  practice  re- 
ferred to  is  one  which  is  open  to  abuse.  My 
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attentionhavingbeen  called  to  {hematter, 
I  can  only  say  at  present  that  I  will  look 
into  it  and  see  wnat  course  it  would  be 
best  for  the  House  to  pursue.  No  doubt, 
to  a  certain  extent,  some  convenience 
may  result  from  the  practice  of  aooom- 
panying  a  Bill  by  such  a  statement ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  I  feel  the  force  of  the 
observation  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  if  a  statement  of  this  kind 
is  desirable  it  should  be  drawn  up  by 
some  independent  authority. 

Sib  WIIJJAM  HARCOURT :  There 
seems  to  be  a  general  feeling,  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  that  the  Bill  should 
bo  proceeded  with.  I  hope,  under  these 
circumstances,  that  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Dick- 
Feddie)  will  not  persist  with  the  Motion 
he  has  made  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  and  that,  as  ^me  is  precious, 
he  will  allow  the  Bill  to  be  proceeded 
with. 

Sib  ALEXANDER  GORDON  said, 
he  rose  to  express  his  surprise  at  the 
Motion  which  had  been  made  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate.  There  was 
a  general  complaint  amone  the  Scotch 
Members  that  no  time  coula  be  obtained 
for  the  consideration  of  Scotch  Business. 
They  had  now  on  the  Notice  Paper  two 
Scotch  Bills;  and  having  put  one  off 
until  after  Easter,  now  that  the  other 
was  brought  on  at  a  reasonable  hour, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  pro- 
posed to  adjourn  the  debate,  but  did 
not  bring  forward  a  single  aimunent  in 
favour  of  adjournment.  The  BiU,  so  fax 
as  he  could  judge,  was  admirably  suited 
to  the  object  the  Lord  Advocate  had  in 
view,  and  they  ought  to  feel  obliged  to 
him  for  having  brought  it  on  at  so  early 
an  hour,  so  that  it  might  be  sent  down  to 
Scotland  and  discussed  by  the  various 
Committees  in  the  Recess,  just  as  easily 
after  the  second  reading  as  before.  He 
therefore  trusted  that  the  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate  would  be 
withdrawn,  and  that  the  House  would 
read  the  Bill  a  second  time,  as  he 
imagined  there  could  be  no  opposition 
to  it  whatever. 

Mb.  DICK-PEDDIE  said,  that  as 
the  feeling  of  the  House  on  both  sides 
seemed  to  be  strongly  against  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate,  he  should 
not  feel  it  right  to  press  the  Motion. 
He  had  moved  the  adjournment  because 
he  thought  the  statement  of  die  right 
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hon.  and  learned  Lord  A^TOoate  woa  one 
that  required  carefbl  consideration  be- 
fore thej  proceeded  to  discuM  the  Bill. 
In  withdrawing  the  Motion  he  had 
made,  he  would  only  say  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  East  Aberdeen- 
ahire  (Sir  Alexander  Gordon),  in  stating 
that  he  had  given  no  reason  for  the  Mo- 
tion, wasmistaken.  He  had  said  that  the 
Bill  was  of  a  technioal  and  complioated 
nature ;  and  seeing  that  no  statement  was 
made  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Lord 
Advocate  on  introducing  it,  but  that  this 
was  the  first  explanation  that  had  been 
offered,  he  thou^t  an  opportunity  should 
be  afforded  for  considering  the  nature  of 
its  provisions.  In  withdrawing  the  Mo- 
tion for  the  adjoammont  of  the  debate, 
he  wished  it  to  be  understood  that  he 
reserved  to  himself  the  right  of  taking 
what  action  he  might  think  proper  at 
later  stage  of  the  measure. 

Ma.  RAMSAY  merely  wished  to  saj 
that  ho  was  not  surprised  at  the  course 
pursued  by  the  Lord  Advocate.  ["Hear, 
Lear  I "]  An  hon.  Member  opposite  said 
"  Hear,  hear!"  assuming,  of  course,  that 
he  (Mr.  Samsay)  was  opposed  to  the 
Bill.  It  was  not  at  all  upon  that  ground 
that  he  made  this  remark ;  but  because 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
in  answering  a  Question  of  his  early  in 
the  evening,  indicated  that  he  intended 
to  take  this  course,  and  had  promised, 
after  moving  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  to  adjourn  the  discussion  upon  the  1 
merits  of  the  Bill.  His  (Mr.  Ramsay's)  | 
reason  for  assenting  to  the  proposal  wai^ 
not  that  he  had  any  doubt  as  to  the 
principle  of  the  measure,  but  because 
he  felt  it  was  due  to  those  at  whose  in- 
stance the  Bill  was  drawn  up  that  thti 
Lord  Advocate  should  take  that  course, 
in  order  that  those  who  had  the  greatest 
interest  in  the  Bill  in  Scotland — the 
landed  proprietors  —  should  have  an 
Opportunity  of  judging  for  themeelves 
i^ether  the  principles  which  they  had 
submitted  to  the  Lord  Advocate  were 
fairly  and  fully  embodied  in  the  Bill. 
What  he  had  &lt  was,  that  when  they 
were  called  upon  to  vote  for  the  ascond 
reading  of  the  Bill,  and  to  express,  by 
BO  doing,  their  approval  of  its  principles, 
that  it  was  necessary  that  it  should  be 
fully  understood  by  those  at  whose  in- 
stance it  had  been  introduced.  Thehon- 
Member  for  Dumbarton  (Ur.  On  Ewinff) 
had  alluded  to  the  course  pnziued  by  the 


Liberation  Society  of  England.  He  (Mr. 
Samsay]  had  never  heard  of  such  a 
resolution  as  that  which  had  been  re- 
ferred to ;  and  he  had  no  more  idea  of 
it,  in  seconding  the  Motion  for  adjourn- 
ment, than  if  it  had  never  occurred. 
The  truth  was,  he  had  felt  the  remark 
made  by  the  Lord  Advocate,  in  answer- 
ing the  Question  which  he  put  to  the 
3'  jilt  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in  the 
temoon,  might  have  been  the  means 
of  inducing  some  of  the  Scotch  Members 
who  were  then  present  to  have  left  the 
House  without  waiting  to  hear  the  discus- 
nion.  He  felt,  further,  that  the  right  hon. 
iind  learned  Ixird  Advocate  was  fully  jus- 
tified in  the  course  he  proposed  to  take. 
He  was  quite  sure  that  if  the  right  hon. 
GentlomaQ  opposite  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross),  who  had  brought  under  the 
Qotice  of  the  Chair  the  statement  which 
appeared  at  the  head  of  the  Bill,  had 
heard  the  answer  which  had  been  given 
to  his  (Mr,  Ramsay's)  Question,  he  would 
have  felt  there  was  no  ground  for  sur- 
prise at  the  course  the  Lord  Advocate 
had  taken  in  assenting  to  the  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion,  by  leave,  witkdraten. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  wished  to  put 
a  question  to  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland.  Ho  wanted  to  know  if  it  waa 
intended  to  compel  any  landlord  whose 
rents  were  falling  now,  and  likely  to 
fall,  to  have  his  teinda  valued  on  the 
rents  of  1880-1  T  That  would  not  be  so 
under  the  law  as  it  stood  j  and  he  wished 
to  know  if  the  landlord  would  bo  com- 
pelled to  accept  that  valuation  under  the 
present  Bill,  or  whether  any  provision 
would  be  inserted  in  the  measure  to  pre- 
vent injustice  being  done  ? 

The  SOLIOITOB  GENERAL  foe 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  J.  B.  Balfoue)  stated, 
in  reply,  that  if  the  BUI  became  law 
it  would  necessarily  deal  with  all  the 
teinds  of  Scotland  fbr  as  long  a  period 
as  might  be  found  requisite  for  the 
purpose  in  view ;  but,  certainly,  provi- 
sion would  be  made  that  the  real  value 
of  the  land  at  the  time  would  be  the 
basis.  Of  course,  all  teinds  would  be 
valued  if  the  Bill  passed. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agretd  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  temmitUd 
for  Hturtdaif  next. 
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ALKALI,    &c.  WORKS    REGULATION 
BILL.— [Zoref*]— [Bill  119.] 

{Mr,  Dodso».) 


SECX)ND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Dodson,) 

Mr.  OTWAY  said,  he  had  not  been 
aware  that  at  that  hour  of  the  night  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
proceed  with  this  Bill.  It  contedned  very 
important  clauses,  which  materially  af- 
fected the  interests  of  persons  who  had 
invested  large  capital  in  cement  works 
on  the  Med  way .  The  proprietors  of  these 
works  were  already  under  considerable 
disadvantages  in  the  competition  they 
had  to  meet  from  foreign  makers  of 
cement ;  and  if  they  were  to  be  saddled 
with  all  the  restrictive  provisions  of  the 
present  Bill  they  would  be  placed  under 
still  greater  disadvantages,  and  the  par- 
tiptdar  industry  they  carried  on  would 
be  almost  entirely  destroyed.  He  re- 
gretted very  much  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  (Mr.  Dodson)  had  not 
paid  more  consideration  to  the  position 
of  these  persons,  and  the  large  amount 
of  capital  they  had  invested  in  this 
industry.  He  (Mr.  Otway)  did  not  in- 
tend to  oppose  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill ;  but  he  hoped  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  consider  the  circumstances 
to  which  he  had  referred,  and  that  when 
the  Bill  went  into  Committee  some  pro- 
visions would  be  introduced  to  except 
the  manufacturers  of  cement,  which  was 
a  perfectly  harmless  manufacture,  having 
no  sanitary  disadvantages  attached  to  it, 
from  the  restrictions  which  it  was  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  to  impose  upon  other 
manufacturing  works.  He  trusted  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  would  bear  in 
mind  the  observations  he  now  made, 
because  an  injurious  interference  by 
legislation  of  this  kind  with  an  im- 
portant industry  was  really  no  light 
matter ;  and,  certainly,  if  the  Bill  were 

Eassed  in  its  present  form,   it  would 
ave  that  effect.  

Mr.  Alderman  LAWRENCE  wished 
to  urge  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  the  same  arguments  in  reference 
to  the  cement  works  on  the  Thames 
which  had  been  used  by  his  hon.  Friend 
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the  Member  for  Bochester  (Mr.  Otway) 
in  the  case  of  the  cement  works  on  the 
Medway.  These  works  were  threatened 
with  interference,  not  only  by  the  pre- 
sent Bill,  but  by  another  measure.  In 
point  of  fact,  there  were  two  Bills  hang- 
ing over  the  heads  of  the  cement  manu- 
facturers for  the  destmotion  of  their 
interests.  It  was,  however,  admitted, 
he  believed,  by  those  who  supported 
the  Bill  in  regard  to  alkali  works  that 
cement  works  were  not  of  the  same  dele- 
terious character.  Objection  might  be 
made  to  the  smoke  and  the  vapour ;  but, 
on  sanitary  grounds,  the  same  objections 
which  applied  to  alkali  works  oould  not 
be  sustained.  He  would  therefore  urge 
upon  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
the  necessity  of  fully  considering  that 
what  was  suitable  and  proper  in  the 
case  of  alkali  works  might  be  altogether 
unsuited  for  cement  works. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  was  sorry  that 
the  Bill  had  been  brought  on  at  so  late 
an  hour  of  the  night  (12.15),  when  his 
hon.  Friend  opposite,  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Gravesend  (Sir  Sydney 
Waterlow),  who  had  a  Motion  on  the 
Paper  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, was  not  in  his  place.  It  was 
unfortunate,  under  all  the  circumstances, 
that  the  Bill  was  brought  on,  for  he 
happened  to  know  that  it  attracted  a 
good  deal  of  attention.  He  had  him- 
self received  several  letters  in  regard 
to  it ;  and  it  was,  therefore,  to  be  re- 
gretted that  it  should  be  brought  on 
at  an  hour  of  the  night  when  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  were  interested  in  the  matter 
were  absent.  As  it  was  highly  inconve- 
nient to  discuss  it  in  their  absence,  he 
beeged  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
(Mr,  R.  N.  Fowler.) 

Mr.  dodson  :  I  hope  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  not  press  the  Motion. 
This  Bill|is  a  Bill  which  is,  in  the  main, 
a  Bill  to  consolidate,  and  to  a  alight 
extent  to  amend,  the  existing  law  re- 
lating to  alkali  works,  and,  speaking 
generally,  the  Amendments  which  are 
proposed  by  it^  are  accepted  by  the  al- 
kali manufacturers.  The  extensionflof 
the  present  law,  proposed  in  the  Bill 
are  extensions  wmoh  are  founded  on 
the   Report  of  a  Boyal  OommiMioii, 
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which  reported  on  the  subject  some 
time  ago.  It  is  essentiallj  a  Bill  of 
detail,  and  one  which  can  only  be  fairly 
considered  in  Committee.  When  it 
gets  into  Committee,  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bochester  (Mr.  Otway), 
and  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me  (Mr. 
Alderman  Lawrence),  can  both  be  heard 
in  reference  to  the  question  of  cement 
works;  and,  without  making  any  dis- 
tinct pledge  upon  the  subject,  I  can 
assure  my  hon.  Friends  that  I  shall  be 
perfectly  ready  to  pay  attention  to  any 
objections  they  may  have  to  make  on  the 
subject.  I  will  only  add  that  if  the 
House  will  now  agree,  as  I  trust  it  will 
have  no  objection  to  do,  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  taking  into  conside- 
ration the  nature  of  the  provisions  of  the 
measure,  I  do  not  intend  to  take  the 
Committee  upon  it  until  after  the  Easter 
holidays. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  :  I  hope 
my  lion.  Friend  behind  me  (Mr.  K.  N. 
Fowler)  will  not  press  his  Motion.  I 
am  sure  the  hon.  Members  who  object 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  could  never 
have  lived  in  a  place  where  alkali  works 
are  carried  on.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  not  brought  in  the  mea- 
sure without  full  consideration.  The 
question  has  been  carefully  discussed, 
not  only  by  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  but  by  a  Boyal  Commission  ;  and 
I  believe  that  the  proprietors  of  alkali 
works  are  perfectly  satisfied  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  It  would  be  a 
positive  injustice  to  the  whole  country  if 
the  Bill  were  not  proceeded  with.  I  hope 
the  Motion  will  be  withdrawn.  The 
hon.  Member  who  has  gpiven  Notice  of  a 
Motion  in  reference  to  the  Bill  ought  to 
be  here  to  move  it.  If  he  is  not  in  his 
place,  it  is  no  reason  why  the  Bill  should 
be  postponed. 

Eakl  FEECY  remarked  that,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Boyal  Commission  which 
had  inquired  into  the  matter,  he  sin- 
cerely hoped  the  Bill  would  be  allowed 
to  proceed.  It  was  a  Bill  of  an  impor- 
tant nature,  as  far  as  its  provisions 
went,  and  the  provisions  themselves  were 
of  a  very  moderate  character.  On  several 
previous  occasions,  in  other  years,  a  BiU 
for  this  purpose  had  been  laid  before  the 
House.  In  the  last  two  years  a  Bill  had 
been  introduced  by  the  late  Gbvemment, 
which  went  a  good  deal  further  than  the 
present  measure ;  and  he  thought  it  would 
bo  extremely  unfortunate  if  such  a  mo* 


derate  measure  of  reform  as  that  which 
was  now  proposed  were  not  to  be 
adopted.  They  were  constantly  hearing 
of  the  difficulties  which  private  Members 
experienced  in  bringing  measures  for- 
ward ;  but  he  could  not  see  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  any  further  facilities  than 
private  Members  for  bringing  forward 
measures  that  were  not  of  general  and 
widespread  interest.  The  present  Bill  was 
not  of  general  interest,|because  there  were 
not  many  parts  of  the  country  that  were 
much  affected  by  the  operation  of  alkali 
works.  He  coidd,  however,  assure  the 
House,  from  the  knowledge  and  expe- 
rience ho  had  gained  by  serving  on  the 
Commission,  that  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  could  not  be  seriously  objected  to, 
even  bythose  who  were  acting  most  in  the 
interests  of  the  manufacturers.  It  would 
really  injure  no  interest,  and  would  be 
of  the  greatest  advantage  to  many  of 
those  who  were  now  suffering  from  the 
nuisances  the  Bill  sought  to  remove. 
He  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
would  persevere  with  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  and  that  some  real  progress 
would  be  made  this  Session  in  remov- 
ing this  nuisance. 

Mb.  B.  N.  FOWLEB  said,  in  view  of 
the  feeling  which  appeared  to  prevail  in 
the  House,  and  the  appeal  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross),  he 
was  willing  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  25th  April. 


RIVERS   CONSERVANCY   AND   FLOODS 
PREVENTION    BlLL.-[Zorrf«.] 

{Mr.  Dodson.) 
[bill  120.]      SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  he  had  to  ask  the 
House  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 
A  Bill  had  been  founded  originally  on 
the  Beport  of  a  Select  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  had  been  intro- 
duced into  that  House  on  behalf  of  the 
late  Government  by  the  Duke  of  Bich- 
mond.  The  Bill,  however,  on  coming 
down  to  the 'House  of  Commons,  did  not 
pass,  the  Session  being  far  advanced 
The  Bill  now  before  the  HousOi  like  that 
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introduced  by  the  Duke  of  Biclimondy 
was  founded  on  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords.  It  was 
introduced  by  the  present  Government 
in  that  House,  and  was  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  by  whom  its  clauses 
had  been  discussed  and  considered.  The 
measure  was  essentially  one  of  detail ; 
and,  after  it  had  been  read  a  second 
time,  he  should  ask  the  House  to  refer 
it  to  a  Select  Committee  upstairs  to 
go  through  its  clauses.  That  appeared 
to  him  to  be  the  best  way  of  deal- 
ing with  a  subject  of  the  kind.  With- 
out detaining  the  House  at  length,  he 
would  simply  point  out  that  this  was 
an  Enabling  Bill.  It  recognized  the 
fact  that  our  rivers  were  so  different  in 
their  character  that  it  was  impossible  to 
lay  down  a  hard-and-fast  line  for  their 
improvement ;  and  it  therefore  enabled 
localities  to  obtain  a  Conservancy  Board, 
adapted  in  each  case  to  the  circumstances 
of  their  position.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Magniac)  had 
also  introduced  a  Bill  upon  the  same 
subject^  which  was  one  to  which  he  was 
known  to  have  devoted  groat  attention, 
and  read  a  second  time.  He  trusted 
to  have  the  assistance  of  his  hon.  Friend 
upon  the  Select  Committee,  and  there 
might  be  found  proposals  in  his  mea- 
sure which  could  with  advantage  be  in- 
corporated with  the  present  Bill.  Re- 
minding the  House  that  after  it  had 
been  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
there  wotdd  be  opportunity  for  going 
fully  through  the  clauses  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House,  he  asked  the  House 
to  agree  to  the  second  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Dodson.) 

Mr.  a.  H.  brown  pointed  out  that 
throughout  the  country  very  gi*eat  con- 
fusion existed  as  to  the  areas  of  jurisdic- 
tion and  authority  of  River  Boards.  He 
was  perfectly  aware  that  a  great  difficulty 
would  be  found  in  endeavouring  to  con- 
solidate a  great  many  existing  powers  ;  but 
the  suggestion  he  had  to  make  presented 
the  least  possible  difficulty.  There  were 
at  that  time  many  River  Boards  through- 
out the  country,  specially  charged  with  cer- 
tain duties  in  connection  with  the  fisheries 
of  their  respective  rivers.  They  had 
powers  relating  to  the  preservation  of 
those  fisheries ;  and,  in  certain  cases,  to 
the  removal  of  river  obstructions.    The  i 
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Bill  before  the  House  would  therefore 
create,  in  some  cases,  a  double  jurisdic- 
tion by  the  constitution  of  new  Boards. 
Thus,  one  authority  being  constituted 
for  the  purpose  of  diminishing  floods, 
and  the  other  for  the  purpose  of  main- 
taining the  fisheries,  it  required  veiy 
few  words  to  show  that  they  would 
shortly  come  into  conflict  with  each 
other  upon  the  question  of  what  ought 
to  be  done  on  particular  rivers.  The 
alterations  in  connection  with  rivers  neoes- 
sary  for  the  purpose  of  mitigating  floods 
must,  in  some  cases,  undoubtedly  injure 
the  fisheries.  Therefore,  he  thought  that 
the  same  authority  which  was  charged 
with  the  prevention  of  floods  should  also 
be  charged  with  the  settlement  of  ques- 
tions relating  to  the  fisheries.  He  oould 
see  no  reason  why  the  Boards,  which  it 
was  proposed  to  create  under  this  Act, 
should  not  undertake  the  whole  of  the 
duties  in  connection  with  the  Salmon 
Acts,  and  he  considered  the  present  time 
a  favourable  opportunity  for  canying 
that  plan  into  effect.  He  pressed  it  upon 
the  House  partictdarly,  because  he  noticed 
that  there  had  been  a  Bill  introduced  in 
the  present  Session  to  consolidate  and 
regulate  the  Salmon  Laws.  The  con- 
venience of  the  House  would,  he  thought, 
be  consulted  by  his  not  moving  at  Uiat 
hour  the  Motion  upon  this  subject  stand- 
ing in  his  name.  He  should,  however, 
move  it  as  an  Instruction  on  g^ing  into 
Committee  on  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  reminded  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  that,  notwith- 
standing he  had  described  this  as  an 
Enabling  Bill  merely,  it  dealt  with  a 
veryimportant  subject,  and  wi^  inteiesto 
of  enormous  magnitude.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  did  not  think  that  it 
should  be  read  a  second  time  at  that 
late  hour  without  any  discussion  what- 
ever. He  should,  therefore,  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned."— 
[Mr,  ChiipUn,) 

Mb.  AETHUE  ABNOLD  said,  his 
constituents  had  suffered  greatly  from 
floods  during  recent  years.  The  Bill 
was  of  enormous  importance  to  the 
country,  and  he  trusted  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  persevere  in  Ui 
Motion  that  it  be  now  read  a  aeooni 
time. 
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Sir  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT  re- 
gretted that  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
not  made  a  more  complete  and  intel- 
ligible statement  with  regard  to  the  Bill, 
which  was  the  most  important  of  any 
that;  had  as  yet  been  placed  before  Par- 
liament. The  measure  was  of  enormous 
importance  to  the  owners  and  occupiers 
of  land ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  made  no  statement  as  to  what  was 
contained  within  its  four  corners.  It  was 
a  Bill  that  had  never  been  discussed  by 
the  House  upon  its  merits,  and  no  op- 
portunity had  been  given  for  discussing 
what  might  and  ought  to  be  its  provi- 
sions. He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford  that  there  was  a  crying  evil 
to  be  dealt  with«  for  he  had  had  meadows 
of  his  own  23  times  under  water  during 
the  year  1879 ;  he  was  afraid  to  say  how 
many  times  that  had  been  the  case  last 
year.  During  the  whole  of  the  time  the 
meadows  had  been  worth  nothing.  He 
said  it  was  impossible  to  deal  with  a 
question  of  such  importance  at  that  hour 
(12.30).  If  the  Bill  had  been  reached 
an  hour  or  two  sooner,  and  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  had  made  a  clearer 
statement  showing  the  scope  of  the  mea- 
sure, there  would  have  been  some  justifi- 
cation for  reading  it  a  second  time.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  have  stated 
to  the  House  in  what  maimer  he  meant  to 
deal  with  canals,  nulls,  weirs,  and  other 
obstructions  which  now  existed.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  great  power  was 
required  to  be  placed  in  the  hands  of 
Conservators,  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
trolling the  great  body  of  water  which 
came  down  in  the  time  of  floods ;  and  he 
thought  it  would  have  been  to  the  in- 
terest of  the  whole  of  the  localities  con- 
cerned that  some  statement  should  have 
been  made.  He  felt  certain  his  right 
hon.  Friend  would  agree  with  him  that 
it  was  of  importance  to  have  a  statement 
from  a  Mimster  in  charge  of  a  Bill, 
setting  forth  what  he  intended  to  do,  and 
how  far  he  intended  to  go.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  merely  stated  that 
the  Bill  was  to  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee ;  but  it  would,  in  his  opinion, 
have  been  wiser  if  he  had  stated  what 
its  provisions  were. 

Mr.  MAGNIAC  suggested  that  it 
would  be  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House  that  the  Bill  should  go  to  the 
Select  Committee,  and  then  come  before 
the  House  in  the  form  in  which  it  was 
intended  to  be  discussed  in  Oommiltee. 


His  own  Bill  might  be  incorporated  with 
this  measure  and  form  a  single  Bill; 
and,  therefore,  the  course  he  proposed 
would,  he  thought,  add  to  the  efficiency 
of  the  measure.  He  hoped  the  second 
reading  would  not  be  opposed. 

Mr.  fell  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  charge  of  the  Bill  would  con- 
sent to  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
The  magnituae  of  the  interests  involved 
rendered  it  impossible  to  discuss  the 
measure  with  advantage  at  that  hour. 
Of  course,  he  was  aware  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  bound  to  be  in  their  places ; 
still  he  believed  there  were  many  who 
had  not  anticipated  that  the  Bill  would 
come  on  for  discussion  that  evening.  He 
reminded  the  House  that  the  time  of 
Parliament  had  been  occupied  hour  after 
hour,  on  former  occasions,  in  discussing 
the  very  converse  of  the  present  question 
— ^namely,  the  storage  of  water.  It  had 
notlong  ago  been  the  complaint  that  there 
was  not  enough  water  in  the  country. 
Since  then,  however,  there  had  been  three 
or  four  exceedingly  wet  seasons,  and 
great  floods  had  resulted.  In  his  opinion, 
it  would  be  well  to  defer  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Bill  until  a  few  months  of 
fine  weather  had  removed  the  impression 
which  had  been  produced  by  the  recent 
downfalls  of  water.  The  Bill  proposed 
to  do  what  had  never  been  done  by  any 
Act  of  Parliament — ^that  was  to  say,  to 
tax  people  who  were  not  benefited  for 
woTKB  constructed  exclusively  for  the 
benefit  of  others.  There  was  a  paragraph 
in  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  who  had 
considerea  this  question  to  this  effect — 

''With  regard  to  the  measuree  which  have 
been  adopted,  of  raiaing  rates  to  meet  the  ex- 
pense of  oonservancy,  the  Committee  find  there 
18  much  Tariance  of  opinion.  The  principle  in- 
troduced by  the  Statute  of  Henry  the  Eighth, 
and  observed  ever  since,  of  taxing  in  proportion 
to  the  ben^t  confeired,  appears  to  work  un- 
fairly, and  to  be  incapable  of  application  in  this 


case. 


The  Bill  embodied  a  principle  which 
had  never  been  adopted  in  England  be- 
fore ;  and  therefore  the  present  hour — 
20  minutes  to  1  o'clock  in  the  morning 
— was  not  a  suitable  one  at  which  to 
introduce  it.  If  the  Government  really 
wished  the  Bill  to  pass,  they  would  be 
acting  wisely  if  they  consented  to  the 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate, to  admitof  theBill  being  thoroughly 
debated,  as  Bills  of  this  nature  were  de- 
bated, upon  second  reading.  The  present 
measure  involved  questioiis  of  the  utmost 
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moment.  T^ej  had  not  heard  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Dodson)  any 
statement  as  to  how  far  it  would  be  in 
the  power  of  the  sanitary  authority  of  a 
rural  Union  at  the  head  or  outfall  of  a 
river  to  incur  enormous  expenses  under 
the  Bill  and  charge  them  upon  the  Union 
rates.  It  was  a  dangerous  Bill,  and  it  was 
not  proper  that  it  should  be  pressed  at 
that  time  of  night.  He  trusted  the  Govern- 
ment would  consent  to  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate,  in  order  that  they  mi^ht 
have  a  fuller  statement.  He  appealed 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  fairness 
and  justice  to  the  large  interests  involved 
— not  only  in  respect  to  the  undrained  and 
flooded  lands,  but  to  the  great  districts 
of  the  country,  some  of  which  Mr.  Speaker 
represented,  the  great  level  of  the  Fens 
— to  allow  the  merits  of  the  Bill  to  be  con- 
sidered at  a  proper  and  convenient  time. 
Mr.  HIBBEKT  said,  ho  could  assure 
the  House  that,  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances, his  right  hon.  Friend  would  never 
have  thought  of  pressing  the  Bill  to  a 
second  reading  at  so  late  an  hour ;  but 
they  were  told  by  him,  and  it  was  well 
known,  that  it  was  intended  to  refer  the 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  and  upon 
that  very  ground  they  might  fairly  ask 
the  House  to  agreo  to  the  second  read- 
ing. The  whole  of  the  discussion  on  the 
second  reading  might  bo  thrown  away, 
on  account  of  the  alteration  which  it  was 
possible  might  be  made  by  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs;  and  when  they  con- 
sidered the  great  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject, and  how  pressing  a  measure  of  this 
nature  was  in  every  county  in  England, 
they  would  see  that  time  would  be  saved 
if  the  House  agreed  to  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time  to-night,  in  order  to  allow 
it  to  be  at  once  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. His  right  hon.  Friend  was  quite 
willing  to  agree  that  the  whole  matter 
should  be  thoroughly  discussed  on  the 
Motion  for  going  into  Committee.  The 
principle  of  the  Bill  might  bo  discussed 
much  more  advantageously  when  the 
measure  had  been  considered  upstairs ; 
and  he  trusted,  therefore,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin), 
and  other  hon.  Members  who  had  sup- 
ported the  adjournment  of  the  debate, 
would  now  agree  to  the  second  reading. 
If  they  took  the  second  reading  now, 
and  thus  enabled  the  Committee  to  com- 
mence its  sittins;8  immediately  after  the 
Easter  Hocess,  they  would  do  great  ser- 
vice to  the  country.     As  to  the  question 

Mr,  Ftfll 


of  the  storage  of  water,  he  ought  to  say 
that  when  the  Bill  was  introdnoed  in 
the  House  of  Lords  it  contained  a  pro- 
vision upon  the  subject.  The  clause  had 
been  struck  out  by  the  House  of  Lords ; 
but  it  was  competent  for  this  House,  if 
it  thought  proper,  to  restore  the  clause. 
He  trusted  that,  upon  the  assurance  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  dis- 
cussion upon  the  whole  principle  of  the 
Bill  should  take  place  at  a  later  stage, 
the  House  would  now  consent  to  the 
second  reading.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
suggested  that,  a  few  weeks  ^go,  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford 
(Mr.  Magniac),  which  was  of  a  vezy 
similar  nature,  was  allowed  to  pass  a 
second  reading  without  discussion,  on 
the  understan(ung  that  it  should  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee.  Consider- 
ing the  very  strong  feeling  which  existed 
in  every  part  of  the  country  in  favonr 
of  some  such  measure  as  the  present,  no 
obstacle  ought  to  be  thrown  in  the  way 
of  the  second  reading. 

Mb.  GOBST  had  never  heard  a  more 
extraordinary  argument  in  favour  of  the 
second  reading  of  a  Bill  than  that  just 
advanced  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  Hibbert).  It 
was  time  the  House  snould  put  a  stop  to 
what  appeared  to  be  the  principle  upon 
which  the  legislation  of  the  country  was 
being  conducted  by  Her  Majesty's  Gk>- 
vemment  —  namely,  that  of  reading 
several  Bills,  emanating  from  the  Mi- 
nisterial side  of  the  House,  a  second 
time,  on  the  understanding'  that  they 
were  to  undergo  entire  fdteration  in 
Committee  upstairs.  The  hon.  Gentiie- 
man  the  Secretary  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  deprecated  any  discussion 
on  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  as 
pure  waste  of  time.  It  was  a  most 
unsound  mode  of  conducting  the  legisla- 
tion of  the  country  to  argue  that  any 
discussion  which  took  place  on  the  second 
reading  of  a  Bill  would  be  quite  inap- 
plicable to  the  Bill  which  would  emexge 
from  the  Select  Committee ;  but  it  was, 
nevertheless,  a  method  which  the  Go- 
vernment had,  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion, shown  an  extraordinary  leaning 
towards.  Several  Bills,  upon  which  the 
Government  had  carefully  avoided  pro- 
nouncing any  opinion,  had  been  read 
a  second  time,  with  the  view  of  having 
them  materially  altered  by  Select  Com- 
mittees. By  this  course  of  oonduot  hs 
presumed   the  Government   meant  to 
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please  their  supporters.  It  would  be 
far  better,  and  more  in  accordance  with 
Constitutional  practice,  if  an  important 
measure  of  this  kind  underwent  discus- 
sion on  the  second  reading,  because  at 
this  stage  the  views  of  the  House  as  to 
the  principle  of  the  measure  were  elicited, 
and  if  it  were  afterwards  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  upstairs  that  Com- 
mittee would  have  the  views  and  opinions 
of  the  House  of  Commons  to  guiae  it  in 
the  particular  way  in  which  they  would 
alter  the  measure.  It  was  quite  a  new 
thing  that  Committees  upstairs  were  to 
consider  principles  of  measures;  one 
always  used  to  fancy  that  the  principles 
were  settled  by  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  that  the  details  were  settled  by 
Committees.  He  should  certainly  sup- 
port the  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Mb.  PUQH  said,  the  Bill  contained 
principles  of  very  great  importance.  The 
creation  of  a  new  authority,  empowered 
to  levy  new  rates,  and  to  canr  out  ob- 
jects which  had  not  hitherto  been  car- 
ried out  by  such  a  body,  must  be  looked 
upon  with  great  suspicion  and  jealousy ; 
and  they  ought  to  be  assured  that  the 
Bill  was  founded  upon  justice  before 
agreeing  to  its  second  reading.  The 
hon.  Member  for  South  Leicestershire 
(Mr.  Fell)  was  correct  in  saying  that  a 
rate,  such  as  that  contemplated,  had 
never  been  levied  in  England.  If  he 
had  included  Wales  he  would  have  been 
equally  accurate.  But  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not  correct  in  saying  that  the 
principle  had  never  been  applied.  Many 
years  ago  an  Act  was  passea  in  respect 
to  Cardiganshire,  and  it  containea  an 
exactly  similar  principle  to  the  present. 
A  defect,  however,  was  discovered  in 
the  Bill,  and  no  rate  was  ever  raised 
under  it.  The  present  Bill  was  one 
which  ought  not  to  be  read  a  second 
time  without  a  fuU  discussion ;  and  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  consent  to 
the  adjournment. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes 36;  Noes 
74  :  Majority  38.—(Div.  List,  No.  174.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  thought 
the  policy  of  taking  the  second  reading 
of  an  important  Bui  on  the  ground  that 
it  contained  imj)ortant  provisions,  which 
should  be  considered  by  a  Select  Com- 


mittee, was  a  very  dangerous  one.  Next 
on  the  Paper  to  this  Bill  was  the  River 
Floods  Prevention  Bill,  which  was  read 
a  second  time  some  days  ago  on  a 
similar  representation.  At  the  time  that 
Bill  was  read  a  second  time  he  had 
thought  the  system  aws  one  fraught  with 
danger,  which  should  not  be  assented 
to,  unless  under  very  exceptional  cir- 
cumstances. At  that  hour  of  the  night 
he  would  not  detain  the  House  any 
longer.  It  was  only  right  that  the  mea- 
sure should  be  brought  before  them  at  a 
more  convenient  hour;  therefore,  he 
would  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Arthur  O*  Connor,) 

Mb.  DODSON:  I  regret  that  this 
Motion  should  be  made,  notwithstand- 
ing the  expression  of  the  opinion  by  the 
House  that  this  Bill  should  now  be  read 
a  second  time.  As  regards  the  discus- 
sion of  the  measure,  the  Secretary  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  has  pointed 
out  that  there  will  be  an  opportunity 
for  a  debate  on  the  Bill  as  a  whole 
on  the  Motion  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee. It  would  be  a  great  saving  of 
time,  on  a  very  importont  subject,  if 
the  House  were  allowed  to  refer  it  to  a 
Select  Committee,  in  order  that  its  de- 
tails may  be  considered.  It  is  said — 
< '  This  is  an  important  Bill,  and  ought  not 
to  be  read  a  second  time  without  a  full 
discussion."  Well,  no  one  denies  that 
it  is  an  important  Bill;  but  what  I 
wish  to  point  out  is,  that  it  is  only  an 
Enabling  Bill,  to  enable  the  localities  to 
take  the  initiative  and  help  themselves. 
It  is  not  a  Bill  in  which  the  House  pre- 
scribes what  shall  be  done  in  the  case  of 
any  particular  river ;  but  it  is  one  which 
enables  the  inhabitants  of  a  locality,  who 
wish  to  have  adequate  power  to  deal  with 
a  river  running  through  that  locality,  to 
cause  an  inquiry  to  be  made  by  an  en- 
gineer and  inspector  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board.  It  enables  them  to 
submit  to  these  officials  their  own  pro- 
posals ;  and  it  fives  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  wide  powers,  after  consult- 
ing with  the  inhabitants  and  considering 
their  scheme,  to  embody  that  scheme  in 
a  Provisional  Order  to  be  submitted  to 
Parliament,  and  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee.  The  Order  will  have  to 
pass  through  all  the  usual  stages  in. 


439    BiviTs  Cofiiervancff  and 


(COMMONS]        Fkoii  J^mumUfin 


448 


Parliament ;  therefore,  as  I  have  said, 
the  measure  is  nothing  but  an  enabling 
one ;  and,  in  order  that  its  object  may 
be  carried  out  in  such  an  elastic  manner 
as  to  give  the  necessary  facilities  to  the 
inhabitants  of  the  different  localities  to 
obtain  the  powers  they  desire,  it  is  re- 
quisite to  introduce  a  considerable  amount 
of  detail.  As  it  is  a  Bill  of  that  character 
it  is  essential  that  it  should  be  considered 
by  a  Select  Committee.  It  will  be  more 
advantageously  discussed  by  the  House 
after  the  clauses  have  been  considered ; 
and  I  would,  therefore,  urge  the  House 
not  to  treat  it  as  if  it  were  a  Bill  impos- 
ing legislation  on  the  localities.  I  must 
oppose  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment, 
and  express  an  earnest  hope  that  hon. 
Members  will  assent  to  the  second 
reading. 

Mb.  fell  said;  that  nothing  could  be 
more  unsatisfactory  than  the  proceed- 
ings now  going  forward  in  the  House 
^namely,  discussing  such  a  Bill  as 
this  by  driblets.  He  and  many  others 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  (Mx, 
Arthur  O'Connor),  not  as  desiring  to 
obstruct,  but  as  desiring  to  obtain 
that  which  they  believed  to  be  neces- 
sary— namely,  a  statement  as  to  the 
novel  principles  contained  in  the  Bill. 
They  had  divided  the  House  already, 
and  would  continue  to  do  it  for  some 
hours  more,  on  successive  Motions  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  and  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  said  this  was 
an  Enabling  Bill.  It  was  such — it  was 
a  measure  to  enable  persons  to  carry  out 
private  improvements  at  the  cost  of  the 
public.  Under  the  guise  of  a  very  small 
rate  over  a  large  area,  it  would  raise 
considerable  sums  of  money  which,  after 
all,  were  likely  to  fail  in  effecting  the 
purpose  for  which  they  were  intended. 
According  to  the  view  taken  by  the 
House  of  Lords,  the  principle  of  tax- 
ing the  highlands  for  the  water  that 
came  from  their  property  upon  the 
lowlands  was  a  just  one;  but  if  that 
principle  were  admitted — as  it  would 
DO  by  the  second  reading  of  the  mea- 
sure—  the  next  step  that  might  be 
taken  might  be  the  taxation  of  the  hill- 
lands  for  the  shadow  they  threw  into  the 
valleys,  and  for,  in  that  way,  depriving 
vegetation  below  of  the  warming  influ- 
ence of  the  sun.  The  hill-lands  mi^ht 
be  taxed  for  the  purpose  of  supplying 
ihe  lowlands  with  artificial  heat.     One 
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principle  was  no  more  monstrouB  than 
the  other ;  and  he,  therefore,  hoped  the 
Government  would  take  the  debate  on 
the  second  reading  in  the  ordinary  way. 
Considering  the  magnitude  of  the  in- 
terests involved,  the  Bill  should  not  be 
discussed  by  driblets,  for  in  that  way  no 
adequate  amount  of  information  would 
be  given  to  the  public.  He  must  vote 
for  the  Motion  for  adjournment. 

Mb.  AETHUE  AENOLD  hoped  the 
Motion  would  be  withdrawn,  because  he 
believed  that  it  would  be  a  wise  economy 
of  time  to  refer  the  matter  to  a  Seledb 
Committee.  He  was  very  much  sur- 
prised that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  should  object  to 
the  reference  of  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, because  he  could  not  forget  that 
the  late  Gt)vemment  had  referred  every- 
thing to  a  Select  Committee,  except  their 
foreign  policy ;  and  he  thought  it  would 
have  been  better  for  the  country  if  they 
had  also  referred  that  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  29;  Noes 
69 :  Majority  40.— (Div.  List,  No.  176.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  long  said,  no  one  could  depre- 
cate obstruction  more  than  he  did ;  but 
he  was  aware  that  there  were  many  hon. 
Members  who  took  a  very  keen  interest 
in  this  matter  who  did  not  know  that  the 
measure  would  be  pressed  on  at  liiis 
hour  of  the  morning.  He  was  very  sonj 
it  was  necessary  to  oppose  the  action  of 
the  Government;  but  he  was  satisfied 
that  in  so  doing  he  was  not  "  obstmct- 
ing,"  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the 
phrase.  \Laughter.']  Hon.  Members 
might  laugh ;  but  they  were  only  anxious 
to  obtain  their  own  ends.  He  and  his 
Friends  were  also  anxious  to  obtain 
their  ends.  He  would  moye  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  ac^oumed." 
— {Mr,  Long.) 

Mb.  DODSON  :  I  will  not  enter  into 
a  discussion  with  the  hon.  Member  ss 
to  what  is  and  what  is  not  legitimate 
obstruction ;  but  I  would  point  oat  that 
we  have  the  half-past  12  o'doc^  Bute, 
and  by  that  Hule  no  opposed  Basineii 
can  be  taken  after  half-past  12.  It  ap- 
pears to  me  that  the  legiBlatiTe  mogp— 
of  this  House  is  not  fikely  to  oe  t9tj 
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rapid  if  we  are  not  allowed  to  proceed 
with  opposed  BuBiness  wbioh  actually 
comes  on  before  half-past  12.  There 
is  a  Notice  of  Oppositioii  against  the 
secondreading,  which  would  nave  pre- 
vented that  stage  beinff  taken  had  that 
hour  been  reached ;  out  the  Qovern- 
ment  are  entitled  to  endeavour  to  get 
the  Bill  read  a  second  time,  coming  on 
at  the  time  it  has,  and  are  not  open  to 
the  charge  of  wishing  to  '*  rush''  the 
Bill  through.  A  majority  of  two  to  one 
have  twice  expressed  a  desire  to  go  on 
with  the  Bill;  but  I  have  no  wish  to 
take  advantage  of  that,  and  I  will, 
therefore,  consent  to  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate.  The  Government  will, 
however,  put  it  down  again  for  to- 
morrow, considering  it  a  Bill  of  a  cha- 
racter which  should  be  proceeded  with. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
thought  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  had 
hardly  been  quite  fair  in  his  reference 
to  the  motives  of  hon.  Members  in 
objecting  to  proceed  with  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  that  night.  It  had 
been  generally  understood  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  several  hon.  Members, 
whose  constituents  were  very  much  more 
interested  in  the  matter  than  those  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Salford,  to  take  a 
debate  on  the  second  reading;  and  he 
did  not  think  it  was  quite  fair  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  to  treat  the  Bill 
as  one  of  a  comparatively  second  rate 
character.  It  was,  or  ought  to  be,  one 
of  the  most  important  Buls  of  the  Ses- 
sion ;  and  a  debate  on  the  second  reading 
would  not  only  be  valuable  in  itself,  but 
would  be  valuable  to  the  Committee  to 
which  it  was  proposed  to  refer  the  Bill. 

Mb.  ARTHTO  O'CONNOR  men- 
tioned that  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury had  stated  his  intention  to  take 
some  Votes  in  Committee  of  Supply  to- 
morrow, if  the  debate  on  the  Motion 
that  the  Speaker  should  leave  the  Chair 
closed  early.  It  was  proposed  now  that 
this  Bill  should  also  be  put  down,  and 
he  wished  to  ask  whether  the  GKxvem- 
ment  still  proposed  to  take  Votes  in 
Committee  r 

LoED  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
replied,  that  that  would  depend  on  the 
hour.  There  were  no  very  important 
Motions  on  going  into  Supply,  and  if 
they  were  disposed  of  at  a  reasonable 
hour  it  would  be  desirable  to  make 
some  progress  with  Supply ;  and,  there- 
fore, Supply  would  be  put  down. 


Mr.  PELL  asked  whether  evidence 
would  be  taken  by  the  Committee  on 
this  Bill,  or  whether  the  Bill  would  be 
gone  through  without  evidence  ? 

Mb.  DODSON  repeated  that  it  was 
proposed  that  the  Committee  should  go 
through  the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  the  Bill 
being  founded  on  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee  which  had  gone  into 
the  whole  question. 

Mb.  GORST  thought  it  was  desirable 
to  have  a  distinct  understanding  as  to  the 
Business  to  be  provided  for  to-morrow, 
as  the  reply  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  left  that  open  to  doubt.  It 
was  understood  that  if  the  discussions 
on  going  into  Supply  closed  at  an  early 
hour  the  Civil  Service  Estimates  would 
be  taken.  Was  it  now  to  be  understood 
that  the  Committee  would  be  closed  at 
an  early  hour  to  enable  this  Bill  to  be 
brought  on,  or  would  the  Committee  be 
continued  till  the  usual  time,  in  order 
that  the  Gx)vemment  might  make  pro- 
gress in  obtaining  Votes  in  Supply  ? 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  had  stated 
that  whether  any  Votes  would  be  taken 
or  not  would  depend  on  the  hour.  The 
length  of  time  the  House  would  con- 
tinue in  Committee  must  depend  on  what 
appeared  to  be  the  convenience  of  the 


ouse. 

Mr.  fell  asked  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wotdd  say  at  what  time 
the  Bill  would  be  taken  ? 

Mb.  DODSON  repUed,  that  he  should 
bring  it  on  at  whatever  hour  he  could. 

Eabl  PERCY  thought  it  desirable 
that  the  House  should  understand  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentlemcin  would 
bring  the  Bill  on  at  an  hour  when  he 
cotdd  make  a  statement,  and  which 
wotdd  give  time  for  discussion  on  the 
second  reading,  because,  otherwise,  the 
House  would  be  in  the  same  position  as 
it  then  was. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINiGS  ACT  (1875) 
AAIENDMENT  BILL.— [Bill  127.] 
{Mr.  Stavelet/  Hill^  Mr.  Monckton.) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  STAVELEY  HILL,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  he  had  allowed  the  second  reading 
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of  this  Bill  to  stand  over,  because  of  the 
Bills  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin),  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Devon  (Sir  Thomas  Acland), 
which  were  discussed  a  few  days  ago. 
But  since  then  he  had  put  it  down  for 
second  reading,  because,  m  his  judgment, 
it  emodied  the  same  principle  as  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire. 
What  it  did  was  to  provide  that  every 
tenant  should  have  the  same  amount  of 
compensation  as  under  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act,  and  that  for  that  purpose 
he  should,  on  giving  his  notice  of  claim, 
state  whether  he  claimed  under  the 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act,  or  under  an 
agreement,  if  he  had  one,  or  under  the 
Lincolnshire  custom,  which  was  sche- 
duled in  the  BiU.  Ho  had  added  a  pro- 
viso with  reference  to  any  landlord  hav- 
ing any  loss  in  consequence  of  a  written 
agreement.  He  understood  that  the 
Bill  was  not  opposed,  and  he  hoped  the 
House  would  allow  it  to  be  read  a 
second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (i/r.  Stavele^  Sill.) 

Mr.  brand  thought  it  would  be 
very  unreasonable  at  such  a  time  of 
night  to  enter  upon  a  discussion  of  this 
important  measure.  It  was  a  measure 
wmch  dealt  with  tenant  right,  and  was  the 
first  real  application  of  tenant  right  to 
this  country  ;  and  although  it  might  be 
a  desirable  measure,  he  could  not  con- 
sent to  enter  upon  a  discussion  of  it  at 
that  hour,  and  he  thoreforo  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  seconded  the 
Motion,  and,  observing  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  appealed  to  some  arrange- 
ment with  the  Jion.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire,  said  ho  was  no  party  to 
that ;  and  if  the  second  reading  had  been 
put  down  for  the  day  with  the  other 
Bills  on  the  same  subject  he  should 
have  opposed  it.  It  was  an  extremely 
bad  specimen  of  an  extremely  bad  Bill  ; 
and,  while  he  did  not  know  what  prin- 
ciples it  embodied,  it  violated  altogether 
the  principle  of  freedom  of  contract.  It 
did  that  in  a  striking  manner,  and  all  the 
more  striking  because  it  contemplated 
other  agreements  besides  those  under 
the  Act  of  1 875,  and,  at  the  same  time,  so 
arranged  that  whenever  a  tenant  dis- 
liked an  ngreemout  he  might  treat  it  as 
null  and  void. 

Mr.  8iw$Uy  mil 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposedi 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
^{Ur.  Brand,) 

Colonel  RUGGLE8  -  BRIBE  con- 
sidered it  hardly  fair  to  object  to  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill  after  it  hod 
been  decided  to  refer  the  Bills  of  the 

I  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Devon  to  a 
Select  Committee.  The  principle  of  this 
Bill  was  the  same,  and,  that  course 
having  been  adopted,  it  was  unfair  to 
offer  any  opposition  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  demurred  to  the 
supposition  that  the  principle  of  this 
Bill  was  the  same  as  that  of  his  Bill, 
which  he  had  submitted  a  few  days  ago. 
In  his  Bill  he  offered  three  alternatives, 
either  one  of  which  might  be  accepted 
by  landlords  and  tenants  upon  agree- 
ment. As  he  understood,  this  Bill  offered 
no  alternatives;  but  left   it  open  to  • 

:  tenant  to  break  an  agreement  when  he 
thought  fit.  He  could  not  accept  the 
statement  that  the  principle  was  the 
same ;  but  he  did  not  intend  to  oppose 
the  second  reading. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ajes  54 ;  Noe  1 : 
Majority  53.— (Div.  list,  No.  177.) 

LA>T»    TAX    COMMISSIOXEBS'     KAHES  BILL. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
Monday  23rd  May. 

Ordered,  lliat*  the  Knights  of  the  Shin  do 
prepare  lists  of  the  Christian  and  aumamei  of 
CommiHsioners  for  cxecating  the  Land  Tax  Acti 
for  their  rosj)Cctive  counties. 

Ordered^  That  ^lembers  for  cities,  borough 
and  places  having  Commissioncra  executing 
exclusive  jurisdiction  iivithin  the  same  under 
the  said  Acts,  do  pre^uire  similar  liats  of  Com- 
missioners for  cx(;cutmg  the  said  Acta  within 
Ruch  cities,  boroughs,  and  places  re8{>ectiTcly. 

Ordered^  That  the  Members  for  other  citief, 
boroughs,  and  ])1aces  do  prepare  similar  lists  of 
Commissioners  for  cxecating  the  said  Acta  for 
the  counties  in  which  such  laat-montioned  citieiy 
borouglis,  and  places  are  respectively  situated. 

BRIDGES  (south   WALES}   BILL. 

On  l^Iotion  of  Viscount  Emltx,  BiU  to  enaUs 
county  authontics  in  South  Wales  to  taJco  over 
and  contribute  towards  certain  Bridge*,  and  to 
remove  doubts  as  to  the  liability  to  repair  the 
Highways  over  and  adjoining  certain  Bridgd 
which  have  been  rebuilt,  ordered  to  be  bionpit 
in  ])y  Viscount  Kmlyn,  Sir  Hakdingb  Giffauh 
^Ir.  IlrssEY  ViviAX,  Mr.  Hexut  Allzx,  and 
^Ir.  PuoH. 

\M\i presented yBJidi  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  129.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  qaaitcr 
Mon  Two  0  dock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Friday,  Ut  April,  1881. 


MINUTES.]  —  Public  Bill  —  Committee  — 
Report — Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ipo- 
land)  (56). 

SOUTH     AFRICA  —  THE     TRANSVAAL 

(MIUTARY  OPERATIONS)— WITH- 

DRAWAL  OF  TROOPS. 

QUESTION. 

Lord  LAMINGTON  :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  Questions  of  which  I 
have  given  him  private  Notice — namely, 
what  is  the  numoer  of  troops  now  under 
orders  to  return  from  South  Africa; 
whether  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  acted  on 
his  own  responsibility  when  he  sent 
home  a  portion  of  the  forces  under  his 
command,  or  under  instructions  from 
the  Government ;  and  what  is  the  pro- 
bable force  it  is  intended  in  the  future 
to  retain  in  South  Africa  ? 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEELEY:  In 
answer  to  the  first  Question  of  my  noble 
Friend  I  will  read  a  statement  of  the 
exact  number  of  troops  at  present  in 
Natal  and  the  Transvaal,  and  the  orders 
which  have  been  given.  My  noble 
Friend  appears  to  be  under  some  mis- 
conception as  to  troops  having  been 
ordered  from  the  Cape,  as  he  will  see 
from  my  statement  that  certain  regi- 
ments on  their  way  have  been  directed 
not  to  proceed,  and  no  regiments  have 
been  withdrawn.  When  the  agreement 
with  the  Boers  was  concluded  by  Sir 
Evelyn  Wood  there  were  in  Natal  and 
the  Transvaal  eight  regiments  of  Infan- 
try, two  renments  of  Cavalry,  and  three 
batteries  of  Artillery.  The  numbers  we 
have  decided  on  retaining  there  for  the 
present  are  10  regiments  of  Infantry, 
four  regiments  of  Cavalry,  and  three  bat- 
teries of  Artillery,  with  other  branches 
of  the  Service,  making  altogether  a  foroe 
of  about  12,000  men.  What  has  been 
done  in  consequence  of  the  conclusion  of 
the  arrangement  with  the  Boers  is  to  in- 
tercept two  Infantry  regiments  on  their 
way  from  the  Mediterranean,  and  one 
on  its  way  from  Ceylon — throe  alto- 
gether— and  a  battery  of  Artillery  on 
its  way  from  this  country.  On  the  other 
hand,  we  have  strengthened  the  gar- 


rison at  the  Oape  by  one  more  battalion. 
There  are  thus  12  regiments  of  Infantry, 
four  regiments  of  Cavalry,  and  four  bat- 
teries of  Artillery  in  the  two  South  Afri- 
can commands,  besides  Engineers,  Army 
Service  Corps,  and  Army  Hospital  Corps. 
The  answer  to  the  second  Question  of 
the  noble  Lord  is  that  I  have  not  been 
able  since  I  received  his  letter  to  ascer- 
tain the  precise  instructions  that  were 
given  to  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley;  but  I 
feel  absolutely  certain  that  he  could  not 
have  sent  home  regiments  at  his  own 
discretion,  but  must  have  had  the  usual 
orders  sent  him  from  home.  As  it  will 
be  interestiiig  to  the  noble  Lord  to  know 
what  regiments  were  sent  home  by  Sir 
Garnet  wolseley,  I  will  read  a  state- 
ment on  the  subject.  There  were  sent 
home  one  regiment  of  Cavalry — the  17th 
Lancers — two  garrison  batteries  of  Ar- 
tillery, and  10  regiments  of  Infantry. 
Four  regiments  of  Infantry  which  re- 
mained in  Natal  and  the  Transvaal, 
and  were  there  at  the  time  of  the  out- 
break; a  Cavalry  regiment  also  re- 
mained; but  it  had  been  partly,  or  almost 
entirely,  withdrawn  at  the  time  of  the 
outbreak.  I  think  that  is  a  complete 
statement  with  reference  to  all  that  has 
been  done. 

The  Marquess  oe  SALISBUEY  : 
What  are  the  dates  at  which  the  troops 
were  sent  home  by  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley? 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEBLEY  :  I  can- 
not tell  the  exact  dates.  They  were 
sent  home  after  the  Zulu  War.  The 
last  Question  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Lamington),  as  to  how  many  troops  we 
may  be  obliged  to  retain  in  South 
Afnca,  is  one  I  cannot  answer.  That 
must,  of  course,  depend  entirely  on  cir- 
cumstances, and  it  would  be  perfectly 
impossible  for  me  to  give  any  opinion 
whatever  on  the  subject  at  the  present 
time. 

SOUTH-  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL- 
SLAVERY. 

OBSERVATIONS.      QUESTIONS. 

Lord  BEABOURNE  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies a  Question  of  which  he  had  g^ven  him 
private  Notice.  He  very  much  regretted 
that  indisposition  should  have  prevented 
him  from  addressing  their  Lordships  in 
the  course  of  the  Transvaal  debate  last 
night.  He  wished  to  know  whether  his 
noble  Friend  could  refer  to  any  Parlia« 
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mentary  Paper,  or  to  any  Paper  that  he 
proposed  to  lay  upon  the  Table,  which 
would  corroborate  the  statement  he  bad 
now  twice  made  during  the  present 
Session  that  the  system  of  slavery  has 
ceased  to  exist  amongst  the  Transvaal 
Boers  during  recent  years?  On  Feb- 
ruary 21  ho  might  observe  that  ho 
called  their  Lordships'  attention  to 
this  matter ;  and  he  thought  that  he 
then  laid  before  them  an  unbroken 
chain  of  evidence  that  slavery  had 
existed  in  the  Transvaal  from  the  first 
trekking  of  the  Boers  in  1834  down  to 
the  year  1877,  when  annexation  took 
place.  He  (Lord  Braboume)  had  quoted 
from  authentic  documents  which  had  all 
been  laid  before  Parliament — he  had 
quoted  the  solemn  Besolutions  of  the 
Natal  Legislature  in  1868,  the  opinions 
of  British  officials  as  late  as  1875  and 
1876,  and  the  continuous  complaints  of 
the  Native  tribes — one  in  Cecember, 
1 876,  only  three  or  four  months  before 
the  annexation — wherein  they  said — 
**  The  Boers  treat  us  Jike  money,  they 
sell  us  and  our  children."  No  answer 
had  been  made  to  that  speech,  which  he 
attributed  to  no  merit  of  his,  but  to  the 
fact  that  he  had  quoted  from  authentic 
documents  which  it  was  impossible  to 
answer.  On  the  other  side,  there  stood 
only  the  statement  of  his  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Kimberley),  unsux)ported 
at  present  by  any  reference  to  any 
Papers  in  their  Lordships'  possession. 
It  was  a  matter  of  great  importance,  for 
this  reason.  For  several  months  past 
certain  itinerant  orators  had  been  going 
about  the  country  endeavouring  to  excite 
sympathy  for  the  Boers,  and  advocating 
the  independence  of  the  Transvaal.  This 
he  (Lord  Brabourne)  supposed  was  what 
his  noble  Friend  would  call  awakening 
the  conscience  of  the  country.  Hitherto, 
he  believed,  they  had  had  comparatively 
little  success  ;  but  it  might  be  different 
if  their  denial  of  the  existence  of  slavery 
among  the  Boers  received  the  impress 
of  the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies.  He  (Lord 
Brabourne)  was  very  ready  to  defer  to 
the  opinion  of  his  noble  Friend,  if 
that  opinion  could  be  shown  to  be 
founded  upon  authentic  documents ;  and, 
therefore,  he  asked  him,  in  justice  to 
himself  and  to  all  who  took  an  interest  in 
this  question,  whether  such  documents 
did  actually  exist,  and  whether  he  could 
refer  their  Lordships    to    any  Papers 
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which  justified  his  opinion.  He  also 
wished  to  ask  a  Question  upon  another 
point — namely,  whether  there  was  any 
foundation  for  the  report  in  the  daily 
papers  that  the  British  troops  had  been 
driven  into  Pretoria,  and  that  those  who 
did  this  were  assisted  by  reinforcements 
from  Potchefstroom,  and  aided  by  the 
two  guns  captured  at  that  place  ?  He 
need  scarcely  say  that  if  this  were  ao 
it  constituted  another  primd  /acts  case 
against  the  Boers  of  having  violated 
the  conditions  of  the  armistice ;  but 
upon  this  point  he  would  express  no 
opinion  until  the  information  was  before 
their  Lordships,  and  he  merely  asked 
whether  such  was  in  the  possession  of 
the  Qovernment  ?  He  should  like  to  know 
also  whether,  upon  the  re-establishment 
of  the  South  Anrican  Bepublio,  it  wonld 
be  called  upon  to  repay  the  whole  or 
any  part  of  the  £100,000  voted  by  Par- 
liament when  we  annexed  the  Trans- 
vaal and  found  the  Exchequer  empty ; 
and  also  whether  they  would  repay  any 
portion  of  the  war  with  Secocoeni  and 
with  the  Zulus,  which,  if  not  actually 
undertaken  in  consequence  of  the  an- 
nexation, had,  at  least,  g^ven  the  Be- 
public  its  only  chance  of  existence, 
by  subduing  its  two  most  powerful 
enemies  ? 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEBLE Y  :  As  to 
the  Question  of  what  is  due  from  the 
Transvaal  State  to  this  country,  that 
will  be  considered  by  the  Royal  Ck)m- 
mission.  The  question  of  a  contiibn- 
tion  by  the  Transvaal  to  the  Zulu  War 
most  certainly  will  not  be  considered  by 
the  Commission.  I  think  that  a  de- 
mand of  a  contribution  from  the  Trans- 
vaal towards  the  expenses  of  that  war 
would  bo  most  extraordinary  and  un- 
justifiable. With  regard  to  the  re- 
ported attack  on  Pretoria,  I  have  seen 
the  Press  telegram  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  referred ;  but  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  no  information  what- 
ever on  the  subject.  As  to  the  Question  of 
the  existence  of  slavery  in  the  Transvaal, 
I  can  only  say  that,  so  far  as  I  know,  all 
the  Papers  relating  to  the  subject  have 
been  presented  to  the  House.  I  am  not 
aware  of  the  receipt  of  any  other  Papers 
sinco  those  which  have  been  laid  on  the 
Tablo.  The  noble  Lord  asks  whether  I 
can  refer  to  Papers  which  would  confirm 
the  statement  made  by  me  last  night, 
that  during  the  last  few  years  slavexy 
had  practically  ceased  to  exist  in  the 
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Transyaal  Bepublio?  I  have  before 
stated  to  jour  Lordships  that  it  might 
have  existed  in  some  remote  districts ; 
but  if  your  Lordships  refer  to  the  Papers 
of  1875,  you  will  find  a  very  interesting 
Memorandum,  delivered  to  Lord  Car- 
narvon in  Jime  of  that  year  by  the  late 
President  of  the  South  African  Ee- 
public,  who  was  then  in  this  country. 
The  following  is  an  extract  from  that 
Memorandum  of  President  Burgers : — 

" However  good  the  intention  of  the 

Government,  experience  soon  proved  that  some- 
thing more  is  required  in  a  country  than  good 
laws  in  order  to  prevent  evil  practices,  and  with 
their  best  endeavours  the  Government  could  not 
always  prevent  abuses  of  the  apprenticeship 
system.  As  the  different  parties,  however,  in 
course  of  time  gradually  amalgamated,  and  law 
aod  order  were  better  estabUahed,  the  cause 
which  produced  those  unfortunate  apprentice- 
ships— namely,  war  and  its  evil  consequences, 
gradually  became  of  less  force,  and  the  evil 
subsided  in  proportion.  These  facts  not  being 
understood  or  known  gave  rise  to  the  mis- 
apprehension which  has  thrown  the  stain  of 
slavery  upon  the  Government  of  the  South 
African  Republic.  In  a  late  inquiry  made  by 
that  Government  to  ascertain  the  truth  of  this 
accusation,  it  was  found  that  not  a  single  in- 
stance could  be  named  in  which  slavery  was 
carried  on  in  the  Republic  with  the  sanction  of 
the  Government.  No  doubt,  as  is  always  the 
case  in  new  and  sparsely  populated  countries, 
the  intentions  of  the  Government  were  frus- 
trated, and,  in  spite  of  all  precaution,  the  system 
of  apprenticeship  in  man^  cases  was  abused. 
Since  the  memorable  civil  war  of  1866,  how- 
ever, in  which  the  Fretorius  jMurtv  finally 
triumphed,  such  abuses  have  been  iWly  put 
down.  * 

Of  course,  if  Lord  Carnarvon  had  oon- 
Bidered  it  necessary  to  deal  with  the 
question  of  slavery  in  the  Bepublio, 
having  that  Memorandum  before  him, 
he  would  have  drawn  attention  to  it ; 
but  on  the  15th  of  June,  1875,  he  wrote 
this  despatch  to  Sir  Henry  Barkly — 

'*  Sir, — I  enclose  a  copy  of  a  very  interesting 
Memorandum,  which  has  been  prepared  at  my 
request  by  President  Burgers,  on  the  present 
condition  of  the  Natives  in  the  South  African 
Republic. 

"I  have  received  this  communication  with 
much  satisfaction,  indicating,  as  it  does,  a  dis- 
position to  adopt  those  sound  and  humane  prin- 
ciples of  Native  government  without  which  the 
agreement  on  a  common  policy  would  be  im- 
possible ;  but  as  to  which  I  entertain  the  hope 
that  a  complete  and  satisfactory  understanding 
may  be  arrived  at  in  the  conference  which  I 
have  propoeed  in  my  despatch  of  the  4th  of 
May.  *'  I  am,  &c.,        "  Cabkaxvon." 

It  would  appear  from  that  despatch  that 
there  was  men  no  question  or  slaverjTy 
and  that  Lord  Carnarvon  aoqoiesced  in 

VOL.  CCLX.     [thibd  ssbob.'] 


the  Memorandum  of  President  Burgers. 
My  noble  Friend  (Lord  Braboume) 
shakes  his  head.  I  know  that  there  was 
the  system  of  apprenticeship,  and  the 
Qt)vemment  of  the  South  African  Re- 
public admitted  that  there  had  been 
abuses  of  that  system  ;  but  the  same 
system  exists  also  in  the  Cape  Colony. 
After  the  war  in  the  Transkei  complaints 
were  made  when  the  late  Government 
was  in  Office  of  the  wav  in  which  it  was 

^^  ft 

applied ;  but  I  never  heard  that  they 
asserted  that  slavery  was  allowed  in  the 
Colony.  I  maintain  that  I  was  quite 
justified  in  saying  that  slavery,  in  the 
true  sense  of  the  word,  had  practically 
ceased  to  exist  in  the  Transvaal. 

The  Mabqubss  of  SALISBURY :  Do 
I  understand  the  noble  Earl  to  say 
that  he  relies  on  the  Memorandum  from 
which  he  has  quoted  to  prove  that 
.slavery  did  not  practically  exist  in  the 
Transvaal  during  the  later  years  of  the 
Republic  ?  Is  this  the  only  proof  he  has 
of  that,  in  contravention  of  all  the  facts 
and  testimony  on  the  other  side  ? 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  :  What 
I  say  is,  that  the  President  presented  the 
Memorandum  to  Lord  Carnarvon,  who 
pratically  acquiesced  in  its  truth,  and 
that  there  is  no  evidence  in  the  Colo- 
nial Office  during  the  last  few  years  of 
the  existence  of  davery.  I  have  asserted 
that  slavery  had  practically  ceased  in 
the  South  African  Republic,  and  this 
assertion  has  not  been  disproved. 

Lord  BRABOURNE  reminded  his 
noble  Friend,  that  when  he  brought  this 
subject  forward  on  a  former  occasion  he 
quoted  from  Reports  made  by  resident 
British  officials  in  1876  and  1876,  which 
stated  distinctly  that  slavery  did  exist. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY :  I  do 
not  say  that  there  were  no  individual 
instances  of  White  slavery  ;  but  what  I 
do  say  is,  that  no  system  of  slavery  such 
as  that  described  last  night,  when  it  was 
said  that  we  were  turning  hundreds  of 
thousands  back  into  slavery,  existed  in  the 
later  years  of  the  Transvaal  Republic. 

LOCAL  COURTS  OF  BANKRUPTCY  (IRE- 

LAND)  BILL.— (No.  66.) 

{The  Lord  G'Hagan.) 

COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
order). 

LoKD  DENMAN  referred  to  the  ope- 
ration of  the  16th  and  17th  clauses  as 
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preferable  to  the  ehoit  time  in  which 
I^arliament  dealt  with  the  abolition  of 
the  Chiefships  and  Divisions  of  Courts, 
without  dealing  with  the  patronage. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  said, 
that  the  arrangement  with  regard  to  the 
abolition  of  the  Chief  Judgeships  of  the 
Common  Pleas  and  Exchequer  Divisions 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  had  thus 
far  proved  successful,  and  that  the 
Courts  had  never  been  freer  from 
arrears  than  since  that  arrangement  had 
been  adopted. 

Bill  reported  without  amendment;  and 
to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 

Ordered,  That  no  Priyate  Bill  brought  from 
the  House  of  Commons  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Tttetday  the  Wth  day  of  June  next: 

That  no  Bill  originating  in  this  House  autho- 
rising any  inclosure  of  lands  under  special  re- 
port of  the  Inclosure  Commissioners  for  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  or  confirming  any  scheme  of 
the  Charity  Commissioners  for  England  and 
Wales,  shall  be  read  a  first  time  after  Thursday 
the  *lth  day  of  April  next : 

That  no  Bill  originating  in  this  House  con- 
firming  any  provisional  order  or  provisional 
certificate  shall  be  read  a  first  time  after  Thurt" 
day  the  1th  day  of  April  next : 

That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of 
Commons  authorising  any  inclosure  of  lands 
under  special  report  of  the  Inclosure  Commis- 
sioners for  England  and  Wales,  or  confirming 
any  scheme  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  for 
England  and  Wales,  shall  be  read  a  second  time 
after  Friday  the  17M  day  of  June  next : 

That  no  Bill  brought  from  the  House  of 
Commons  confirming  any  provisional  order  or 
provisional  certificate  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  after  Friday  the  17M  da^  of  June  next : 

That  when  a  Bill  shall  have  passed  this  House 
with  amendments  these  orders  shall  not  apply 
to  any  new  Bill  sent  up  from  the  House  of 
Commons  which  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
shall  report  to  the  House  is  substantially  the 
same  as  the  Bill  so  amended : 

Ordered,  That  the  said  orders  be  printed  and 
Published,  and  affixed  on  the  doors  of  this  House 
and  Westminster  Hall.    (No.  68.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Five 

o'dook,  to  Monday  next. 

Eleven  o'clock. 


Zord  D§nman 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  Ut  Aprils  1881. 


MINUTES.]— New  Writs  Issued— Jbr  St. 
Ives,  V.  Sir  Charles  Reed,  knight,  deceased ; 
for  Northampton  Borough,  v.  Charles  Brad- 
laugh,  esquire,  who,  since  his  election,  has 
vacated  his  seat  in  Parliament  by  sitting  and 
voting  in  this  House  without  having  taken 
and  subscribed  the  oath  prescribed  by  Law. 

Private  Bill  {by  Order) — Second  Readin^^- 
London  and  South  Western  Railway. 

Public  Bills — Ordered — First  Reading — Local 
Gbvemmont  Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  • 
[130]. 

Report — Inclosure  Provisional  Order  (Beamsley 
Moor)*  [112];  Inclosure  Provisional  Order 
(Langbar  Moor) *  [111]. 

Third  Reading — Local  Government  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Orders  (Clonakilty,  &c.)  •  [10»], 
and  passed, 

PRIFATE   BUSINESS. 


LONDON  AND  SOUTH  WESTERN 
RAILWAY  BILL  {by  Order.) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  W.  B.  beach,  in  moying  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond  time, 
said,  that  it  was  a  Bill  which  proposed 
various  projects  for  the  improvement  of 
the  South  Western  Railway  system  in 
various  parts  of  the  country;  but,  as 
most  of  tnem  were  practically  unopposed, 
it  was  not  desirable  that  he  Bhoold 
trouble  the  House  with  an^  detail  on 
the  subject.  It  was  sufficient  to  say 
that  the  projects  in  question  were  con- 
sidered essential  for  the  good  working 
of  the  line  in  future.  But  there  was 
one  portion  of  the  line  which  proposed 
to  give  increased  accommodation  between 
Surbiton,  Ck)bham,  and  Ghiildford ;  and, 
to  a  considerable  extent,  the  Bill  in  that 
respect  would  be  in  competition  to  the 
line  proposed  by  another  Bill,  the  second 
reading  of  which  received  the  sanction  of 
the  House  yesterday,  and  which  had  been 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  All  that 
he  now  asked  was  that  the  House  would 
consent  to  the  present  Bill  beinff  referred 
to  the  same  Committee,  so  that  there 
might  be  a  full  opportunity  afforded  for 
juoging  of  the  merits  of  the  measure. 
The  omy  objection  to  the  second  reading 
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of  the  Bill,  BO  far  as  he  was  aware,  was 
on  account  of  some  interference  with 
a  common  land.  It  was  pointed  out 
yesterday  that  it  would  be  extremely 
difficult  to  touch  the  county  of  Surrey 
at  all  without  interfering  in  some  way 
with  commons.  So  far  as  the  present 
line  went,  from  Surbiton  to  Cobham 
and  Guildford,  it  only  proposed  to  inter- 
fere with  two  commons.  Goose  Green 
would  not  be  interfered  with  at  all ;  but 
Ockham  Common,  and  Great  and  Little 
Bookham  Common,  would  be  interfered 
with  to  a  certain  extent,  although  the 
interference  would  be  very  small  indeed. 
There  was  no  act  of  seyerance  what- 
ever, but  the  line  would  merely  skirt 
these  commons ;  and  the  Company  gave 
an  undertaking  that  the  same  amount 
of  land  that  was  taken  away  from  the 
common  in  one  direction  should  be 
added  to  it  in  another.  Therefore,  he 
was  bound  to  say  that,  as  far  as  this 
portion  of  the  line  went,  there  was  very 
uttle  substantial  objection  on  the  score 
of  the  commons.  But,  with  regard  to  rail- 
road number  two,  which  proposed  to  g^  to 
Leatherhead,  there  was  also,  no  doubt, 
some  interference  with  common  land ; 
but  the  same  course  was  proposed  to  be 
taken  by  the  Company  who  were  pro- 
moting the  Bill.  As  he  had  already 
stated,  it  would  be  difficult  to  make  that 
or  almost  any  other  line  in  the  county  of 
Surrey  without  interfering  with  common 
lands  to  some  extent ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  there  was  this  to  be  said  in  regard 
to  the  second  part  of  the  scheme,  that 
the  common  which  it  was  proposed  to 
interfere  with  was  situated  on  very  low 
land,  a  great  deal  of  it  being  upon 
marshy  ground.  The  portion  of  the 
common  through  which  the  proposed 
line  would  pass  was  upon  land  that 
was  of  a  particularly  low  and  marshy 
description.  That  the  interference  witn 
the  common  land  was  not  great  was 
proved  by  the  fact  that  the  majority 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  district, 
and  of  those  who  possessed  the  com- 
mon rights,  had  presented  a  Petition 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  in  favour  of  the  line  being 
made— because,  as  they  said,  it  would 
tend  to  promote  eood  drainage,  and 
render  the  rest  of  the  common  more 
useful  for  other  purposes.  There  was, 
therefore,  a  strong  feeling  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood in  favour  of  the  line  being 
made,  provided  that  when  the  sanction 


of  Parliament  was  given  to  it,  or  before 
that  sanction  was  given,  an  undertaking 
was  given  by  the  Ilailway  Company  that 
they  would  abide  by  the  decision  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment as  to  the  execution  of  such  works 
in  the  nature  of  planting,  draining,  or 
providing  accommodation  for  getting 
from  one  side  of  the  line  to  the  other, 
as  he,  or  any  other  properly  constituted 
authority,  might  prescribe.  Such  an 
undertaking  might,  he  thought,  be  ex- 
tended to  any  omer  commons  which  the 
Bailway  Company  might  desire  to  touch. 
Such  an  undertaking  would,  he  thought, 
render  any  interference  with  common 
land  much  less  injurious  than  it  might 
otherwise  be ;  and,  considering  that  the 
inhabitants  of  the  neighbourhood  were 
in  favour  of  the  Bill,  he  did  not  think 
the  objections  which  were  raised  against 
it,  on  the  ground  of  its  interference  with 
common  lands,  was  an  objection  of  a  very 
valid  description.  All  the  promoters 
asked  was  that  the  Bill  should  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee  upstairs,  so 
that  there  might  be  a  full  opportunity 
afforded  of  considering  it  ana  deciding 
it  upon  its  merits.  What  they  desired 
was  that  the  Committee,  to  whom  a  Bill 
upon  the  same  subject  had  already  been 
referred,  should  also  have  the  present 
measure  referred  to  them.  Such  a  Com- 
mittee would  have  an  ample  opportunity 
for  judging  of  the  merits  of  the  respec- 
tive schemes,  and  of  arriving  at  a  fair 
and  impartial  decision.  He  begged, 
without  further  preface,  to  move  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (l/ir.  W.  B.  Beach,) 

Mr.  BETCE,.  who  had  a  Notice  on 
the  Paper  of  his  intention  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  on  that  day 
six  months,  said,  the  reason  why  he  had 
given  Notice  of  a  Motion  for  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  Bill  on  the  second  reading 
was  that  the  measure  proposed  to  in- 
flict very  serious  and  permanent  injury 
on  some  of  the  most  valuable  Surrey 
commons.  It  proposed  altogether  to 
interfere  with  five  of  them;  and  as 
regarded  two  of  the  five,  it  would 
take  no  less  than  11  acres,  and  would 
not  only  intersect  and  sever  them,  but 
would  most  prejudicially  affect  pieces  of 
scenery  which  were  among  the  most 
beautiful  in  the  county  of  Surrey.    The 

Q  2 
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case  against  the  Bill  in  respect  of  these  in  it  as  would  render  it  unneoessaiy  to 

commons  was  so  strong  that,  if  the  matter  take  that  course  on  a  future  stag^. 

rested  merely  on  that  point  alone,  he  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
would  feel  much  confidence  in  asking 

the  House  to  reject  the  Bill.  He  was,  Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted. 
however,  bound  to  say  that  the  matter 

did  not  rest  there.     There  was  another  q  UE STI0N8 , 
scheme  before  the  House  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  railway  in  this  district.  — ••-om>. 
The  Guildford,  Kingston,  and  London  poOR   LAW    (IRELAND)  —  OUT-DOOR 
Eailway  Bill  was  discussed  yesterday,  relteF  TO  WIVES  OF  PRISONEBS. 
when  the  House  gave  it  a  second  read-  ^n,,  .  -  « 
ing,  and  sent  it  to  a  Select  Committee.  M»-  ^^^\  ^^\^^  *^®  ^H^i  ^^: 
It  might  be  said,  with  some  force,  that,  taiy  to  the  Ix)rd  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
under  those  circumstances,  it  would  be  i\Ji«  attention  has  been  caUed  to  the 
unfair  that  the  rival  scheme  of  the  Lon-  following  paragraph  m  the  "  Daily  Ex- 
don  and  South  Western  Eailway  Com-  P^ess     of  21st  March  :— 
pany  should  not  be  referred  to  a  Select  «« At  the  meeting  of  the  Ballina  Gaardians 
Committee    at    the    same    time ;    and,  on  Saturday,  19th  March,  the  relieving  officer 
therefore,  he  did  not  think  it  right  that  presented  an  application  from  Mrs.  Daley,  d 

he  should  press  his  opposition  to  the  ^'?"^^°*0^ir^2  ""^  ^V!^  ^"^l' ^^ 

Tk'11        Ki.   JL                  J.*           1.      1.  !■     ^j  was  last  week  arrested  and  lodged  in  Kilmain- 

Bill.     At  the  same  time,   he  believed  ^^^     j^  ^,^^  ^^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^  ^^^  children, 

that  the  decision  of  the  House  yester-  the  youngest  being  an  infant  of  one  monUi«  and 

day  was   not   arrived   at  in  any  spirit  that  she  had  fifteen  acres* of  land  in  cultivation, 

of  indifference   to   the  preservation   of  The  clerk  said  the  Act  provided  for  the  granting 

these  commons,  but  beckuse  large  con-  ^l^j^i^w^^^^^^  ^  w^^^*  ^"^^  ^^^"^ 

'              «  A     1-            ji     i_  OQ  granting  ca,  oa.  per  week ; 

cessions  were  proposed  to  be  made  by  "       ^                . 

those  who  brought  the  measure  forward,  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 

and  because  the  House  believed  that  if  the  family  are  deprived  of  the  father's 

the  suggested  improvements  were  made  help  to  work  their  holding,  the  Oovem- 

the  rauway  would  be  useful  in  the  way  ment  could  influence  the  Local  Gt>vem- 

of  opening  up  the  common  lands  in  ment  Board  to  take  steps  to  have  the 

Surrey  for  the  recreation  and  enjoyment  grant  increased,  say  to  a  pound  a- week  f 

of  the  great  masses  of  the  people  of  Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 

London.  He  should  certainly  insist  upon  that     the    Local    Gt)vemment    Board 

his  opposition  to  the  present  Bill,    if  would  take  care  that  if  the  Ouardians 

it  were  not  for  the  fact  that  the  two  thought  this  woman  ought  to  receive 

schemes  which  had  been  submitted  to  extra  out-door  relief,  that  the  neceasaxy 

the  House    ought,   in    fairness,  to  be  order  should  be  given  empowering  them 

heard  and  tried    together.      He    was  to  grant  it.     The    Local    Gk>vemment 

fortified   by  the    speech   of    the    hon.  Board  had  no  power  to  order  the  Guar- 

Member  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  dians  to  give   out-door  relief  beycmd 

W.  B.  Beach)  in  the  supposition  that  what  the  Guardians  thought  right,  and 

the  South  Western  Eailway  Company  the  grant  might  be  given  either  in  food 

were  also  ready  to  do  sometning  to  re-  or  fuel. 

move  the  objections  which  those  who  Mr.  HEALY  asked,  whether  he  was 

were  interested  in  the  preservation  of  to  understand  that  the  Local  GoYern- 

oommons    took  against  the  Bill.      At  ment  Board  had  already  oommnnicated 

the  same  time,  he  thought  he  ought  to  with  the  Board  of  Ghiardians  on  the 

say  that  if  the  present  measure  passed,  subject? 

and  came  back  to  the  House  containing  Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEK,  in  reply,  said, 
provisions  so  objectionable  as  those  that  his  information  stated  that  they 
which  now  appeared  in  it,  it  would  had;  but  there  appeared  to  be  some 
be  the  duty  of  those  who  valued  these  doubt  as  to  whether  the  Board  had  power 
commons  for  the  benefit  and  enjoyment  to  make  the  grant.  The  Local  Govern* 
of  the  people  to  offer  to  the  measure  ment  Board  would  take  care,  if  the 
the  most  strenuous  opposition  on  the  Guardians  had  power  to  give  the  out- 
third  reading.  He  certainly  hoped,  if  door  relief,  so  far  as  the  order  required 
the  Bill  was  read  a  second  time  now,  was  concerned,  there  would  be  no  diffi* 
that  such  provisions  would  bo  inserted  culty. 

Mr.  Bryce 
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ORDNANCE  SURVEY— THE  NEIGH- 
BOURHOOD OF  HERTFORD. 

Mr.  ABEL  SMITH  asked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  When  the 
Ordnance  Survey  of  the  parishes  adjoin- 
ing the  town  of  Hertford  will  be  com- 
pleted ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE,  in  reply, 
said,  the  Survey  had  been  completed 
with  reference  to  the  parishes  in  ques- 
tion, and  might  be  obtained  in  the 
Survey  Department. 

SOUTH  AFRICA—  E    U    U   I. 

Mb.  SUMMEBS  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  he  can  give  the  House  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  condition  of  Seku- 
kuni,  and  as  to  the  kind  of  treatment 
that  he  has  received  during  his  imprison- 
ment at  Pretoria  ? 

Mr.  GEANT  duff  :  I  regret,  Sir, 
that  wo  have  no  information  about  Seku- 
kuni's  life  in  Pretoria;  but  as  soon  as 
communication  with  that  place  is  re- 
established, we  will  call  for  a  Eeport. 

AFGHANISTAN  (POLITICAL   AFFAIRS) 
— YAKOUB  KHAN  AND  ABDUR  RAH- 
MAN. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  an  op- 
portunity will  be  given  to  the  people  of 
Candahar  of  expressing  their  preference 
between  the  Ameer  Yakoub  Khan,  now 
a  prisoner  in  India,  and  Abdur  Bahman, 
previous  to  the  town  and  district  being 
handed  over  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  the  latter;  and,  whether,  as 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  de- 
clared their  intention  of  refraining  from 
further  interference  with  the  domestic 
politics  of  the  Afohan  pe^ople,  the  impri- 
soned Ameer,  l^koub  Khan,  will  be 
forthwith  set  at  liberty  and  enabled 
to  return  to  his  country  and  suppor- 
ters? 

The  Mabquess  of  HAETINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  it  had  been  considered 
proper,  at  the  end  of  the  year  1879,  by 
the  then  Government  of  India  that  Ta- 
koub  Khan,  upon  his  abdication,  should 
be  transferred  to  India.  He  was  not, 
as  stated,  a  prisoner,  but  was  kept  there 
under  surveillance.  There  was  no  in- 
tention of,  in  any  way,  assiflting  in  his 
return  to  Afghanistan.    While  the  Go* 
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vemment  had,  as  stated  in  the  Question, 
declared  their  intention,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  refrain  from  further  interference  with 
the  domestic  politics  of  the  Afghan  peo- 
ple, they  had  also  declared  their  intention 
to  assist,  if  possible,  in  the  restoration  of 
a  settled  Government  in  Afghanistan. 
Certainly  they  had  no  intention  of  taking 
a  step  which  would  have  the  result  of 
increasing  the  calamities  from  which 
Afghanistan  was  suffering. 


PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— KIL- 
MAINHAM  GAOL  —  THE  PRISON 
FARE. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  the  persons 
detained  in  Kilmainham  under  the  Coer- 
cion Act  have  come  to  a  resolution  to  use 
only  the  prison  fare ;  and,  if  he  will  g^ve 
instructions  for  a  better  kind  of  bread  to 
be  supplied  to  them  than  that  of  which 
he  has  been  sent  samples  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0K8TER:  Sir,  with 
respect  to  the  last  part  of  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member,  I  may  say  that  I 
did  receive  a  sample  of  bread ;  but,  as 
no  letter  accompanied  it,  I  could  not  tell 
who  it  came  from.  With  regard  to  the 
first  part  of  the  hon.  Member's  Question, 
I  have  to  say  that  I  have  seen  a  state- 
ment to  that  effect  in  the  newspapers. 
I  do  npt  know  whether  it  is  true  or  not, 
and  it  is  not  my  business  to  inquire.  As 
regards  the  second  part  of  the  Question, 
all  I  can  say  with  respect  to  it  is,  that  if 
there  is  reasonable  ground  of  complaint 
as  to  the  bread,  or  any  other  article  of 
food,  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that, 
on  its  being  represented  either  to  the 
doctor  or  to  the  Governor  of  the  Prison, 
it  would  be  inquired  into. 

MUTINY  ACrrS— CORPORAL  PUNISH- 
MENT. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General^  Whether  Members  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  like  all  other 
male  subjects  of  Her  Majesty,  are  liable 
to  corporal  punishment,  if  convicted  of 
committing  offences  punishable  under 
the  7  and  8  Geo.  4;  14  and  15  Vic; 
24  and  26  Vic. ;  and  26  and  27  Vic. ; 
and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern.- 
ment  have  any  intent\a\^  ^*L  x^s^^^SSsas^ 
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Captain  PEIOE,  before  the  Ques- 
tion was  answered,  wished  to  know. 
Whether  the  punishment  of  the  pil- 
lory had  not  been  abolished  as  a  relic 
of  a  barbarous  age,  and  whether 
the  proposal  to  attach  a  soldier  to  the 
tail  of  a  cart  was  not  equally  bar- 
barous? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James),  in  reply,  said,  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  had  uninten- 
tionally added  to  the  labour  of  answer- 
ing the  Question  by  not  giving  any 
chapters,  and  so  rendering  it  necessary 
to  refer  to  many  hundreds  of  Acts  of 
Parliament.  He  (the  Attorney  General) 
supposed  the  offences  punishable  under 
the  statutes  would  be  acts  of  violence, 
and  his  answer  to  the  first  portion  of  the 
Question  would  be  in  the  affirmative — 
that  Members  of  Parliament,  in  common 
with  all  other  persons,  were  equally 
liable  to  corporal  punishment.  He 
was  not  aware  that  any  Member  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  any 
apprehension  that  in  consequence  of 
the  existence  of  these  laws,  any  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  were  likely  to  be 
subjected  to  corporal  punishment;  and 
he  did  not  understand  that  there  was 
any  intention  to  repeal  them.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  putting  of  the 
Question  had  any  reference  to  legis- 
lation affecting  our  soldiers  and  sailors  ; 
but  the  Government  had  no  intention  of 
repealing  the  Acts  mentioned  in  the 
Question,  because  they  did  not  see  any 
analogy  between  garotting  and  the 
offences  against  Army  and  Navy  discip- 
line. In  reply  to  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Devon- 
port  (Captain  Price),  he  could  see  no  such 
connection  between  the  pillory  and  the 
summary  punishment  now  proposed  in 
the  Army  as  would  render  the  latter  a 
violation  of  the  Act  which  abolished  the 
pillory. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked,  Whe- 
ther it  was  not  a  fact  that  Acts  existed 
for  Ireland  allowing  the  infliction  of  cor- 
poral punishment  and  other  barbarous 
punishments  for  crimes  other  than  those 
in  the  Act  referred  to  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  suggested  that  the  hon. 
Member  should  give  Notice  to  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  thereupon 
addressed  his  Question  to  the  latter. 


The  ATTOBNET  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law):  I  understand 
the  hon.  Member  to  ask,  are  there  Acts 
in  force  in  Ireland  providing  coipond 
punishment?    Yes ;  there  are. 

AFRICA,  WEST— THE  GOLD  COAST. 

Mb.  summers  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Oolonies,  Whe- 
ther there  is  any  foundation  for  the 
statement  of  the  Gt)ld  Coast  oorrespon- 
dent  of  the  ''  Manchester  Gui^ian,  to 
the  effect  that  the  Lieutenant  Gk>vemor 
has  demanded  from  King  Menaah  an 
indemnity  of  500  ounces  of  gold  in  order 
to  recoup  to  some  extent  the  ezpeniet 
incurred  in  the  recent  war  preparations ; 
and,  whether  it  is  intended,  as  stated  by 
the  same  correspondent,  that  a  demon- 
stration of  the  Colonial  forces  shall  take 
place  at  Prahsue  ? 

Mb.  grant  duff  :  Sir,  neither  of 
these  statements  is  confirmed  by  any  in- 
formation which  has  reached  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government. 

india  (finance,  &c.)— the  budget 

statement. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  What  is  the 
estimated  rate  of  exchange  for  1880-81 
in  the  recent  Budget  Statement  of  the 
Government  of  India ;  and,  if  he  will 
lay  the  Budget  Statement  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  as  soon  as  it  arrivei 
from  India  ? 

Thb  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
Sir,  the  rate  of  exchange  estimated  in 
the  present  year  is  It.  M.  I  may  men- 
tion that  the  average  price  paid  for  the 
Secretary  of  State's  Bills  during  the  year 
which  has  just  expired  has  been  with^ 
a  very  small  fraction  of  that  amooni 
There  will  be  no  objection  to  lay  the 
Budget  Statement  on  the  Table  as  soon 
it  is  received. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THB  TRANSVAAL 
(MILITARY  OPERATIONS). 

Sib  JOHN  KENNAWAT  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  What  is  the 
total  strength  of  Her  Majesty's  Forces 
of  all  arms  now  serving  in  Natal  and 
the  Transvaal;  and,  whether,  in  view 
of  the  state  of  affairs  subsistinff  there 
at  present,  the  Government  wa&  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  delajing  ihids* 
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parture  of  troops  from  thence  until 
the  Bojal  Commission  has  made  its 
Beport  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Baronet,  I  have  to  inform. him  that 
he  is  entirely  in  error  in  assuming,  as  the 
second  part  of  his  Question  does,  that 
T7e  are  withdrawing  troops  from  South 
Africa.  When  the  peace  negotiations 
were  concluded,  there  were  in  Natal  and 
the  Transvaal  eight  regiments  of  In- 
fantry, two  of  Cavalry,  and  three  bat- 
teries of  Artillery.  The  number  which 
we  have  decided  to  retain  there  for  the 
present  is  ten  regiments  of  Infantry,  four 
of  Cavalry,  three  batteries  of  Artillery, 
and  other  branches  of  the  Service,  mak- 
ing up  a  force  of  above  12,000  men. 
What  we  have  done  in  consequence  of 
the  conclusion  of  the  arrangemets  is  to 
intercept  two  Infantry  regiments  on  their 
way  from  the  Mediterranean,  one  on  its 
way  from  Ceylon,  a  battery  of  Artillery 
on  its  way  from  this  country,  and  some 
drafts.  On  the  other  hand,  we  have 
strengthened  the  garrison  at  the  Cape 
by  another  battalion.  There  will  be 
thus  12  regiments  of  Infantry,  four  of 
Cavalry,  and  four  batteries  in  the  two 
South  African  commands,  besides  Engi- 
neers, Army  Service,  and  Army  Hospital 
corps. 

Sir  JOHN  KENN  A  WAY  asked,  whe- 
ther any  regiments  had  been  sent  from 
Natal? 

Mr.  CHIIDEBS  :  I  have  stated  that 
we  have  intercepted  two  regiments  from 
the  Mediterranean,  neither  of  which  had 
arrived  at  its  destination,  one  from  Cey- 
lon, which  had  reached  Durban  a  few  days 
after  the  negotiations  had  taken  place, 
and  a  battery  of  Artillery  which  had 
arrived  at  St.  Vincent.  But  the  forces 
in  South  Africa  have  been  increased  by 
the  regiments  I  have  mentioned. 

Mr.  E.  H.  PAGET  asked,  if  the  in- 
tercepted regiments  were  on  their  way 
home? 

Mr.  CHILDERS :  One  is  on  its  way 
home,  another  is  relieving  a  reeiment 
from  the  Mediterranean  which  wiU  come 
home,  and  a  third  has  gone  back  to 
Ceylon,  which  is  its  present  station. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  asked,  whe- 
ther the  7th  Hussars  were  to  be  brought 
home? 

Mr.  CHILDERS :  No,  Sir ;  I  forget 
how  many  squadrons  have  actually 
arrived ;  but  the  whole  regiment  will  be 
retained. 


SOUTH  AFRICA  —  THE  TRANSVAAL 
(STATISTICS)— NATIVES  AND  EURO- 
PEANS. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether,  having  regard  to  the  proposed 
delimitation  of  the  boundaries  of  the 
Transvaal,  it  would  be  possible  for  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  include  in  the 
next  issue  of  South  African  Papers  a 
map  showing  the  number  of  Natives  and 
Europeans  residing  in  the  several  dis- 
tricts of  the  Transvaal  ? 

Mr.  grant  DUFF :  Sir,  in  reply  to 
my  hon^  Friend,  I  have  to  say  that  we 
cannot  give  such  a  map  in  the  next  South 
African  Paper,  which  is  nearly  ready ; 
but  we  will  in  a  subsequent  one  give  a 
map  which  will  show  what  we  believe  to 
be  the  numbers. 

ARMY  —  MILITARY  OPERATIONS  IN 
THE  TRANSVAAL— DESPATCH  OF 
FORCES. 

Colonel  NORTH  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  the  case 
that  certain  Eegiments  which  ought  to 
have  gone  to  the  Transvaal  were  not 
sent  in  consequence  of  the  notorious 
incompetency  of  their  commanding  oflB.- 

cers  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  I  saw  this  state- 
ment in  a  weekly  paper ;  but  I  am  happy 
to  say  that  it  is  absolutely  without  foun- 
dation. I  am  much  obliged  to  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  for  asking  me  the 
Question. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  (IRELAND) -CASE   OP 
JOSEPH  B.  WALSH. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Under 
what  statute  Joseph  B.  Walsh,  at  pre- 
sent detained  in  Kilmainham  Prison, 
could  be  sentenced,  if  convicted  of  the 
charge  of  which  he  is  now  said  to  be 
reasonably  suspected,  to  seven  years' 
penal  servitude  or  three  years'  imprison- 
ment ;  and,  whether  the  statute  applies 
to  England  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law):  The  sentenca 
would  be  under  the  statute  1  &  2  WtU, 
rV.  c.  44,  s.  6,  if  imprisonment  were 
awarded  in  the  punishment  of  the  o£E^i2^<^> 
or  under  that  enactr[^^"t^.^2B^*^^*^^^*^^ 
Vict.  c.  8,  if  it  waa  ^  ^^^sJms^'JR^  ^^.t^^^^r^^- 
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confidential  character,  it  being  cxpttmLj  stated 
upon  each  that  the  facts  will  be  published  in 
general  abstracts  only,  and  strict  care  will  be 
taken  that  the  returns  are  not  used  for  the  (pati* 
fication  of  private  curiodty.  It  will  be  highly 
improper,  tnercforo,  for  any  Consus  officer  to 
give  publicity  to  any  portion  of  their  contents, 
or  to  allow  them  to  be  examined  by  any 
unauthoriEod  persons  for  any  puxpoae  whit- 


sorvitude.  The  former  Act  does  not 
apply  to  England.  The  latter  is,  of 
course,  applicable  to  the  whole  United 
Kingdom. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULIilVAN :  Is  the  first 
Act  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  mentioned  one  of  those  known 
as  the  Whit^boy  Acts  ? 

The  attorney  GENEEAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Yes. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  I  beg  to 
give  Notice  that  I  shall,  on  Monday, 
ask  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Lreland, 
Whether  the  offence  of  which  J.  B. 
Walsh  is  said  to  be  reasonably  sus- 
pected, and  for  which  he  is  liable  to 
be  detained  in  Kilmainham  Prison  for 
18  months,  would  not,  if  committed  in 
England,  come  under  the  picketing  sec- 
tion of  the  Conspiracy  Act,  and  if  the 
maximum  penalty  for  that  offence  is 
not  three  months'  imprisonment,  and  if 
the  Whiteboy  Acts,  under  which  J.  B. 
Walsh  would  be  liable  to  the  heavy 
sentences  mentioned  by  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  be  not  one  of  those 
statutes  which,  amonff  other  barbarous 
penalties,  enforce  periodic  floggings  ? 

THE  CENSUS,  1881— TIIE  HOUSE- 
HOLDERS* SCHEDULES. 

Sib  HARDINGE  GIFFARD  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  there  is  any  objection 
to  delivering  the  Census  papers  to  the 
enumerators  in  a  sealed  envelope  ;  and, 
what  directions  have  boon  given  to  pre- 
vent the  papers  in  question  being  used 
for  the  gratification  of  private  curiosity  ? 

Mr.  DODSON  :  Sir,  there  is  no  ob- 
jection to  the  delivery  of  Consus  sche- 
dules to  the  enumerator  in  a  sealed 
envelope,  other  than  the  delay  and 
trouble  which  the  opening  will  cause. 
The  enumerator,  in  order  to  carry  out 
his  instructions,  must  examine  the  sche- 
dules and  see  that  the  required  particu- 
lars are  properly  entered.  Among  the 
illiterate  classes,  the  enumerator,  it  is 
found,  has  liimself  to  fill  up  60  per  cent 
of  the  schedules.  With  regard  to  pri- 
vacy, the  apprehension  of  individuals 
that  the  contents  of  the  schedule  will 
become  known  in  the  neighbourhood  is, 
I  think,  unfounded.  The  enumerator  is 
for  this  purpose  a  Government  officer, 
and  page  20  of  his  book  of  instructions 
contains  this  warning  to  him — 

**  You  will  boar  in  mind  that  tho  house- 
lioldcrii*  hchodulcs  arc  to  bu  regarded  as  of  a 

The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
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CRIMINAL  LAW— ARREST  OF  THE 
EDITOR  OF  **THE  FREIHEIT." 

LoKD  RANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  If  he  will  state 
under  what  Law  or  Statute  the  editor 
of  the  **Freiheit"  newspaper  was  ar- 
rested, deprived  of  his  watch,  monej, 
bank  book,  and  letters ;  and  under 
what  Law  or  Statute  the  police  were 
authorised  in  forcibly  ejecting  the  com- 
positors from  the  premises,  seizing  the 
keys,  and  locking  up  the  house  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  :  Sir,  the  editor  of  7U 
Freiheit  newspaper  was  arrested  under 
a  warrant  issued  by  Sir  James  Ingham; 
that  warrant  was  granted  upon  sworn 
information  that  an  indictaDle  offenoe 
had  been  committed,  and  was  a  perfectly 
legal  warrant.  I  am  informea  by  the 
police  authorities  that  upon  his  arrest 
the  defendant  voluntarily  divested  him- 
self of  all  property  on  his  person.  He 
was  requested  to  retain  possession  of  it, 
but  declined  to  do  so,  wishing  a  fiiend 
to  hold  the  articles  for  him.  The  police 
then  took  possession  of  the  artides, 
which  are,  I  believe,  with  a  slight  ex- 
ception, correctly  described  in  the  noUe 
Lord's  Question.  The  watch,  money 
(amounting  to  £2),  and  a  loan,  not  bank, 
book  have  Deen  restored  to  the  aocosed 
person.  No  one  was  forcibly  ejected 
from  the  premises.  When  a  person  ii 
arrested  on  a  criminal  charge  tne  polioe 
doubtless  would,  in  the  execution  of 
their  duty,  take  possession  of  any  doca- 
meuts  or  property  from  which  evidence 
bearing  upon  the  case  miffht  reasonably 
be  expected  to  be  obtained.  It  is  neces- 
sary for  the  administration  of  justice 
that  this  should  be  done.  If  the  poUee 
exceed  their  duty  in  this  reepeot,  anyone 
injured  would  have  a  right  of  action. 
The  room  which  was  occupied  by  the 
accused  has  been  temporaiily  locked  XEj 
for  the  sake  of  the  proteotioii  of  his  pio- 
perty ;  but  the  rest  of  the  houae  and  the 
workshop  are  occupied. 
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CONTROVERTED       ELECTIONS  —  THE 
PARLIAMENTARY   ELECTIONS    ACT, 
186S,     AND    THE    PARLIAMENTARY 
ELECTIONS    AND     CORRUPT     PRAC- 
TICES  ACTS,  1979  AND  1880-THE  RE- 
PORTED BOROUGHS. 
Mb.  morgan  LLOTD  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  Qeneral,  If  he  can  state  what 
prosecutiona  he  has  instituted  or  intends 
to  institute  aeaiuBt  poraons  reported  to 
have  been  guilty  of  corrupt  practices  by 
the  Co mmiasi oners  appointed  to  inquire 
into  corrupt  practices  at  the  last  g;eneral 
election  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hbkby  James),  in  reply,  said,  be  had 
con^dored  the  desirability  of  instituting 
legal  proceedings  upon  the  Reports  of 
sereu  of  the  Bribery  Connnissiona. 
In  the  case  of  Knaresborough  it  was 
not  suggested  that  ai^  prosecutions 
should  be  instituted.  Li  tne  cases  of 
Canterbury  and  Chester,  although  the 
Reports  were  silent  on  the  subject,  the 
Comnuesioners  had  reported  offioially 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  and  himself  that  they  pur- 
posed granting  certificates  of  indem- 
nity to  all  persons  whom  they  had  ex- 
amined; and  OS  all  who  were  impli- 
cated in  corrupt  practices  were  examined. 


Commiseiouers  stated  that  certificates 
had  been,  or  would  be,  granted  to  all, 
except  one  or  two,  who,  however,  could 
not  be  prosecuted.  The  Boston  Com- 
missioDors  reported  that  corrupt  prac- 
tices had  been  committed  by  certain 
persons  whom  they  had  refused  to 
examine,  and,  as  the  evidence  appeared 
sufficient  to  support  a  prosecution,  pro- 
ceedings had  been  instituted  against 
them  and  also  against  four  persons  for 

D'ury.  The  Macclesfield  Commission 
reported  that  two  persons,  whom 
they  had  not  examined,  had  been  guilty 
of  corrupt  practiceB,  and  proceedings 
would  be  taken  against  both.  lu  the 
case  of  Sandwich,  nine  persons  were 
Bcheduled  as  guilty  of  corrupt  practices 
and  unprotected  by  certificates ;  but  the 
Commissioners  had  since  intimated  that 
two  of  them,  Mr.  W^he  and  Mr.  Oinnell, 
had  been  placed  m  the  schedule  by 
mistake,  and  it  was  intended  to  inve 
them   certificates  of    indemnity.      The 


evidence  against  the  other  seven 
sons  was  under  considnBtion, 


jven  p«- 
I,  wiu  ft 


such 


'  view  to  taking  proceedings  against  suofa 
of  them  as  the  evidence  would  justify. 
Perhaps  the  House  would  allow  him  to 
give  an  esplanation  with  reference  to  a 
statement  that  all  the  persons  ordered 
to  be  prosecuted  in  the  Boston  case  en- 
tertained one  particularpolitienl  opinion. 
On  reading  the  evidence  he  thought  that 
was  the  fact ;  but  he  hoped  he  might 
be  allowed  to  explain  that  the  question 
who  should  be  prosecuted  must  be  go- 
verned by  the  Seport  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. To  the  names  given  by  the 
Commissioners  he  ooold  not  add  one, 
nor  had  taken  one  away.  He  bad, 
practically,  but  little  discretion  in  the 
matter,  and  he  was  sure  the  House 
would  believe  that  the  question  of  the 
political  views  of  any  individual  had  not 
ui  the  smallest  degree  influenced  him. 

SIBR.ASSHETON  CROSS  inquired 
what  course  it  was  proposed  to  take 
with  regard  to  those  gentlemen  who 
were  scheduled  as  guilty  of  corrupt 
practices,  and  who  happened  to  be  jus- 
tices of  the  peace  ? 

Mb.  ONSLOW  asked  what  course 
would  be  taken  in  the  case  of  aldermen 
and  town  councillors  reported  as  having 
been  guilty  of  bribery? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henrt  James),  in  reply,  said,  that  the 
question,  so  for  as  it  affected  iustices 
of  the  peace,  was  peculiarly  wittiin  the 
province  of  the  Lord  Ohancellor,  who 
had  already,  in  the  case  of  two  Commis- 
sions, had  the  names  of  justices  of  the 
peace  brought  before  him,  and  after 
reading  the  evidence  afiHting  them, 
his  Lordship  thought  it  right  to  call 
upon  them  to  show  cause  why  their 
names  should  not  bo  moved  from  the 
commission  of  the  peace.  As  far  as  he 
knew,  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  adopt  the  same  course 
with  regard  to  every  scheduled  justice 
of  the  peace.  With  regard  to  alder- 
men and  town  councillors,  they  were  an 
elected  body,  and  the  only  way  of  deal- 
ing with  members  of  that  body  who 
were  scheduled  as  guilty  of  corrupt 
practices  was  by  special  legislation. 

8iB  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS ;  In  the 
event  of  aldermen  or  town  councillors 
aoting  as  justices  of  the  peace  by  virtue 
of  their  office,  will  the  Lord  Chancellor 
have  power  to  prevent  them  so  doing  P 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL   (Sir 
Hkhby    Jakes),     in    reijl,'^,    ■wiA-^  >»&. 
thought  that  the  otA-'j  <«*»  ^"^  "^ 
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Tonld  be  a  mayor,  who  act^  as  a 
mogiatrate  for  his  term  of  office,  and 
IX  officio  tor  one  year  after  ;  and  if 
it  should  turn  out  that  suoh  a  person 
vae  scheduled,  he  vould  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  the  case ; 
but  ho  doubted  hia  power  to  interfere  in 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— SPEECH  OF  ME. 
DILLON  AT  T1IURLE3. 

Mb.  WARTON  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  hie  attention  haa  been 
called  to  the  following  lan^ua^,  re- 
ported to  have  been  used  by  the  honour- 
able Member  for  Tipperary  iu  a  recent 
speech  at  Ihurlos : — 

"  IIo  warned  them  to  keep  up  the  B.vitcm  of 
hnntingdovD  the  land  gra1i1>^,  and  pulling  do* 
land  gxatit'iDg — to  let  tho  land  grabber  kni: 
Uiat,  no  matter  what  tlr.  Justice  Fit/^eralil 
Lord  Juatice  Fitzgibbon  migbt  Bay,  he  wau 
be  Boycotted  and  Boycotted  worao  than  dt 
lie  wae  before  Coercion ; " 
and,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Qovernment  to  take  any  steps  in  respect 
of  such  language  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FCJRSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  hod  been  famished  with  an  ofiioia] 
report  of  the  language  used  by  tlie  hon. 
Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr.  Dillon)  on 
the  occasion  referred  to,  and  he  bad 
seen  other  reports,  but  no  report  similar 
to  that  given  in  tho  Question,  which 
differed  very  materially  from  the  official 
report. 

AllMT— HALF-PAY  CAI-TAINS. 

SihWALTEEIJ.  BARTTELOT  asked 
tlio  Secretary  of  Stato  for  War,  Whe- 
ther, looking  at  tho  peculiar  circum- 
Btancos  of  the  case,  ho  would  provide 
that  captains  who,  through  their  regi- 
ment being  disbanded  or  being  com. 
pulsorily  placed  on  half-pay,  had  not 
attained  the  rank  of  major,  should  not 
be  retired  at  42  years  of  age  without 
some  special  consideration,  such  as  an 
extension  of  time  equal  to  that  lost  bj 
Buch  dUbandment  or  compulsory  half- 
pay,  and  that  the  same  advantagob 
should  be  given  as  have  been  given  to 
other  purchase  officers? 

Ma.  OKILDERS  :  Sir,  I  cannot  hold 
out  any  expectation  to  my  bon.  and 
gallant  Friend  that  I  shall  bo  able  to 
make  any  change  in  the  existing  Regu- 
lations so  far  as  they  affect  captains  ou 
half-pay  who  have  been  placed  there 
UU  AtUnuy  Qtntral 


either  permanently  or,  aome  jem  ago, 
without  any  right  or  prospect  of  re-em- 
jiloyment.  But  there  may  poudbly  bt 
some  oases  of  the  latter,  with  which  I 
nm  not  acquainted,  de«erving  inqniiy; 
and,  without  holding  out  any  hope  in 
the  matter,  I  have  directed  the  snbjwt 
to  be  carefully  looked  Into  by  the  Con- 
mittoe  now  sitting. 

CENTBAL  ASLA— ADVANCE  OF  THE 


Ma.  ASHMEAD-BASTLETT  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whs- 
iher  his  attention  haa  boon  o&Ued  to  t 
letter  in  the  "  Bepublique  Fnn^aise  " 
of  March  14th,  irom  its  corresponds  in 
Central  Asia,  in  which  he  affirms  tbs 
occuraoy  of  his  previous  atatementa  with 
regard  to  the  rapid  advance  of  'Ha 
Russian  railway  from  the  Caspian  to- 
ivards  Herat,  and  especiallj  to  the  bd 
atated  by  the  correspondent  that  no  ob- 
stacle now  intervenes  to  prevent  its  im- 
mediate completion  throuffh  out  the  wludi 
of  the  Akhal  region,  and  that  measnm 
Eire  being  taken  by  the  Ruaaian  coni- 
manders  to  dominate  Ehorasaan  sad 
secure  the  trade  of  Herat ;  and,  vhs> 
til  or  under  these  oircumstances  Hsr 
Majesty's  Qovemmeat  will  complets 
tho  British  railway  to  Candshar,  in 
order  to  prevent  the  whole  trade  of 
Afghanistan,  Norther  Persia,  and  ths 
Turcoman  Country  from  falling  to  Bos- 
sia  ?  Before  the  noble  Lord  replied  to 
the  Question,  he  would  ask  permiiuos 
of  the  House  to  read  two  extracts. 
["No,  no!"]  They  wore  extracts  fion 
the  article  in  question,  and  they  wen 
of  groat  interest  and  importance.  ["Oh, 
oh!  "]  And  if  it  was  neoeaaa^  for  him 
to  obtain  the  privileges  of  a  Member  of 
that  House,  be  would  conclude  by  making 
a  Motion.  [^Laughtar,  and  "  Oh,  oh!"j 
He  would  not  read  those  extracts  until 
ho  obtained  a  fair  bearing.  ["  Order, 
order  1 "  ]  He  should  conclude  by  moving 
theadjoumment  of  the  debate.  Theow- 
lospoudent  complained  that  bis  state- 
ments— [Loud  eriti  of  "  Order !  "] 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Memba 
pronuses  to  put  the  Uuostion  of  which 
he  has  given  Notice.  He  is  not  entitled 
to  enter  into  any  extraneous  matter,  ex- 
cepting so  far  as  may  be  neceaaary  tea 
making  his  Question  plain. 

Ma.  ASHMEAD-BABILETT :  Thit 
is  precisely  my  object,  Sir,     Thwi  ax- 
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tracts  are  not  extraneous,  but  are  made 
from  the  correspondent's  letter,  and 
they  will  make  the  Question  perfectly 
plain.  I  have  refrained  from  putting 
them  on  the  Paper,  because  they  would 
occupy  so  much  space ;  but  I  am  quite 
able  to  read  them  within  five  minutes. 
I  am  within  my  right  in  asking  to  read 
them.  [Criei  of  ''Name  him!"  and 
LaughterT] 

Mr.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  :  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  rise  to  Order.  I  would  ask 
you.  Sir,  if  any  Member  of  this  House 
IS  entitled,  when  he  asks  a  Question,  to 
read  an  extract  from  a  written  document 
which  will  occupy  five  minutes  in  read- 
ing? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  entitled  to  do  so,  if  the  extracts  are 
necessary  to  make  the  Question  clear. 
I  must  say,  however,  that  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  on  the  Paper 
appears  to  be  quite  plain,  and  it  re- 
quires no  elucidation  with  regard  to 
matter  of  fact. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  :  K  I 
understand  you.  Sir,  to  rule  that  I  am  out 
of  Order  in  reading  these  extracts,  I  shall 
not  do  so ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  wish 
to  protest  against  the  way  in  which,  the 
moment  I  rose,  and  before  I  had  the 
opportunity  of  saying  two  words — [**  Oh, 
oh!"  and  ertes  of  ''Name  him!^']— I 
wish  to  protest.  Sir,  against  the  man- 
ner   

Mr.  Alderman  LAWRENCE :  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to 
ask  whether  it  is  in  O^^ier  for  any  hon. 
Member  to  protest  against  your  deci- 
sion? 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  I  do  not  understand 
the  hon.  Member  to  protest  against  my 
decision 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  :  I  am 
not  protesting  against  your  decision.  Sir, 
but  a^nst  the  organized  interruption 
from  tne  other  side  of  the  House.  [  Op- 
poiition  eheert.']  It  has  been  too  common 
of  late  with  the  Party  opposite.  I 
wish  to  ask  you  finally,  Sir,  whether 
these  extracts,  which  are  very  impor- 
tant, and  will  only  take  a  very  short 
time  to  read,  and  which  are  necessary  to 
illustrate  my  Question,  are  out  of  Order  ? 
I  wish  to  ask,  distinctly,  whether  I  am 
out  of  Order  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  inform  the 
hon.  Member  that  it  appears  to  me  the 
Question  which  he  has  pat  on  the  Paper 
is  quite  plain.    The  dooument  which  he 


proposes  to  read  seems  to  me  to  be  un- 
necessary. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT:  In 
deference  to  your  wishes,  rather  than  to 
your  ruling — [Loud  cries  of  **  Order  !  " 
and  **  Name  him  !  "] 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  must  act  upon 
his  own  responsibility  ;  but  I  am  bound 
to  tell  him  that  his  reference  to  certain 
Papers  seems  to  be  unnecessary  to  make 
his  Question  clear.  The  Question  is  per- 
fectly plain. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT :  I  shall 
not  read  the  extracts  then.  Sir.  What 
I  meant  to  say  was,  that  I  understood 
you  to  express  a  wish  rather  than  a 
ruling ;  I  aid  not  mean  that  I  would  not 
obey  your  ruling.  I  protest,  Mr.  Speaker, 
against  this  organized  interruption, 
which  prevents  me  from  enjoying  the 
rights  and  privileges  of  a  Member  of 
tms  House.  From  the  first  moment 
that  I  opened  my  mouth,  and  before  a 
word  was  heard,  I  have  been  subjected 
by  the  Radical  Benches  below  the  Gang- 
way to  a  deliberate  clamour,  instances 
of  which  have  been  too  common  in  the 
House  of  late.  I  shall  refrain  from 
reading  these  extracts,  not  owing  to  that 
interruption — for,  if  necessary,  I  am 
prepared  to  remain  here  till  I  am  heard 
— but  solely  in  deference  to  your  wishes. 
I  beg  now  to  ask  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Question  which  stands  in  my 
name. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  regret  very  much  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber should  not  have  had  an  opportunity 
of  reading  the  statements  he  has  referred 
to.  I  am  of  opinion,  however,  that  the 
Question  which  he  asks  is  perfectly  plain 
without  them.  I  think  that,  on  a  former 
occasion,  he  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  statements  of  the  corre- 
spondent of  The  Ripuhlique  FrangaiBBy  and 
it  is,  no  doubt,  perfectly  correct  that  the 
correspondent,  in  a  subsequent  state- 
ment, affirmed  the  substantial  accuracy 
of  the  statement  he  previously  made. 
As  to  our  information  on  the  subject, 
the  information  which  has  been  received 
by  the  Foreigpi  Office  is  that  The  OoIob 
published  a  telegram  of  the  8th  of  Feb- 
ruary, stating  that  the  railway  had  been 
extended  in  the  direction  of  Akhal  a 
distance  of  106  versts,  or  about  75  miles. 
I  am  not  aware  that  there  is  any  obstaola 
to  the  continuance  of  thAT*siw'«?^*viojxRf5k5^ 
the  Akhal  territory  ^  \s^\^S.vw^s^^^^^  w^«^ 
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that  the  Foreign  Office  is  in  possession 
of  any  information  which  leads  us  to 
suppose  that  measures  are  being  taken 
by  the  Eussian  commanders  to  dominate 
Khorassan  and  secure  the  trade  of  Herat. 
In  regard  to  the  latter  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion, Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
not  any  intention  of  completing  the  rail- 
way to  Candahar  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
venting the  trade  of  Afghanistan,  North- 
ern Persia,  and  the  Turcoman  country 
from  fallin(2:  to  Eussia. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  :  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  shall,  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment,  bring  this  question  again  before 
the  attention  of  the  House. 


SOUTH  AFRICA  —  THE  TRANSVAAL 
(mLTTARY  OPERATIONS)— BLOCK- 
ADE OF  TRETORIA. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
bogged  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  a  Question,  of 
which  he  had  given  him  Private  Notice 
— namely,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  certain  telegrams  which 
have  appeared  in  the  morning  papers  to 
the  efi'ect  that — **Tho  Boors  around 
Pretoria,  having  been  reinforced  by  the 
beseigers  of  Potchefstroom  with  the  two 
guns  captured  at  that  place,  have  re- 
pulsed a  sortie  of  tho  British  garrison, 
Sursuing  them  into  the  furt  and  in- 
icting  upon  them  considerable  loss?" 
Ho  wished  to  ask  whether  tho  Govern- 
ment have  received  any  information  cor- 
roborating that  statement;  and,  if  so, 
whether  they  will  state  what  instructions 
have  been  sent  to  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  on 
the  subject?  If  no  such  information 
has  been  received,  he  would  like  to 
know  whether  the  Government  will  tele- 
graph as  to  the  accuracy  of  the  state- 
ment? 

Mr.  GEANT  duff  :  Sir,  no  such 
information  has  reached  Her  Majesty's 
Government ;  but  I  understood  from  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  that  he  has  to-day  received  a 
telegram  from  Sir  Evelyn  Wood,  who 
makes  no  reference  to  the  circumstance 
reported  in  tho  newspax)ers.  Therefore, 
we  assume  that  he  has  received  no  infor- 
mation of  the  kind ;  for  he  surely  might 
be  expected  to  mention  such  an  event,  if 
it  was  known  to  him.  I  presume  there 
will  be  no  difficulty  in  telegraphing  to 
him  to  inquire  into  the  matter. 

TJie  Ifarquets  of  liar  tiny  ivn 


SOUTH    AFRICA— THE     TRANSVAAL- 
POLICY  OF  THE  GOVEBNMEKT. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NOBTHCJOTE:  I 
wish  to  ask  a  Question  of  which  I  have 
not  given  private  Notice.  It  is  very 
desirable,  Sir,  that  the  course  of  the 
Government  in  respect  to  the  Transvaal 
should  be  discussed  in  this  House  on 
an  early  day.  It  is  the  intention  of  my 
riffht  hon.  iViend  the  Member  for  East 
Gloucestershire  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  to  give  Notice  of  a  Motion  on 
the  subject;  but  it  would  clearly  be 
desirable,  before  any  such  Motion  was 
discussed,  that  the  House  should  be  in 
possession  of  all  the  information  which 
the  Government  can  communicate  to 
Parliament.  As  I  understand,  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies  staicid 
last  night  that  the  Instructions  he  is 
about  to  address  to  the  Commissionen 
are  likely  to  contain  fuller  infonna- 
tion  than  it  has  been  possible  to  give 
hitherto  by  telegram,  and  will  deal  with 
the  whole  policy  of  the  GK>venLment.  I 
wish  to  ask.  When  those  IjistructioDfl 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  will  commn- 
nicate  with  my  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Kimberley)  on  the  subject.  I  have  to 
a  certain  extent  discussed  the  Instruc- 
tions with  him,  and,  undoubtedly,  there 
are  parts  of  those  Instructions  which 
it  wUl  not  be  convenient  or  desirable, 
having  regard  to  the  interests  of  the 
Public  Service,  tclay  before  Parliament; 
but  I  will  confer  with  him  to  see  what 
further  we  can  lay  on  the  Table,  with 
the  view  of  giving  fuller  information  to 
the  House. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
asked,  whether  it  was  expected  to  receive 
full  despatches  from  Sir  Evelyn  Wood 
of  all  that  had  passed  from  the  time  he 
was  appointed  to  the  supreme  command 
in  South  Africa  to  the  date  of  the  pre- 
liminaries of  peace  with  the  ooer 
Leaders ;  and,  if  so,  whether  they  would 
be  laid  at  once  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  This,  also,  has 
been  a  matter  of  communication  between 
me  and  my  noble  Friend,  and  I  hope 
that  before  the  Easter  Hecess  we  shall 
be  able  to  communicate  to  the  House 
fuller  information  which  will  have  been 
received  by  mail. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
asked,  whether  the  GtoYemmenfc  would 
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communicate  by  telegraph  with  the 
authorites  at  the  Cape  in  reference  to 
the  reported  outrage  at  Pretoria  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEBS  said,  he  had  always 
been  chary  of  telegraphing  to  inquire  as 
to  the  truth  of  reports  in  newspapers,  of 
which  they  had  had  no  official  intima- 
tion ;  and  in  every  case  but  one  where 
he  had  done  so  the  reports  proved  to  be 
inaccurate.  He  had  received  telegraphic 
despatches  from  the  General  command- 
ing of  as  late  a  date  as  the  telegram 
contained  in  the  newspaper  referred  to  ; 
but  the  matter  had  attracted  so  much 
attention  in  the  House  that  he  should, 
within  half-an-hour,  telegraph  to  Sir 
Evelyn  Wood  for  information  regard- 
ing it. 

STATE    OF   IRELAND— EVICTIONS    IN 
THE  WEST  OF  IRELAND. 

Mb.  sexton  gave  Notice  that,  on 
Monday,  he  would  ask  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  accounts  in  the  newspapers  of  the 
evictions  taking  place  in  the  West  of 
Ireland  since  the  passing  of  the  Coercion 
Act ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  that  state 
of  things,  pending  the  introduction  of 
the  measure  to  strengthen  the  legal 
position  of  the  Irish  tenant,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  continue  to  use 
the  armed  forces  of  the  Crown  to  assist  in 
perpetration  of  barbarities  of  that  kind  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  would  be  surprised  if  the  state- 
ments referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
were  correct ;  if  so,  the  matter  should  be 
inquired  into.  He  would  send  the  Ques- 
tion over  to  Ireland  to-night  for  inquiry, 
and  if  the  hon.  Member  would  put  in 
on  Tuesday,  he  would  give  as  full  an 
answer  as  he  could  get. 

STATE     OF     IRELAND  —  THE     LAND 
LEAGUE  MEETING  AT  MIDDLETON. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  has  received  any 
further  information  as  to  the  riot  at 
Middleton  on  the  21st  ultimo  ;  and, 
whether  he  is  prepared  in  the  circum- 
stances to  forbid  a  general  meeting  of 
the  Land  League  which  has  been  adver- 
tised for  next  Sunday  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  on  the  2lBt 
ultimo  there  was  a  disturbance  at  the 


Elaoe  alluded  to  in  the  Question  of  the 
on.  Member;  but  the  report  in  the 
newspapers  was  somewhat  exaggerated. 
As  to  the  meeting,  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment, so  far  as  he  was  aware,  had  not 
got  positive  information  as  to  whether  it 
was  to  be  held  on  Sunday  or  not ;  and 
they  certainly  had  not  got  such  informa- 
tion as  would  warrant  them  in  prohibit- 
ing it.  He  stated  yesterday  that  the 
borough  of  Middleton  was  in  a  disturbed 
state,  aud  a  special  meeting  of  the 
Council  in  Ireland  was  held  to-day  for 
the  purpose  of  proclaiming  that  barony 
and  the  rest  of  East  Cork. 

POOR    RATE    (METROPOLIS)  —  GRAY'S 

INN. 

Mb.  gray  (for  Mr.  Abthttb  O'Con- 
nob)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  If  he  can  state  what 
sum  was  recovered  last  year  by  the 
Honourable  Society  of  Gray's  Inn  from 
the  tenants  of  their  Inn  on  account  of 
Poor's  Rate,  and  what  amount  was  paid 
by  the  said  Society  to  the  parish  in 
which  the  said  Inn  is  situate  for  and  in 
respect  of  the  same  ? 

Mb.  DODSON  :  Sir,  all  I  can  say  in 
reply  to  the  Question  is  that  Gray's  Inn 
now  forms  part  of  the  Holbom  Union, 
and  that  the  amount  of  Poor  Rates 
raised  in  respect  of  the  property  within 
the  limits  of  the  Inn  for  the  year  ended 
March  25,  1880,  was  £980. 

AFGHANISTAN— GENERAL  SIR  FREDE- 
RICK  ROBERTS'S  MARCH— VOTE  OF 
THANKS. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  asked.  Whether  the 
Government  had  yet  come  to  a  determi- 
nation to  propose  a  Vote  of  Thanks  to 
General  Sir  Frederick  Roberts  and  the 
Army  under  his  command  for  their  gal- 
lant and  memorable  march  from  Cabul 
to  Candahar?  When  he  last  put  the 
same  Question,  the  noble  Marquess  said 
he  was  only  waiting  for  despatches  from 
India  on  the  subject. 

Thb  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  hope  very  shortly  to  be  able  to  state 
what  the  views  of  the  Government  are 
on  this  subject ;  but  until  I  can  name  a 
day  on  which  I  can  bring  forward  such 
a  Motion,  it  is  no  use  of  giving  an  answer 
on  the  subject. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  asked,  whether  th^ 
Government  intended  to  i^ro^^'*?^  vccc^ 
Yote  of  Thanka  ^V.  ^iJ^X 
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The  Marquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
If  tlie  hon.  Member  will  give  me  Notice 
of  the  Question,  I  will  answer  it. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  :  I  beg  to  say  that  I 
will  repeat  the  Question  on  Monday. 

FRANCE— THE  FORTHCOMING  MONE- 
TARY CONFERENCE  IN  PARIS. 

Mr.  PULESTON  asked,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  the  Goyemment  have  decided 
not  to  send  a  Bepresentative  to  the  forth- 
coming Monetary  Conference  in  Paris  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  he  was  unable  to  give  a  positive 
reply.     When  he  last  heard  on  the  sub- 

i'ect  the  question  was  not  closed.  The 
Lon.  Member  knew  that  the  invitation 
which  was  sent  us  entirely  pledged  us 
to  bi-metallism. 

MOTION. 

PARLIAilENTARY    OATH    (MR.   BRAD- 
LATTGH)— NEW  WRIT  FOR  THE  BO- 
ROUGH OF  NORTHAMPTON. 
Moved  for — 

**  New  Writ  for  Northampton  Borough,— im 
the  room  of  Charles  Bradlaugh,  esquiro,  who, 
Bince  his  election,  has  vacated  his  seat  in  Par- 
liament by  sitting  and  voting  in  this  House 
without  having  taken  and  subscribed  the  oath 
prescribed  by  Law." — {Mr,  Labouchere,) 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  that 
before  that  question  was  decided,  the 
House  ought  to  hear  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  what  was  their  opinion  upon 
that  matter.  Hon.  Members  would  pro- 
bably remember  that  some  time  ago  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  gave  Notice  of 
a  similar  Motion  to  that  just  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere), and  afterwards  objected  to  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  presenting  Petitions  on  the 
ground  that  he  had  vacated  his  scat  by 
reason  of  his  having  sat  and  voted  in 
that  House  without  having  taken  and 
subscribed  the  Oath  or  Affirmation  re- 
quired by  law.  At  that  time,  if  his  (Sir 
K.  Assheton  Cross's)  memory  served  him 
correctly,  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  stated  to  the  House  that  the 
matter  was  still  9uh  judicey  and  that  al- 
though it  was  true  that  one  of  the  learned 
Judges  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  had 
decided  against  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  that  as 
long  as  it  was  open  to  that  Gentleman 
to  appeal  against  that  decision  to  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  no  new  Writ  could  be 
issued,  and  that,  until  it  was  decided, 


Mr.  Bradlaugh  most  be  oonaidered  a 
Member  of  the  House.  He  wished  to 
ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Attoniey 
General  how  the  position  of  the  ease, 
as  it  stood  at  the  present  moment,  dif- 
fered from  that  wmch  it  occupied  when 
that  statement  was  made  ?  Aa  he  un- 
derstood the  matter,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had 
still  the  right  to  appeal  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  was  indeed  appealing,  or 
had  expressed  his  intention  of  appeiding, 
to  that  House.  It  might  be  said  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  intended  to  appeal  to  the 
House  of  Lords  against  one  part  only  of 
the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal^ 
namely,  that  which  related  to  the  ri^ht 
of  a  common  informer  to  bring  the  action 
against  him  for  penalties  without  ths 
consent  of  the  Attorney  General,  and  did 
not  intend  to  appeal  against  that  part  of 
it  which  related  to. his  right  to  make  an 
Affirmation  in  lieu  of  taking  an  Oath. 
He  wished  to  ask  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  whether  an  appeUant 
had  the  power  of  appealing  against  one 
part  only  of  a  judgment,  without  the 
House  of  Lords  being  able  to  go  into 
the  whole  of  the  judgment  appealed 
against  ?  He  should  like  to  know  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
how  one  point  in  a  cause  could  still  be 
suhjudicey  while  the  decision  of  the  Gonzt 
was  final  with  regard  to  another  point 
in  it?  Unless  me  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  told  him  to  the  contrary,  he 
should  believe  that  the  position  of  lb. 
Bradlaugh  at  the  present  moment  wai 
precisely  that  which  he  occupied  when 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  declared 
that  the  matter  was  still  9uh  judic§,  at 
the  time  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  asked  the  House  not  to 
receive  the  Petition  presented  by  Mr. 
Bradlaugh.  As  matters  had  turned  out, 
it  was  a  satisfaction  to  those  who  had 
thought  fit  to  object  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
making  an  Affirmation,  that  the  Courts 
of  Law  had  determined,  hitherto,  at  all 
events,  that  their  objection  was  well 
founded ;  and  he  thought  that  the  House 
should  express  their  acknowledgmenU 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Spencer  Walpole),  who,  as  Chairman  of 
the  first  Committee  appointed  to  consider 
the  question,  had,  against  the  opinion 
of  several  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen, 
unhesitatingly  given  his  casting  vote  in 
favour  of  ike  law  aa  decidea  by  the 
Courts  of  Law,    In  justification  of  At 
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course  they  had  taken,  he  oould  not  help 
reminding  the  House  of  the  Motion 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  on  the  Committee, 
and  supported  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  in  these  terms — 

*'  In  the  opinion  of  the  Committee  persons 
entitled  under  the  provisions  of  '  The  Evidence 
Amendment  Act,  1869/  and  *  The  Evidence 
Amendment  Act,  1870/  to  make  a  solemn  de- 
claration instead  of  the  Oath  in  courts  of  justice 
may  be  permitted  to  make  an  Affirmation  or 
Declaration  instead  of  the  Oath  in  the  House  of 
Commons." 

That,  he  presumed,  was  the  expression  of 
the  opinion  of  both  those  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemen,  supported,  he  would  admit,  by 
lawyers  of  g^eat  authority,  amone  them 
two  friends  of  his  own,  who  had  since 
been  appointed  Judges,the  death  of  one  of 
whom  the  House  had  recently  to  deplore. 
An  Amendment  was  proposed  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Preston  (Sir  John  Holker)  to  leave 
out  the  word  ''may,"  and  insert  the 
word  "cannot;"  and  the  Judges  had 
just  decided  that  the  word  ''cannot" 
ought  to  be  inserted  in  that  Eesolu- 
tion  instead  of  the  word  "may." 
They  did  not  stop  there.  A  second  Com- 
mittee was  appointed,  on  which  he  (Sir 
B.  Assheton  Cross)  sat  himself,  and, 
after  a  long  argument,  and  a  great  many 
votes  and  resolutions,  it  was  decided  by 
an  enormous  majority  that  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  had  no  right  to  take  the  Oath ; 
but  the  Committee  recommended  that 
should  he  again  ask  to  make  an  Affirma- 
tion, he  should  not  be  prevented  from 
doing  so.  But  that  was  precisely  what 
the  Courts  of  Law  now  held  that  he  had 
no  right  to  do.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemen  the  Attorney  General  and  the 
Solicitor  General,  however,  voted  in  both 
Committees  in  favour  of  the  Besolution. 
The  result,  so  far  as  the  trial  had  gone, 
therefore,  had  amply  justified  the  course 
they  thought  fit  to  take,  and  showed 
that  they  were  not  so  far  wrong  at  that 
time  as  many  supposed  them  to  be.  He 
did  not  know  what  might  happen  now, 
until  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  gave  them  his  advice  upon  the 
two  points  which  he  had  just  raised. 
But  he  thought  the  House  would  see 
that  they  had  got  into  all  that  difficulty 
from  beginning  to  end  by  the  Govern- 
ment not  oonung  forward  in  the  first 
instance  to  give  the  House  some  advice, 
because  that  was  reallv  what  the  Prime 
Minister  absolutely  refused  to  do.    He 


(Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross)  believed  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  had  a  very 
firm  opinion  upon  one  point  only — 
namely,  that,  as  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had 
been  elected  by  the  electors  of  North- 
ampton, he  ought  to  be  allowed  to  take 
his  seat  either  one  way  or  the  other — 
that  was  to  say,  either  by  affirming  or 
by  taking  the  Oath.  That  was,  that  if 
it  was  not  the  law  that  he  could  affirm, 
he  ought  to  be  allowed  to  take  the  Oath ; 
and  if,  on  the  other  hand,  it  was  decided 
that  he  could  not  take  the  Oath,  he  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  affirm.  That  would 
certainly  be  carrying  the  principle  of 
local  self-government  by  the  people  of 
Northampton  a  very  long  way.  He  was 
not  going  to  enter  upon  the  question 
whether  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  holding  the 
opinions  he  did,  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
have  a  seat  in  that  House,  because  that 
would  be  a  matter  for  future  discussion ; 
but  the  question  was,  whether  any  steps 
should  be  taken  to  relieve  him,  and 
others  holding  the  same  opinions,  from 
the  difficulties  in  which  they  found  them- 
selves placed  ?  It  might  be  that  per- 
sons holding  the  same  opinions  as  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  might  present  themselves  at 
that  Table  ^ain,  openly  professing  those 
opinions.  He  sincerely  hoped  it  would 
be  a  long  time  before  that  did  take 

glace ;  but  if  it  did  take  place,  as  had 
appened  in  the  case  of  persons  not 
only  holding  no  religious  opinions,  but 
holding  religious  opinions,  the  Legisla- 
ture must  take  cognizance  of  the  diffi- 
culty and  deal  with  it.  The  Government 
should  have  come  forward  and  stated 
whether,  in  their  opinion,  this  Gentle- 
man ought  to  take  lus  seat,  or  ought  not 
to  have  a  seat.  If  it  required  legislation, 
legislation  ought  to  have  been  proposed; 
and  though  he  hoped  such  legislation 
never  womd  be  proposed — for,  if  it  was, 
he  could  promise  it  his  most  uncompro- 
mising opposition — ^yet  the  Government 
must  say  one  thing  or  another,  when 
they  come  to  the  difficulty  again,  aye  or 
no  should  this  Gentleman  have  a  seat  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  He  rose  for 
the  purpose  of  asking  for  the  opinion  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General, 
for  the  guidance  of  the  House,  as  to  how 
they  stood  now  in  a  position  different 
from  that  which  they  stood  in  when  he 
himself  objected  to  any  question  being 
raised  as  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  bein.q^  ^ 
Member  of  tiie  Ha;^^. 
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Mb.  LABOXJOHEEE  said,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  in  this  matter  right  hon. 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  ex- 
ceedingly diffioulty  to  satisfy.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir.  !R.  Asshe- 
ton  Cross)  first  complained  that  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  gave  certain  advice 
last  year,  and  now  ho  complained  that 
the  Law  Officers  and  the  Government 
had  g^ven  no  advice  on  the  question 

Mk.  W.  LOWTHER  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair,  whether 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Labouchere), 
having  moved  for  a  Writ,  was  now  en- 
titled to  speak  upon  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  entitled  to  speak  to  the  Motion 
he  had  proposed. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEBE  resumed,  by  ob- 
serving  that  what  had  happened  in  Mr. 
Bradlaugh's  case  practical! v  amounted 
to  .this — that  lawyers  differed,  as  lawyers 
generally  did,  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  taking  one  view  and  the 
Judges  taking  a  different  view.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross)  complained  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
sitting  on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the 
House  had  objected  to  the  course  taken 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  when 
he  urged — he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  might 
almost  say  clamorously  urged — that  a 
new  Writ  should  at  once  be  issued.  At 
that  time,  a  decision  had  been  given 
against  Mr.  Bradlaugh  by  one  Judge. 
Judgment  against  him  had  now  been 
given  by  three  more  Judges  ;  and,  in  all 
probability,  the  House  of  Lords  would 
decide  the  point  of  law  against  him. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  wished  to 
know  what  course  Mr.  Bradlaugh  would 
take  in  the  matter.  He  must  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  not  to  look  at  the 
matter  from  a  purely  legal  point  of  view. 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  been  sued  by  Mr. 
Clarke  as  a  common  informer.  Ho 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  was  authorized  by 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  say  that  he  fully  ac- 
cepted the  law  laid  down  by  the  Court 
of  Appeal  as  to  his  position  in  that 
House  ;  but  upon  the  minor  issue,  whe- 
ther Mr.  Clarke  had  a  right  to  sue 
without  suing  through  the  Crown,  and 
whether  the  penalties  were  to  go  to  Mr. 
Clarke,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  wished  to  take 
the  opinion  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
Whether  or  not  Mr.  Bradlaugh  would 
be  obliged  technically  to  submit  the 
whole  matter  to  the  House  of  Lords  he 


knew  not ;  bat,  aasammg  tiiat  Mr,Bnd- 
laugh  would  be,  he  (lir.  Labouchere] 
was  authorized  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to 
engage  that  he  would  in  no  case  raiis 
the  point  as  to  his  right  to  ait  in  that 
House.  That  being  so,  it  seemed  veiy 
desirable  to  move  fbr  a  Writ  instead  A 
waiting  for  a  year,  until  the  Hoaseot 
Lords  had  settled  the  appeal,  beoanse, 
as  he  understood,  hon.  (xentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  would  op- 
pose Mr.  Bradlaugh's  sitting  and  Totinn; 
in  that  House  during  that  year.  Ho 
spoke  not  only  for  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  but 
also  for  the  electors  of  Northampton; 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  most  un&ir 
to  the  electors  to  deprive  them  fbr  t 
year  of  one  of  their  Members  became 
one  of  the  Gentlemen  whom  they  elected, 
on  being  declared  to  have  vacated  bii 
seat  by  one  Court  of  Appeal^  chose  to 
apx)eal  to  the  House  oi  Lords.  Let 
the  Writ  be  issued  at  once.  The  peopb 
of  Northampton  claimed  that  they  hid  • 
right  to  be  represented  by  two  Mem' 
bers  in  the  House  of  Commons.  If  one 
of  those  whom  they  had  elected  was  not 
entitled  to  sit,  then  they  demanded  tbe 
issue  of  a  new  Writ.  Under  these  circom- 
stances,  he  appealed  to  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition — was  it  necessair  to  drag 
the  House  through  another  of  those  un- 
happy Bradlaugn  debates?  The  dee- 
tion  might  be  g^t  over  before  the  Esiter 
holidays,  and  then  hon.  Ghentlemen  snd 
riglit  hon.  Gentlemen  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  considering  what  oonree 
they  would  take  should  Mr.  BradlaoflA 
be  re-elected.  It  was  not  for  him  (w. 
Labouchere)  to  express  an  opinion  as  to 
whether  he  would,  or  would  not  be,  le- 
elected 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that,  haring 
had  some  experience  in  these  questiona, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  proceed  care- 
fully m  the  present  resistance,  becaoso 
he  was  quite  sure  that,  while  there  was 
a  general  desire  not  to  inflict  any  avoid- 
able hardship  upon  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  the 
House  was  in  danger  of  being  placed  in 
a  very  complicated  position.  Mr.  Bznd- 
laugh  wished  to  continue  his  appeal 
against  the  penalties  he  had  incurred  for 
having  sat  and  voted  in  the  House  with- 
out having  taken  the  Oath,  or  made  tlie 
Affirmation  permitted  in  some  cases  ia 
lieu  of  the  Oath.  The  law.dedaied  die 
penalty  to  be  the  avoidance  of  his  seat, 
he  being  disqualified.  Let  the  HooM 
then,  consider  its  position,  if  it  eoB- 
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sented  to  the  issue  of  this  Writ  whilst 
an  appeal  to  the  House  of  Lords  was 
pending.  What  assurance  could  the 
House  have  that  the  House  of  Lords 
would  allow  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  raise 
only  the  issue  relating  to  the  penalty  ? 
He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  submitted  that 
the  House  of  Lords  could  scarcely, 
was  not  likely  to  do  so.  It  seemed 
impossible  to  adjudge  the  penalty 
without  testing  the  offence.  In  illus- 
tration of  what  he  was  saying,  per- 
haps the  House  would  permit  him  to 
quote  a  short  extract  from  an  authority 
which  was  generally  recognized  in  that 
House — namely,  the  work  of  Sir  Erskine 
May  On  the  Lawj  PriviUgeif  Proceedings, 
and  Usage  of  Parliament.  Sir  Erskine 
May  adduced  the  case  of  Baron  Boths- 
ohildy  who  remained  a  Member  of  the 
HousO)  without  attempting  to  sit  or  vote 
in  the  House;  but,  when  wishing  to 
attend,  sat  below  the  Gangway  for 
several  Sessions,  and  he  served  on  Com- 
mittees, without  rendering  himself  liable 
to  the  penalty.  At  page  203  of  his 
work,  Sir  Enudne  May  used  this  ex- 
pression— 

« It  is  Qsnal  for  Members,  who  have  not  yet 
taken  the  Oath,  to  sit  below  the  Bar,  and  care 
must  be  taken  that  they  do  not  inadvertently 
take  a  seat  within  the  Bar,  by  which  they 
wonld  render  themselyee  liabU  to  the  penalties 
and  disqualifications  imposed  by  tiie  statute." 

Now,  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  held  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Nortnampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  who  had  made  this  Motion, 
was  not  acting  fairly  by  his  consti- 
tuency, if  he  had  not  informed  them 
thatdisqualifioation  followed  the  penalty, 
and  that,  if  they  elected  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
again,  he  would  be  still  more  incapable 
of  taking  his  seat  within  the  Bar  of  this 
House  without  incurring  penalties  and 
disqualifications  than  before  the  issue 
was  tried  at  law.  This  information 
might  not  reach  or  be  understood  by  the 
constituency  before  the  Election.  In 
fairness,  therefore,  as  he  (Mr.  Newde- 

fate)  thought,  to  the  constituency  of 
forthampton,  the  House  ought  not  to 
issue  the  Writ  while  an  appeal  was 
pending  in  the  House  of  Lords  on  the 
question  which  it  had  pleased  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh to  raise.  The  constituency  ought 
not  to  be  placed  in  the  position  of  being 
tempted  to  elect  a  man  who  ooold  not 
sit,  and  who,  it  might  be,  meant  to  use 
the  Election  for  the  purposes  of  future 
agitation.    He  put  it,  th^,  to  the  House 
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whether  it  was  prepared  to  lend  itself, 
by  deciding  on  the  issue  of  the  Writ,  to 
an  agitation  against  the  law,  when  the 
clear  course  for  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  take 
was  to  await  the  result  of  his  appeal  to 
the  House  of  Lords  ?  He  (Mr.  Newde- 
gate) hoped  the  House  would  forgive 
his  interposition ;  because,  as  one  of  the 
oldest  Members  of  the  House,  ho  felt 
that  the  course  proposed,  this  premature 
issue  of  the  Writ  while  an  appeal  was 
pending,  was  a  course  scarcely  worthy 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  If  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  chose  to  abandon  his  appeal, 
he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  did  not  see  what 
could  prevent  his  presenting  himself 
again  to  the  constituency  of  North- 
ampton. The  issue  which  the  consti- 
tuency would  have  to  try  in  that  case 
would  be  clear ;  and  he  repeated  that  he 
hoped  that  the  House  would  not  lend 
itself  to  that  which  appeared  to  him  to 
be  an  indirect  mode  of  propagating  an 
agitation;  and  he,  for  one,  deprecated 
the  idea  of  the  House  of  Commons 
lending  itself  to  any  such  contrivance. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) 
had  asked  what  was  the  difference  in  the 
position  of  matters  now  from  their  posi- 
tion when  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  interfered  with 
respect  to  the  presentation  of  a  Petition 
by  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  and  had  given  Notice 
of  his  intention  to  move  that  a  Writ  be 
issued  for  the  election  of  a  Member  for 
Northampton.  When  the  matter  was 
before  discussed,  the  decision  of  the 
Court  of  First  Instance  was  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  was  not  entitled  to  sit  and 
vote  in  that  House.  But  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
claimed  the  right  belonging  to  every  suitor 
of  asking  a  Court  of  Appeal  to  decide 
whether  the  judgment  of  the  Court  of 
First  Instance  was  right  or  not.  The 
House  would  remember  that,  in  connec- 
tion with  the  subject,  the  example  was 
fiven  of  a  person,  who  might  have  had  a 
ecision  against  him  in  an  action  of 
ejectment  and  wished  to  appeal,  would 
not  be  deprived  of  his  estate  until  a 
Court  of  Appeal  pronounced  upon  the 
matter.  That  was  the  right  then  claimed 
on  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  behalf.  He  had 
appealed,  and  the  decision  of  the  Court 
had  gone  against  him ;  and  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh now  said  that  he  was  sAiL>s^si&. 
wi^  the  decision  tV3AX»\saSO^'5iRs^^'^'^ 
['*  No,  no  !  "]     'B-'^  wSOc^'^ -^'^^asi^^sfias 
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so  far  as  the  decision  giyen  as  to  his 
right  to  sit  and  vote  in  that  House,  a 
matter  which  was  perfectly  distinct  from 
the  right  of  the  informer  to  sue.  He 
was  willing  to  give  up  his  seat,  and  that 
the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Appeal 
should  determine  the  right.  The  second 
question  which  he  understood  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  ask  was,  whether,  if 
this  case  went  to  the  House  of  Lords 
upon  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  appeal,  the  House 
of  Lords  could  determine  only  the  second 
part  —  namely,  as  to  the  right  of  the 
common  informer  to  sue,  or  whether  the 
case  would  not  be  decided  upon  both 
issues.  Without  hesitation,  he  (the  At- 
torney General)  would  say  that  the  House 
of  Lords  would  be  entitled  to  determine 
only  one  point,  and  could  determine  only 
one  point — the  point  appealed  against. 
The  question  had  been  raised  by  two 
separate  demurrers.  The  first  point  was 
raised  upon  the  demurrer  as  to  Mr. 
Bradlaugh's  right  to  sit  in  that  House ; 
the  second  point  upon  the  demurrer  as 
to  the  right  of  the  informer  to  recover 
the  penalties  for  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  sitting 
and  voting.  To  the  House  of  Lords 
there  would  be  an  appeal  upon  one  point 
alone,  the  right  of  the  informer  to  sue. 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  in  giving  notice  of  that 
appeal,  would  have  to  give  his  ground 
of  appeal,  and  would  have  to  state  that 
he  appealed  on  that  ground  only,  and 
the  House  of  Lords  would  not  be  entitled 
to  go  outside  the  ground  of  appeal.  He 
was  sure  he  would  have  the  concurrence 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gib- 
son) when  he  said  that  unless  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  broke  his  word  and  the  pledge  he 
had  given  the  House  of  Lords  would 
only  determine  one  point.  They  had 
Mr.  Bradlaugh's  assurance  in  the  mat- 
ter, and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
agree  that  they  had  seen  nothing  in  his 
tonduct  while  he  had  been  a  Member  of 
the  House  to  cause  them  to  believe  that 
he  would  break  his  word.  That  being 
so,  he  would  ask  the  House  to  consider 
not  only  the  position  which  the  consti- 
tuency and  its  Eepresentative,  but  the 
position  which  the  House  itself  would  be 
placed  in  if  they  refused  to  sanction  the 
issue  of  the  Writ.  Here  was  the  case 
of  a  person  who  said  he  accepted  the 
judgment,  who  did  not  intend  to  exer- 
cise the  right  of  appeal ;  and  would  the 
House,  in  those  circumstances,  take  upon 
itself  the  responsibility  of  saying  that  he 

Tfie  Attorney  Oen&ral 


had  the  right  of  appeal ;  and  dxizinff  the 
time  an  appeal  to  the  House  of  Lords 
might  run,  which  he  thought  was  one 
year,  but  was  told  by  a  right  hon.  Friend 
was  five  years,  they  would  not  let  the  con- 
stituency be  represented,  the  only  alterna- 
tive being  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  coming  to 
the  House,  sitting  on  the  Benches,  and 
incurring  a  penalty  of  £500  a-day  ?  He 
asked  the  House  whether  he  was  not 
bound,  in  justice  to  the  constituency  and 
to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  himself,  to  say  that 
the  Writ  should  go  ?  The  hon.  Member 
for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newde- 
gate),  as  he  understood,  indicated  an 
opinion  that,  because  the  Act  said  that 
the  seat  woiild  become  vacant  as  if  he 
were  dead,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was,  there- 
fore, disquahfied  from  being  again 
elected 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  never 
made  such  a  statement.  What  he  said 
was  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  subject  to 
the  disqualification  enacted  by  law. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  he  must  have  mis- 
understood the  hon.  Gentleman.  He 
could  not  assent  to  that  view.  The  judg- 
ment did  not  put  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to 
death.  He  could  sit  for  any  oti^er  con- 
stituency ;  and,  if  he  coifld  sit  for  any 
other  constituezioy,  he  could  sit  for 
Northampton.  He  (the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral) would  not  enter  into  any  acrimonious 
debate  regarding  the  past,  and  he  did 
not  grudge  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
R.  Assheton  Cross)  the  Party  triumph 
which  he  was  justified  in  claiming. 
He  would  only  say  that  on  the  second 
Report  of  the  Select  Oommittee  thej 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh, or  any  other  Member,  might  come 
to  the  Table  and  affirm,  and  that  opinion 
was  justified  by  the  Resolution  of  the 
House  on  the  Ist  July  last.  By  virtue 
of  that  Resolution,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  did 
affirm  and  take  his  seat.  He  (the  At- 
torney General)  had  been  attacked  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  opinion 
which  he  gave  last  year.  It  was  quite 
true  that  the  opinion  expressed,  not  only 
by  himself,  but  by  many  learned  Mem* 
bers  of  the  House,  of  eminent  ability  as 
lawyers,  and  whose  honesty  could  not  be 
impeached,  was  that  the  Resolution  of 
the  House  was  justified.  It  was  his  lot 
every  day  of  his  life  to  be  asked  to  in* 
terpret  words  upon  which  different  con* 
structions  might  be  placed.  That  was 
not  the  first  time  that  the  weight  of  an* 
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thority  had  been  against  him,  and  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Preston 
(Sir  John  Holker)  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Launceston  (Sir 
Hardinge  Giffard)  were  present,  they 
would  say  that  sometimes  one  was  right 
and  sometimes  one  was  wrong.  When 
they  were  right  they  did  not  triumph, 
and  they  only  regretted  when  the  ba- 
lance of  opinion  was  against  them.  He 
knew  that  the  Judges,  at  least  one  of 
them,  had  expressed  his  opinion  with 
the  greatest  possible  confidence.  Speak- 
ing with  all  respect  of  that  Lord  Jus- 
tice, he  would  say  he  was  so  good  a 
Judge  that  whenever  he  expressed  an 
opinion  he  was  entitled  to  express  it 
with  confidence.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  also  had  a  right  to  say 
that  the  course  he  recommended  had 
been  justified.  But  he  was  unwilling  to 
enter  upon  this  matter  with  reference  to 
what  might  occur  in  the  future,  or  had 
occurred  in  the  past.  The  time  of  the 
House  would  be  better  occupied  in  exa- 
mining what  would  be  the  just  course 
to  pursue,  both  to  the  constituency  of 
Northampton,  and  also  the  Gentleman 
whom  it  had  sent  to  the  House.  He 
would  conclude  by  expressing  a  hope  that 
the  House  would  agree  to  the  Motion. 

Mb.  GOEST  said,  he  was  glad  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  had 
spoken,  because,  in  doing  so,  he  had 
made  it  perfectly  clear  that  the  case  as 
it  stood  now  was  very  different  to  what 
it  was  three  weeks  ago.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  scarcely  recognized 
the  respect  paid  to  his  opinion  on  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House.  It 
was  true  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  said  on  a  former 
occasion  that  he  would  move  the  issue  of 
a  Writ  for  Northampton ;  but  that  was 
before  he  had  the  advantage  of  hearing 
the  reasons  given  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  why  the  Writ  should  not  be 
moved.  The  difference  between  the 
present  case  and  the  former  was  quite 
clear.  It  was  this — that,  in  the  course 
which  was  taken,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was 
the  supreme  judge.  He  was  the  guide 
of  the  Government  and  their  own  familar 
friend;  but  he  had  now  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  he  must  g^ve  up  his 
position,  that  it  was  useless  to  fight  any 
longer,  and  he  confessed  that  he  had  no 
right  to  be  a  Member  of  the  House.  He 
might  remind  the  Government  that  they 
apparently  paid  no  attention  either  to 
tne  decision  of  their  own  Select  Ck)m- 


mittee,  which  resolved  that  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  was    not    entitled    to  make  an 
Affirmation,   or    to    the    House   itself, 
which  had  endorsed  that  opinion  by  a 
considerable  majority,  or  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  pro- 
nounced by  Mr.  Justice  Matthew.    But, 
according  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, it  was  not  to  the  judgment  of  the 
Court  of  Appeal  that  they  now  paid  atten- 
tion, but  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
himself,  who  had  advised  them  throu^- 
out  in  the  matter,  admitted  that  he  was 
wrong,  and  that  ever  since  July  2,  when 
he  had  taken  his  seat  without  subscrib- 
ing the  necessary  Oath,  he  had  taken 
part  in  the  proceedings  of  the  House 
without  having  more  right  to  do  so  than 
any  stranger  who  might  be  introduced 
into  the  JLobby.    He  wished  to  notice 
the  eagerness  with  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  expressed  his 
opinion  as  to   the  re-eligibility  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  at  Northampton.    The  state- 
ment, perhaps,  was  not  quite  in  order ; 
but  it  was  easy  to  understand  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  been 
glad  to  make  it.    The  truth  was  that  it 
mi^ht  be  useful  in   "  another  place " 
and  on  another  occasion,  though,   of 
course,  even  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  not  infallible,   and  differences  of 
opinion  might  be  found  to  exist  when- 
ever the  matter  was  Buhjudice,  With  all 
possible  respect  for  the  legal  opinions  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  which  he 
(Mr.  Gorst)  did  not  wish  to  attack,  he 
wished  to  improve  the  occasion  by  point- 
ing out  to  the  House  the  extreme  un- 
trustworthiness  of  what  might  be  called 
political  legal  opinions.   It  would  be  re- 
membered that  last  year,  when  a  Select 
Committee  was  appointed,  consisting  of 
eminent  lawyers  from  both  sides  of  the 
House,  everyMember  of  that  Committee, 
excepting  only  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport  (Mr.  Hopwood),  gave 
his  opinion  in  strict  accordance  with  the 
exigencies  of  the  political  situation,  the 
Liberal  lawyers  asserting,  and  the  Con- 
servative lawyers,  with  equal  confidence, 
denying,  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  right  to  affirm. 
The  matter  had  now  come  before  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  and  an  independent 
non -political  Judge,  Lord  Justice  Bram- 
well,  immediately  pronounced  it  one  of 
the  clearest  cases  he  had  ever  known.  H» 
ventured  to  say  that  no  lawyer  outside  tK* 
House  had  ever  had  w^::^  ^Q,\i^\A'5a^'5^>-f 
the  subject.    To  ^^^e*  *v^  w^^s>s^^^^^^^^ 
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to  whioli  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  referred — namely,  the  Eesolu- 
tion  of  the  1st  of  July  last — ho  wished 
to  know  what  would  become  of  that 
Besolution  ?  A  few  days  after  the  pass- 
ing of  that  I^esolution,  the  late  Lord 
Chief  Justice  of  England  had  said  to 
him — "  I  see  that  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons you  have  been  passing  a  Eesolu- 
tion  to  allow  people  to  do  that  which 
you  yourselves  nave  declared  to  be  ille- 

fal."  Now  that  the  High  Court  of 
ustice  and  the  Court  of  Appeal  had 
condenmed  as  illegal  the  course  recom- 
mended by  that  Eesolution,  did  the 
Prime  Minister  intend  to  allow  the  Be- 
solution to  remain  among  the  Standing 
Orders  of  the  House  ?  It  was  strange 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
should  have  referred  to  it  with  some 
degree  of  pride,  as  most  people  would 
have  expected  the  Government  to  be 
ashamed  of  it,  and  to  particularly  de- 
sire it  to  be  buried  and  forgotten. 

Me.  morgan  LLOYD  thought  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  looking  at  the 
views  expressed,  ought  to  move  an 
Amendment  to  the  effect — 

*'That  l^Lr.  Bradlaugh  was  a  Member  of  the 
House,  and  therefore  this  Motion  for  a  New 
Writ  should  not  be  agreed  to.*' 

Were  they  prepared  to  do  that  ?  If  they 
were  not,  their  conduct  was  inconsistent, 
and  the  only  excuse  that  could  be  given 
for  it  was  that  the  issue  of  the  Writ  was 
now  opposed  on  account  of  the  change 
in  the  attitude  of  the  Government. 
Last  Session  the  right  hon.  Member  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  supported 
a  Besolution  to  the  effect  that  Mr.^rad- 
laugh  was  not  entitled  to  aiErm;  and 
what  had  happened  since  ?  The  Courts 
of  Law  had  decided  that  the  Besolution 
was  right;  and  now  the  Government 
had  also  adopted  that  view.  He  (Mr. 
Lloyd)  had  always  been  of  opinion  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  not  entitled  to  make 
lan  Affirmation ;  and  for  that  reason  he 
had  refrained  from  voting  against  the 
Besolution  of  the  1st  July  last.  In  that 
opinion  he  differed  from  many  hon.  and 
learned  Friends  near  him,  and  agreed 
with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  But  he 
was  surprised  to  find  that  those  who 
supported  the  Besolution  of  July  should 
hesitate  in  supporting  the  Motion  before 
the  House. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
had  promised  to  lay  on  the  Table  of  tiie 


Ifr.  Gorst 


Honse  the  pleadings  and  {he  judg- 
'  ment  of  the  Goorts  in  this  case ;  and 
he  (Mr.  Lewis)  would  suggest  that, 
;  until  the  House  had  had  time  to  le- 
I  ceive  and  peruse  that  document  it  would 
be  prudent  to  adjourn  the  considenr 
I  tion  of  the  question.  At  present  they 
had  no  official  knowledge  of  what  had 
been  done,  for  they  were  still  with* 
out  any  authoritative  information  as  to 
how  the  judgment  of  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal had  been  obtained,  or  on  what 
points  it  had  been  g^ven.  On  tiiat  gromid 
alone  the  House  would  have  difficulty  in 
coming  to  a  conclusion .  No  one  doubted 
the  assurances  given  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Laboucheze} 
and  his  late  Colleague ;  but  the  notios 
of  appeal  to  the  House  of  Lords  would 
only  take  a  few  days,  and  the  propsr 
course  to  pursue  was  not  to  decide  tnii 
question  until  they  had  the  actual  Motioa 
on  the  Table  of  the  House.  That  would 
not  involve  any  disfranchisement  of  tha 
electors  of  Northampton  for  five  yearly 
and  no  one  would  wish  for  such  a  thing; 
but,  by  adjourning  the  debate  till  after 
Easter,  they  would  be  enabled  to  know 
the  real  issues  raised  on  the  appeaL  A 
week  or  two  ago  they  were  told  to  hold 
their  hand  because  there  was  the  poaii- 
bility  of  an  appeal ;  but  now  there  was 
the  certainty  of  an  appeal.  The  House  of 
Lords  might  open  the  whole  question, 
emd  that  would  place  the  House  again 
in  a  difficult  position,  for  it  might  in- 
volve not  only  the  question  of  penalties^ 
but  the  right  to  sit  m  that  House.  He, 
therefore,  put  it  to  the  Premier  whether 
it  would  not  be  more  fair  to  the  Home 
to  wait? 

Mb.  Serjeant  SIMON  said,  he  wished 
to  say  a  few  words  in  reply  to  his  hoo. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  tot 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gbrst),  who  had  so  ui- 
graciously  charfi;od  those  who  supported 
the  view  of  the  Attorney  (General  in 
the  Committee  with  having  been  in* 
fluenced  by  political  bias.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Hopwood)  voted  in  the  first  Committee 
the  same  way  as  the  Conservatives, 
against  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  right  to  make 
an  Affirmation.  In  the  second  Com- 
mittee, the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Stockport  was  of  opinion  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  was  entitled  to  take  the  Oath, 
and  in  that  opinion  he  was  opposed  to 
the  Attorney  General,  the  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral, and  other  Liberal  lawyers^  wlio 
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agreed  with  tLe  Conservative  Members 
on  that  point.  They  had  thus  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Stockport  dif- 
fering from  the  other  Liberal  lawyers 
on  both  Committees,  and  voting  with 
the  Conservatives  on  one,  but  the  Libe- 
ral lawyers  on  the  second  Committee, 
with  the  exception  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Stockport,  voting 
with  the  Conservatives.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  was,  there- 
fore, wrong  in  his  facts,  as  well  as  un- 
fi^acious  in  his  imputations,  even  if  the 
facts  had  been  as  he  stated  them. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE  said, 
he  did  not  see  why  the  Writ  should  not 
be  issued.     It  was  important,  however, 
that  they  should  have  a  clear  statement 
from  the  Government  on  the  subject, 
and  for   this  reason  —  that  the  course 
which  was  taken  with  regard  to  Mr. 
Bradlaugh's  right  to  sit  in  the  House 
was  a  course  which  was  taken  on  the 
responsibility  of  the  Government.    The 
view  that  was  taken  by  the  great  body 
of  hon.   Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the 
House  was  that  the  House  was  able  to 
assert  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  not  com- 
plied with  the  requisitions  of  the  law, 
and  that,  therefore,  the  seat  might  be 
declared  vacant.     But  the  Government, 
in  opposition  to  that  view,  pressed  upon 
them  the  necessity  for  adopting  the  Eeso- 
lution  which  was  passed,  but  of  which 
those  for  whom  he  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote)  spoke  did  not  approve,  to  the  effect 
that    Mr.   Bradlaugh    had  a  right  to 
affirm,  subject  to  the  decision  of  a  Court 
of   Law.       That    course    having  been 
adopted  at  the  suggestion  and  on  the 
responsibility  of  the  Government,  certain 
proceedings  had  taken  place  in  the  Law 
Courts,  and  a  certain  result  had  been 
arrived  at.     Now,  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  Col- 
league, speaking  on  his  behalf,  declared 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  thought  the  time 
had  arrived  when  the  matter  was  prac- 
tically concluded  by  the  Law  Courts,  and 
that  a  new  Writ  might  issue.     He  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  and  those  on  his  side 
of  the  House  were  anxious   to  know 
whether  the  House  would  be  landed  in 
a  difficulty  by  adopting  that  suggestion. 
If  it  should  turn  out  that  another  Gen- 
tleman should    be    elected  for  North- 
ampton,  and  if  the  House  of  Lords 
should  afterwards  reverse  the  decision 
which  had  been  taken  on  the  first  of 
the  two  questions  raised — namely,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh'a  right  to  affirm,  fliey  would, 
no  doubti  be  in  a  difficulty.    But  the 


Government  had  led  them  in  the  matter, 
and  were  responsible  for  the  position  in 
which  the  House  was  placed,  and  they 
had  now  assured  the  House,  through 
the  mouth  of  their  legal  exponent,  the 
hon.  emd  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General,  that  they  would  run  no 
risk  in  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the 
case  of  any  such  difficulty  arising.  He 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  and  his  Friends 
perfectly  understood  and  entirely  ac- 
cepted Uie  assurance  given  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere)  on  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  part  that 
that  Gentleman  did  not  intend  to  raise 
his  right  to  sit  in  that  House  in  his  ap- 
peal to  the  House  of  Lords.  A  sugges- 
tion had  been  made,  however,  that  it 
would  be  possible  for  the  House  of 
Lords  to  tcuce  the  whole  question  into 
consideration,  and  to  reverse  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Court  of  Appeal  on  that 
Suestion  of  his  right  to  sit  in  the  House. 
The  Attoenby  General  (Sir  Henry 
ames)  dissented.]  He  noticed  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  oppo- 
site shook  his  head.  He  did  not  say 
it  was  so ;  but,  the  suggestion  having 
been  made,  it  ought  to  be  stated  on 
authority  that  it  was  not  so.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  assured 
them  that  there  would  be  no  risk  of  that 
kind,  and  that  they  need  not  fear  that 
the  House  would  be  placed  in  a  position 
of  difficulty.  In  these  circumst^ces  he 
thought  it  was  desirable  to  issue  the 
Writ. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  as  re- 
garded  the  point  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Lewis), 
he  thought  the  House  felt  that  there 
was  no  necessity  to  see  the  absolute 
letter  of  the  documents  referred  to  be- 
fore they  decided  this  question.  Being 
in  substantial  possession  of  the  facts,  the 
House  appeared  generally  to  think  it 
was  not  worth  while  to  prolong  the  tur- 
moil of  election  proceedings  on  account 
of  the  text  of  the  documents  not  being 
before  them.  He,  therefore,  thought  it 
might  be  assumed  that  the  House  was 
prepared  to  decide  the  question.  Next, 
he  accepted  the  proposition  that  the 
Government  were  responsible  for  the 
position  in  which  the  House  now  stood, 
and  for  advising  the  House,  by  the 
mouth  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General,  to  go  forward  axL^. 
to  issue  a  new  Writ.  "Sa'csvs^^S^'^wc^ 

that  even  if  ^--^^.i^^^r^ 
risk  in  the  caa^Y  ^  ^^^^a=^  >• 
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considor  what  altornative  was  before 
tlioni.  The  right  of  appeal  to  the  House 
of  Lords  remained  open  for  five  years, 
and  it  was  not  possible  for  Mr.  Brad- 
laiif^h  absolutely  to  divest  himself  of  his 
rij^ht.  Therefore,  if  the  issue  of  the 
Writ  was  to  be  postponed  on  the  ground 
that  tliore  might  bo  an  appeal  to  the 
House  of  Lords,  whicli  might  conceiv- 
ably result  in  a  reversal  of  the  judgment 
of  the  t».ro  Courts  below,  the  logical  up- 
shot of  that  argument  would  be  that  the 
j)08tponement  sliould  bo  for  five  years. 
Of  course,  nobody  would  accept  that  pro- 
position. It  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) that  for  minds  so  peculiarly  con- 
Htitut<'d  as  that  of  the  lion,  and  learned 
M(jmber  for  Cliatham  (Mr.  Gorst),  these 
questions  connocited  with  I^Ir.  Bradlaugh 
liad  an  astonishing  attraction.  For  his 
own  part,  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  did  not 
find  that  the  subject,  although  they  had 
been  willing  to  face  it  as  a  matter  of 
duty,  was  one  so  particularly  savoury 
that  they  should  extend  their  observa- 
tions upon  it  further  than  the  necessity 
of  the  case  rcf[uired.  He  was  only 
going  to  dispone  very  shortly  of  one  or 
two  allegations  which  had  been  made. 
It  had  be(»n  complained  that  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  have  said  one  thing  or 
another  in  this  matter  at  the  outset. 
What  the  Government  did  was  to  pro- 
l)ose  that  tlie  matter  should  be  referred 
to  a  ('ommitt(?e,  and  he  believed  that  in 
HO  doing  they  pursued  a  course  which 
was  supported  by  uniform  precedent, 
and,  he  tliought,  by  reason  also.  Then 
the  lum.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham had  his  imagination  so  stimulated 
that  he  introducr-d  into  the  debate  pro- 
l»ositions  whicrh  had  no  foundation  what- 
ever. Ho  said,  for  instance,  that  Mr. 
I^radhiugh  had  been,  throughout  the 
whoh»  controv(;rsy,  the  adviser  of  the 
CJoverninent.  [An  hon.  Mkmhek:  Hear, 
hear  1 1  That  '*  Hear,  liear !  *'  showed 
exactly  vvliat  he  said,  that  to  some  hon. 
Membijrs  tliis  subject  was  the  most 
cat<:hing  in  the  world.  One  hon.  and 
learn(>d  (ifenth^man  made  a  complaint 
about  it,  and  another  found  himself  in 
th(j  same  condition.  That  statement 
proceeded  entirely  from  the  imagination 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  All 
lie  could  sny  was  that  he  had  never, 
directly  or  indirectly,  had  any  communi- 
cation with  Mr.  Bradlaugli  on  the  sub- 
jefjt,  nor  had  any  other  Member  of  the 
Government,  unless  that  might  be  called 
a  communication,   to  which  no  answer 

Mr.  Gladafonc 


was  required  and  none  made — namely, 
an  intimation  g^ven  a  few  days  ago  tbit 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  willing,  if  it  wen 
thought  best  for  the  public  conTenieiioe, 
to  make  an  application  for  the  ChQtcfA 
Hundreds.  The  hon.  and  learned  Ges- 
tleman  seemed  to  think  also  that  the 
Government  had  great  reason  to  be  du* 
satisfied  with  the  Besolution  which  had 
followed  upon  his  (Mr.  Gladstone's) 
Motion  adopted  on  the  Ist  of  July  IssL 
The  efifect  of  that  Hesolntion  had  been 
stated,  not  quite  accurately,  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  opposite  (Sir  B.  Asshetan 
Cross).  His  right  hon.  Friend  had 
stated  that  the  Hesolution  was  an  affir- 
mation of  the  right  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to 
affirm,  subject,  of  course,  to  the  jadg^ 
ment  of  a  Court  of  Law.  If  he  remem- 
bered the  Resolution  perfectly,  it  made 
no  affirmation  whatever  of  the  right;  hot 
it  simply  asserted  a  negative  propositioB 
that  the  House  would  not  interfere.  Of 
course,  that  was  a  very  different  thing. 
If  he  were  asked  individually  about  the 
Eesolution,  he  should  say  he  was  veij 
well  satisfied  with  it.  It  was  not  fo 
him  to  presume  to  g^ve  an  opinion  whe- 
ther Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  swear  or  not 
The  wisest  course  to  pursue  was  to  leare 
the  matter  to  a  Court  of  Law.  It  had 
been  left  to  a  Court  of  Law,  and  the 
principle  had  been  laid  down  that  the 
result  should  be  left  to  a  Court  <rf  Lav. 
With  the  result  he  was  perfectly  satis^ 
fied,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  it  had 
been  decided  according  to  the  law. 

Sir  JOSEPH    M'KENNA   said,  he 
regretted  very  much  that  the  queetioB 
had  not  beeu  postponed.     The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gtoeral 
had  alluded  to  the  point  that  it  was  pit>- 
bable  that  this  matter  might  be  open  for 
I  five  years ;  but  he  (Sir  Joseph  M'nienna} 
.did  not  think  that  was  possible.    The 
■•  appeal  to  the  House  of  Lords  would, 
-  doubtless,  be  tried  as  rapidly  as  it  conld 
;  be  tried.     After  two  Courts  had  decided 
'  against  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  now  it  was  quite 
open  to  the  House  of  Lords — and  he 
challenged  any  loyal  subject  to  say  other- 
wise— to  give  a  decision  on  what  was 
caUed   ''Point  No.    1,"  in  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh's  favour.    Point  No.  2  had  been 
given  up  by  Mr.   Bradlaugh.      Their 
Lordships  could  go  into  any  question 
which  appeared  to  them  proper  in  con- 
nection with  the  whole  matter  affectinff 
their  decision.  From  first  to  last,  he  had 
held  the  opinion  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had 
not  a  right  to  sit  in  that  House  by  taking 
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thing.     He  could  not  help  thinking  it  Sir  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE  in- 

•would  have  heen  better  if  the  decision  quired,  in  the  event  of  the  House  being 

upon  the  issuing  of  the  Writ  had  been  able  to  go  into  Supply,  whether  it  was 

postponed  until    the  information  with  the  intention  of  the  Government  to  take 

respect  to  what  had  passed  in  the  Court  as  much  of  the  evening  as  they  could 

of  Law  and  Court  of^Appeal  was  before  ^or  Supply  ;  or,  whether  they  meant  to 

them.    Atpresent  they  only  knew  through  stop  the  Committee  of  Suply  at  any  hour 

the  ordinary  channels  that  the  question  ^  t^©  course  of  the  evening,  in  order  to 

was  coram  judice.    Of  course,  he  was  not  take  any  of  the  Bills  on  the  Paper  ? 

going  to  move  an  adjournment  upon  the  ^a.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  the 

matter;  but  he  desired  upon  the  present  Government  would  confine  themselves  to 

occasion  just  to  express  his  own  views  Supply. 

upon  it,  and  to  say  that  he  thought  it 

would  have  been  much  more  in  accord-  /iDncD     nw    tzzet     Tk  j  it 

ance  with  the  formauties  of  this  House 

if  they  had  waited  for  information.  — ^o^.^.— 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  he  was  one  of  SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE, 

those  persons  for  whom  that  question,  Qrder  for  Committee  read, 

as  had  been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gen-  - ..  ^.           :k         ^  c\      ^                   -i 

tleman  the  Prime  Minister,  had  an  irre-  ,,  ^""^^iV      g®'  *?^  Question  nroposed, 

Bistible  attraction;  and  he  felt  it  to  be  l?^^^^^''-  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

his  duty,  for  the  benefit  of  the  Liberal  ^'^^'^• 

Party,  to   remind  them  of  what  took  BUTTER  (SPURIOUS  COMPOUNDS), 

place  last  Session.     They  must  remem-  resolution 

fcer  that  they  had  a  powerfiU  Gorern-  g      HERBERT  MAXWELL,  in 

ment.    Counting  the  Home  Rule  vote,  .  .      .       Ti  tir    u.    i.-      Vli.    xr 

the  majority  of  the  Government  was  1 68  "^i^Sf  Vf  If  ^?         ?f^  .  /  ?°'''' 

giving  the  Conservatives  the  Home  Rule  V     f  ^^t^"/ t?.uTc?7„^"  J  T^T' 

2  .^     i.1,^  ^^' I*-,  ^c  i.'u^  n.                X  tation  from  the  United  States  of  various 

vote,   the  majority  of  the  (irovemment  .                       j              vt      v  ax 

over'  the  Opp^sitiL  was  45 ;  but  when  "^lir^^T^^^.n^^i^ll 

the  question  was  put  to  the  House,  and  which  expoaes^ntisnaairyiarmers  to 

the  vote  of  the  House  was  unfettered,  ?''  ^f"'  competition  and  consumers  to 

there  was  a  majority  of  45  against  the  ™F>'»^t'°'^  unavoidable  under  the  pre- 

Qovemment-275  to  230,  on  the  Motion  ««"*  'y«*«°' '  ""^  *°  °'°^«- 

of    the   hon.  and  learned  Member  for  "  That  it  is  desirablo  that  such  steps  shall  bo 

Launceston     (Sir     Hardinge     Gififard).  taken  by  the  LegisUtnre  as  will  insure,  as  far  as 

tTTL   1.  1-            X  J  i.        n    ^  »»       A.  posfflble,  that  such  of  these  compounds  as  arc 

What  he  wanted  to  caU  attention  to  was  harmless  shaU  only  he  sold  under  distinctive 

this — that  the  Prime  Minister  wanted  to  names,  and  that  the  importation  and  sale  of  those 

have  that  vote  reversed,  and  he  brought  which  are  hurtful  or  dangerous  to  health  bo 

forward  a  Resolution,  and  it  had  been  Prohibited  altogether,'' 

demonstrated  that  the  Premier  was  a  said,  he  regretted  that  he  should  have 

Leader  who  did  not  care  for  the  legiti-  to   bring  that  subject  forward  imme- 


mate  expression  of  the  opinion  of  the 
House,  but  carried  out  his  own  deter- 
mined will.  For  his  part,  he  (Mr. 
Warton)  had  no  feeling  whatever  for 
the  constituency  of  Northampton.  They 
knew  what  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was.  He  did 
not  come  before  them  for  the  first  time. 
They  know  what  risks  he  ran.  If  that 
constituency  was  punished  he  was  not 
there  to  regret  it.  In  his  opiuion,  the 
constituency  was  one  which  deserved  far 
more  to  be  disfranchised  than  other  con- 
stituencies from  which  representation  had 
been  taken. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


diately  after  the  debate  just  concluded, 
for  some  hon.  Members  might  think  it 
was  not  a  very  important  one ;  and  he 
believed  also  that  there  existed  outside 
the  House  a  certcun  feeling  that  the 
subject  of  butter  was  not  worthy  the 
attention  of  the  House.  That  morn- 
ing he  had  received  a  cutting  from  what 
seemed  to  be  one  of  the  so-called  So- 
ciety journals,  in  which  it  was  stated 
that  politicians  were  making  merry  over 
the  proposed  debate  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons on  the  subject  of  butter.  Well,  he 
was  very  glad  to  have  been  able  to  afford 
any  subject  for  the  legitima^t^  -^sksf&^vlL 
poUticians.    He  ^oSl  T^i^^^Kass^  -^^^ssfe^'^^is^ 
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nature  of  the  mirth  might  be;  but  he  knew  \  tion  of  the  consumers  of  the  supply,  the 
thathisconstituents,  who  were  interested,  Legislature  had  already  recognized  the 
to  a  considerable  extent,  in  dairy  farm-  importance  of  purity  and  of  genuinenen 
ing,  were  inclined  to  regard  it,  if  as  a  in  the  supply.  By  the  proviBions  of  the 
joke  at  all,  as  rather  a  grim  one.  But  i  ContagiousDi8ea8e8(Animal8)  Act,  1878, 
it  was  not  to  be  supposed  that  he  intro- 1  powers  were  given  to  inspectors  of  mar- 
duced  this  subject  in  the  interest  of  any  kets  and  police  constables,  acting  under 
particular  class.  He  had  no  desire  or  in-  the  authority  of  the  municipal  autho 
tention  of  posinc:  as  the  farmers'  friend. 


posmg 

It  was  quite  true  that  the  question  did 
intimately  affect  the  profits  which  the 
farmer  drew  from  his  occupation;   but 
he  felt  that  he  was  also  acting  for  a  very 
much  larger  interest.   The  hon.  Member 
for  Salford  ^Mr.  Arthur  Arnold)  claimed 
the  other  day  to  represent  specially  the 
great  consumingbulkof  tlie  population  of 
this  country,  those  who  were,  in  a  literal 
sense,  fruges  comumere  ratij  and  so  did 
he  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  now,  in  this 
matter.     But  take  the  lesser  interests  of 
the  farmers  first.     It  would  be  admitted 
that  there  was  no  source  of  food  supply 
more  important  than  the  supply  of  milk 
and    its    products.      His    hon.   Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  the  other  day  quoted  the  Earl 
of  Derby  as  saying  that  the  agricultural 
produce  of  this  country  was  capable  of 
being  doubled.     His  hon.  Friend  said 
he  could  not  agree  with  Lord  Derby, 
and  thought  such  a  statement  showed 
considerable  ignorance  of  fact.   Well,  he 
(Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  agreed  with  that 
criticism,  so  far  as  arable  produce  was 
concerned,  and  so  far,  perhaps,  as  feeding 
cattle  was  concerned ;  but  as  regarded 
the  dairy  produce  of  the  country,  it  was 
not  only  capable  of  being  doubled,  but 
trebled,  and  multiplied  almost  infinitely. 
Not  only  was  that  tlie  case  on  account  of 
the  physical  capabilities  of  this  country; 
but  there  was  an  enormous  demand  for 
dairy  produce.    Ho  spoke  from  memory ; 
but  he  believed  that  the  expenditure  of 
the  country  upon  imported  dairy  produce 
during  1879  amounted  to  no  less  than 
£11,000,000.     In  conversation  not  long 
ago  with  a  firm  of  importers  in  the  City, 
he  was  informed  that  upon  ccmpignments 
from  one  firm  in  France  they  received 
last  year  upwards  of  £5,000  commission. 
That  was  to  say,  that  that  sum,  repre- 
senting a  commission  of  £5  per  cent, 
showed  that  there  had  been  imported  by 
one  firm  alone  dairy  produce  amounting 
to  £100,000.     He  thought  those  figures 
showed  that  the  question  was  of  suffi- 
cient importance  to  merit  the  considera- 
tion of  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House.  Taking  next  the  larger  ques- 
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rities  and  justices  of  the  peace,  to  in- 
spect milk  in  transHu  between  the  pur- 
veyor and  the  purchaser — that  was  to 
say,   that  anyone  who  sold  milk  was 
bound  to  hand  over  a  sample  to  the 
officer  who  asked  for  it  at   any  time 
during  business  hours.    That  imposed  a 
very  irksome  restriction  upon  our  home 
trade,  though  he  quite  recognized  the 
necessity  for  it ;  but  he  wanted  to  point 
out  that  there  were  no  similar  powers 
given  for  the  inspection  or  testing  of 
similar    articles  coming  from    abroad. 
The  terms  of  the  Resolution  he  had  put 
on  the  Paper  were  of  the  most  general 
kind.    All  that  he  asked  for  was  an  ex- 
tension of  these  regulations  which  at 
present  afifected  our  home  trade,  so  that 
they  might  also  affect  the  foreign  pro- 
ducer.    It  was  mainly  in  consequence 
of  the  unsatisfactory  answer  which  he 
received  from  the    right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President   of  the    Board  of 
Trade,  at  an  early  period  of  the  Session, 
in  reply  to  a  Question  in  reference  to 
this  matter,  that  he  had  brought  the 
subject  forward  that  night.     The  right 
hon.    Gentleman  appeared    to   regard 
with  equanimity  and  tolerance  a  state 
of  matters  with  regard  to  this  traffio 
which  he  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  could 
not  but  look  upon  as  altogether  objec- 
tionable and  lamentable.    He  held  in 
his  hand  a  drawing  or  caricature  which 
did  not  unfaithfully  represent  the  nature 
of  this  traffic.    It  was  published  as  a 
Supplement  to  The  Provisioner,  on  the 
1 8th  October.  It  contained  two  pictures. 
One  was  labelled  **  Butter- makmjz  as  it 
used  to  be,"   and  the  other  "Butter- 
making  as  it  now  is."     The  former  re- 
presented a  dairymaid,  neatly  dressed, 
churning  butter  in  a  beautiful  dairy  all  in 
order,  a  cow  looking  in  at  the  window, 
and  a  pastoral  landscape  in  the  back- 
ground.    *  *  Butter-makmg  as  it  now  is  " 
was  represented  by  a  personage  who 
was  intended  to  represent  the  father  of 
lies,  who  was  stirring  up  all  sorts  of 
compounds — lard,  tallow,  soap,  g^rease, 
slush,  butterine,  fat,  and  axle  grease  in 
a  huge  cauldron,  from  which  were  pour- 
ing forth  volumes  of  noxious  imAe* 
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Well,  he  did  not  consider  that  an  esag- 
geration  of  this  industry.  He  did  not, 
of  course,  mean  to  say  that  the  indi- 
vidual represented  in  one  of  the  drawings 
was  personally  occupied  in  the  manu- 
facture ;  hut  he  must  say  his  impression 
was  that  he  might,  consistently  with  his 
other  duties  and  avocations,  preside  over 
that  manufacture.  The  materials  of  the 
butter  imported  from  America  were  not 
of  a  genuine  character.  He  believed  the 
trade  in  dairy  produce  with  America 
began  at  the  time  of  the  Civil  War  in 
that  country.  The  consignments  at  that 
time  were  of  prime  quality.  Since  then, 
adulterations  had  obtained  to  a  large 
extent  in  America  as  elsewhere.  Excep- 
tion might  be  taken  by  some  persons  to 
his  classifying  one  of  the  substitutes  for 
butter,  which  was  imported  in  large 
quantities,  as  an  adulterated  article,  for 
it  was  a  product  of  remarkable  ingenuity 
and  chemical  skill.  It  was  imported 
either  as  oleomargarine — that  was,  in  the 
state  of  raw  oil  or  extract  of  fat,  or  in  the 
ultimate  form  of  butterine  or  margarine, 
which  he  believed  were  synonymous 
terms.  To  such  an  extent  had  the  traffic 
increased  in  America  that  the  farmers 
themselves  had  approached  Congress  to 

Srotect  themselves  against  the  injury 
one  by  the  sale  of  this  article  as 
a  substitute  for  butter.  The  conse- 
quence was  that  the  American  Legis- 
lature passed  a  law  by  which  it  was 
rendered  illegal  to  export  oleomargarine 
or  butterine  except  in  casks  branded 
with  the  real  name  in* full.  But  that 
order  had  been  evaded.  Nothing  was 
easier  when  the  casks  were  shipped  than 
to  erase  the  brand,  and  it  was  found  that 
other  names  bearing  a  distinct  commer- 
cial value  in  the  butter  trade  were  sub- 
stituted. The  penalty  inflicted  upon 
persons  exporting  this  substance  without 
branding,  or  fraudulently  exporting  it, 
was  so  very  slight  as  to  make  it  worth 
while  running  the  risk  of  incurring  that 
penalty,  and  accordingly  the  risk  was 
run  constantly.  He  mieht  be  asked  to 
show  the  extent  to  which  oleomargarine 
or  butterine  was  taking  the  place  of  real 
butter  in  importation  from  America  into 
this  country.  It  was  very  difficult  for  a 
chemist  or  an  expert  to  detect  the  differ- 
ence between  butterine  and  batter.  He 
had  a  letter  from  a  gentleman  who  had 
been  engaged  in  Glasgow  for  the  last  35 
years  in  the  butter  trade,  and  he  told 
him  he  had  practically  inspected  hun- 
dreds of  casks  of  American  butter  sold 


to  his  customers,  and  found  that  40  out 
of  every  100  were  not  genuine.  In  the 
casks  one  or  two  layers  were  found  of  a 
darker  colour  than  the  genuine  article. 
There  was  no  doubt  about  the  enormous 
consumption  of  it  in  this  country.  The 
exports  from  America  had  largely  in- 
creased during  the  last  few  years.  In 
1879,  taking  Glasgow  as  the  nearest 
port  to  his  own  constituency,  there 
were  only  274,000lbs.  exported  from 
New  York  to  that  city;  but  in  the 
nine  months  of  1880  there  were  nearly 
],500,000lbs.  imported  into  Glasgow. 
The  same  rate  of  increase  held  good 
throughout  all  our  other  ports.  Now, 
he  wanted  to  know  whether  that  was 
sold  as  butterine  ?  He  must  confess  he 
had  not  seen  it  advertised  as  such.  They 
had  all  seen  popular  and  wholesome  arti- 
cles of  food,  such  asEpps'  Cocoa,  Horni- 
man's  Tea,  and  Colman's  Mustard  adver- 
tised so  much  as  almost  to  cause  one 
sometimes  to  wish  the  advertisers  in 
the  bottom  of  the  sea ;  but  he  had  never 
seen  anything  like — "  Try  our  celebrated 
rich  Oleomargarine,"  or  **  No  break- 
fast table  should  be  without  butter  on 
a  Soapstone  basis."  His  suspicion  was 
therefore  aroused,  and  the  facts  he  had 
elicited  had  justified  this  suspicion — 
that  this  article  was  not  sold  under  a 
distinctive  name,  but  sold  as  genuine 
butter.  This  nefarious  traffic,  as  he  con- 
sidered it,  was  encouraged  by  the  action 
of  our  carrying  system  in  this  country. 
Oleomargarine  was  carried  from  New 
York  to  London  at  the  same  price  that 
genuine  butter  could  be  brought  from 
Liverpool  to  London.  For  that,  of 
course,  we  had  only  ourselves  to  blame. 
He  might  be  told  that  if  they  in- 
sisted upon  oleomargarine  and  but- 
terine being  sold  by  their  proper 
names  nobody  would  buy  them.  He 
did  not  think  they  need  show  any 
tenderness  for  spurious  and  base  articles 
sold  under  false  names.  Then  it  might 
be  said  that  the  Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs 
Act  was  sufficient.  He  knew  the  good 
that  had  been  done  by  that  Act ;  but  it 
did  not  meet  the  case,  not  from  any 
fault  in  the  Act  itself,  but  because  the 
machinery  was  wanting  to  carry  out  that 
Act  in  these  instances,  and  its  evasion  was 
so  easy.  Section  6  prohibited  any  article 
being  sold  that  was  not  of  the  nature, 
substance,  and  quality  of  the  article 
demanded  by  the  purchaser.  That  "or^i^ 
comprehensive  eno\l^^\ssJ5^^  v^  '^'^^^s^'^^^^ 
of  fact,  it  was  ix^o^w^ac^  ^^iv^^^^  ^^xsa- 
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it  be  expected  that  a  working  man,  or  his 
cliild,  perhaps,  sent  to  buy  half-a-pound 
of  butter,  would  draw  a  nice  distinction 
between  what  seemed  to  be  butter  and 
what  really  was  butter ;  and  if  the  good 
wife  was  the  purchaser,  would  she  not  be 
tempted  to  prefer  an  article  that  could  be 
otfered  her  at  4d.  or  6d.  per  pound  cheaper 
than  genuine  butter?  This  compound 
called  butterine  was  frequently  filled 
into  Irish  cases.  It  was  made  up  into 
rolls  of  the  same  size  as  Irish  butter, 
and  he  had  seen  himself  in  shops  quan- 
tities of  these  rolls  with  really  no  dis- 
tinction between  the  genuine  article  and 
what  was  confessedly  the  spurious  one. 
Beyond  that  there  was  this  to  consider. 
Without  dwelling  on  the  damage  that 
had  been  inflicted  upon  the  British  pro- 
ducers by  this  traffic,  he  might  inform 
the  House  that  last  week  ho  had  a  letter 
from  a  gentleman  of  groat  experience 
and  standing  in  the  butter  trade,  stating 
that  whereas  last  year  at  this  time  good 
Irish  butter  was  selling  at  134^.  to  140«. 
a  cwt.,  tbe  highest  price  obtained  for  the 
best  brand  now  was  only  90«.  a  cwt.,  while 
2ud  and  3rd  qualities  could  not  be  sold 
at  all,  and  this  fact  was  entirely  owing 
to  tho  manner  in  which  the  markete 
wore  glutted  with  spurious  compounds. 
An  objection  which  might  bo  raised  to 
interference  with  this  traffic  was  that 
oleomargarine  was  not  in  itself  an  un- 
wholesome compound.  He  was  ready 
to  admit  that  if  it  could  be  taken  as  a 
scientific  fact  that  raw  animal  fat  could  be 
swallowed  without  any  injury  to  human 
constitutions ;  but  what  guarantee  had 
they  as  to  the  sources  from  which  tlie  fat 
was  drawn  ?  In  America  so  groat  was  the 
sale  of  oleomargarine  that  a  sufficient 
quantity  of  fat  could  not  be  obtained 
from  proper  sources  to  supply  the  de- 
mands of  tho  trade.  Of  course,  the 
proper  fat  for  the  manufacture  of  this 
composition  was  the  best  caul  fat  of 
healthy  animals;  but  statements  had 
been  made  that  fat  was  taken  from 
diseased  animals,  and  they  had  no  safe- 
guard against  that.  The  manufacture 
of  this  compound  was  not  confined  to 
America ;  it  had  taken  root  in  this  coun- 
try. He  cut  from  a  newspaper  the  other 
day  some  details  of  a  rather  interesting 
trial  which  took  place  before  tlie  magis- 
trates at  Birkenhead.  The  summons  was 
for  a  nuisance  caused  by  butterine  works, 
and  during  the  hearing  of  the  case  it 
was  sworn  by  several  witnesses  that 
various  vapours   and   sickening   smells 
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•  emanated  from  this  establishment;  thai 
'  the  residents  in  the  neighbourhood  had 
to  leave  their  dwellings  in  consequence ; 
that,  on  one  occasion,  during  the  visit  of 
an  inspector,  a  cask  of  nasty  fat  was 
smuggled  away  from  his   notice;  and 
the  magistrate,  being  of  opinion  thit 
the  nuisance  was  fully  provea,  fined  the 
defendant  £5,  Well,  then,  if  this  article, 
in  favour  of  which  so  much  had  been 
said  as  a  wholesome,  cheap,  and  eco- 
nomical substitute  for  butter,  was  drawn 
from  such  sources  as  that,  and  went 
through  a  process  which  caused  a  nui- 
sance to  the  community,   it  was   not 
asking  too  much  that  the  article  should 
be  sold  under  its  proper  name,  and  that 
the  public  should  know  that  they  got 
butter  when  they  asked  for  butter,  and 
not  oleomargarine.     That  was  all  he 
asked  in  regard  to  oleomargarine ;  but 
there  were  two  compounds  of  a  quite 
different  nature,  with  respect  to  which 
he  asked  to  have  more  stringent  regula- 
tions.    He  could  not  say  mat  he  was 
practically  acquainted  with  either;  but 
about  the  first  he  had  made  every  pos- 
sible inquiry,  and  he  believed  it  wai 
made  from  the  fat  of  pigs,  and  wai 
called  suene.    It  was  not  made  from 
cooked  fat,  but  from  raw  fat ;  and  in 
tlie  case  of  the  compound,  as  well  aa  in 
the  case  of  oleomargarine,  he  was  told 
that  heat  in  excess  of  95  degree  spoiled 
the  manufacture,    as  it   importea  it  a 
tallowy  flavour.     Therefore,  any  genos 
of  x)ara8ite  or  poison  which  might  be  in 
the  fat  of  these  animals  was  not  subjected 
to  sufficient  heat  to  destroy  them.    No 
less  than  700,000  swine  died  in  lUinois 
from  hog  cholera ;  and,  to  show  the  pos- 
sible efiects  of  these  things,  he  mentioned 
the  case  of  one  man  who  died  with  wonns 
in  his  flesh,  that  were  actuaUj  eating 
him  up,  and  who  was  supposed  to  have 
caught  the  disease  from  eating  sausages. 
He  had  no  wish  to  make  his  stateo^nt 
too  highly  coloured;  but  this  fact  was 
described  in  a  letter  to  the  Home  Office 
from  the  British  Consul  at  Philadelphia. 
He  had  also  heard  that  the  winter  cho- 
lera, which  caused  so  much  mortality  in 
Cliicago,  was   attributed  by  physicians 
to  the  use  of  that  sort  of  butter.     He 
therefore  ur^ed  that  every  possible  pre- 
caution should  be  taken  to  prevent  the 
introduction  of  hog-fat  butter  into  this 
country.     The  third  substance  was  of 
a  curious  nature.     It  was  called  soi^ 
stone,  and  was  a  mineral  which  eoiud 
be  ground  into  tho   finest  impalpaU* 
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powder.  It  was  used  for  the  purpose 
of  adding  weight  to  almost  every  article 
of  food  sold,  and  could  be  added  in  a 
manner  which  rendered  detection  diffi- 
cult. He  asked,  in  regard  to  these  two 
substances,  suene  and  soapstone,  that 
steps  should  be  taken  entirely  to  prevent 
their  introduction  into  this  country.  It 
was  not  alone  from  America  that  they  re- 
ceived supplies  of  bogus  butter,  but  from 
France  and  other  Continental  countries. 
There  were  also  manufacturers  of  the 
articles  in  this  country — he  knew  two  or 
three  of  them  —  and  he  thought  some 
system  of  inspection  and  regulation 
should  be  carried  out  in  their  cases. 
He  had  brought  forward  the  subject  in 
no  polemical  spirit,  but  rather  to  direct 
the  attention  of  the  Government  to  a 
matter  which  seemed  to  him  of  great 
importance,  not  only  to  the  farming  in- 
terest, but  to  the  whole  community  ;  and 
he  hoped  the  fact  he  had  adduced  would 
suffice  to  show  that  he  had  not  raised 
it  without  cause.  He  was  not  asking 
for  protection  for  the  farming  interest, 
for  the  British  farmer  had  already  shown 
himself  able  and  willing  to  meet  aU  com- 

Eetition  fairly  brought  against  him ;  but 
e  asked  that  the  Legislature  would  no 
longer  connive  at  the  production  and  sale 
of  spurious  and  base  articles  under  false 
names,  articles  whose  very  baseness  en- 
abled them  not  only  to  compete  unfairly 
with  the  production  of  the  farmers,  but 
tempted  the  ignorant  and  unsuspicious 
purchaser  to  prefer  them  to  the  genuine 
article.  He  could  not  regard  with  ap« 
proval  legislation  that  had  for  its  ob- 
ject the  cheapness  of  our  food  supply, 
if  it  did  not  take  sufficient  precaution 
against  the  too  frequent  corollary  of 
nastiness.  He  would  conclude  by  mov- 
ing the  Resolution  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Mb.  a.  MOOBE,  in  seconding  the 
Besolution,  said,  it  would  not  be  easy 
to  bring  before  the  House  a  matter  of 
greater  importance  to  the  agricultural 
interests  of  this  country  and  Ireland 
than  that  was.  They  came  before  the 
House  that  night,  not  asking  for  protec- 
tion for  a  specific  interest,  as  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  had 
clearly  pointed  out,  but  with  a  request 
for,  at  least,  fair  play.  A  few  words 
would  give  the  House  an  idea  of  the 
important  interest  with  which  they  had 
to  deal.  The  export  of  batter  from  Ire- 
land had  been  a  staple  trade  for  many 


years,  the  quantity  sent  over  last  year 
from  Cork  being  400,000  casks ;  from 
Limerick,  200,000  casks  ;  and  from  Tip- 
perary,  200,000  casks,  making  a  total  of 
800,000  casks  from  these  three  places 
alone,  the  sum  represented  by  these 
exportations  being  from  £2,500,000  to 
£3,000,000  annually.  A  great  deal  of 
this  butter  was  of  such  high  quality  that 
it  was  absolutely  above  all  competition 
on  the  part  of  spurious  vendors ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  there  were  many  poor 
farmers  who  were  unable  to  produce  the 
high-class  butters,  and  who,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  unfair  competition  to  which 
they  were  subjected,  could  not  dispose 
of  their  butter  as  readily  as  their  neigh- 
bours, and  who,  consequently,  required 
some  measure  of  protection.  What  they 
had  a  right  to  complain  of  was  that  the 
spurious  articles  that  had  been  spoken 
of  should  be  sold  under  false  names  ; 
and,  not  only  that,  but  that  they  should 
be  sold  greatly  above  their  value  to 
British  tradesmen,  to  the  manifest  rob- 
bery of  the  workmen  and  persons  of  that 
class  who  were  induced  to  purchase 
them.  He  might  state  that  he  had  him- 
self gone  among  the  dealers  in  the  arti- 
cles, and  had  purchased  what  was  called 
butter  at  Is,  per  pound,  and  the  article 
purchased  was  not  value  for  the  money. 
Therefore,  unless  they  took  steps  to  pre- 
vent that,  this  spurious  article  would  con- 
tinue to  be  sold  at  a  price  greatly  above 
itsvalue,  and  under  a  false  name.  Though 
some  of  these  products  were  not  deleterious 
to  health,  they  had  no  possible  guarantee 
that  they  got  an  article  sound  and  whole- 
some, neither  could  they  say  what  they 
were  going  to  receive,  seeing  that  these 
compounds  sold  under  any  other  name 
than  their  own.  It  was  not  easy  to  get 
information  as  to  the  exports  of  these 
spurious  articles.  The  British  Customs 
and  Board  of  Trade  had  not  yet  got 
their  statistics  tabulated  under  heads 
that  would  be  sufficient  guide.  The 
United  States  gave  no  information,  and 
we  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic  had  no 
means  of  watching  the  imports  of  these 
substances;  but  he  would  ^vo  the 
House  a  few  figures  he  had  been  en- 
abled to  obtain,  and  they  were  of  a 
somewhat  remarkable  character.  From 
the  year  1869  to  the  year  1879,  he  found 
that  the  exports  of  butter  from  the 
United  States  increased  38  times  its  ori- 
ginal quantity — namely  from  1,000,000 
to  38,000,000lb8.    Bi3Lt*A't.^'«*^*^^^'^^»='=^ 
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under  whicli  these  spurious  articles  w«re 
first  exported  from  America.     None  of 
them   came  from   America   under    the 
name  of  oleomargarine.    There  was  also 
the  name  of  lard.     Well,  although  the 
export    of  American   butter    increased 
from  1,000,000  to  38,000,0001b8  in  10 
years,  the  cows  did  not  increase  in  any- 
thing like  the  same  proportion.     There 
had    been   a  certain    increase    in    the 
number  of  cows  in  the  United  States ; 
but,  taking   the  years  1875-6-7-8,  the 
figures  showed  only  a  steady  and  gradual 
increase  among  the  cattle,  and  a  more 
rapid  increase  in  the  pupulation,  the  in- 
crease in  cows  being  only  from  about 
10,000,000  to  12,000,000,  while  the  in- 
crease in   butter  exports  went  on  by 
leaps  and  bounds.     Besides  this,    the 
statistics  only  mentioned  **  cows,*'  they 
did  not  specify  **  milch  cows ;"  so  that, 
in    these    figures,    he    had   given   the 
American  producers  the  benefit  of  what- 
ever the  difference  might  be.      With 
regard  to  the  exportation  of  lard  from 
the  United  States,  the  increase  had  been 
enormous.     In  the    10  years  he    had 
mentioned,   the  exports  of  this  article 
from    America    had    increased     from 
41,000,000lbs.  to  326,000,000lb8.      He 
had  obtained  these  figures  from  the  Re- 
port of  Mr.  Bateman,  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.      In   1880   the   exports  of  this 
article,    from   the  port   of    New  York 
alone,    were    15,7o0,000lbs.,    of  which 
12,250,000lbs.  went  to  Rotterdam,  and 
it  was  from  Holland  that  the  larger 
portion  of  the  butterine  sold  in  England 
was  imported.     They  naturally  expected 
during  the  same  period  a  great  increase 
in  the  Dutch   exports,  because  it  was 
from    Holland    that  we  obtained   our 
principal  butter  supply;   and,    accord- 
ingly, we  found  that  the  imports  from 
that  country  had  jumped  at  one  bound 
from  28,000,000    kilos,    to   36,000,000 
kilos,  a  kilo  being  about  equal  to  two 
English  lbs.  woiglit.    Consequently,  we 
had  the  means  of  tracing  the  sources 
from    whence    these    products    came. 
Since   the   Notice   of    the  Motion   be- 
fore the  House  had  been  given,  he  had 
made  it  his  business  to  visit  some  of  the 
poorer  districts   of    the  West  End  of 
London.     He  went  out  one   Saturday 
afternoon,  when  the  wives  of  the  arti- 
zans  were  visiting  the  provision  dealers 
and  grocers  to  make  their  weekly  pur- 
chases, and  he  found  that  there  was 
being  sold — and  he  had  purchased  some 
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himself— under  the  name  of  batter  an 
enormous  quantity  of  the  spuriouspro- 
ducts  that  had  been  spoken  of.     These 
substances  were  on  the  same  counter 
with  the  genuine  butter,  without  anj 
label  to  show  the  difference.     In  many 
places  the  butter  dealer  confessed  that 
that  was  so ;  but  there  were  no  means 
by  which  the  ordinary  customer  oonld 
obtain  any  knowledge  as  to  the  real 
nature  of   what  he  was  buying.    The 
butterine  was  actually  side  by  side  with 
the    genuine   butter,    and    the     same 
wooden  knife  that  was  used  for  sever- 
ing the  one  was  used  immediately  after- 
wards   for    severing    the   other.     The 
spurious  article  was,   he  found,   being 
sold  in  large  quantities,  and  at  very  ex- 
cessive prices.  In  his  opinion  there  were 
not  many  of  the  very  inferior  butters  in 
the  shops  he  visited,  the  general  price 
being  1«.  4(7.  per  lb.  for  the  butter  and 
1«.  for  the  butterine.     In   some  casei 
where  he  had  made  purchases  the  ven- 
dor confessed  to  him,  possibly  under  the 
fear  of  the  Adulteration  Act,  that  thej 
were  butterine.     Some  of  the  samplei 
were  very  offensive,  others  were  by  no 
moans  offensive ;   and  to   give  an  idea 
of  how  far  the  competition  in  this  sub- 
stance was  carried,  all  were  beautifollj 
done  up,  in  muslin  rolls,  and  packed  in 
boxes,  just  as  if  they  had  just  arrived 
from  Normandy,  like  the  finest  French 
butter.     There  was  an  absence  of  odour 
in  this  class  of  so-called  butter,  and  an 
absence  of  definite  taste,   except  that 
there  was  a  strong  taste  of  salt ;  but  in 
one  shop  he  saw  a  cask  of  most  beautiful 
butterine  of  perfect  fragrance  and  abso- 
lutely indistinguishable  from  the  ordi- 
nary butter.   The. cask,  he  was  told,  had 
just  arrived  &om  Holland.     Well,  then, 
he  thought  there  was  not  the  slightest 
doubt    that  these    spurious  substances 
were  being  sold  as  butter;  and^  the 
Legislature  allowed  these  things  to  be 
sold  under  false  names,  there  was  so 
guarantee  to  the  purchaser  as  to  whit 
sort  of  article  he  was  buying.     This 
country  was  being  flooded  by  enormous 
quantities  of  these  spurious  products,  of 
the  purity  of  which  there  was  no  gua- 
rantee.    Some  of  these  substances  weie 
not  injurious  to  health;  but  they  wen 
being    sold  by   a  class   of   tradesmen 
such  as  the  Commercial  ManufacturiBg 
Company  of  New  York,  and  who  were 
themselves  the  loudest  in  begging  for 
legislation  that  should  provide  for  the 
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enforcement  of  a  diBtinot  brand  on  the 
exports  from  foreign  countries,  so  that 
the  spurious  articles  should  not  be 
mixed  up  with  the  genuine,  so  as  to  de- 
tract from  the  good  names  of  our  dealers 
or  subject  them  to  unfair  competition. 
What  was  now  asked  was  that  butter 
should  be  sold  under  its  own  name.  He 
held  in  his  hand  a  circular  issued  by  a 
Company  started  in  London,  offering 
butter  at  50s,  per  cwt.,  which  would  be 
about  5Ji.  per  lb.  It  was  simply  rob- 
bing the  working  man  to  allow  such  a 
product  to  be  sold  except  under  its  pro- 

Ser  name,  for  there  was  very  little  doubt 
lat  for  this  material  the  working  man 
was  charged  1«.  per  lb.  The  gentleman 
who  offered  this  **  butter"  at  SJi.  per  lb 
was  rather  drawn  out  by  one  of  his  (Mr. 
A.  Moore's)  constituents,  who  happened 
to  be  in  the  trade,  and  who  wrote  to  ask 
on  what  conditions  he  could  have  the 
oleomargarine,  and  the  answer  was — 
**In  reply  to  your  letter,  our  presenfc 
price  is  50«.  for  oleomargarine."  The 
tradesman  described  the  different  modes 
and  weights  in  which  the  substance  was 
packed,  and  added — "If  you  wish  to 
have  it  packed  in  Irish  firkins  it  can  be 
done."  Unless  the  Government  took 
some  steps  to  protect  the  community 
they  would  leave  no  chance  to  the 
farmer,  who  could  not  produce  butter  at 
such  a  price,  nor  to  the  respectable 
dealer,  who  was  undersold  by  the  man 
selling  a  spurious,  and  perhaps  unwhole- 
some, article.  It  was  time  for  them  to 
be  up  and  doing.  He  did  not  ask  for 
what  was  termed  Protection,  and  if  he 
thought  he  was  depriving  ihe  teeming 
popiUation  of  this  country  of  one  pouna 
of  wholesome  food  he  should  hesitate  to 
do  what  he  had  done  in  seconding  the  Re- 
solution ;  but  he  thought  he  had  a  right 
to  ask  fair  play,  which  he  did  not  think 
the  honest  producer  had  at  present. 
He  hoped  the  Board  of  Trade  or  the 
Local  dovemment  Board  would  let  the 
House  have  all  the  statistics  of  the  ex- 
ports and  imports  of  these  products,  and 
that  the  Adulteration  Acts  would  be 
•put  in  force,  so  that  the  substances  re- 
ferred to,  if  injurious,  should  be  pro- 
hibited, and,  if  not  deleteriousi  should  be 
sold  under  their  proper  names.  He 
thought  that  the  name  <<Butterine" 
ought  to  be  abolished,  as  it  was  mis- 
leading to  the  artizan,  who  probably 
thought  the  substance  goin^  bv  that 
name  had  some  connection  with  butter, 


whereas  it  had  none.  He  thought  that 
the  thanks  of  the  House  were  due  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  brought 
the  question  forward.  It  was  one  of 
the  greatest  importance,  and  concerned 
one  of  the  chief  staple  productions  of 
Ireland.  The  discussion  that  had  taken 
place  on  this  subject  could  not  but  have 
a  salutary  effect,  as  it  must  have  taught 
the  Irish  farmers  a  lesson  that  they 
would  all  -lay  well  to  heart — namely, 
that  the  true  remedy  for  the  competi- 
tion to  which  they  were  subjected  in  this 
particular  trade  was  to  be  had  by  set- 
ting themselves  with  renewed  energy 
and  redoubled  vigour  to  the  task  of 
producing  the  very  highest  class  of 
butter. 

Amendment  proposed, 

Toleaveout  from  the  word  *'That'*  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"it  is  desirable  that  steps  be  taken  by  the 
Legislature  to  ensure  that  of  the  spurious  com- 
pounds resembling  butter,  which  are  imported 
m>m  America,  those  only  which  are  harmless 
shall  be  permitted  to  be  exposed  for  sale  under 
distinctive  names,  and  that  the  importation  and 
sale  of  those  which  are  hurtful  or  dangerous  to 
health  shall  be  prohibited  altogether,** — {Sir 
Hei'bert  Maxwelly) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Me.  a.  H.  brown  said,  that  he 
sympathized  with  the  object  of  the  Be- 
solution  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Herbert 
Maxwell)  had  brought  before  the  House; 
but  it  was  not  so  easy  of  achievement  as 
he  seemed  to  suppose.  It  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  strengthen  the  laws  dealing  with 
this  question  of  spurious  butter ;  and  one 
illustration  given  of  the  American  Go- 
vernment showed  that  they  had  found  a 
difficulty  in  carrying  out  laws  which  they 
had  made  to  put  down  the  imposition 
complained  of.  He  had  been  a  Member 
of  a  Select  Committee  which  sat  in  1875 
to  inquire  into  the  law  relating  to  the 
sale  of  food  and  drugs.  Previous  to  1872 
there  had  been  a  considerable  stir  in  the 
country  in  regard  to  the  fraudulent  sale 
of  articles  of  food  and  drugs,  and  that 
led  to  the  passing  in  1872  of  the  Adul- 
teration of  Food  and  Drugs  Act.  That 
Act,  having  been  in  operation  for  three 
or  four  years,  was  found  to  have  worked 
most  grievous  and  groat  injustice,  and  a. 
Committee  was  ap]jova.^i.  S:^  ^''^^  *2^ 
take  into  consideration  Kis^^^^^^^^^  ^  ^^^ 
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law  relating  to  that  subject.  In  1875 
the  Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act  was 
passed,  and  by  Clause  6  of  that  Act  it 
was  provided  that  no  person  should  sell 
to  the  prejudice  of  the  purchaser  any 
article  of  food  or  drugs  which  was  not 
in  its  nature,  substance,  or  quality  the 
article  demanded  by  such  purchaser, 
under  a  penalty  of  £20.  Now,  anybody 
who  sold  butterine  or  oleomargarine 
under  the  name  of  butter  sold  an  article 
which  in  substance,  quality,  or  nature 
was  not  the  article  demanded  by  the 
purchaser;  and,  therefore,  if  anybody 
went  to  a  shop  to  buy  butter,  and  was 
served  with  butterine  or  oleomargarine 
instead,  the  seller  was  liable  to  a  penalty 
of  £20.  The  Act  also  provided  for  the 
appointment  of  skilled  analysts  in  every 
county  and  borough  in  England  and 
Ireland,  by  whom  samples  of  articles 
could  be  examined ;  and  there  were 
officers  to  watch  whether  the  law  was 
carried  out  or  not.  By  such  means  the 
Legislature  had  done  a  great  deal  to 
check  the  improper  adulteration  of  food 
and  drugs ;  and  it  was  scarcely  possible, 
unless  they  prohibited  the  sale  of  those 
compounded  articles  altogether,  to  go 
any  further.  He  understood  that  the 
hon.  Baronet,  by  his  Resolution,  did  not 
propose  altogether  to  prohibit  the  sale 
of  butterine  and  oleomargarine,  pro- 
vided they  were  sold  under  their  proper 
names.  The  whole  question  was  one  of 
considerable  difficulty,  and  he  could  not 
well  see  how  they  were  to  amend  the 
law,  or  to  make  it  stronger  than  it  was 
at  present,  without  ffoing  the  length  of 
total  prohibition,  and  it  was  hardly  de- 
sirable to  go  so  far  as  that  in  the  case 
of  articles  which  were  not  hurtful  to 
health  and  were  expressly  sold  under 
their  true  names.  The  more  stringent 
Act  of  1872  had  to  bo  repealed  after 
three  years*  working.  AVhat  the  Act 
of  1875  practically  laid  down  was  the 
principle  that  nothing  should  be  sold 
under  a  false  name  and  character. 
What,  therefore,  was  sold  as  butter 
must  be  butter ;  and  if  it  was  butterine, 
the  purchaser  must  be  expressly  told 
that  the  article  was  a  compound.  In 
those  circumstances,  he  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  would  not  press  his  lloso- 
lution  to  a  division,  but  rest  content  witli 
the  discussion  ho  had  raised,  which  miglit 
do  some  good  in  warning  the  public. 

Ma.   BIDDELL    said,    he   also   tho- 
roughly  approved    the    object   of    the 
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Eesolution;  and  he  believed  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  had,  by 
introducing  the  question,  done  good  ser- 
vice to  the  poorer  classes  in  this  coun- 
try. Hardly  a  day  passed  without  the 
prosecution  of  some  dairy  proprietor  for 
mixing  water  with  the  milk  he  sold. 
They  did  not  so  much  complain  of  that ; 
but  it  was  an  innocent  transaction  com- 
pared with  the  selling  of  adulterated 
butter,  which,  as  they  had  heard,  was 
often  made  of  raw  and  bad  pork.  He 
wished  the  authorities  were  as  zealoas 
in  putting  down  the  injurious  adultera- 
tions  of  beer  as  they  were  the  compara- 
tively harmless  adulterations  of  milk. 
The  feeling  outside  the  House  was  that 
the  beer  interest  was  too  great  a  one  fdr 
the  magistrates  to  punish ;  at  the  same 
time,  they  apparently  delighted  in  pro- 
secuting the  poor  milk  sellers.  He 
trusted  that,  in  the  interests  of  the 
poorest  class  of  butter  consumers,  the 
Government  would  accept  the  Heeolu- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  and  do  some- 
thing to  stop  the  importation  of  the 
article. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN,  in  supporting 
the  Eesolution,  said,  he  thought  it  was 
really  too  bad  to  the  farmers  of  this 
country  and  of  Ireland  to  allow  such 
things  to  be  sold.  He  could  not  ima- 
gine what  position  the  Government  had 
taken  up  in  opposing  the  Motion,  which 
was  simply  one  for  inquiry  into  the 
matter,  and  for  taking  steps  to  prevent 
injury  by  the  sale  of  such  stuff.  When 
it  was  sold  as  a  compound  merely,  and 
as  long  as  it  was  pure  and  not  injurionfl 
to  the  health,  there  was  no  harm  in  it, 
and  there  could  be  no  objection  to  its 
sale ;  but  it  was  clearly  often  sold  to 
deceive,  and  to  make  people  beUevethey 
were  buying  butter.  It  was  made  up, 
not  of  butter,  but  of  fat ;  and  now  the 
Americans  could  not  get  the  price  they 
wanted  for  their  pork,  they  had  lowered 
the  price  of  the  butterine,  and  inoreaaed 
the  quantity  they  sold.  He  had  drawn 
attention  some  time  since  to  the  sale  of 
silent  spirit  as  genuine  whisky  ;  but  the^ 
Government  of  the  day  protected  the 
persons  who  sold  the  silent  spirit  in 
working  out  their  fraud,  and  the  result 
was  that  the  trade  in  the  ardde  wis 
much  injured.  There  was  no  attempt 
to  interfere  with  free  trade  in  the  mst* 
tor;  the  only  aim  and  object  of  the 
Eoijolutiou  seemed  to  be  to  detect  fraud. 
Lot  them  make  and  sell  the  butterine  si 
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a  compound;  but  what  he  objected  to 
was  its  being  called  butter.  If  they 
allowed  a  spurious  article  to  come  from 
the  United  States  which  was  made  up 
of  lard  and  beef  fat  to  be  sold  as  butter, 
they  were  doing  an  injustice  to  the 
manufacturers  of  the  genuine  article, 
both  in  this  country,  in  Ireland,  and  in 
Scotland.  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  not  oppose  such  a  Motion,  which 
was  simply  to  detect  fraud.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that  these  compounds  now 
thrown  upon  the  market  were  highly 
injurious  to  the  health  of  the  people; 
and  for  that  reason,  as  well  as  to  protect 
the  farmers  against  a  most  unfair  com- 
petition, he  should  vote  in  favour  of  the 
Kesolution  of  the  hon.  Baronet. 

Colonel  COLTHUBST  said,  as  the 
Bepresentative  of  a  constituency  which 
was  largely  interested  in  the  making  of 
butter,  he  rose  to  join  in  the  appeal  to  the 
Gh)vemment  to  accept  the  Eesolution  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell), 
and  to  return  the  thanks,  not  only  of  the 
Irish  consumers,  but  of  the  great  mass 
of  the  consumers  of  butter  in  that  coun- 
try, to  him.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Wenlock  (Mr.  A.  H.  Brown),  in 
opposing  the  Besolution,  had  enumerated 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1875,  and 
showed  that  those  provisions,  if  carried 
out,  would  have  been  very  e£fectual. 
The  fact  remained,  however,  that  in 
spite  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  those 
spurious  substances  were  sold  under  the 
name  of  butter;  and  that  conclusively 
proved  that  the  hon.  Baronet  was  justi- 
fied in  calling  the  attention  of  the  Oo- 
vemment  to  the  subject,  and  to  ask  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  and  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  should  take  steps  to 
prevent  such  substances  from  being  sold 
as  butter.  He  (Colonel  Colthurst)  did 
not  think  the  farmers,  either  of  England 
or  Ireland,  would  stand  up  against  any- 
thing like  fair  competition;  but  this  was 
a  most  unfair  competition.  The  farmer 
had  now  to  compete  with  an  American 
article  which  was  not  butter  at  all.  He 
hoi>ed  the  Government  would  see  their 
way  to  give  the  subject  the  benefit  of 
a  Parliamentary  inquiry  by  a  Select 
Committee  ;  and,  if  not  by  that,  at 
least  by  a  Departmental  inquiry,  in 
order  to  see  how  the  Act  of  1875  was 
carried  out  for  the  object  for  which  it 
was  passed. 

Mb.  AETHUE  ASNOLD  said,  he 
mueh  denied,  as  the  Benreeentative  of 


a  large  constituency,  to  show  cause  why 
the  Government  should  not  accept  the 
Besolution  of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Herbert  Maxwell).  There  were  two 
ways  of  approaching  this  question,  one 
in  which  the  people  have  a  deep  in- 
terest. There  was  the  Protectionist 
way,  and  the  mode  applicable  to  the 
general  system  of  free  imports  adopted 
in  this  country.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  had  adopted  the  Pro- 
tectionist view  of  the  matter.  He  (Mr. 
Arnold)  had  risen  for  the  purpose  of 
calling  the  attention  of  the  Government 
to  an  important  amendment  of  the  law 
which  he  thought  it  would  be  necessary 
to  make,  and  which  he  hoped  would 
meet,  to  a  considerable  extent,  the  views 
of  those  who  supported  the  Besolution 
before  the  House.  He  had  himself  seen 
in  Holland  and  elsewhere  the  manufac- 
ture of  this  oleomargarine  butter,  and 
he  could  only  say  that  the  result  of  his 
observations  of  the  process  of  manufac- 
ture was  not  such  as  to  make  anyone 
unwilling  that  the  product  should  form 
a  part  of  the  food  supply  of  the  people 
of  this  country.  EEis  own  opinion  was 
that  these  products  afford  the  supply  to 
the  poor  of  this  country  of  an  article  of 
food  which  was  of  very  considerable 
value.  The  hon.  Baronet  proposed  to 
deal  with  the  matter  at  the  ports  of  this 
country,  and  in  doing  so  his  Motion  ex^ 
hibited,  at  leasts  an  affinity  to  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  with  reference  to  our  supply  of 
meat.  There  was  a  dangerous  affinity 
between  these  two  Motions.  He  (Mr. 
Arnold)  could  not  conceive  that  any 
interference  with  the  imports  of  this 
countrv  at  the  ports  could  be  anything 
but  of  a  more  or  less  Protectionist 
character.  He  yielded  to  no  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  desiring  to  protect  the  consumer 
in  regard  to  articles  of  food  purchased 
for  consumption.  It  was,  in  tms  matter, 
desirable  that  every  precaution  should 
be  taken  in  the  locality  where  the  article 
was  consumed  to  protect  a  person  from 
buying  an  article  which  was  not  butter. 
He  was  told  that  the  law  was  pro- 
tective as  regards  real  butter.  He  could 
show  that  that  was  not  the  case.  In  the 
Public  Health  Act  of  1875  butter  was 
not  mentioned  at  all.  If  sufficient  care 
was  taken  in  the  markets  of  this  country 
to  protect  the  people  from  buyiiLq^  ^cci. 
article  under  an  aasej^asskS^^  Tia:a5w^^  *<ic^ss^> 
he    thought,   all    \>Mk\.  ^^-^^^  "^^  ^^^^ 
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would  have  been  done  for  the  proteotioii 
of  the  people.  But  that  was  not  the  case 
at  tbs  preseat  moment.  He  held  in  hie 
hand  a  letter  from  the  Superintendent 
of  the  Mancheeter  Produce  Uarket,  in 
which  it  was  stated  that  that  markot 
was  one  of  the  largest  centres  for  food 
distribution  to  the  working  community 
in  the  world.  The  gentleman  in  ques- 
tioii  had  turned  his  attention  particu- 
larly to  the  article  of  butter,  and  he  said 
in  tJie  letter — 

"Id  lS7a,  I  seized  13  tubs  of  butter  at  a 
vholcBolo  confectioner's  bnkery.  It  wis  the 
moBtSlthy  stuff  ima)^aable,  stank  fearfully,  and 
was  of  many  colours.  It  was  admitted  fur  the 
defence,  when  I  brought  the  owner  boforo  the 
magiatratca,  that  the  stuff  was  intundrd  for  use 
M  food,  but  that  aa  it  was  butter,  and  butter  did 
not  come  under  the  heads  mentioned  in  the  Act, 
the  case  must  ba  diamisscd,  and  the  butter  re- 
turned to  tbo  owner.  The  case  wua  diamisacd, 
the  butter  was  returned  to  the  owner,  and  1 
know  that  it  was  by  him  used  in  his  paslry. 
Tons  of  this  stuff  is  used  by  many  of  the  whole- 
sale confectioners  in  all  the  large  towns,  I 
boliovD  it  consists  of  the  scrapings  of  butter 
from  the  gtocars'  shops,  niiied  with  the  iuovtt- 
ahle  dirt,  and  such  as  has  hecomo  rancid,  and 
altogether  too  bad  to  he  used  in  the  ordinnrr 
■way." 

Thus  a  valuable  public  servant  was  un- 
able to  interfere,  not  only  in  that  case, 
but  in  others  of  a  similar  character. 
Public  ofBcers  were  unable  to  deal  as 
they  ought  to  with  this  question  of 
butter,  because  in  the  Public  Health 
Act  of  1875  the  word  butter,  in  the  long 
enumeration  of  articles  of  food,  was 
omitted.  He  presumed  that  omission  was 
attributable,  perhaps,  to  the  fact  that 
when  the  Act  was  framed  oleomargarine 
andsubstancoaof  that  nature  wore  not  in- 
vented. At  all  events,  the  1  I6th  and  I17th 
clauses  of  that  Act — and  ho  would  direct 
tlie  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  to  the  fact — dealt  with  this  matter 
in  the  following  words : — 

"And  the  person  to  whom  such  animal,  car- 
caao,  meat,  iKJultry,  fli>sh,  (iah,  fmit,  vonetablo, 
4c.  (no  mention  of  buttor),  belongs  at  the  time 
of  the  exnosuru  fur  sale,  or  in  whose  possession 
or  on  vlMea  promisoa  the  same  wore  foimd. 
•hnll  be  liable  to  a  penalty  uut  excoeding-  £20 
for  every  tnichiirticle  soeondemned,  urnltbii  dis- 
cretion of  a  jiislica  of  the  p<iiec,  wilhout  the 
infticlioii  of  a  fln>',  he  liiiblu  to  iiiiiiiisoumi'ut 
for  n  term  uut  exceeding  more  than  tlirev 
months." 

He  (Mr.  Arnold]  had  shown  that  hy  the 
simple  omission  of  tho  words  the  officer 
whose   duty  it  was   to    look   aitor  the 
Mr.  Arthur  Arnolii 


IGOUHONS]       (j^HTMM  Oomjfomit).     513 

health  of  the  people  ia  matten  of  find 
could  not  apply  the  law  in  rogafd  to  bftd 
butter.  He  begged  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Ur.  Chamberlain),  who,  he  pre- 
sumed, would  take  part  in  the  debate, 
to  give  his  particular  attention  to  thii 
matter  ;  ana  he  would  ask  him,  or  any- 
one representing  the  Government,  whe- 
ther opportunity  would  not  be  t^en  to 
introduce  such  an  amendment  of  the 
Public  Health  Act  of  1875  as  wovdd 
protect  the  people's  intereste  in  tlui 
concern?  Instead  of  adding  the  woid 
butter  to  the  long  enumeration  of  artiolM 
contained  in  the  117th  clause  of  the  Aot 

question,  they  should  strike  oat  from 
the  clause  the  whole  of  the  list  of  artidei, 
and  simply  insert  words  making  it  ap- 
plicable to  any  article  sold,  or  exposed 
for  sale,  for  the  food  of  the  people. 

Mu.  OBEOOBY  thought  that  the  sug- 
gestion just  made  by  the  hon.  tf  embir 
for  Salford  (Mr.  Arnold)  was  worthy  ti 
the  attention  of  the  Government,  asthii 
was  a  matter  which  affected  the  pro- 
ducers and  consumers  ia  this  coantn. 
The  farming  interest  waa  not  fairlf 
treated  when  this  spurious  article  wu 
allowed  to  he  imported  and  sold  as  but- 
ter. He  should  support  the  Resolutioii 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Herbert  Max- 
well) on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  in 
the  interest  aUke  of  the  produoers  sod 
the  consumers  that  all  articles  of  food 
sold  should  be  sold  under  their  proper 
names.  He  did  not  object  to  the  impor- 
tation and  sale  of  these  articles  sold  u 
butter  as  long  as  they  were  of  pan 
manufacture  ;  but  it  was  only  iair  to 
ask  Government  to  make  provision  tint 
the  people  of  the  country,  when  par- 
chasing  their  food,  ehould  know  whit 
they  were  buying. 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIR:  Sir,  ths 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Wigtowa- 
shire  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  ia  natuiallj 
alarmed  at  the  competition  which  BiitiiD 
dairy  farmers  experience  by  the  grsat 
development  in  the  manufacture  of  oleo- 
margarine. This  increase  arises  from 
various  causes,  but  especially  from  tvo, 
the  first  being  the  greatly  increased  coa- 
sumption  of  outter  among  our  popula- 
tion, and,  second,  from  the  imprOTemenH 
made  by  chemistry  in  the  maaufactonof 
those  fatty  bodies  which  are  known  tosi 
under  tliQ  name  of  butter.  Thu  inuimiiil 
consumption  leads  to  an  increased  sup- 
ply, and  tlie  augmented  demand  ualn- 
rally  stimulatod   iaventioa  as  to  oAff 


HIS 


SutUr 


(Afbil  ly  1881 J        {Spurioui  Cmpounds),      514 


sooroes  of  supply.  These  alarm  the  hon. 
Baronet  and  others  interested  in  dairy 
farming.  The  quanti^  of  butter  con- 
sumed per  head  of  the  population  is 
rapidly  growing.  Even  the  consump- 
tion of  foreign  butter  increases  quickly. 
Not  many  years  ago  the  foreign  butter 
imported  was  only  1^  lb.  per  head  of  the 
population ;  now  it  is  about  6  lb.  The 
exports  of  butter  from  Holland  were 
20,294,000  kilogrammes  in  1869 ;  but  in 
1879  they  had  increased  to  36,451,000 
kilogrammes.  During  that  time  Holland 
has  been  largely  importing  oleomar- 
garine from  America.  Her  imports  of 
fats  were  only  9,374,000  kilogrammes 
in  1869,  while  in  1879  they  amounted  to 
87,461,000  kilogrammes.  I  understand 
that  12,000,000  lbs.  of  oleomargarine 
were  imported  into  Holland  last  year 
from  America ;  and,  in  all  probability,  a 
good  deal  of  this  oleomargarine  comes 
to  us  in  the  excellent  butter  which  we 
get  from  Holland.  This  oleomargarine, 
no  doubt,  comes  to  us  directly  under  its 
own  name  as  a  butter  substitute,  though 
also  in  concealed  admixture  with  Ameri- 
can, French,  and  Dutch  butters.  The 
acknowledged  oleomargarine  exported 
from  New  x  ork  is  already  half  the  de- 
clared value  of  butter,  though  doubtless 
there  is  a  good  deal  of  concealed  oleo- 
margarine in  the  butter  which  is  im- 
ported as  dairy  produce.  The  declared 
value  of  butter  exported  last  year  from 
New  York  was  S5,179,071,  and  that 
of  oleomargarine  was  S2,581,317.  But 
the  manufacture  is  not  confined  to 
America,  for  France,  HoUand,  and  Eng- 
land are  actively  engaged  in  making 
oleomargarine.  Undoubtedly,  this  arti- 
ficial butter  is  rapidly  pushing  inferior 
butter  out  of  the  market.  But  this 
sort  of  competition  is  not  new  to  a^- 
culture  or  to  industry  generally.  Let 
me  give  an  illustration.  Both  Turkey 
and  Holland  used  to  ^w  laree  crops  of 
madder  as  a  dye  stuS  for  cauco  print- 
ing. For  centuries  these  crops  were 
most  valuable;  but  a  few  years  ago 
chemists  learned  how  to  make  the 
colouring  matter  of  madder  from  one 
of  the  products  of  coal  tar,  and  these 
agricultural  crops  of  Turkey  and  Hol- 
land have  greatly  fallen  off  in  demand. 
Yet  the  hon.  Baronet  would  not  think 
it  a  fair  subject  of  complaint  that  the 
artificial  production  of  alizarine,  the 
colouring  matter  of  madder,  should  in 
any  way  be  restricted  to  favour  the  agri- 
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oulturists  of  Turkey  and  Holland,  who 
suffered  so  seriously  by  the  competition 
of  this  coal-tar  product.  I  think  I 
shall  be  able  to  snow  that  his  present 
complaint  in  regard  to  butter  is  precisely 
of  a  similar  character,  except  that,  in  the 
present  case,  the  competition  is  not  so 
severe,  because  oleomargarine  simply 
consists  of  butter  fats  got  from  an  ox, 
instead  of  butter  fats  from  a  cow,  and, 
therefore,  is  simply  one  form  of  agricul- 
tural product  interfering  with  another 
agricultural  product.  The  fats  which 
constitute  butter,  for  the  main  part  at 
least,  can  be  got  from  different  sources, 
and  are  not  even  restricted  to  animals, 
for  such  fats  are  found  abundantly  in 
plants  as  well  as  in  animals.  The  chief 
solid  fat  in  butter  is  the  principal  ingre- 
dient in  palm  oil,  while  the  onief  liquid 
fat  of  butter  abounds  in  olive  oil :  even 
the  soluble  aromatic  fats  which  give  to 
butter  its  peculiar  taste  and  flavour  are 
found  abundantly  in  coooanut  oil.  If  we 
could  extract  butter  fats  economically 
from  vegetable  oil,  and  give  a  sound, 
healthy  butter  from  them  at  a  cheap 
rate,  it  would  be  a  matter  of  indifference 
to  the  public  whether  the  butter  came 
from  the  cow  or  from  the  vegetable.  Let 
me  give  an  illustration  of  my  argument. 
Milk  contains  4  lb.  of  cheese  for  every 
100  lb.  of  milk.  But  pease  and  beans 
contain  nearly  20  lb.  of  cheese  for  each 
100  lb.  The  Ohinese,  who  are  a  great 
experimental  nation,  actually  do  make 
cheese  frt)m  peas,  and  sell  them  in 
their  markets.  These  cheeses  are  highly 
esteemed  in  China ;  but  to  our  palates 
are  insipid,  because  they  do  not  contaiA 
butter  &ts.  But  I  look  forward  to  the 
day  when  cheeses  will  be  made  from 
beans,  peas,  and  lentils,  and  after  being 
mixed  with  good  oleomargarine  may 
form  palatable  and  very  economical 
cheeses.  Would  the  hon.  Baronet  stay 
the  progress  of  chemical  invention,  and 

Erevent  the  manufacture  of  such  cheeses 
rom  peas,  simply  because  they  would 
interfere  with  dairy  produce  ?  Now,  to 
come  to  oleomargarine — that  substance 
is  prepared  by  purifying  the  more  fusible 
parts  of  beef  suet,  and  separating  from 
it  the  less  fusible  fats  and  cellular  tissue, 
which  exists  in  all  fats.  The  product 
consists  of  true  butter  fats,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  about  5  per  cent  of  aromatic 
soluble  fats,  which  give  to  good  butter 
its  delicious  flavour.  But  tK^8»^  ^  ^^st 
cent  makes  all  tli^  ^ibffisst^^^^  -q^  ^^^jjj^^'*. 
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flavour  and  taste  between  good  oleo- 
margarine and  good  butter.  The  two 
cannot  come  into  competition  any  more 
than  inferior  American  cheeses  can  com- 
pete with  our  best  Cheddar  and  Cheshire 
cheeses.  The  American  cheeses  do  knock 
our  bad  cheeses  out  of  the  market,  and 
80  certainly  good  oleomargarine  will  and 
ought  to  drive  our  bad  qualities  of  butter 
out  of  the  market.  Much  of  the  butter 
sold  to  the  poor  is  reduced  in  nutritive 
value  by  salt  and  water,  and  readily  be- 
comes rancid.  Such  inferior  butter  ought 
to  be  substitutedby  oleomargarine,  which, 
if  carefully  prepared,  has  little  tendency 
to  rancidity.  Although  oleomargarine 
cannot  compete  with  good  butter,  yet  I 
am  sure  it  will  so  thoroughly  compete 
with  bad  butter  that  dairy  farmers  will 
be  compelled  to  improve  the  quality  of 
their  butter.  Unless  thorough  cleanli- 
ness is  observed  in  the  treatment  of  the 
milk,  in  the  churning,  and  in  the  washing 
of  the  butter,  the  aromatic  fats,  which 
give  superiority  to  good  butter,  become 
the  source  of  rancidity  to  inferior  butter, 
and  render  it  positively  unwholesome. 
But  even  when  butter  is  not  rank,  it  is 
80  often  brought  into  the  market  adul- 
terated with  8o  much  salt  and  water  that 
its  nutritive  value  is  much  deteriorated. 
Natural  butter  may  contain  from  12  to 
16  per  cent  of  water,  and  from  1  to  2 
per  cent  of  salt.  But  many  of  the  in- 
ferior butters  contain  20  to  25  per  cent 
of  water,  and  from  5  to  10  per  cent  of 
8alt.  Such  butters  are  a  fraud  upon  the 
poor,  and  are  far  inferior  in  nutritive 
value  to  weU  prepared  oleomargarine, 
which  rarely  contains  above  12  per  cent 
of  water.  It  is  with  poor  butter  of  this 
kind  that  oleomargarine  will  and  ought 
to  compete.  Bad  rancid  butters  are  quite 
as  unwholesome  as  bad  specimens  of 
rancid  oleomargarine.  Only  it  is  rare 
to  see  oleomargarine  rancid,  because  it 
is  manufactured  on  a  large  scale,  and 
with  the  care  which  large  operations 
receive  by  skilled  superintendence.  There 
are  other  butter  substitutes  called 
**  suine  "  prepared  from  the  fat  of  hogs. 
I  have  no  personal  acquaintance  with 
their  mode  of  preparation,  and  reserve 
my  opinion  in  regard  to  them.  The 
hon.  Baronet  is  afraid  they  may  contain 
trichinae ;  but  I  do  not  think  that  pro- 
bable, as  they  lodge  in  the  muscular 
and  not  in  the  fatty  tissues.  As  to  the 
relative  wholesomeness  of  eood  butter 
and  good  oleomargarine,  I  do  not  think 
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there  is   anything  to   ohoow  between 
them.    It  has  been  said  that,  as  oleo* 
margarine  is  not  heated  above  120  de- 
grees Fahrenheit,  it  may  contain  the 
germs  of  disease  in  the  animals  ;  but  80 
may  the  fats  constituting  butter  which 
have  not  been  heated  above  99  degrees 
Fahrenheit  in  the  body  of  the  cow.    So 
far  as  we  know,  when  the  fats  derived 
either  from  the  cow  or  the  ox  are  not 
rancid,  they  are  equally  wholesome.   In 
both  cases,  when  they  are  rancid,  thej 
are  equally  unwholesome.    Surely,  care- 
fully prepared  wholesome    butter  fats 
called  oleomargarine  are  much  better  to 
the  poor  at  1«.  per  lb.  than  badly  pre- 
pared and  dirty  butters  at    1«.  M,  ot 
Is.   6d,  per  lb.      How   does   the  hon. 
Baronet  propose  that  Qovemment  is  to 
carry  out  his  Hesolution?      The  law 
already  provides  that  an  article  of  food 
sold  under  a  name  to  which  it  is  not  en- 
titled is  punishable  at  law.     Oleomar- 
garine should  certainly  be  sold  as  an 
artificial  butter,  and  not  as  dairy  butter. 
But  how  are  you  to  enforce  the  law  id 
this  case,  when  the  products  of  the  cov 
and  of  the  ox  only  differ  in  five  parti 
out  of  the  100  ?    I  should  be  very  sony 
to  decide  upon  a  sample   of   artifidsl 
butter,  whether  it  was  from  the  cow  or 
the  ox.    And  when  it  is  used  for  admix* 
ture  with  dairy  butter  the  case  is  still 
more  difficult.  Very  few  chemists  would 
be  prepared  to  swear  that  a  butter  made 
half  from  the  cow  and  half  from  the  oz 
was  unquestionably  an  adulterated  u- 
ticle.     It  is  not  like  chicory  and  coffee, 
for  chicory  is  chicory  and  coffee  is  ooffw. 
But  oleomargarine  and  butter  are  prac- 
tically identical,  except  as  to  their  sonroe 
and  the  absence  of  5  per  cent  of  aro- 
matic fats,  which  probably  before  Icmg 
may  be  added  from  cocoanut   oil  or 
other  sources.    The  Hesolution  goes  on 
to  say  that  such  artificial  butters  is 
are    hurtful    or    dangerous   should  be 
prohibited  altogether.     Certainly  rancid 
oleomargarine  is  a  nasty  and  hurtftd 
compound;  but  not  any  more  so  thin 
nasty  and  rancid  butter  which  abounds 
in  many  markets.     Both  are  unfit  for 
human  food,   although  both    may  be 
purified  by  well  known  processes.    The 
farmer  has  a  much  better  method  thsn 
legislation  to  protect  his  dairy  produce 
from  cheap  substitutes  for  butter.    Let 
him  cultivate  improved  methods  of  pr^" 
paration,  strict  cleanliness,  efficient  waeh- 
iDg  of  the  butter,  and  fair  treatment 
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Let  him  Bend  saoh  butters  to  the  market 
without  being  laden  with  salt  and  water 
to  increase  the  weight ;  and  his  superior 
and  well  flavoured  butter,  with  little 
tendency  to  rancidity,  will  keep  its  own 
position  in  the  markets  in  spite  of  the 
equally  salubrious  but  less  well  fla- 
voured oleomargarine,  which  will  cer- 
tainly drive  bad  butters  out  of  the  field, 
but  cannot  compete  with  really  good 
butters. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  thought  the 
House  had  been  rather  carried  away 
&om  the  question.  The  Eesolution  of 
his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell) 
was  to  the  effect  that  it  was  desirable 
that  such  steps  should  be  taken  by  the 
Legislature  ^as  would  insure,  as  far  [as 
possible,  that  spurious  compounds  re- 
aemblingbuttershould  only  be  sold  under 
distinctive  names.  That  it  did  not  ap- 
pear to  him  (Yiscount  Folkestone)  would 
oe  a  very  difficult  thing  to  do.  They  had 
been  informed  'that  there  were  Acts 
which  provided  for  that  necessity ;  but 
those  Acts  did  not  do  what  was  required 
in  that  direction.  The  Eesolution  went 
on  to  say  that  the  importation  and  sale 
of  those  compounds  which  were  injurious 
to  health  should  be  prohibited  altogether. 
It  was  all  very  well  to  say  that  good 
oleomargarine,  or  whatever  it  miffht  be, 
was  as  good  or  better  than  bad  butter ; 
but  that  was  not  the  question  before  the 
House.  The  question  was  this — that 
the  butterman  or  the  shopkeeper  who 
sold  oleomargarine  or  butterine  in  place 
of  butter  should  call  it  by  a  distinc- 
tive name,  and  not  sell  it  as  butter. 
His  hon.  Friend  who  brought  this  Mo- 
tion before  the  House  said  he  did  so  in 
favour  of  the  consumers,  and  he  put 
aside  the  agriculturists  altogether.  His 
hon.  Friend,  he  (Viscount  Folkestone) 
thought,  was  right  in  doing  so ;  but  this 
question  was  of  very  great  interest  to 
uie  producer  of  butter.  What  was  hap- 
penmg  now  in  England?  On  account  of 
bad  seasons,  bad  weather,  and  for  other 
reasons  the  agricultural  interest  was  at 
a  very  low  ebb.  It  was  a  curious  fact 
that  in  the  last  few  years  a  vast  quantity 
of  arable  land  in  this  country  had  been 
turned  into  pasture,  for,  in  1879,  there 
were  about  30,000  acres  more  ofperma- 
nent  pasture  than  in  1878.  He  pre- 
Bumedthat  had  been  done  for  the  purpose 
of  growing  cattle  and  cows,  and  of  maidng 
butter  and  cheese,  and  iHX>ducing  milk, 
and  beef;  and  mutton.    He  did  not  be- 


lieve that  the  increase  of  butter  making 
corresponded  with  the  increase  of  per- 
manent pasture.  He  believed,  on  the 
contrary,  that  the  making  of  butter  had 
decreased  in  this  country.  But  what 
was  the  reason  for  that  decrease  ?  He 
thought  we  might  fairly  say  that  one 
reason,  at  any  rate,  was  the  importation 
of  butter,  and  butter  substitutes  that 
were  sold  as  butter,  which  made  it  im- 
possible for  any  agriculturist  to  compete 
with  the  foreign  market.  The  Beport 
of  Mr.  Bateman,  of  the  Statistical  De- 
partment of  the  Board  of  Trade,  said  it 
was  almost  impossible  to  obtain  accurate 
figures  of  oleomargarine  and  butterine ; 
but  it  appeared  that  the  present  produc- 
tion of  ^eomargarine  and  butterine  in 
the  Eastern  States  was,  at  any  rate, 
nearly  1 0,000,000  lbs.  per  annum.  The 
increase  of  the  production  of  oleomar- 
garine, in  the  past  year,  was  owing  to 
the  higher  price  of  natural  butter.  By 
the  supply  of  the  market  with  these  spu- 
rious substances,  the  manufacture  of  real 
butter  was  being  gradually  driven  out.  A 
cry  of  Protection  had  been  raised  against 
the  Eesolution  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford  (Mr.  Arnold) ;  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, though  intimating  his  intention  to 
oppose  the  Eesolution,  really  used  words 
which  supported  it.  He  acknowledged 
the  public  needed  protection,  and  that 
was  exactly  what  the  Eesolution  pro- 
posed. He  (Viscount  Folkestone)  claimed 
the  support  of  the  Qovemment  for  butter 
against  oleomargeirine  and  other  com- 
pounds like  butter  in  appearance — 'tis 
grease — but  living  grease  no  more.  In 
conclusion,  he  would  only  say  that  the 
majority  of  the  speeches  that  evening 
had  been  in  favour  of  the  Eesolution, 
which,  he  could  truly  assert,  was  in  the 
interest  of  the  consimier,  as  much  as  of 
the  producer,  inasmuch  as  it  left  him 
free  to  buy,  according  to  his  taste,  either 
good  butter  or  the  adulterated  article. 

Mb.  OHAMBEELAIN  thought  that, 
except  on  a  few  points,  it  was  not  ne- 
cessary for  him  to  supplement  the  in- 
teresting and  conclusive  speech  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Lyon  Playfair). 
The  hon.  Baronet  who  had  moved  the 
Eesolution  wished  to  avoid  any  impres- 
sion of  seeking  to  re-introduce  Protec- 
tion, and  was  animated  by  a  desire  to 
protect  the  consumers  of  the  country 
against  deleterious  products,  which  were 
being  forced  upon  them.  With.Q.^a^>?5^*^icss8k 
least  doubting  hia  ^^^  \«:i^>  "^^  ^^^ 

8  2 


519 


Butter 


fOOMMONS)        {Spurioui  CmpmUU).     5fi0 


say  it  was  somewhat  carious  to  find 
assurances  of  this  nature  coming  from 
those  who  represented  the  proaucers. 
Within  the  last  few  days  there  had  been 
two  or  three  questions  raised,  all  from 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  all  running 
in  the  same  direction.     There  was  a 
Motion  that,  if  accepted,   would    have 
led  to  the  absolute  prohibition  of  all 
imports  of  live  cattle;  and  there  had 
been  questions  put  pointing  in  the  direc- 
tion of  absolute  prohibition  of  all  pork 
from  the  United  States,  and  nowhere 
was  another  proposal  which  would  lead 
to  the  absolute  prohibition  of  butter  im- 
ports from  foreign  countries.     How  en- 
ormous was  the  trade  with  which  it  was 
E reposed  to  interfere  might  be  gathered 
rom  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
himself  that  11, 000, 000  lbs.  of  dairy  pro- 
duce were  annually  imported  into  this 
country.     Well,  that  showed  the  enor- 
mous importance  of  the  trade  with  which 
he  proposed  to  make  so  g^eat  an  inter- 
ference ;  and  though  he  declared  he  was 
BO  much  interested  in  the  consumer,  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  just  spoken  contem- 
plated with  some  alarm  the  e£fect  these 
S reductions  would  have  on  farming  in- 
ustry.    Well,  he  could  not  help  tmnk- 
ing  that  he  and  his  constituents  were 
alarmed  without  reason.     There  was  not 
the  slightest  proof  that  these  things  had 
any  effect  in  lowering  the  price  of  butter. 
At  present,  probably  the  price  of  good 
batter  was  m^her  than  it  had  ever  been 
before;  and  if  the  price  was  the  only 
stimulus  required  for  the  production  of 
good  butter  that  stimulus  existed.  Now, 
as  to  the  nature  of  the  foreign  butter 
products,   although    the  hon.   Baronet 
had  ffiven  an  almost  thrilling  account  of 
the  dangers  he  apprehended,  there  was 
no  evidence  of  any  real  danger  from 
their  use.     The  hon.  Baronet  seemed  to 
rely  chiefly  on  a  caricature  he   exhi- 
bited contrasting  the  artificial  with  the 
natural  production.    Mr.  Bateman,  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  had  shown  that, 
as  regarded  oleomargarine,  it  was,  at 
least,   as  wholesome  as  butter  itself ; 
but,  of  coarse,  as  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  said,  the  product  was  unwholesome 
when  bad,  just  as  bad  butter  was  un- 
wholesome.    Mr.  Bateman  said  he  had 
visited  the  manufactory  of  the  largest 
Oompany  for  the  manufacture  of  the 
article  rather  late  in  the  afternoon,  so 
as  to  see  the  premises  in  their  least  at- 
tractive aspect,  when  the  day's  work  was 
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over.  Beyond  the  floor  being  very  dip- 
pery  in  places  where  oil  was  spillea, 
there  was  nothing  to  disgost  the  eye, 
and  all  possible  care  was  given  to  the 
cleanliness  of  the  plant  and  manufacture. 
Scientific  witnesses  had  given  evidence 
in  its  favour  in  the  United  States,  where, 
by  the  way,  the  competition  of  this  ma- 
terial with  butter  had  been  felt  as  keenly 
as  in  our  own  country.  In  reply  to  an 
application  of  the  Health  Department  of 
New  York  Oity,  Professor  Chandler  had 
said — 

"  I  have  satiefied  myself  that  it  is  quite  as 
valuable  as  butter  from  the  cow.  The  material 
is  fresh  suet ;  the  processes  of  manufacture  ars 
harmless,  and  are  conducted  with  great  deanli* 
ness." 

An  official  Beport  had  also  been  made 
to  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  New 
York  that  ''  there  was  no  objection  to 
the  manufacture  and  sale  of  this  sub- 
stance."   He  could  quote  many  more 
passages  to  the  same  effect,  all  of  them 
conclusively  proving  the  wholesomeneoi 
and  utilitjr[of  good  oleomargarine,  and 
it  would  be  most  unjustifiable  to  inter- 
fere with  the  importation  of  this  artide 
of  food  of  so  great  importance.  Another 
matter  which  had  been  referred  to  was 
the  substance  known  as  ''  suine,"  which 
was  made  from  the  lard  of  pigs  instead 
of  from  the  suet  of  oxen.     Tne  special 
danger  supposed  to  attach  to  pork  arose 
from  the  presence  of  a  parasite  in  the 
muscles  of  the  animal,  and  not  in  the 
fat.    At  the  present  time  hog^s  lard  was 
an  article  of  common  food  to  laim  num- 
bers of  the  working  classes,  and  sold  as 
hog's  lard,  and  not  as  butter.    In  the 
poorer  parts  of  Birmingham,   and  in 
many  of  the  districts  around,  there  were 
poor  people  who  never  saw  butter  on 
their  tables  from  one  year's  end  to  an- 
other. They  found  hog's  lard  a  goodsab- 
stitute,  and  bread  covered  with  hog's  lard 
was  common  food  at  every  meal.    Were 
they  to  prohibit  the  importation  of  lard 
of  all  descriptions?  ["No,  no!"]  But 
the  hon.  Baronet  proposed  to  prohibit 
the  import  of  these  articles  that  were 
injurious.   [Sir  Herbebt  Maxwell  :  As 
butter? J    Ab  articles  of  food.    He  stated 
that  sume  was  only  hog's  lard  under 
another  name ;  but  was  it  injurious  as 
food  ?    It  would  be  monstrous  to  pro- 
hibit this  artide  of  food  so  largely  con- 
sumed without  much  more  conn>lete  evi- 
dence than  had  been  offered.    There  wai 
another  substance  referred  to — butter  oa 
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a  Boapstone  basis.  If  the  hon.  Member 
was  of  opinion  that  the  Americans  were 
able  to  manufacture  butter  out  of  stone 
he  would  find  himself  mistaken.  As  he 
understood  it,  soapstone  or  steatite,  a 
very  heavy  substance,  was  used  to  adul- 
terate butter,  and  to  add  to  its  weight. 
To  a  certain  quantity  of  genuine  butter 
a  certain  quantity  of  this  substance  was 
added  entirely  for  the  purposes  of  fraud. 
This  was  neither  less  nor  more  than  akin 
to  the  practice  which  was  adopted  in  this 
country  of  sanding  the  sugar,  and  it  was 
carried  out  precisely  for  the  same  pur- 
pose. But  it  was  not  true  that  soap- 
stone  was  in  any  way  injurious  to  health. 
It  was,  no  doubt,  a  fraud  to  pass  it  off  as 
butter ;  but  Professor  Church  informed 
him  that  if  they  were  going  to  eat  mi- 
nerals at  all  they  might  as  well  eat  soap- 
stone  as  anything  else,  and  they  would 
not  suffer  any  bad  consequences  from  it. 
However,  the  fraud  on  the  purchaser 
was  admitted;  but  it  should  not  be 
forgotten  that  on  that  subject  they 
had  already  very  stringent  laws.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Salford  (Mr.  Arthur 
Arnold)  raised  a  rather  different  issue, 
and  seemed  inclined  to  turn  the  tables 
upon  the  agriculturists,  and  assumed 
that  there  was  as  much  adultera- 
tion with  the  natural  as  the  artificial 
butter,  by  reason  of  there  being  no  such 
power  of  seizing  butter  bought  for  food, 
as  was  the  case  with  milk,  meat,  and 
other  articles  of  food.  He  had  spoken 
of  what  was  an  undoubted  defect  in  the 
law,  the  omission  of  butter  in  the  Public 
Health  Act,  as  an  oversight ;  and  when- 
ever that  Act  came  up  for  consideration 
that  omission  would  probably  be  sup- 
plied ;  but  the  hon  Member  referred  to 
rancid  butter,  which,  though  unfit  for 
food,  was  still  butter,  and  could  not 
be  the  subject .  of  prosecution  as  an 
adulteration ;  but  the  Sale  of  Food 
and  Drugs  Act  gave  every  protec- 
tion. Section  30  prohibited  any  person 
from  mixing  injurious  ingrediento  with 
any  article  of  food  with  the  intent  to  sell 
under  a  liability  of  £50  for  the  first 
offence,  and  subsequently  he  would  be 
liable  to  be  convicted  of  a  misdemeanour, 
and  to  a  punishment  of  six  months'  hard 
labour.  By  the  6th  section,  if  anything 
was  sold  to  the  prejudice  of  a  purchaser 
which  was  not  of  the  proper  substance 
and  quality,  the  vendor  was  made  liable 
to  a  fine  of  £20.  He  thouffht  the  sub- 
ject more  properly  belonged  to  his  right 


hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board.  But  from  what  he 
personally  knew,  he  believed  the  Act 
had  proved  efficient  when  properly  put 
in  force.  There  was  thus  power  to 
punish  fraud  in  such  cases.  He  thought, 
therefore,  with  reference  to  the  first 
point  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Baronet — 
namely,  that  such  compounds  as  were 
harmless  should  only  be  sold  under 
their  proper  names — sufficient  security 
already  existed.  With  reference  to  the- 
second  question,  which  concerned  im- 
portation and  sale,  he  would  say,  in  the 
first  place,  that  it  was  not  proved  to  the 
satisfaction  of  any  reasonable  person 
that  any  of  the  compounds  in  question 
were  dangerous  to  health.  There  was 
no  evidence  to  that  effect ;  secondly,  the 
compulsory  examination  of  those  articles 
at  the  Custom  House,  in  order  to  deter- 
mine their  character,  could  hardly  be 
carried  out,  as  they  were  of  a  perishable 
character ;  and  to  insist  on  such  an  ex- 
amination would  amount  to  the  prohi- 
bition of  the  importation  of  foreign 
butter.  Such  a  measure  would  really 
be  prohibitive ;  and  its  effect  would  be 
to  raise  the  price  of  an  article  of  daily 
universal  consumption.  He  could  not, 
therefore,  support  the  Besolution  of  the 
hon.  Baronet. 

Mb.  pell  said,  he  had  hoped  that 
some  suggestive  comments  would  have 
been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  subject  before  the  House.  But 
it  appeared  that  in  the  Hetums  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  those  articles  were  not 
tabulated,  and  no  satisfactory  entry  was 
made  of  the  large  importation  of  but- 
terine  and  oleomargarine.  He  trusted 
steps  would  be  taken  to  tabulate  those 
substances.  He  thought  it  was  hardly 
fair  to  insinuate  that  his  hon.  Friend 
intended  his  Motion  to  be  of  a  protec- 
tive character.  His  hon.  Friend  knew, 
as  everybody  knew,  that  an  attempt  of 
the  kind  would  be  utterly  hopeless.  He 
would  advise  his  hon.  Friend  to  make  an 
alteration  in  his  Besolution  by  leaving 
out  the  last  two  lines,  which  referred  to 
the  importation  of  these  articles.  He 
would  be  sorry  to  prevent  the  importa- 
tion of  all  articles  that  were  dangerous 
to  health.  In  that  case  many  kinds  of 
dyes,  drugs,  and  medicines  would  be 
excluded.  He  would  say  one  word  on 
behalf  of  butterine.  When  he  was  in 
America,  he  had  visited  a.  'o^^NKss&stfSvRrc^ 
of  butterine.    It  ^wSSi.\^w^^'^^''^s^ 
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possible  to  distinguish  the  difiFerent  pro- 
cesses— all  of  which  were  perfectly  open 
to  the  inspection  of  anyone — from  those 
carried  on  in  the  case  of  real  butter.  The 
compound  consisted  of  45  per  cent  of 
cream,  and  55  per  cent  of  animal  fat.  It 
was,  after  mixture,  churned,  made  up  into 
pounds,  stamped,  and  sold  as  butterine. 
It  was  sold  under  its  proper  name,  and 
was  very  popular  among  the  people ; 
and  when  the  price  of  butter  fell  ruin- 
ously in  America  towards  the  close  of 
1879,  butterine  maintained  its  price  of 
22  cents — lid,  a  pound.  He  should  be 
sorry  to  see  that  excellent  article  ex- 
cluded from  the  English  market.  As 
to  chemical  examinations,  no  analysis 
would  be  really  efficient  where  the  dif- 
ferences were  so  subtle.  If  a  chemist 
were  to  take  a  pound  of  his  flesh  and 
analyze  it,  and  then  take  and  analyze 
a  pound  of  the  flesh  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford,  no  such  difference  would 
probably  be  detected  as  to  indicate  that 
one  was  a  Tory  and  the  other  a  Liberal. 
He  hoped  that  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  would  see  his  way  to- 
wards practically  giving  effect  to  the 
purpose  of  the  Eesolution,  and  that  his 
hon.  Friend  would  agree  to  the  modifi- 
cation which  he  had  suggested. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  accede  to  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Leicester- 
shire (Mr.  Pell).  He  did  not  wonder 
that  the  Government  had  some  suspicion 
of  Protectionist  tendency  in  the  Motion ; 
but  he  did  not  think  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  any  purpose  of  the  kind  in  his  mind. 
The  subject  was  one  of  great  interest  to 
Irish  Members,  as  butter  was  a  main 
staple  of  industry  in  that  country,  espe- 
cially in  the  South.  The  value  of  the 
butter  passing  through  the  Cork  market 
equalled  the  value  of  all  the  butter  and 
butterine  which,  according  to  the  state- 
ments made  in  the  debate,  were  exported 
from  New  York.  In  that  part  of  Ire- 
land the  making  of  butter  was  an  exten- 
sive domestic  manufacture,  and  employed 
a  class  of  people  who  would  otherwise 
not  be  employed.  If  the  Mover  of  the 
Resolution  acceded  to  the  suggestion 
which  had  been  made,  and  omitted  all 
reference  to  prohibition,  he  hoped  it 
would  be  accepted  by  the  Government. 
Everything  should  be  sold  for  what  it 
was,  and  not  for  what  it  was  not.  He 
knew  that  in  England  a  large  quantity 
of  butterine  was  being  sold  as  butter, 
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and  that  was  a  fraud  on  the  oonsmner. 
It  was  all  very  well  to  say  that  then 
were  certain  clauses  in  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment under  which  this  might  be  pre- 
vented ;  the  question  was  why  thejwere 
not  enforced,  and  why  there  was  not 
machinery  for  detecting  the  fraud  on 
the  consumers  ?  Chemists  might  find  it 
difficult  to  distinguish  between  natural 
and  artificial  butter;  but  there  wero 
experts  who  could  do  it  without  hesita- 
tion. He  had  not  the  slightest  fear  of 
American  competition.  It  had  been 
beneficial  in  cheapening  food  when 
prices  were  becoming  exorbitant;  hut, 
still,  he  always  told  his  constituents  that 
if  they  would  produce  the  best  butter, 
and  the  best  beef  and  mutton,  thc^ 
could  hold  their  own.  In  this  competi- 
tion, however,  people  should  be  able  to 
know  exactly  what  they  were  bujring. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  lie 
thought  that  the  Mover  and  the  debate 
had  scarcely  been  treated  with  faimesi 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  who  imported 
into  it  the  suggestion  of  Protection,  whidi 
was  not  justified  by  the  facts.  The  rtgkt 
hon.  Gentleman  had  pointed  to  the  we 
of  Food  and  Drugs  Act  as  containing 
stringent  provisions,  which  were  effectife 
so  far  as  they  enabled  the  consumer  to 
require  that  the  retailer  should  ffuaraatee 
the  genuineness  of  what  he  sold  subjeet 
to  penalties.  It  would  be  an  additional 
sa&guard  to  the  public  if  the  erstem 
could  be  more  widely  recogpuized  and 
adopted,  and  if  care  could  be  taken  that 
in  wholesale  importation  oleomargarine 
and  butterine  snould  not  be  admitted 
under  the  name  of  butter. 

Mb.  CHAMBEELAIN:  But  the  Re- 
solution asks  us  to  prohibit  importation 
altogether. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  replied,  that 
all  he  wished  was  that  only  those  axtielei 
should  be  prohibited  which  were  in* 
juriousto  health.  He  did  not  say  that 
oleomargarine  was  injurious  to  health; 
what  he  said  was  that  it  should  not  be 
sold  as  butter.  He  could  not  see  why 
Government  should  hesitate  to  accept 
the  Hesolution.  These  articles  should 
not  be  imported  with  a  view  to  defraud* 
ing  and  iniposing  upon  the  public. 

Mk.  pell  said,  he  should  desire  to 
move  an  Amendment  to  the  Beaolutioa 
when  he  was  in  Order. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  Beeolution 
was  an  Amendment,  and  if  the  Ebuse 
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coDBdntedtoita  being  withdrawn,  another 
could  be  moTed. 

Mb.  A8HMEAD-BABTLETT  eaid, 
that  the  country  was  under  a  consi- 
derable obligation  to  the  faon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Herbert  Maswell)  who  had  brought 
forward  the  Resolution.  The  subject 
wag  one  of  deep  interest  to  two  important 
sections  of  the  cooiniunity.  It  cloself 
affected  the  great  dairy  farming  inte- 
rest, which  must,  together  with  that  of 
market  gardening,  greatly  derolop  in 
this  country  as  the  production  of  com 
decreased.  It  was  also  of  vital  impor- 
tance to  the  whole  of  the  labouring 
claases.  They  were,  as  it  had  already 
been  clearly  shown,  serionsly  injured 
in  two  ways  by  the  pernicious  compounds 
which  were  sold  under  the  name  of  but- 
ter. In  the  first  place,  they  paid  a  price 
for  these  articles  which  was  two  or  three 
times  their  worth,  because  they  ima- 
^ned  they  were  purchasing  butter ;  and, 
in  the  second  place,  they 'and  their  fami- 
lies were  injured  in  health  by  the  effects 
of  the  deleterious  sabstances.  The  Oo- 
Temment  wore  asked  to  take  a  very 
simple  and  neoeaaary  step — namely,  to 
cause  all  such  manu&ctured  compounds 
that  were  not  butter  to  be  sold  under 
their  proper  names,  and  to  prohibit  the 
sale  of  suine  and  soapstone,  which  were 
pernicious  to  health.  But  this  the  Pre- 
rident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain), most  uureasonably,  refused  to 
do.  In  opposing  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wigtownshire,  the  Qo- 
vernment  had  acted  as  they  generally 
did  in  their  foreign  policy — as  the  &iends 
of  every  country  but  their  own. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divtdtd :— Ayes  75 ;  Noes 
59:  Majority  16.— (Div.  Liat,  No.  177.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

TECHNICAL  EDUCATION. 
OBSEBVATIOKB. 

Mr.  ANDEfiSON,  who  had  the  fol- 
lowing Notice  of  Motion  on  the  Paper, 
which  the  Forms  of  the  House  pre- 
vented him  from  moving — namely  : — 

■'  That,  in  the  opinion  of  thi*  Houm,  a  Boyal 
Commiuiun  to  visit  the  Technicftl  and  Agricul- 
tural HchDoU  of  France,  Belguim,  (l«xtaaaj, 
acd  Switzerland,  and  to  report  apon  them, 
would  be  of  greet  benefit  in  bringing  before 
rarliamont  aM  tho  Country,  in  the  aocMdiied 


form  of  a  Blae  Book,  the  great  advantages  the 
industrieg  of  these  Countries  are  deriving  from 
such  schools,  and  thiLt  tho  House  pray  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  Appoint  such  a  ComnuBsion," 

said,  the  House  would  recognize  that 
they  bad  already  had  a  very  excellent 
illustration  of  technical  education  in  the 
speech  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
(Mr.  Lyon  Playfair).  He  was  very 
sorry  that  he  was  not  able  to  give  the 
House  anything  half  so  interesting;  but 
he  wished  to  bring  forward  this  question 
of  technical  education — one  in  which  our 
country  was  very  greatly  interested.,  and 
in  which  its  prosperity  was  very  greatly 
concerned.  The  idea  underlying  it  was 
that  every  career  required  some  special 
training — that  it  ought  to  get  whatever 
amount  of  knowledge  and  of  science, 
wiiatever  was  best  fitted  to  develop  its 
utmost  capabilities  in  every  way,  so  that 
it  might  oe  able  to  do  the  very  best 
work  that  was  attainable.  In  the  old 
time  that  was  recognized  aa  regarded 
our  learned  Professions ;  but  not  in 
others.  As  regarded  industrial  art  it 
was  not  recognized.  Those  educated  like 
himself  in  the  pre-soientific  era  got  & 
classical  education  or  nothiQg  at  alT  It 
waa  supposed  in  those  days  that  a  olassi- 
cal  education  was  that  which  fitted  any- 
body, and  that  if  that  did  not  succeed 
in  bringing  out  a  young  man's  brains 
nothing  else  would  do  it.  It  was  effec- 
tual in  cultivating  a  great  many  splendid 
intellects,  no  doubt ;  it  produced  a  great 
many  scholars,  but  also  a  marvellous 
crop  of  dunces ;  and  the  strange  thing 
waa  that  a  great  many  of  those  who  in 
youth  were  pronounced  dunces  at  the 
school  turned  out  to  be  the  most  capable 
men  in  the  practical  business  of  life. 
No  doubt,  that  largely  occurred  through 
the  fact  that  the  proper  chord  was  never 
struck — that  the  right  education  never 
was  given  them  to  develop  the  intel- 
lect Uiat  was  waiting  to  be  developed. 
Well,  we  were  now  finding  out  our  de- 
ficiencies in  tttis  matter,  but  we  were 
finding  them  out  very  slowly ;  whereas 
other  counties  found  out  their  deficien- 
cies much  quicker  than  we  had  done, 
and  did  a  great  deal  more  to  remedy 
them.  Our  education  was  still,  to  a 
large  extent,  classical.  We  had  our 
primary  schools,  our  secondary  schools, 
and  our  Universities ;  but  the  latter 
were  all  more  or  less  classical,  and  the 
result  was  that  young  men  i 
business  life  picfo^Mv-j  ioRiv**^  "^ 
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the  primary  school  and  got  very  little 
other  education  whatever.  In  conse- 
quunce  we  found  our  business  marts 
overrun  with  mercantile  men  from 
foreign  countries  cutting  us  out  of  our 
own  trades,  and  that  foreign  goods  were 
beating  ours  not  only  in  the  foreign 
markets,  but  also  in  our  own.  We  had 
foreign  engineers,  foreign  draughtsmen, 
foreign  designers,  foreign  foremen  in  our 
factories;  and,  on  inquiring  the  reason, 
"we  were  forced  to  the  conclusion  that, 
"whatever  the  subsidiary  causes,  the  ^eat 
cause  was  the  superior  technical  educa- 
tion that  was  given  in  those  other  coun- 
tries— France,  Germany,  Belgium,  Swit- 
zerland, Austria,  and  America.  What- 
ever difference  in  detail  there  might  be 
in  these  countries,  they  all  had  this 
thing  in  common — they  recognized  the 
necessity  of  a  sound,  primary  education 
as  the  substratum  for  technical  education 
to  be  built  upon.  Those  intended  for  the 
learned  Professions  went  to  g}'mnasiums 
and  Universities ;  those  for  ])ractical  life 
went  to  practical  schools.  The  training 
of  a  young  man  in  this  country  for  busi- 
ness life  was  to  send  him  to  sweep  out 
the  office.  That  was  the  first  beginning 
of  every  business  man,  and  it  was  sup- 
posed that  there  was  a  groat  deal  of 
virtue  in  that  training;  but,  in  reality, 
he  was  left  to  pick  up  a  training  in  any 
way  he  could.  In  Germany,  a  boy  would 
CO  to  a  technical  middle  school,  where 
he  would  learn  all  the  arts  and  sciences 
bearing  on  the  various  trades,  probably 
also  to  a  trade  school,  where  the  pro- 
cesses to  manipulative  skill  were  taught, 
and  then  to  the  Polytechnic,  where  the 
highest  science  bearing  on  the  indus- 
tries were  taught.  Thus  the  Continental 
schools  played  into  each  other  and  formed 
a  system.  There  was  nothing  of  that 
kind  in  this  country ;  but  he  believed  we 
should  have  to  adopt  that  system.  In 
France  and  Belgium,  which  were  re- 
markable fur  manipulative  skill,  that 
had  been  promoted  by  the  schools ;  and 
in  France  tliero  was  one  school  contain- 
ing about  1,000  boys  who  wore  learning 
carpentry,  carving,  gilding,  engraving, 
clock  and  watch  making,  and  the  making 
of  mechanical  and  philosophical  instru- 
ments. In  that  way,  tho  French  were 
able  to  beat  this  country  in  all  those 
articles.  Manual  dexterity  and  handi- 
craft skill  were  greatly  in  need  of  en- 
couragement in  this  country.  We  had 
gone  in  too  much  for  cheapness  at  the 

Mr.  Anderson 


cost  of  quality,  and  that  had  tended  very 
much  to  degrade  our  handicraft  akilL 
The  sub-division  of  labour  had,  perhaps, 
also  had  the  same  effect.    If  a  boy  was 
always  set  to  one  kind  of  work,  he  might 
attain  great  skill  in  that ;  but  he  would  not 
becomegenerally  a  skilled  workman.  The 
action  of  trades'  unions  also  had  aome- 
thing  to  do  with  it.  They  had  promoted 
average  wages.    Average  wag^  meant 
an  average  of  work,   and   average  of 
work  did  not  mean  excellence  of  woik, 
but  generally  mediocrity  of  work.    The 
breaking  down  of  the  apprentice  Bystem 
also  tended  to  degrade  handicraft  ddlL 
A  boy  no  longer,  as  in  the  old  time, 
went  to  a  master  who  employed  fev 
hands  and  superintended  all  the  work 
himself,  so  that  the  apprentice  ooold 
become  an  excellent  workman.    Nov 
he  was,  as  a  rule,  sent  to  a  large  flaotoxy, 
where  there  was  no  such  supervisioii, 
and  he  was  left  to  pick  up  his  skill  u 
best  he  could.    When  he  got  out  of  hie 
apprenticeship  he  receivea  the  average 
wage ;  but  there  was  nothing  in  that  to 
encourage  excellence  of  work.     Another 
cause  was  the  absence  of  craftsmanehip 
from  our  educational    training.     Boje 
were  scorned  for  having  soiled  hanoi^ 
and  they  thought  it  more  genteel  to  sell 
tea,  or  copy  letters,  or  anything  of  that 
kind,  than  to  follow  a  mechanical  em* 
ployment,  although  the  latter  required 
three  times  as  much  brain  as  the  other 
pursuits  did.     He  should  like  to  see 
that  superstition  in  favour  of  genteel 
employment  exploded.    He  believed  it 
was  an  open  secret  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, for  instance,  felt  more  pleasure 
when  he  was  attacking  a  tree  with  his 
axe  than  in  leading  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons  or  in  translating  Homer.    Men- 
tioning two  or  three  instances  of  landed 
proprietors  taking  pleasure   in  handi- 
craft pursuits,  the  hon.  Oentleman  sag- 
gestea  the  creation  of  degrees  in  our 
schools  for  such  skill,  the  acquisition  of 
which  should    entitle    the    bearers  to 
higher  wages  than  those  who  had  no 
degrees.      In  that    way,    he  thought, 
British  work  might  yet  ag^ain  assert  its 
supremacy  over  the  world — a  supremacy 
it  had  unfortunatelv  lost,  lost  at  leait 
for  a  time.     On  tnis  point  he  would 
appeal  to  the  Oharrman  of  Committees 
(Mr.  Lyon  Playfair),  who  went  to  the 
Paris  Exhibition  of  1867  to  investigate 
everything   there.    He    reported  that 
there  was  a  singular  aooordance  of  op-. 
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.nion  that  our  oountry  had  shown  little 
inventiveness,  and  had  made  little  pro- 
gross  in  the  peaceful  arts  and  industry 
since  1862,  and  that  out  of  90  classes 
there  were  sc«m;ely  a  dozen  in  which  pre- 
eminence was  unhesitatingly  awarded  to 
us.  The  one  cause  upon  which  there 
was  the  most  unanimity  of  conviction 
was  that  France,  Prussia,  Austria,  Bel- 
gium, and  Switzerland  possessed  systems 
of  industrial  education  for  the  masters 
and  managers  of  factories  and  of  work- 
shops, while  England  possessed  none. 
In  1878  there  was  another  Exhibition 
in  Paris,  and  the  same  inferiority  of 
British  work  was  shown.  A  deputation 
from  the  Bradford  School  of  Arts  went 
over,  and  they  were  obliged  to  confess 
that  the  result  of  the  training  workmen 
received  in  foreign  countries  was  such 
that  we  were  defeated  on  all  hands.  A 
short  time  ago  he  was  in  one  of  the 
largest  shipbuilding  establishments  on 
the  Clyde,  and  in  one  of  the  depart- 
ments he  saw  a  large  number  of  Ame- 
rican-made machines,  which  they  said 
they  could  buy  one-fourth  cheaper  than 
in  this  country.  That  meant  that  the 
American  machine  maker  was  able  to 
come  to  this  country,  buy  our  steel  or 
iron,  carry  them  across  the  water,  pay 
33  per  cent  for  bringing  them  into 
America,  pay  higher  wages,  and  car- 
riage back  to  this  country,  and  yet  un- 
dersell our  manufacturers.  He  had 
gone  into  different  shops  to  inquire  the 
price  of  articles,  and  on  one  occasion  he 
saw  a  beautifully  worked  steel-barrelled 
gun,  which,  if  manufactured  in  England, 
would  cost  £12,  but  which  could  be 
made  at  Liege  to  sell  for  £4.  If  it  were 
asked  why  America  and  Belgium  were 
able  to  make  things  so  much  .cheaper 
than  Engfland,  the  explanation  would 
be  found  in  the  fact  that  those  two 
countries  had  very  liberal  Patent  Laws, 
while  we  had  not.  They  were  thus  able 
to  obtain  all  the  best  appliances  in  the 
world  for  their  manufactures,  and  we 
could  not.  Another  reason  was  that 
they  possessed  an  excellent  technical 
system  of  education,  which  we  did  not. 
With  a  view  to  showing  that  our  im- 
ports of  manufactures  were  diminishing 
enormously  in  those  very  articles  which 
technical  education  would  improve, 
while,  at  the  same  time,  our  imports 
of  the  same  articles  were  increasing, 
the  hon.  Member  selected,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  contrast,  the  years  1872  and 


1879,  observing,  in  anticipation  of  an 
objection  that  he  had  selected  a  year  of 
depression,  that  as  he  quoted  both  ex- 
ports and  imports  that  circumstance  did 
not  affect  the  case.  From  1872  to  1879 
our  exports  of  British  products  decreased 
from  £256,257,000  to  £191,531,000,  or 
not  less  than  25  per  cent.  But  the 
figures,  which  would  best  prove  his 
case,  were  these — 

Cotton  manufactures  exported — 

1872     ..         ..     £63,466,000 

1879     ..         ..       61,867,000 

A  decrease  of  18  per  cent. 

Woollen  manufactures — 

1872     ..         ..    £32,383,000 

1879     ..         ..       16,871,000 

Decrease,  61  per  cent. 

Silk  manufactures — 

1872     ..         ..      £2,190,000 

1879     ..         ..         1,697,000 

Decrease,  23  per  cent. 

Glass  manufactures — 

1872     ..         ..       £1,122,000 

1879     ..         ..  783,000 

Decrease,  30  per  cent. 

Iron  manufactures  (excluding  bars  and  pigs, 
and  ordinary  block  material — 

1872     ..         ..     £13,696,000 

1879     ..         ..       11,400,000 

Decrease,  16  per  cent. 

The  aggregate  result  of  these  articles  was — 

1872     ..         ..£112,769,000 

1879     ..         ..       81,608,000 

Decrease,  28  per  cent. 

Then,  as  to  the  imports,  the  figures  were 
theso— 

Cotton  manufactures — 

1872     ..         ..       £1,489,000 

1879     ..         ..         2,286,000 

Increase,  64  per  cent. 

Woollen  goods — 

1872     ..         ..       £4,038,000 

1879     ..         ..         6,637,000 

Increase,  40  per  cent. 

Silk  goods — 

1872     ..         ..       £9,429,000 

1879     ..         ..       12,841,000 

Increase,  36  per  cent. 

Glass  goods — 

1872     ..         ..      £1,206,000 
1879     ..         ..         1,674,000 
Increase,  30  per  cent. 
Iron — 

1872     ..         ..         £168,000 

1879     ..         ..      £1,721,000 

Increase,  49  per  cent. 

The  aggregate  results  were — 

1872     ..         ..     £17,321,000 

1879     ..         ..       24,062,000 

Increase,  £6,740,000,  or  39  per  cent. 

Thus  it  appeared  that  not  only  foreigners, 
but  our  own  people,  were  becoming  dis- 
satisfied with  our  manufactures.    IPass- 
ing  for  a  moment  to  the  cyw«^&ss^  ^^ 
agriculture,  the  V^tl.  ^^^cS^^^oiKSi.  ^sk^^ 
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plained  that  whereas  in  France  and  in 
America  there  were  large  numbers  of 
schools  in  which  agriculture  was  taught, 
we  had  only  two  such  schools — at  Ciren- 
cester, and  Glasnevin,  in  Ireland — which 
were  doing  good  work,  but  were  very 
inadequate  ;  and  ho  contended  that  until 
we  adopted  some  such  system,  we  should 
not  be  able  to  compete  with  those  coun- 
tries in  this  respect.     In  Glasgow  they 
had   a  very  good   Weaving  Institute. 
They  also  had  a  Mechanics'  Institute, 
which  was  subsidized  by  £700  a-yoar, 
and  they  had  an  endowed  school,  which 
it  was  intended  to  convert,  by  a  Private 
Act  of  Parliament  that  had  been   ob- 
tained, from  an  old  elementary  endow- 
ment into  a  purely  technical  school ;  and 
at  present  it  was  half  technical  and  half 
elementary.     At  present  the  people  of 
Glasgow  did  not  recognize  the  need  of 
technical  education.     They  did  not  see 
the  advantage  of  it,  and,  consequently, 
did  not  kee[)  their  children   at  school 
long  enough  to  render  them  fit  for  re- 
ceiving technical  education.  Then,  again, 
the  Board  schools  did  not  turn  out  their 
pupils  with  that  amount  of  primary  edu- ' 
cation  that  would  enable  them  to  take 
advantage  of  the  first  rudiments  of  a 
technical  school.  There  was  thus  a  great 
want  in  Glasgow,  and  it  was  a  very  un- 
fortunate  state  of   matters  that  their 
elementary  education  was  such  that  it 
was  not  sufficiently  good  to  build  tecli- 
nical  instruction  upon  it.  In  that  respect 
they  were  not  better  off  in  England,  be- 
cause the  primary  instruction   of  the 
Board  schools  was  not  sufficiently  good 
to  enable  them  to  put  technical  educa- 
tion upon  it ;    and  that  was  one  of  the 
things  that  would  have  to  be  considered 
in  introducing  any  foreign   scheme  of 
education.      The  reason  that    primary 
education  was  better  in  foreign  coun- 
tries was  that,  for  the  most  part,  it  was 
free.  In  Switzerland  education  was  free, 
and  in  France  and  Germany  it  was  to  a 
large   extent    free,    while  in  America 
education  was   entirely  free.     He  be- 
lieved that  as  long  as  they  had  school 
fees  they  would  have  an  inferior  educa- 
tion.  Scliool  fees  made  it  to  the  interest 
of  the  schoolmasters  to  have  as  many 
scholars  as  possible  without  reference  to 
their  capacity  for  teaching  them.     That 
would  go  on  as  long  as  they  had  fees. 
He  believed  London,  owing  to  its  mag- 
nitude, was  the  only  place  in  this  coun- 
try where  they  might  hope  to  find  a 
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sufficient  number  of  trained  scholars  to 
get  the  benefits  of  good  technical  schools. 
He    rejoiced    at    the    efforts  the  City 
Guilds  were  now  making,  and  he  hoped 
they  would  persevere.     It  was  intended 
to  have  a  technical  University  at  South 
Kensington,   for  which    ground,   at  a 
nominal  rent,  was  to  be  given  by  the 
Great  Exhibition  Commissioners.    The 
cost  of  the  building  would  be  £76,000, 
for  which  £30,500  had  been  subscribed 
by  the  Fishmongers,   Goldsmiths,  and 
other  City  Companies.  Instruction  would 
be  given  in  applied   physics,   applied 
mechanics,  and  applied  arts,  fitting  the 
students  to  become  technical  teachers  all 
over  the  country.     That  was   a  prin- 
cipal object  of  the  College.     Leaving 
the  City  Guilds  Institute  to  provide  the 
University,   and  also  to    manage   the 
technological  examinations,   for  which 
latter  object  the  subscriptions  were  likely 
to  bo  increased  to  £3,000,  he  thought  that 
the  Government  might  fairly   take  op 
and  assist  those  examinations  in  some 
way.     It  ought  not  to  be  expected  that 
that  sum   of   £3,000    woula    be  veiy 
greatly  exceeded  without  some  Oovem- 
ment  help  if  it  were  found  necessaiy. 
The  Institute  had  given  grants  in  aid 
for  other  useful  purposes,  its  efforts  not 
being  confined  to  London  alone,   bnt 
benefiting,  to  some  extent,  the  coimtiy 
at  large.     London  was  thus  about  to 
do   a  very  good  work ;    but    it    muit 
be  remembered  that  every  fourth-rate 
town   on  the  Continent  now  did  quite 
as  great  a  work  as  that.     The  Swiv 
town  of  Zurich,    20  years  ago,  spent 
£100,000  on  a  Poly  technical  Univer- 
sity, which  was  kept  up  at  a  cost  of 
£18,000  a-year.  That  was  done  20  yean 
ago,  and  was  a  larger  thing  than  we 
were  going  to  do  now.    In  that  Univer- 
sity at  Zurich  they  had  6,000  studentSy 
and  in  Germany  there  was  a  debate 
about  a  year  ago,  the  universal  opinion 
being  that  what  had  been  done  np  to 
the  present  was  only  the  beginning  of 
what  ought  to  be  done.     If  that  was 
only  a  beginning  on  the  Continent,  he 
would  ask  what  position  we  were  in  who 
had  hardly  begun    the  work?    Until 
lately  all  our  education  in  this  country 
was  pretty  much  voluntary  effort,  and  a 
great  deal  of  it  eleemosynary  effort.  They 
had  lately  taken  to  make  their  primaiy 
education  a  national  system;  but  th^ 
would  have  to  do  a  great  deal  bettor 
yet,  because,  on  the  Continent,  not  <Hil^ 
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was  primary  education  national,  but 
technical  science  was  national.  They 
were  supported  by  the  States  and  Muni- 
cipalities ;  and  unless  they  copied  the 
Continental  system  they  would  not  be 
able  to  carry  out  the  work  as  it  ought  to 
be  done.  It  was  for  that  reason  he  had 
troubled  the  House  with  this  too  long 
speech  ;  and  he  felt  he  had  been  unable 
to  do  justice  to  this  important  subject, 
which  was  a  subject  on  which  the  future 
prosperity  of  our  country  depended. 
The  information  was  in  the  country,  but 
not  sufficiently  general ;  and,  therefore, 
he  wished  it  to  be  in  the  accredited 
form  of  a  Blue  Book,  in  order  that  the 
people  might  be  led  to  understand  their 
future  living  depended  upon  something 
being  done  in  tne  direction  he  had  in- 
dicated. 

Mr.  COCHEAN  -  PATRTCB:  hoped 
the  important  subject  brought  forward 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  would 
receive  the  consideration  from  the  Go- 
yemment  which  its  merits  deserved. 
He  did  not  think  it  would  be  denied 
that  our  national  greatness  had  de- 
pended to  a  large  extent  in  the  past, 
and  must  depend  in  the  future  to  a  still 
greater  extent,  on  our  national  pros- 
perity ;  and  it  followed  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  do  all  in  their  power  to 
assist  our  commercial  and  manufac- 
turing classes  to  keep  in  the  front  rank 
in  the  contest  with  other  competing 
countries.  One  of  the  most  important 
factors  in  the  element  of  success  was  to 
know  what  other  competitors  were  doing. 
It  was  highly  necessary  that  the  atten- 
tion of  the  manufacturers  in  this  country 
should  be  prominently  directed  to  the 
progress  of  foreign  industries,  and  to 
the  causes  on  which  that  progress  de- 
pended. It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  was  exactly 
oalculated  to  meet  the  object.  The  very 
appointment  of  a  Boyal  Commission  in 
itself  would  attract  the  attention  of  the 
country  to  those  important  matters ;  and 
the  evidence  which  the  Commission 
would  have  it  in  its  power  to  put  before 
the  House  in  an  accurate,  authentic,  and 
authoritative  form,  would  constitute  a 
most  perfect  basis  for  consideration,  and, 
if  necessary,  for  future  legislation.  One 
of  the  objects  of  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  was  to  lay  before  the  oonntry, 
and  those  who  were  likely  to  be  bene- 
fited by  the  information,  the  reenli  of 
what  was  being  at  present  done  in  other 


countries.  Some  years  ago  we  had  an 
encouraging  example  in  the  same  direc- 
tion. In  1867  or  1868  a  Member  of  the 
House  laid  before  Parliament  a  very  in- 
structive and  important  Paper  on  this 
subject  of  technical  education  abroad; 
and  that  was  followed  by  a  Circular  ad- 
dressed by  Lord  Stanley  to  our  Repre- 
sentatives in  foreign  countries.  The 
answers  to  that  Circular  formed  a  very 
important  body  of  evidence.  There  was 
also  laid  before  the  House  a  translation 
of  the  highly  important  evidence  laid 
before  a  French  Commission  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  subject  of  technical 
education.  These  matters  stimulated 
inquiry ;  and  the  result  was  so  advan- 
tageous that  we  could  not  do  better  than 
repeat  the  example  at  the  present  time  in 
the  way  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow.  The  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Anderson)  also  proposed  to  get  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  the  systems  of  tech- 
nical instruction  which  existed  in  other 
countries,  and  which  existed  very  im- 
perfectly, if  at  all,  in  our  own  country. 
They  had  a  strong  argument  in  favour 
of  this  by  what  was  to  be  seen  in  other 
countries,  and  most  notably  in  Prussia, 
Austria,  and  Hungary,  which  had  lately 
very  largely  increased  their  systems, 
showing  that  in  these  countries  techni- 
cal education  had  been  felt  to  be  a  prac- 
tical success.  One  of  the  results,  espe- 
cially in  Austria,  where  within  the  last 
three  or  four  years  a  very  marked  in- 
crease had  ta^en  place  both  in  the 
quality  and  the  quantify  of  the  instruc- 
tion, was  shown  by  the  practical  result 
at  the  Paris  Exhibition  of  1878.  Id  the 
reports  of  the  artizans  who  were  sent 
over  by  the  Society  of  Artizans,  it  would 
be  found  that  Austria,  in  almost  all  the 
chief  manufacturing  arts,  had  made  a 
very  great  increase  compared  with  what 
her  manufactures  exhibited  at  the  Exhi- 
bition immediately  preceding.  On  the 
last  occasion  we  had  of  making  interna- 
tional comparisons — namely,  the  Paris 
Exhibition  of  1878 — the  general  opinion 
of  the  Artizans'  Committee,  and  other 
skilled  persons  who  investigated  the 
subject,  was  that  while  great  improve- 
ment had  taken  place  since  1867  in  our 
artistic  taste  and  skill,  our  progress  in 
the  mechanical  and  constructive  arts 
had  been  by  no  means  satisfactory.  It 
would  be  interesting  to  ascertain,  by 
means  of  the  Royal  Ocs^sssss^s^ss^^  *^cia 
cause  of  this  state.  A  ^^^Ksaas^.  ^Ssi.-ts5ssst- 


6S5 


Technical 


COMMONS) 


JBducMmi. 


M 


ence  to  tho  practical  break  down  of  the 
apprentice  system,  he  said  it  would  be  a 
very  important  matter  for  the  Oommis- 
eion  which  it  was  desired  should  be  ap- 
pointed to  investigate  this  subject,  espe- 
cially by  the  light  of  the  experience 
gained  in  France,  where  the  same  evil 
was  keenly  felt  some  years  ago.  He 
hoped  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
accede  to  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Glasgow,  and  appoint  a 
Commission.  He  was  perfectly  certain 
that  the  results  of  such  a  Commission 
would  be  most  important,  and  most  in- 
teresting, and  most  valuable  in  every- 
thing relating  to  the  commercial  and 
manufacturing  interests  of  the  country. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  I  think  I  should 
best  consult  the  convenience  of  the 
House  if  I  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment recognize  to  the  full  the 
importance  of  the  subject  which  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Mr.  Anderson)  has  brought  forward. 
I  confess,  however,  that  I  am  not  able 
to  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  in  many 
of  the  arguments  he  has  advanced.  I 
do  not  consider  that  the  question  of 
technical  education  requires  to  be  bol- 
stered up  by  any  argument  directed  to 
Bhow  the  decadence  of  British  manufac- 
tures. For  my  own  part,  I  do  not  be- 
lieve in  tlie  inferiority  or  the  decadence 
of  British  manufactures.  In  that  re- 
spect we  stand  as  well  throughout  Europe 
as  any  other  country  in  the  world.  The 
very  figures  put  forward  by  my  hon. 
Friend  are  quite  sufficient  to  refute  his 
own  pessimist  views  upon  that  head, 
and  I  will  for  a  moment  refer  to  one  or 
two  of  them.  My  hon.  Friend  took  1872 
and  1879  as  yeai's  of  advance  and  fall- 
ing oflF.  Our  exports  amounted  to 
£256,000,000  in  1872,  being  the  largest 
export  trade  we  had  ever  experienced ; 
and  my  hon.  Fiiend  contrasted  that  year 
with  1879,  when  the  exports  fell  to 
£191,530,000.  No  doubt,  a  decline  from 
£256,000,000  to  loss  than  £192,000,000 
shows  a  great  falling  off;  but,  in  1872, 
prices  were  at  their  maximum.  Coal, 
iron,  and  all  the  manufactures  of  the 
country,  reached  their  maximum  price 
in  that  year,  and  the  subsequent  fall 
brought  about  a  good  deal  of  depression 
and  a  good  deal  of  loss.  1879  may  be 
said  to  have  been  the  minimum  year, 
seeing  that  prices  were  unprecedently 
low.  But,  if  my  hon.  Friend  would 
take  the  quantities,  I  do  not  think  it 
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will  be  found  that  there  has  been  any 
falling  off.  The  falling  off  was  mainly 
in  the  difference  in  price,  and  I  am  pre- 
pared to  maintain  that  the  prices  in 
1879  were  much  more  healthy  prioM 
than  the  artificial  and  inflated  prices  of 
1872.  My  hon.  Friend  gave  a  com- 
parison of  imports,  in  order  to  establiih 
his  case,  and  talked  about  our  manu&o- 
turing  supremacy  having  fallen  off. 
Now,  I  believe  that  both  myself  and  my 
hon.  Friend  have  been  eng^aged  in  in- 
dustrious pursuits  all  our  lives;  and 
certainlv  my  practical  experience  doei 
not  enable  me  to  bear  out  the  views  cl 
my  hon.  Friend.  Take  the  case  of  sOk. 
The  imports  of  silk  in  1872  were  about 
£9,500,000,  and  in  1879— this  year  of 
depression-^they  were  £12,500,000.  Li 
lace,  also,  my  hon.  Friend  said  the  Brituh 
manufacturers  were  also  losing  thflir 
supremacy;  but  it  is  nothizig  of  ths 
kind.  The  increase  of  imports  arow 
from  a  change  of  pattern,  and  chanss 
of  pattern  has  had  very  much  todo 
with  the  fluctuations  in  most  indnstriou 
pursuits.  I  believe  that  the  Yordduio 
trade — ^the  Bradford  trade — has  suffned 
for  many  years  almost  exclusively  from 
change  of  pattern.  The  old  lustre  goodi 
of  Bradford  material  have  gone  out  in 
favour  of  soft  wool  goods,  and  the  tndo 
has  been  reduced  to  a  point  whidi  it 
had  not  reached  for  a  great  many  yean. 
But,  apart  from  this,  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend  has  advanced  arguments  which 
went  far  to  sustain  his  case.  I  quite 
agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  as  to  the 
great  importance  of  the  subject,  and  I 
believe  that  a  subject  of  this  importance 
warrants  a  great  aeal  more  interest,  and 
a  discussion  in  a  much  fuller  Housei 
than  it  attracts  at  this  moment.  If  there 
is  any  nation  in  the  world  which  has  to 
depend  for  its  progress,  and  almost  for 
its  existence,  upon  its  manufactiuing 
industry  and  its  commercial  spirit,  it  if 
this  country  of  ours.  Our  land  is  limited 
in  extent,  and  we  have  had  to  em^bf 
an  increasing  population  for  years,  no 
are  increasing  our  population  at  sn 
enormous  extent,  xke  population  of 
England  and  Wales  has  increased  two 
and  a-half  times  within  tiie  present  cen- 
tury, and  for  what  can  we  look  for  tiio 
support,  maintenance,  and  employment 
of  this  rapidly  increasing  population 
but  our  industrial  resouroes  f  And, 
while  we  have  great  national  vesooiMe^ 
while  we  have  coals  and  iron  dose  to- 
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gether,  wliile  we  have  a  quick  and 
vigorous  population,  more  fertility  of 
invention  than  any  other  population  in 
the  world,  great  powers  of  application, 
and  certainly  the  largest  capital  in  the 
world  to  enable  us  to  develop  our  re- 
sources, yet  in  the  race  of  competition 
we  cannot  afford  to  lose  a  single  point, 
and  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that 
we  should  have  the  necessary  knowledge 
of  scientific  appliance  for  the  develop- 
ment of  these  resources,  in  order  that 
we  may  maintain  our  manufacturing 
and  commercial  superiority.  My  hon. 
Friend,  in  the  course  of  his  speech, 
spoke  of  the  state  of  the  Patent  JLaws. 
I  quite  agree  with  him  that  they  are 
odious,  and  that  they  urgently  need 
revision.  I  hope  the  time  is  not  distant 
when  the  Government  will  deal  with 
them.  My  hon.  Friend  also  referred  to 
the  strides  which  foreign  nations  have 
made  in  competition  with  this  country, 
and  to  the  manner  in  which  that 
foreign  competition  was  made  apparent 
in  1867.  We  always  have  been  alarmed 
whenever  foreign  nations  have  showed 
any  signs  of  advance.  We  have  been 
so  accustomed  to  have  all  the  world  at 
our  feet,  and  so  ambitious  to  do  all  the 
work  of  the  world,  that  we  have  been 
unable  to  understand  any  other  country 
than  England  being  able  to  do  anything. 
But  we  cannot  monopolise  all  the  results 
of  scientific  research  and  modem  inven- 
tion, and  we  now  find  that  most  of  the 
countries  of  Europe,  and  especially  the 
active  and  vigorous  race  of  people  in 
America,  are  able  to  compete  with  us  in 
the  markets  of  the  world.  I  take  credit 
to  myself  for  having  been  one  of  the 
earliest  to  mention  the  words  *'  technical 
education  "  in  this  country.  But  for  a 
long  time  it  was  like  kicking  at  a  dead 
horse,  and  even  at  this  moment  the  value 
and  importance  of  technical  education 
are  hardly  understood  and  realized  by 
our  countrymengenerally.  It  is  hardly 
realized  in  this  House  what  an  important 
influence  it  has  already  exercised  upon 
the  manufacturing  industry  of  other  na« 
tions.  I  believe  that  there  is  consider- 
able progress  beingmade  in  this  respect— 
a  silent  progress,  which,  when  I  came  to 
look  into  it,  certainly  astonished  me.  My 
hon.  Friend  says  tnat  the  basis  of  all 
technical  education  must  be  a  good  pri- 
mary education — a  usef^  and  intelligent 
foundation.  But  my  hon.  Friend  also 
said  that  the  great  obstacle  was  the 


school  fees,  and  he  went  on  to  contend 
that  the  schools  should  be  absolutely 
free,  and  that  until  they  had  the  schools 
free  they  could  not  hope  to  make  any 
great  progress  in  technical  science.  In 
reply  to  this,  I  could  point  to  a  country 
which  has  made  more  progress  in  scien- 
tific education  and  in  technical  education 
than  any  other,  but  where  the  schools 
never  have  been  free,  and  are  not  free  at 
the  present  moment.  I  refer  to  Saxony. 
Saxony  has  done  more,  and  is  doing 
more,  at  this  moment,  in  the  matter  of 
technical  education  than  any  other  coun- 
try of  the  world,  and  yet  in  that  country 
the  school  fees  are  paid  by  the  very 
humblest  citizen.  It  is  of  no  use  to 
generalize.  I  do  not  say  that  this  is  an 
argument  for  free  or  against  free  educa- 
tion ;  but  I  do  say  that  there  is  no  use 
in  generalizing  and  saying  that  the  school 
fees  are  the  hindrance.  The  apprentice- 
ship system  has  broken  down  here  and 
in  every  other  country.  The  apprentice- 
ship system,  where  you  have  a  minute 
sub-division  of  labour,  which  is  the 
result  of  modem  science,  cannot  much 
longer  be  maintained.  We  want  some- 
thing better  and  higher  than  the  old 
system  of  apprenticeship  to  bring  out 
the  intelligence  of  the  very  best  work- 
men, and  let  them  be  the  captains  and 
the  lieutenants  of  the  industry  in  which 
they  are  engaged.  The  idea  of  giving 
technical  education  to  the  whole  of  the 
working  classes  is  an  entire  mistake.  It 
is  an  impossibility,  and  it  ought  never  to 
be  attempted.  Tou  can  only  place  tech- 
nical training  within  the  reach  of  those 
who  possess  the  natural  talent  to  use  it 
and  apply  it.  There  is  a  very  remark- 
able pamphlet  in  the  press,  which  is 
being  published  by  the  City  Guilds,  and 
among  other  useful  things  I  think  this 
will  be  found  one  of  the  most  remark- 
able. I  know  the  author  of  it.  He  has 
had  20  years*  experience,  gained  by  resi- 
dence in  a  German  town,  and  in  simple, 
plain  language,  and  with  great  intelli- 
gence, he  describes  the  whole  system  of 
education  adopted  in  that  town,  from 
primary  instruction,  up  to  the  highest 
technical  education.  I  will  read  one  or 
two  extracts  to  show  what  the  views  are 
of  those  who  are  advocating  this  system 
abroad.     The  writer  says — 

"  The  old  apprenticeship  Bystem  having  be- 
come obsolete  and  gone  overboard,  and  scientific 
and  technical  knowledge  being  now  r«o{c^«58:ftk.\3Ci. 
all  branches  of  manv3is^'c^^^^'»i^ '^^^^s^''^^^ 
thiB  ar«  becoming  axi.  ^vJ>n^  TiS5RRR»i«^  - 
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He  desoribeB  the  institationB  already  in 
existence  at  Berlin,  Munich,  Nuremberg^, 
Aix-la-Chapelle,  and  elsewhere.  They 
are  truly  marvellous  institutions,  and 
fully  justify  the  praise  given  to  them. 
Last  autumn  I  took  the  opportunity  of 
visiting  some  of  them.  I  had  seen  what 
Germany  was  doing  20  years  before; 
but  I  must  confess  that  I  was  perfectly 
astounded  at  the  development  which  has 
been  made  in  the  last  seven  or  10  years. 
My  hou.  Friend  has  spoken  of  what  the 
City  Guilds  in  London  propose  to  do. 
He  spoke  of  an  Institution  which  is  to 
cost  £20,000  or  £30,000  to  build.  There 
are  institutions  which  have  been  estab- 
lished within  the  last  four  years  abroad 
which  have  cost  as  much  as  £100,000, 
compared  with  which  there  is  nothing 
at  all  in  this  country.  Even  the  Poly- 
technic Institution  at  Zurich  far  sur- 
? asses  anything  of  the  kind  in  England, 
see  that  at  the  University  of  Aix-la- 
Chapelle  they  expended  last  year  £60,000 
on  a  laboratory  alone.  Provision  is  made 
in  that  University  for  studies  in  mining, 
manufacturing  industry,  mechanics,  and 
all  the  skilled  labour  carried  on  in 
Westphalia.  In  that  institution  there 
are  23  Professors,  with  a  very  large 
auxiliary  staff,  and  the  work  they 
are  doing  is  of  far  greater  usefulness 
than  most  hon.  Members  would  ima- 
gine. I  will  not  dwell  further  upon 
the  matter,  because  I  know  it  is  a  dry 
subject ;  but  I  will  proceed  to  tell  the 
House  something  of  what  we  are  doing 
here.  We  are  receiving  evidence  which 
shows  that  the  progress  we  are  making 
in  this  country  is  much  greater  than  my 
hon.  Friend  g^ves  us  credit  for.  We 
must  take  into  consideration  what  is 
being  done  by  Owen's  College  in  Man- 
chester, Mason's  College  near  Birming- 
ham, and  the  Yorkshire  College  of  Science 
at  Leeds — a  new  institution,  with  a  weav- 
ing school,  where  not  only  theoretical  but 
practical  science  is  taught.  So  far  as  it 
goes,  the  studies  there  are  as  good  as  in 
any  school  to  be  found  anywhere.  There 
is  also  a  school  at  Bradford  ;  and  Hud- 
dersfield  has  turned  its  Mechanics'  In- 
stitution into  a  school  for  technical 
science.  In  Manchester,  a  gentleman 
has,  I  believe,  loft  a  magnificent  legacy 
of  £150,000,  which  is  to  be  devoted  to 
the  furtherance  of  technical  education  ; 
and  generally  throughout  the  country 
there  is  much  more  interest  in,  and  ap- 
preciation of,  the  subject  than  over  ex- 

Jfr,  Mundtlla 


isted  before.  Stilly  I  gxmnt  that  wt 
should  be  a  great  deal  better  for  lodi 
information  as  my  hon.  Friend  aaki  tfa* 
House.  I  think  it  would  do  g^ood  ser- 
vice if  we  could  have  placed  before  this 
country,  in  a  reliable  form,  the  grnt 
advantages  which  the  industries  of 
France,  Belgium,  Germany,  and  Swit- 
zerland are  derivine  from  technictl 
schools;  and  I  think  that  we  should 
not  exclude  the  advantages  derived  firom 
the  application  of  art  to  manufactuing 
industry.  That  should  be  quite  as  mnca 
our  aim  as  the  application  of  scdenoe  to 
industry.  Let  any  man  take  back  hii 
mind  to  the  state  of  art  as  ^plied 
to  manufacturing  industry  at  the  time 
of  the  first  Exhibition  of  1 851 .  A  jfm 
of  china,  or  of  carpet,  or  of  fonutoit 
such  as  was  produced  in  those  daji 
would  shock  our  senses  if  we  sav  it 
before  us  in  the  present  day.  The  pio- 
ductions  of  1 851,  instead  of  beinv  woib 
of  art,  were  only  fitted  for  the  chamte 
of  horrors;  and  we  should  all  be  ashsnud 
to  see  them  exhibited  now.  I  can  dsiffl 
for  South  Kensington  that  it  has  done 
marvellous  service  for  the  counlxy.  Cobh 
pare  the  state  of  art  in  the  present  dsf 
with  the  state  of  things  in  1851,  aadl 
do  not  think  we  shall  find  thai  saj 
nation  in  Europe  has  made  greater  pio- 
gress  than  we  have  in  the  art  attainmeati 
of  our  students  as  applied  to  manufM- 
turing  industry.  In  our  design  sad 
colouring  of  carpets,  in  our  iron  mana- 
facture,  in  our  textile  manufactures,  in 
our  china,  and  in  other  branches  of  art 
industry  in  all  our  great  towns,  and 
especially  in  the  district  which  my  boo. 
Friend  represents,  all  the  decorstiTe 
arts  are  now  carried  on  in  a  strain  of 
beauty  such  as  they  never  attained  be- 
fore in  our  history,  and  we  bear  a 
most  favourable  comparison  with  ssy 
other  nation  in  that  respect.  The  Frendif 
of  course,  hold  their  own ;  bat  thej 
have  not  made  the  same  strides  we  havt 
made,  and  they  are  jealous  indeed  of 
the  progress  we  are  making,  and  which 
threatens  to  catch  them  up  in  time.  In 
order  to  show  what  we  have  been  doing, 
I  may  say  that  in  1860  the  number  of 
science  schools  under  teachers  was  onlj 
8;  in  1870  it  was  799;  and  in  1880 
it  was  1 ,  '$9 1 .  The  number  of  clasaet  in 
1800  was  20  ;  in  1870  it  was  2,204 ;  and 
in  1880  it  was  4,932.  The  number  d 
persons  receiving  science  and  art  edft* 
cation  in  1860  was  386 ;  in  1870  it  va» 
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84,283 ;  and  in  1880  it  was  60,878.  And 
the  work  is  of  a  mucli  more  thoroug^li  cha- 
racter every  year.  Every  year  its  cha- 
racter is  beings  raised  ;  every  year  it  is 
becoming  much  less  desultory  dilletanU 
work  than  it  was  a  few  years  ago ;  and 
every  year  it  is  assuming  a  more  useful 
and  practical  character,  and  becomes 
more  fitted  to  be  applied  to  the  general 
industry  of  the  country.  We  have  37 
training  colleges,  containing  1,663  stu- 
dents, exclusive  of  the  science  teaching 
in  the  public  elementary  schools,  which 
I  look  upon  as  the  first  step  in  art.  For 
art  teaching  in  1879  there  were  733  art 
night  classes,  with  29,393  students;  146 
schools  of  art,  with  29,191  students,  be- 
sides the  training  school  at  South  Ken- 
sington; and,  in  addition,  there  is  art 
teaching  in  nearly  5,000  elementary 
schools  to  nearly  700,000  pupils.  These 
figures  show  that  we  are  making  real 
and  essential  progress.  I  am  glad  to 
say  that  my  noble  Friend  the  Lord  Pre- 
sident has  entered  thoroughly  into  the 
guestion  with  myself,  and  we  have  lately 
een  inquiring  very  carefully  into  the 
School  of  Mines  and  the  School  of  Science 
at  South  Kensington,  with  the  view  of 
making  them  more  useful  and  practical 
institutions  than  they  have  ever  been 
before,  by  encouraging  the  Professors  to 
turn  out  really  trained  teachers  capable 
of  giving  useful  technical  scientinc  in- 
struction all  over  the  country. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER :  May  I 
ask  what  is  being  done  for  Ireland  on 
this  subject  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  I  can  assure  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  Government  are 
doin^  all  they  can  for  Ireland  in  the  matter 
of  tecnnioal  education;  and  I  can  promise 
him  that  if  we  can  only  get  the  earnest 
co-operation  of  the  Irish  Members,  which 
I  certainly  hope  to  get — [Mr.  O'Connob 
PowEB :  Certainly,  j— -we  shall  do  every- 
thing we  can  to  push  forward  science 
and  art  in  Ireland.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Glas^w  said  that  at 

f  resent  we  have  no  evidence  before  the 
[ouse  of  what  is  being  done  in  this 
matter — that  we  have  up  to  a  certain 
date,  1868 — but  that  since  that  time 
there  has  been  a  complete  revolution ; 
and  that  1868  must  be  regarded  as  an 
antediluvian  period,  as  compared  with 
the  present  day.  But  to  whom  were  we 
indebted  for  the  information  supplied 
in  1868,  and  which,  at  that  time,  was 
Tery  good  information  in  regard  to  what 


had  been  done?  We  have,  in  the  volumes 
which  have  been  laid  on  this  Table,  as 
good  a  statement  of  the  condition  of 
technical  education  in  Europe  in  1868 
as  it  is  possible  to  obtain ;  and  we  owe 
it,  in  a  great  extent,  to  the  ability,  in- 
telligence, and  public  spirit  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Banbury  (Mr. 
B.  Samuelson),  who  forced  it  upon  the 
attention  of  the  House,  and  conducted 
an  inquiry  in  a  semi-official  capacity, 
at  his  own  expense,  for  three  months 
— the  result  being  that  he  was  able 
to  produce  a  Report  that  did  a  great 
amount  of  good,  and  that  led  to  very 
satisfactory  results.  I  am  very  glad 
to  find  that  the  City  Guilds  are  now 
following  up  his  example.  But,  after 
all,  what  are  they  doing?  A  mere 
bagatelle.  However,  there  is  no  doubt 
that  they  are  now  discharging  the  func- 
tions for  which  they  were  originally  esta- 
blished. They  owe  their  existence  to  the 
industries  of  this  country.  Their  affairs 
and  their  functions  are  connected  with 
the  industries  of  the  country ;  and  if 
they  will  only  devote  their  energies  and 
their  great  wealth  to  the  service  of  those 
industries,  as  they  have  now  begun  to 
do,  I  am  sure  we  should  be  willing  to 
forget  the  past,  and  should  be  glad  to 
have  the  advantage  of  their  co-opera- 
tion. I  want  now  to  tell  the  House  how 
I  propose  to  meet  the  wishes  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  I  am  sincerely  anxious  that 
the  House  and  the  country  should  be 
in  possession  of  the  information  he  asked 
for.  I  should  like  them  to  realize  how 
important  this  matter  is  for  the  future 
of  the  country ;  and  what  I  propose  to 
do  is  this.  I  do  not  think  it  is  needful 
for  the  purpose  that  we  should  appoint 
a  Royal  Commission  to  visit  the  various 
technical  schools  all  over  France,  Bel- 
gium, Germany,  and  Switzerland — be- 
cause, to  appoint  a  roving  Commission 
to  travel  all  over  Europe,  would  be  a 
very  expensive  and,  I  think,  a  need- 
lessly tedious  process.  If  I  can  induce, 
and  I  hope  I  shall  succeed  in  doing  so, 
8ome<^entlemen  who  have  real  technical 
knowledge  to  do  in  the  coming  year  what 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  ior  Banbury 
did  in  1867 — if  I  could  persuade  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Banbury 
once  again  to  take  up  this  work,  and 
associate  with  himself  two  or  three 
other  gentlemen  representing  the  va- 
rious manufacturing  industries  <\t  ^3c»» 
country,    I  beUft^^  *^5cl^  ^^'^   ^^^-^^w^t. 
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possible  advantage  to  the  country 
would  follow  their  labours.  If  two  or 
three  gentlemen  of  industry,  and  pos- 
sessing scientific  attainments,  represent- 
ing the  mining,  iron,  and  textile  indus- 
tries ;  and,  if  possible,  I  should  like  also 
to  see  somebody  representing  agricul- 
ture— if  such  a  body  of  gentlemen  were 
to  go  together  all  over  Europe  and  give 
us  a  Eeport,  I  can  only  say  that  they 
would  render  a  great  service  to  the 
country.  The  Foreign  Office  would  be 
ready  to   give  them  all  the  assistance 

Eossible.  I  can  promise  them  that  the 
cience  and  Art  Department  will  render 
them  every  assistance.  "We  will  g^ve 
them  a  Secretary.  I  am  sure  they  would 
enjoy  the  work,  and  they  would  render 
a  good  and  patriotic  service ;  and  it 
would  not  be  necessary  for  them  to  make 
any  appeals  to  the  Treasury.  There 
would  be  great  advantages  in  an  arrange- 
ment of  this  kind.  After  all,  what  Eng- 
lishmen do  for  themselves  is  better 
done  than  what  a  Government  does 
for  them.  I  feel  sure  that  it  is  only 
necessary  to  make  this  statement  to  in- 
sure applications  from  20  or  30  able 
volunteers  from  whom  the  three  or  four 
gentlemen  we  want  could  easily  be 
selected.  I  am  satisfied  that  the  House 
and  the  country  would  be  grateful  to 
them  for  undertaking  the  labour ;  and  I 
am  satisfied  that  I  can  find  men  with 
the  right  knowledge  and  the  right 
earnestness  who  will  be  willing  to  do  the 
work.  I  will  engage  that  it  shall  be 
done,  and  that  by  this  time  next  year  the 
House  shall  be  in  possession  of  aU  the 
facts  that  are  required,  and  that  we  shall 
have  before  us  as  complete  a  statement 
of  what  is  being  done,  how  it  is  done, 
and  the  advantages  which  are  derived 
from  doing  it  by  Continental  nations  as 
we  could  possibly  obtain  from  the  best 
Eoyal  Commission  we  could  appoint.  I 
hope  that  my  hon.  Friend  will  accept 
my  assurance  of  complete  sympatliy 
with  the  object  which  he  has  in  view, 
and  that  he  will  withdraw  the  Motion. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  said,  ho  would 
not  detain  the  House  at  that  hour  by 
making  the  speech  which  ho  had  in- 
tended to  make  if  he  could  have  ob- 
tained an  opportunity  of  addressing  the 
House  earlier.  He  should  certainly  not 
have  ventured  now  to  interpose  at  all, 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  statement  on 
the  question  of  apprenticeship  which 
had  been  made  by  so  high  an  authority 
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as  the  right  hon.  Gtontlemaii  tlieTieB 
President  of  the  Counoil.  Hie  xemarki 
of  the  right  hon.  Ghentleinan  in  referemoe 
to  that  subject  would  be  read  by  a  voy 
great  number  of  people,  and  would  be 
quoted  hereafter  as  an  authority  upon  it 
if  he  remembered  rightly,  me  rig^ 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the  system  of 
apprenticeship  had  almost  gone  oat  of 
practice,  and  that  it  would  have  a  ten- 
dency to  become  more  so  in  the  fbtoze, 
as  labour  became  more  sub-divided  ii 
the  manufactories.  That  was  a  statement 
which  he  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  very  muck 
regretted  to  hear  ;  and  he  could  not 
understand  how  any  hon.  Member  vho 
was  an  advocate  of  technical  educitioii 
could  have  cheered  such  a  sentimenti  ai 
he  had  heard  it  cheered,  when  it  WM 
uttered  by  the  right  hon.  Oentlemu. 
He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Ghentlemu 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council,  if  bo 
would  give  his  attention  for  a  moment, 
what  sort  of  a  mechanic  he  could  ez* 
pect  to  have  produced  in  an  eng^eering 
shop  unless  the  man  had  served  lomo 
regulated  number  of  years  of  apprentiee* 
ship? 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  weze 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  BBOADHTTHST  continued.  Ho 
exceedingly  regretted  that  the  subject 
of  apprenticeship  had  not  received  moie 
attention.  A  question  of  greater  im- 
portance to  the  future  position  of  tbo 
country  amongst  the  manufactories  of 
the  world  could  hardly  have  been  intio- 
duced.  They  were,  however,  bo  fond  of 
discussing  questions  of  war  and  pence 
that  it  would  appear  as  if  no  time  wsi 
left  for  discussing  the  greatest  intereiti 
of  England  as  a  manufacturing  nation. 
He  could  not  allow  the  discouraging  ob- 
servations of  so  high  an  authority  as  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Counoil  with  re- 
gard to  the  system  of  apprenticeship  to 
pass  without  offering  some  remarks  in 
reply.  If  apprenticeship  was  gradually 
to  be  abolished,  how  could  it  possibly  be 
expected  that  England  could  compete 
with  the  clever,  able,  and  highly  skilled 
manufacturing  nations  of  Europe  nnd 
America  ?  Ilow  was  it  possible  for  onr 
skilled  moulders  in  iron  and  brans  to 
obtain  a  high  and  skilled  technieil 
knowledge  of  their  trade  unless  it  wns 
by  an  application  to  that  trade  con- 
tinued for  a  number  of  years?  Again,  vith 
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reference  to  the  hardware  trade.  An 
hon.  Member  had  pointed  out  that 
American  goods  were  being  bought  at 
the  shops  in  London  in  preference  to 
English  made  goods  of  this  class.  Whe- 
ther that  statement  could  be  borne  out 
by  actual  proof  he  was  not  in  a  position 
to  say.  No  doubt,  however,  there  was 
something  in  it,  or  the  hon.  Member 
would  not  have  ventured  it  in  that 
House.  But  if  it  were  so,  it  was  be- 
cause the  goods  in  question  were  more 
highly  finished  and  displayed  greater 
artistic  taste  than  the  goods  produced  in 
this  country.  If,  then,  the  system  of 
apprenticeship  was  to  be  abolished,  a 
decrease,  instead  of  an  increase,  in  taste 
and  finish  must  be  looked  for.  Then 
there  was  the  jewellery  trade  of  Bir- 
mingham, Sheffield,  and  other  large 
centres.  The  very  essence  of  success,  as 
regarded  this  trade  in  commanding  the 
markets  of  the  world,  was  a  thorough 
knowledge  and  long  training  to  the 
business.  All  the  great  trades  he  had 
referred  to  —  the  iron  trade,  building 
trade,  and  the  furniture  trade,  the  latter 
having  to  compete  largely  with  the  fur- 
niture trade  of  Belgium  and  France — 
required  a  long  apprenticeship  to  pro- 
duce efficiency.  If,  therefore,  the  system 
of  apprenticeship  was  to  be  restncted, 
our  power  of  competition  with  other 
countries  would  be  decreased.  He  had 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that,  if  there  had 
been  any  advance  made  upon  us  by 
other  nations  in  the  matter  of  skilled 

{>roduotion,  it  was  due- to  the  rapid  and 
oose  system  we  had,  in  connection  with 
the  skilled  trades,  of  not  insisting  upon 
thorough  apprenticeship.  He  held  that 
when  apprenticeship  was  entered  upon 
the  employer  who  undertook  the  re- 
sponsibUity  of  teaching  should  be  com- 
pelled by  law  to  discharge  his  duties  in 
that  respect.  One  of  the  chief  sources 
from  which  technical  education  was  to 
be  obtained  was  the  early  part  of  the 
time  during  which  a  lad  was  appren- 
ticed. He  had  vety  littie  confidence  in 
colleges  and  workshops  provided  for 
^rown  up  men.  If  they  wanted  to  pro- 
duce a  highly  skilled  class  of  workmen 
in  any  branch  of  industry,  the  elemen- 
tary knowledge  which  must  ultimately 
develop  into  the  highly  skilled  and 
artistic  knowledge  must  be  obtained 
before  the  age  of  20,  and  ought  to  be  im- 
parted, to  a  great  extent,  before  the  age 
of  15.   He  would  suggest  that  this  ques- 
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tion  of  technical  education  formed  a  part 
of  some  other  subjects,  which  he   sin- 
cerely hoped  would  command  greater 
attention  than  they  had  hitherto.     The 
law  of  apprenticeship  must  be  amended, 
and   employers  must  be  made  respon- 
sible for  the  fulfilment  of  the  contracts 
entered  into  by  them  when  they  took 
apprentices  into  their  firms.     At  pre- 
sent it  was  no  uncommon  thing  to  find 
a  factory  or  workshop  with  10  or  20  ap- 
prentices to  seven  or  eight  journeymen, 
the  former  of  whom,  instead  of  being 
kept  at  their  trade  for  the  first  two  or 
three  years  of  their  time,  were  employed 
in  unskilled  labour  in  order  to  save  the 
g^own  up   labour  which    was  always 
required  to  be  done  in  manufactories. 
He   said  that  the   moment  a  lad  was 
apprenticed  and  properly  indentured  to 
any   trade  he  should  be  set  to  work 
on  the  rudimentary  parts  of  that  trade, 
and  that  every  opportunity  should  be 
afforded  him  of  pursuing  his   studies 
in   the  higher  branches  while  he  was 
working  at  the  practical  part  of  the  trade. 
That,  he  thought,  was  tne  method  to  be   . 
carried  on,  in  order  to  keep  this  country 
abreast  of  the  highly  educated  people 
of  France,  Germany,  Switzerland,  and 
America.     The  deductions  to  be  drawn 
from  the  statements  of  the  hon.  Member 
for    Glasgow   with  reference  to  trade 
unions  were  that  their  practical  working 
was  to  strike  an  average  wage  above 
which  no  man  could  nse,   and  below 
which  no  man  was  permitted  to  work. 
Now,  that  was  altogether  a  mistake. 
Trade  unionism  had  struck  an  average 
of  wage ;  but  it  did  not  insist  upon  a 
man  not  obtaining  a  higher  class  of  skill 
in  his  trade  if  he  pleased.    It  had  cer- 
tainly never  professed  itself  against  a 
man's  being  paid  a  wage  above  the 
average  in  the  trade.     He  ventured  to 
tell  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  that 
he  had  never  heard  of  a  strike  by  a  trade 
union  demanding  a  reduction  of  wage. 
No    such    thing  had    ever   happened. 
Then  his  hon.  Friend  went  on  to  say 
that  members  of  trade  unions  never  re- 
ceived a  higher  wage  than  the  average 
fixed  by  rule.     But  that  was  not  so. 
There  were  highly  paid  and  low  paid 
men  in  all  trades  unions,   precisely  as 
there  were  in  other  professions.      He 
made  these  remarks  for  the  purpose  of 
correcting  a  slight  misunderstan<ung  on 
the  part  of  the  hon.  Memh^"^  ^-t^  ^ss^sa*- 
gow,  who,  he  felt  sure  ^-^^-^sS^^iw^^^^^'^'^ 


Mr,  Broadhurst 
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the  spirit  in  wliicli  they  were  made.  It 
only  remained  for  him  to  express  regret 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Council  should  have 
uttered  any  discouraging  words  with 
regard  to  the  apprenticeship  system. 
He  trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  find  an  opportunity  for 
toning  down  the  effect  which  those  words 
might  have  in  the  country  if  they  were 
allowed  to  go  forth  as  uttered,  without  a 
protest. 

SiE  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  the 
House  was  very  much  indebted  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  for  the  intro- 
duction of  the  present  question.  He 
was  extremely  gratified  by  the  business- 
like discussion  which  had  taken  place 
upon  questions  of  so  much  interest  to 
the  country;  but  he  was  compelled  to 
express  his  surprise  that  the  Conser- 
vative Benches  were  absolutely  empty. 
He  had  thought  that,  in  the  present 
state  of  the  farming  interest,  hon. 
Members  opposite  would  have  been 
particularly  anxious  to  ascertain  what 
was  being  done  by  foreign  nations 
with  reference  to  agricultural  schools. 
There  were  one  or  two  institutions  of 
the  kind  in  this  country ;  but  still  we 
were  far  behind  other  nations  in  this 
respect.  It  was,  therefore,  most  impor- 
tant that  every  possible  information 
should  be  obtained  from  abroad  which 
could  throw  li^ht  upon  the  great  ques- 
tion of  agriciuture.  There  were  some 
points  with  reference  to  technical  edu- 
cation which  he  should  have  been  glad 
to  make  some  remarks  had  the  time 
permitted;  but  at  that  late  hour  he 
would  only  say  they  had  much  to  learn, 
both  as  to  the  kind  of  technical  educa- 
tion which  should  be  given,  and  the  best 
system  of  giving  it.  Upon  that  point, 
also,  information  from  abroad  was  most 
desirable.  He  trusted  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Glasgow  would  accept 
the  suggestion  thrown  out  by  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council,  and  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Banbury  would  also 
see  his  way  to  assent  to  the  proposal 
made  to  him. 

An  hon.  Meioeb  added  his  testimony 
to  the  benefit  derived  from  technical  edu- 
cation, bv  instancing  the  case  of  two 
comparatively  uneducated  young  men  of 
the  town  which  he  represented,  who  had 
both  obtained  grants  of  £50  a-year  from 
the  Science  and  Art  Department,  and 
afterwards  risen  to  important  positions 


abroad  in  oonneotion  with  fheir  zeipee- 

tive  trades 

Mb.  B.  SAMUELSON  said,  he  felt  gn- 
tified  at  the  allusion  to  the  report  which 
he  had  made ;  and  although  he  conld  not 
agree  with  all  the  reasons  advanced  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  in  favour 
of  appointing  a  Boyal  Oomnussion,  he 
believed  that  the  work  of  such  a  Com- 
mission would  be  of  considerable  serrioe 
to  the  country.  On  the  other  hand,  he 
differed  almost  entirely  from  the  hon. 
Member  as  to^the  decadence  of  "P-Tigliah 
manufactures.*  He  had  no  belief  in  that 
whatever.  For  instance,  in  naval  archi- 
tecture they  were  fkr  ahead  of  all  oilier 
nations.  The  Institute  of  Naval  Archi- 
tects, and  the  Iron  and  Steel  Institate, 
both  of  which  would  hold  their  meetings 
in  London  within  the  next  six  weeks, 
held  the  first  rank  throughout  the  world 
in  the  arts  which  they  represented. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  wers 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

LOOAL  OOVERNliENT    PBOVISIONAX*  OSDSM 

(poor  law)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbert,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Orders  of  the  Local  €k>vemment  Boari 
under  the  provisions  of  '*  The  Divided  Parishef 
and  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act,  1876/'  u 
amended  and  extended  by  "  The  Poor  I^w  Act, 
1879,"  relating  to  the  pariahea  of  Asgarbv, 
Bolinghroko,  Boston,  Carrington,  Che•Uoo^l^ 
Frieston,  Hagnaby,  Hareby,  Hundleby,  Eeol 
West,  Leverton,  Lusby,  Mavis  Enderby,  Mil- 
ton Abbas,  Miningsby,  Owermoigne,  Reithby. 
Hevcsby,  Spilsb;^,  Stickford,  and  Thorpe,  and 
to  the  townships  of  Asselby,  BaUSholme. 
Barmby  -  on  -  the  -  Marsh,  Bellasize,  Blacktoft, 
Cotness,  Eastrington,  GKlberdike,  Kendal,  Kil- 
pin,  Knedlington,  Laxton,  Hetham,  Nether 
Gravcship,  Saltmarsh,  Skelton,  and  To^Mt. 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hibbbmt  and 
Mr.  DoDsoy. 

'R\)lpr$8entedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  ISO.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

before  One  o'clock  till 

Monday  next 
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TUHKET  — SIB  A.   H.   LAYAED,  LATE 
H.M.  AMBASSADOR  AT  THE  PORTE. 

POSTPONEMENT    OF    NOTICE. 

Lord  STEATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL said,  he  had  given  Notice  that  he 
would  that  evening  caU  attention  to  the 
recent  Correspondence  on  Turkey,  and 
move  for  the  despatches  which  explained 
the  withdrawal  of  Sir  Henry  Layard 
from  the  Embassy  at  Constantinople. 
He  wished  to  take  that  opportunity  of 
stating  that  in  the  continuea  absence  of 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  (Earl  Ghranville)  he 
would  postpone  bringing  the  subject 
under  the  notice  of  their  Lordships' 
House  until  Thursday  next.  He  &lt 
himself  that  this  was  advisable  ;  but  the 
feeling  of  other  noble  Lords  made  it 
incumoent  on  him,  because  they  thought 
that  at  a  discussion  of  the  foreign  pohcy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  it  was  in- 
dispensable that  the  organ  of  that  policy 
should  be  present.  The  postponement 
was,  perhaps,  also  desirable  on  the 
ground  of  the  clearer  aspect  which  the 
negotiations  respecting  Greece  and 
Turkey  now  presented. 

House  adioomed  at  a  quarter  past 

Fiye  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

Eleyen  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  4ih  April,  1881. 


MINUTES.  J  —  Select  CoMMirrEE— Turnpike 
Acts  Continuance  Act,  1880-81,  appointed, 

Wats  and  Means — considered  in  Committee — 
Financial  Statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer — The  Resolutions. 

Public  Bills — Ordered — Whiteboy  Acts  Re- 
peal*. 

Ordered  —  Firtt  Beading  —  Local  Gk>y6mment 
Provisional  Orders  (Bath,  &c.)*  [1311 ;  Local 
Government  (Highways)  Provisional  Order 
(York)  •  [132]. 

Second  Reading — Referred  to  Select  Committee — 
Conveyancing  and  Law  of  Property  [101]. 

Select  Committee — Report — ^Tramways  (Ireland) 
Acts  Amendment  [No.  1661. 

Committee — Married  Women  s  Property  (Scot- 
land) {rC'Comm.)  [128] — n.p. 

Consider ed  ae  amended— Third  Reading — Army 
Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual)  [128], 
and  passed. 

Third  Reading  —  Inclosure  Provisional  Order 
(Beamsley  Moor)*  [112];  Inclosure  Provi- 
sional Order  (Langbar  Moor)*  [111]»  and 
passed. 


OONTBOYEBTED  ELEOITOKS. 

Mr.  Speaker  informed  the  House,  that  he 
had  received  from  Mr.  Justice  Grove  and  Mr. 
Justice  Bowen,  two  of  the  Judges  selected,  in 
pursuance  of  The  Parliamentarv  Elections  Act, 
1868,  for  the  Trial  of  Election  Petitions,  a 
Certificate  and  Report  relating  to  the  Election 
for  the  Borough  of  Wigan. 

WIOAir  ELEOTION. 

The  Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868. 
The  Parliamentary  Elections  and  Corrupt  Prac- 
tices Act,  1879. 
The  Parliamentary  Elections  and  Cor- 
rupt Practices  Act,  1880. 
To  the  Right  Honourable 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

We,  the  Honourable  Sir  William  Robert 
Grove,  knight,  and  the  Honourable  Sir  Synge 
Christopher  Charles  Bowen,  knight.  Judges  of 
the  High  Court  of  Justice,  and  two  of  the 
Judges  for  the  time  being  for  the  trial  of 
Election  Petitions  in  England,  do  hereby,  in 
pursuance  of  the  said  Acts,  certify  that  upon 
the  23rd,  24th,  25th,  26th,  28th,  29th,  30th,  and 
31st  days  of  March,  and  the  1st  day  of  April 
1881,  We  duly  held  a  Court  at  the  New  Borough 
Court,  Wigan,  in  the  County  Palatine  of  Lui- 
caster,  for  the  trial  of,  and  did  try,  the  Elec- 
tion  Petition  for  the  Borough  of  Wigan  be- 
tween James  Spencer  and  Edward  Prestt,  Peti- 
tioners ;  and  Francis  Sharp  Powell,  Respondent, 
which  prayed  that  it  might  be  determined  that 
the  said  Francis  Sharp  Powell  was  not  duly 
elected  or  duly  returned,  and  that  the  said 
Election  and  Return  of  the  said  Francis  Sharp 
Powell  were  and  are  wholly  null  and  void. 

And,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said  Acts, 
We  report  that  at  the  conclusion  of  the  said 
trial,  we  determined  that  the  said  Frands  Sharp 
Powell,  being  the  Member  whose  i^ection  and 
Return  were  complained  of  in  the  said  Petition^ 
was  not  duly  elected  or  returned,  and  that  his 
Election  ana  Return  were  and  are  wholly  null 
and  void  on  the  ground  of  bribery  by  Agents, 
and  we^  do  hereby  certify  in  writing  such  our 
determination  to  you. 

And  whereas  charges  were  made  of  corrupt 
practices  having  be^  committed  at  the  said 
fUection,  we,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said 
Acts,  report  as  follows : — 

(a.)  That  no  corrupt  practice  was  proved  to 
have  been   committed  by  or  with  the 
knowledge  or  consent  of  any  Candidate 
at  such  Election ; 
(b.)  The  following  persons  have  been  proved 
at  the' trial  gmlty  of  the  corrupt  prac- 
tice of  bribery : — 
Thomas  Scott, 
Edwin  McLoughland ; 
(c.)  That  there  is  reason  to  believe  that 
corrupt  practices  have  extensively  pre- 
vailed at  the  Election  for  the  Borough  of 
Wigan,  to  which  the  said  Petition  re- 
lates 
Dated  this  1st  day  of  April  1881. 

W.  R.  Grove. 
Chables  Bowbn. 
And  the  said  Certificate  and   Report  v«i^ 
ordered  to  be  entered  in  tisA  X^cfocrsaa^a. 'A- *^i^=®^ 
House. 

T  2 


551 


NoUcM  and 


QUESTIONS, 


t^nQyO^—. 


CONSTABULARY  BARRACKS 
(IRELAND). 

Mr.  CALLAN  (for  Mr.  Biooab^  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  it  is  in  contemplation 
to  remove  the  Constabulary  barracks  of 
Ballymoney  from  its  present  position ; 
whether  it  is  proposed  to  create  new 
barracks  on  the  outiside  of  the  town,  and 
in  a  street  in  which  there  is  not  one 
public  house,  and  only  one  shop  of  any 
kind ;  whether  it  is  true  that  the  Town 
Commissioners  of  Ballymoney  forwarded 
a  memorial  to  His  Excellency,  urging 
the  transfer  of  the  barracks  to  a  more 
central  site ;  and,  if  so,  if  he  has  any 
reason  to  suppose  that  said  memoriid 
does  not  express  the  feeling  of  the 
inhabitants ;  and,  if  His  Excellency 
could  direct  that  Dervock  should  be  the 
head  quarters  of  the  district,  and  thus 
save  the  ratepayers  the  expense  of  main- 
taining barracks  in  Ballymoney  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  Sir,  the  site 
of  the  new  barracks  is  only  30  yards 
distant  from  the  present  barracks.  The 
reply  sent  to  the  memorial  was  that  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  was  satisfied  that  the 
intended  change  was  for  the  best.  The 
expense  of  the  barracks  does  not  fall 
upon  the  ratepayers ;  it  falls  upon  the 
taxpayers ;  and,  therefore,  the  opinion  of 
the  Board  of  Works  and  of  the  Trea- 
BUiy  must  be  considered. 

AFGHANISTAN  —  CANDAHAR  —  WITH- 
DRAWAL OF  THE  BRITISH  TROOPS. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  he  can  now 
state  when  our  troops  will  actually  leave 
Candahar  for  India ;  what  arrangements 
have  been  made  with  Abdul  Bahman  for 
the  protection  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Oandahar  and  neighbourhood  on  our  re- 
tirement ;  what  precautions,  additional 
to  those  when  our  troops  march  in  India 
during  the  cold  season,  have  been  taken 
to  ensure,  as  far  as  possible,  the  health 
of  the  troops  marching  at  this  unseason- 
able period  of  the  year ;  and,  whether 
he  can  now  make  any  statement  regard- 
ing the  contemplated  abandonment  of 
the  Pishin  Valley,  or  of  our  present 
position  in  Afghanistan  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
Sir,  I  cannot  state  the  actual  date  at 
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which  the  troope  will  leave  Oftndihtt  for 
India.  It  is  stated  in  Th$  TiwM%  to-day 
that  it  is  expected  the  retirement  wiU 
commence  about  the  10th  of  this  month. 
I  have  not  received  full  information 
from  the  Gbveximient  of  India.  As  to 
the  arrangements  to  be  made  for  tha 

grotection  of  the  inhabitants  of  Caada- 
ar,  it  is  a  subject  that  has  not  esoaped 
the    attention    of   the  GtoYemmant  of 
India.    A  letter  has  been  addressed  to 
the  Ameer  on  the  subject,  and  instme- 
tions  have  been  sent  to  Oolonel  St.  John. 
It  is  reported  that  the  greater  part  of  the 
British    adherents  .at    Candahar  have 
tendered  their  allegiance  to  Abduzrah* 
man ;  therefore,  there  is  no  probabilitj 
that  they  will  have  anything  to  fear  from 
him.    I  stated  the  other  day,  in  answer 
to  a  Question,  that  a  considerable  nam* 
ber  of  Afghan  refugees  in  India  were 
in  receipt  of  allowances,  and  should  it 
be  necessary  similar  arrangements  will 
probably  be  made  in  the  case  of  persons 
retiring  with  the  troops  from  Oandahar. 
I  have  not  received  any  detailed  report 
from  the  Oovemment  of  India  as  to  the 
precautions  to  be  taken  to  insure  the 
health  of  the  troops  on  the  march ;  bnt 
I  believe  there  is  no  reason  to  doubt 
that  the  question  has  been  fully  con- 
sidered by  the  military  authorities  in 
India,  and  the  date  for  the  departure  has 
been  specially   fixed  after    such   con- 
sideration.   I  believe  it  is  in  contem- 
plation that  either  the  whole  or  part  of 
the  force  will  return  by  the  route  by 
which  it  will  avoid  the  great  heats  of  the 
desert. 


NOTICES  AND  EJECTMENTS 
(IRELAND). 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'OONNOB  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ice- 
land, Whether,  on  the  9th  and  10th  of 
March,  a  large  force  of  police  i^M'Tti^  in 
the  serving"  of  writs  on  the  tenants  of 
the  Mountbellew  Estate,  and  entered 
the  house  of  an  old  man,  who  was 
lying  ill  at  the  time,  and  who  shortly 
cdEter  died ;  and  if,  in  view  of  this,  imd 
of  fifty  other  writs  of  ejectment  served 
in  Galway  Coimhr,  and  upwards  of 
seventy  at  Ballyshannon,  and  of  the 
enormous  increase  in  the  emigration 
from  Ireland,  he  will  introduce  and  de- 
mand urgen^  for  a  Bill  similar  to  the 
Disturbance  Bill  of  last  year  ?  He  also 
flLsked  for  any  information  about  what 
had  happened  at  Sligo. 
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Me.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  :  Sir,  I  am  in- 
formed  that  on  the  9th  of  March  a  force 
of  51  police,  and  on  the  10th  a  force  of 
SO  police,  were  employed  in  protecting  a 
process-server  while  serving  notices  on 
the  Mountbellew  estate.     The  only  case 
in  any  way  answering  the   description 
given  in  the  Question  was  one  in  which 
a  process-server   was  accompanied  by 
three  policemen  only  ;   they  remained 
outside  while  he  entered  a  shop  to  serve 
a  summons.  The  old  man  who  had  been 
taken  ill  but  a  short  time  previously,  and 
whose  death  was  then  expected,  did  not 
know  anything  of  the  tnmsaction,  and 
his  death  was  in  no  way  accelerated  by 
the  service  of  the  writ.    As  to  the  other 
50  and  70  writs  mentioned  the  properties 
are  not  indicated,    and  I  have   every 
reason  to  believe  they  were  not  eject- 
ments, but  notices  preparatory  to  eject- 
ments being  obtained  at  Quarter  Ses- 
sions.    I  have  received  from  one  agent  a 
letter  which  shows  that  these  notices  do 
not  necessarily  lead  to  ejectment,  as  a 
large  number  of  claims  which  were  for 
arrears  of  from  one  and  a-half  to  three 
years   were  settled  before  the  sessions 
were  held.     The  same  remarks,  I  be- 
lieve, will  apply  to  the  other  writs  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question.     With  regard 
to  the  last  Question,!  will  tell  the  House 
what  happened.    There  were  processes 
intended  to  be  served  at  Glogher,  in 
County  Sligo,  and  the  process-server  left 
a  neighbouring  village  under  the  pro- 
tection of  four  constables.    As  he  was 
going  along  the  road  about  20  women 
warned  him  to  go  back,  and  while  the 
policemen  were  preventing  the  women 
from  attacking  him  about  200  men  ap- 
peared over  the  crest  of  the  hill,  flourish- 
ing their  sticks,  and  when  they  came 
close    to    the    party,   they  commenced 
throwing  stones  at  the  process-server 
and  the   police.     Sergeant  Armstrong 
was  struck  with  a  stone,  and  discharged 
his  rifle,    whereupon  he  was  knocked 
down.    Two  of  the  policemen   out  of 
the  four  flred,  and  the  other  constables 
dashed  in  to  try  and  save  the  process- 
server.  One  of  the  constables  was  knocked 
down,  and  very  much  beaten,  and,  I  be- 
lieve, has  since  died.    The  other  con- 
stable was  very  much  injured ;  but  it  is 
hoped  he  will  recover.    The  effect  of  the 
flnng  was  that  two  men  were  killed  and 
two  wounded.    Probably  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  observe  that  the  firing  was  in 
^If-defence;  of  that  there  is  the  strongest 


proof.  The  attack  was  made  on  the 
party,  not  during  the  service  of  the  pro- 
cesses, but  while  they  were  on  the  road. 

TURKEY  AND  GREECE— THE  FRONTIEK 

QUESTION. 

Me.  BOUEKE  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  will  make 
a  statement  to  the  House  before  Easter 
with  respect  to  the  Greek  Frontier  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Considering,  Sir, 
the  uncertain  progress  of  a  diplomatic 
negotiation  in  which  many  are  engaged, 
I  think  considerable  progress  has  been 
made  towards  a  settlement  of  the  Ghreek 
Question.  Certainly,  very  important 
steps  have  been  taken.  At  the  same 
time  it  is  not  yet  settled,  and  I  think  it 
would  be  sanguine  to  form  any  expecta- 
tion that  it  will  be  settled  before  the 
Easter  Eecess.  There  is  so  little  chance 
indeed  of  its  being  so,  that  I  might 
almost  say  no  statement  can  be  made  on 
the  subject  before  Easter. 

RUSSIA— CENTRAL   ASIA— RECALL   OP 
GENERAL  SKOBELEFI?. 

Mb.  BOUEKE  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther he  can  lay  before  Parliament  any 
Despatch  or  other  ofi&cial  document  cor- 
roborating the  report  that  the  first  act 
of  the  new  Emperor  of  Eussia  was  to 
reocJl  General  okobeleff  to  St.  Peters- 
burg, and  to  put  a  stop  to  the  operations 
which  that  General  had  been  conducting 
in  Asia ;  whether  any  of  the  troops 
which  had  been  commanded  by  General 
Skobeleff  had  been  recalled ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  can  state  when  the  orders  to 
recall  General  Skobeleff  had  been  sent  ? 

SiB  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  The 
communication  which  I  made  to  the 
House  on  the  24th ultimo  was  received,  as 
my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  afterwards  stated,  from  a  good, 
but  not  a  Eussian  source.  All  the  in- 
formation which  we  are  in  a  position  to 
place  before  Parliament  as  to  the  return 
of  General  Skobeleff  and  the  suspension 
of  the  Eussian  operations  in  Central 
Asia  is  contained  in  the  Blue  Book  just 
presented. 

THE  SUEZ  CANAL  COMPANY— THE 
BRITISH  SHARES. 

Mb.  monk  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affiairs^  ^^JTVj 
ther  he  can  inform  i\^J^^^'^^^"^siss^-siy 
of  the  176,60^  ^xi«i.^^aas^  ^Sasa«s^ 
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chnsod  by  the  British  QoTerment  have  '  whether  a   German    named   Most,   ez- 


bccii  drawn  for  redomption  at  par ;  and, 
■whothor  the  actions  de  jouisBance  given 
iu  oxchangQ  for  the  shares  so  drawn  are 
dopoaitod  in  this  Country,  or  tirG  held  in 
trust  fur  the  Britiali  QYtvernment,  and 
by  whom  the  divideuds  on  thoso  actione 
de  jouiseance  aro  rocoivod  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
Eight  hundred  and  sixteen  of  the 
I7(i,602  Suez  Canal  shares  [iiurchased 
by  Her  Majesty's  Govommont  nave  been 
drawn  and  paid  off  at  par.  The  amount 
of  the  redemption  money  has  been  ap- 
plied in  the  purchase  of  £16,971  19*.  \dd. 
Three  per  Cent  CouboIb.  The  Stock 
thue  purchased  fi'om  time  to  time  ie 
held  by  the  Commissiouers  for  tlie  Re- 
duction of  the  National  Debt  in  trust 
for  the  Suez  Canal  Company  until  1904, 
whon  it  will  become  the  complete  pro- 

Eerty  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
[eanwhile,  the  dividends  on  the  Stock 
are  paid  to  the  Suez  Canal  Company. 
Upon  the  occasion  of  each  drawing  Her 
Uajesty'a  Government  receive  from  the 
Company  a  certificate  entitling  them  to 
receive  in  1904  a  number  of  actiont  de 
jouitsanee  corresponding  with  the  num- 
ber of  drawn  shores.  Until  1904  the 
amount  representing  the  dividends  on 
these  aoU'oni  dt  jouiuanee  is  received  by 
the  Suez  Canal  Company. 


CHIMrSAL  LAW-AliUEST  OF  THE 

EDITOR  OF  ■■  THE  ritEIlIKIT."  . 
Ma.  BELLINGHAM  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  it  is  a  fact  tliat  a  meeting  promoted 
by  the  Sociol  and  Domocratic  Club.  Roae 
Street,  was  hold  recently  in  Grafton  Hall, 
Grafton  Street.  B'itzroy  Square,  to  eom- 
momorate  the  Revolution  of  1R46,  the 
P.iris  Commune  of  1B71,  and  to  cele- 
brate the  execution  of  tlio  Emperor  of 
Russia ;  whether  the  handbill  conven- 
ing tho  meeting  stated  that  it  would 
be  held  under  the  auepiccs  of  the 
revolutionary  party  in  London  ;  whether 
the  mooting  was  not  attended  by  persons 
of  various  nationalities,  an  Englishman 
in  the  chair ;  whether  speeches  were 
made  in  justification  of  the  nHsassinatton 
of  tho  Tsar,  one  of  wliich  commended 
tho  example  of  Russia  to  the  revolu- 
tionary party  in  other  countries,  ridi- 
culed the  sentiments  of  thoso  who 
thought  it  a  shame  that  an  Emperor  |  Secretary 
ahould  be  liillod,  and  said  that     '  '->       - 

a  man  deserved  death  it  was 
JUr.  Moui 


of  the  OarmaD  Beiohotag,  and 
now  the  reputed  editor  of  a  revdlutionat; 
paper  called  "Freiheit,"  used  the  fbllotr- 
ing  language  at  this  or  any  other  recent 


"Cn]iibilist«,nristecrata,  and  prieat*  mwtb* 
cxtcncmated.  Tho  aasamna  of  the  Tnrhin 
eiLined  the  gratitude  of  all  Socialists,  for  tbe 
timu  of  thforioa  ia  ^ne  hy,  tha  dagnr,  poim, 
nnd  bomlis  sro  lnwful  wenpons,  aiM  m  hopt 
nud  Irish  that  similar  acta  may  quickly  follow, 
not  oaly  in  liussia,  but  in  all  other  laiids;" 

whether  these  sentimenta  were  receivedhr 
a  crowded  meeting  of  working  men  witn 
applause;  and,  whether,  oonaideiingtbs 
danger  there  isj^to  society  in  ffeneiu  bf 
the  promulgation  of  such  theoriea  it 
public  meetings.  Her  Majesty's  Ooven- 
ment  can  take  any  steps  to  prevent  thair 
diffusion,  and  deal  effectuaUj  with  those 
who  advocate  them? 

8ia  WILLIAM  HAHOOURT:  Bir, 
I  have  no  authentic  information  in  refo^ 
ence  to  the  meeting  to  wbit^  the  him. 
Member  alludes.  With  respect  to  that 
part  of  the  Question  which  refers  to  4 
German  named  Most  and  tlie  papv 
called  nt  Frtifuit,  the  action  of  m 
Government  in  that  case  has  beea 
made  known  to  the  House.  Bat  I 
take  this  opportunity  of  stating  that  it 
is  an  error  to  Bupposa  that  this  ia  s 
State  prosecution  of  a  political  chanc- 
ter.  It  is  nothing  of  the  sort.  It  is  a 
police  prosecution  instituted  in  the  ous 
of  a  serious  crime.  I  desire  Airther  to 
say,  and  I  am  surprised  that  it  is  neces- 
sary to  make  the  statement,  that  murdv 
and  incitement  to  murder  are,  in  ths 
eye  of  the  English  law,  heinous  offencw, 
by  whomsoever  and  against  whomsoevac 
committed.  They  are  crimes  which  it  if 
the  duty  of  every  Government  to  punish 
and  to  repress  ;  and  I  wish  also  to  add 
that  the  English  law  does  not  recognin 
any  eiomption  in  favour  of  the  murder 
of  any  particular  class  of  persons,  whe- 
tlier  thoy  are  Sovereigns  or  private  in- 
dividuals ;  and,  furttier,  that  in  thii 
matter  foreigners  in  this  coimtry  are  u 
much  amenable  to  the  law  as  TJ^gl''*' 
subjects. 


Cimper 
eTsarj' 


AR3IY  (AITXILIABT  F0HCE8)— laLnU 

QUAItTERMASTEBS. 

Major-Gehekal  F£1ILD£N  asked  the 

State  for  War,  Whothv 

Quartermasters    of    Militiw,    aroointsd 

before  the  let  of  April  1877  and  reap- 
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pointed  in  1878,  will  be  allowed  to 
reckon  their  former  service  as  Quarter- 
masters towards  retiring  allowance  and 
the  higher  rates  of  pay  granted  to 
Quartermasters  in  the  Army ;  and,  if 
not,  will  they  be  allowed  to  retire  with 
special  rates  of  retired  pay  (according 
to  length  of  service  as  Quartermasters 
of  Militia)  granted  to  those  who  were 
appointed  before  1st  of  April  1873,  with 
an  addition  at  Army  rates,  for  service 
rendered  after  1st  of  April  1878  as  tem- 
porary Quartermasters  in  the  Army  ; 
and,  whether  their  widows  are  eligible 
for  the  pensions  granted  to  Quieter- 
masters  and  Warrant  Officers  in  the 
Army? 

Mr.  GOURLEY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  the  present 
Adjutants  in  the  Infantry  of  the  Line 
will  continue  to  hold  their  appointments 
as  such  after  the  1st  July  1881,  should 
they  be  recommended  by  their  command- 
ing officers ;  if  not,  whether  any  conces- 
sion will  be  made  in  favour  of  those 
senior  Subalterns  who  may  be  about  to 
obtain  the  command  of  companies  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  and  to  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sunderland, 
I  have  to  say  that  their  Questions  relate 
to  details  of  the  general  organization 
plan  which  are  now  under  consideration; 
out,  BO  far  as  I  am  advised  at  present, 
I  see  no  reason  for  disturbing  the  exist- 
ing rates  of  pay  and  pension  fer  Quarter- 
masters of  Militia.  I  should  feel  much 
obliged  to  hon.  Members  who  take  an 
interest  in  these  very  detailed  and  in« 
tricate  questions  if,  instead  of  putting 
them  on  the  Paper,  they  will  forward 
them  to  me  as  suggestions,  and  I  will 
undertake  to  consider  them.  I  have  al- 
ready received  many  such  suggestions, 
which  are  being  dealt  with  by  official 
Committees. 

TURKEY  ANi)  GREECE— THE  FRONTIER 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  M'OOAN  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  news  reported  in  the 
London  papers  of  March  dlst,  that  the 
Ambassadors  at  Constantinople  have 
formally  approved  the  frontier  line  last 
proposed  by  the  Porte  as  a  fair  settle- 
ment of  the  Greek  claims  is  authentic ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  its  acceptance  will 
be  diplomatically  or  otherwise  urged  on 


the  Greek  Government  as  the  final  limit 
of  concession  which  the  Powers  will 
demand  from  Turkey  in  satisfaction  of 
the  Protocol  of  Berlin  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir. 
the  Ambassadors  have  agreed  to  a  Fron- 
tier line,  which,  however,  is  not  identical 
with  the  Turkish  offer.  The  negotia- 
tions have  not  yet  reached  a  stage  at 
which  Her  M^esty's  Government  can 
make  any  further  public  statement  in 
regard  to  them. 


THE  JUDICATURE  ACTS— THE 
AMENDED    RULES    AND    ORDERS. 

Mb.  WHITLEY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  the  Committee  of 
Judges  and  others  who  have  been  con- 
sidering the  Amendments  to  the  Bules 
and  Orders  under  the  Judicature  Acts 
have  yet  agreed  upon  a  report;  and, 
whether  such  report  will  be  brought 
before  the  House  r 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henbt  James)  :  The  Committee  have 
agreed  to  a  Beport,  and  I  am  informed 
by  Lord  Coleridge  that  there  is  no  objec- 
tion to  its  being  produced. 

TRADE  AND   MANUFACTURE— EX- 
PORTS AND  IMPORTS. 

Mb.  mac  IYER  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  it  is  true  that 
the  annual  value  of  our  imports  of  farm 
produce  has  increased  from  £54,805,629 
in  1870  to  £114,351,057  in  1880,  with 
exports  nil;  if  our  annual  imports  of 
manufactures  have  increased  fifty  per 
cent,  during  the  same  period;  and,  wne- 
ther  it  is  also  true  that  our  exports  of 
manufactures  during  the  same  period 
not  merely  show  no  corresponding  in- 
crease, but  have  actually  diminished  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN:  Sir,  if  the 
words  •*  farm  produce  "  are  intended  to 
exclude  wool,  then  the  figures  in  the  first 
Question  are  substantially  correct.  Our 
annual  imports  of  manufactures  have  in- 
creased, not  50  per  cent,  but  45  per  cent, 
and  these  manufactures  are  largely  of  ar- 
ticles not  manufactured  in  this  country. 
The  exports  of  manufactures  during  the 
same  period  have  not  diminished,  but 
have  increased  8  per  cent  in  value,  and 
this  concurrently  with  a  diminution  in 
the  price  of  them.  I  may  add  that  any 
argument  based  on  these  facts  would  1> " 
essentially  misleading  i£  t»k««i.  ^sa.*^ 
basis  of  one  ^e»%st« 
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INDIA— RAILWAY  TO  SIBI. 

Mr.  MACFARLANE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  If  it  is  pro- 
posed to  abandon,  as  a  total  loss,  the 
nne  of  Eailway  lately  constructed  from 
our  Indian  frontier  to  Sibi ;  or  whether 
he  will  take  into  consideration  the  desira- 
bility of  making  some  arrangement  with 
Abdur  Eahman  for  its  continuation  to 
Pisheen  or  to  Candahar  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINQTON: 
Sir,  I  have  no  reason  to  suppose  that 
there  is  any  intention  to  abandon  the 
railway  lately  constructed  from  our  In- 
dian Frontier  as  far  as  Sibi  and  the 
entrance  to  the  Bolan  Pass;  but  as  to 
any  further  prolongation  of  it,  I  do  not 
think  it  possible  for  the  Government  of 
India  to  come  to  any  final  decision  until 
some  further  determination  has  been 
arrived  at  with  regard  to  the  occupation 
of  Pishin  and  the  surrounding  district. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— OUTRAGE  ON 

ANIMALS. 
Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  has  ascertained  whether  the  men 
who  committed  the  outrage  on  Mr.  Pen- 
rose Fitzgerald's  sheep  are  known  to  the 
authorities,  and,  if  they  were  soldiers,  to 
what  regiment  they  belong,  if  they  have 
been  arrested  under  the  Protection  of 
Person  and  Property  Act ;  and,  if  not, 
if  he  could  explain  why  they  were  not  so 
arrostefi  r 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  I  had 
hoped  that  a  communication  in  reference 
to  tliis  matter  I  had  made  privately  to 
another  hon.  Member  would  have  pre- 
vented the  hon.  Member  for  Wexford 
putting  this  Question.  In  consequence 
of  the  horrid  nature  of  the  crime  to 
which  the  Question  refers  the  case  was 
lieard  with  closed  doors,  and  I  cannot 
further  allude  to  the  offence.  The  ac- 
cused person  was  arrested  in  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  law,  tried  and  convicted 
at  the  Assizes ;  and  it,  thoroforo,  was  not 
necessary  to  arrest  him  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Protection  of  Person  and 
Property  Act. 

PRISONS  (ENGLAND)  ACT— MAIDSTONE 

PRISON. 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the 
statement  that  Her  Majesty's  (Jovem- 


menti  on  the  reoominenclati0n  of  the 
Prison  Commissionen,  intend  to  diaooB- 
tinue  the  use  of  Maidstone  Prison ;  and, 
further,  whether  it  is  their  intention  to 
transfer  the  assizes  to  Oanterbozy  or 
elsewhere ;  and,  if  so,  when  such  duugw 

are  to  be  made  ?  

Sib  WILLIAM  HAHCX)UKT,  in  »• 
ply,  said,  there  was  no  foundation  what- 
ever for  the  statements  referred  to  in 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member. 

ELECTIONS  IN  FOREIGN  COUNTBIIS. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'OONNOE  asked  tb 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  there  are  any  reoorai 
in  the  Foreign  Office  of  the  practioe  of 
Foreign  Countries  in  electoxal  conteili 
--especially  in  reference  to  the  question 
of  electoral  expenses ;  and,  if  not,  wh** 
ther  he  would  have  any  objection  to 
issue  a  circular  asking  information  (A 
the  subject  to  Her  Majesty's  representi- 
tives  abroad  ? 

SiE  CHAELES  W,  DILKE :  Sir,  bo 
records  exist  in  the  Foreig^n  0£Sceof  the 
practice  of  foreign  countries  in  electonl 
contests,  or  of  the  cost  of  Farliamentaiy 
elections  abroad;  but  Her  Miyestj'i 
Bepresentatives  in  the  principal  coon- 
tries  of  Europe  will  be  instrooted  to 
furnish  Beportls. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— ENGLISH  INTBIGUB 

AT  ^lERV. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Undsr  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Afflyiii 
With  reference  to  a  oonversation  be- 
tween Lord  Dufferin  and  M,  De  Gien^ 
as  reported  in  the  Despatch  of  the  fir- 
mer, dated  March  8tli  1881,  to  L(»d 
Granville,  to  the  effect  that  ''  Ei^liih 
intrigues  at  Merv  had  complicated  tbe 
situation ''  between  the  Hussian  autho- 
rities in  Central  Asia  and  the  Toxko- 
mans  at  Merv ;  whether  Her  Majest^i 
Government  are  aware  of  any  inch 
intrigues;  and,  if  so,  by  whom  thef 
have  been  conducted  ;  whether  there  ii 
any  foundation  for  the  assertion  con- 
tained in  the  same  Despatch  that  Eng- 
lish officers  are  haunting  the  oases  "  to 
stir  up  the  Turkoman  population" 
against  Eussia ;  and,  if  there  is  no  tnidi 
in  either  of  these  statements,  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  autho- 
rized Lord  Dufferin  formally  to  deny 
them? 

Sib  CHABLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  Ae 
observations  of  M.  de  GKen  piobabfy 
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referred  to  the  moTements  of  two  Eng- 
lisb.  officers  who  have  been  travelling 
on  their  own  account  in  Persia.  One  of 
them  (Captain  Gill)  recently  applied  to 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Teheran  for 
facilities  to  enable  him  to  visit  Merv. 
The  application  having  been  referred  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  a  teleg^m 
was  sent  to  the  officer  desiring  him  not 
to  go  to^  Turkestan,  and  he  is  now  on 
his  way  home.  The  other  (Colonel 
Stewart)  is  believed  to  have  visited 
Deregez;  but  there  is  no  reason  to 
Bappose  that  he  crossed  the  Persian 
border,  or  held  any  communication  with 
the  Merv  Turcomans. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  the  hon.  Baronet 
had,  he  feared,  misunderstood  the  pur- 
pose of  his  Question.  What  he  wanted 
to  know  was,  whether  the  Government 
had  knowledge  of  any  English  intrigues 
at  Merv  ? 

Sib  CHABLES  W.  BILKE  said,  he 
had  been  under  the  impression  that  the 
best  mode  of  answering  the  Question 
was  to  state  the  facts,  which  he  had 
done. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  PAPERS. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMttTON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Why 
the  Papers,  distributed  to  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  on  April  1st,  but  relating 
to  the  advance  of  uie  Bussians  in  Cen- 
tral Asia,  and  giving  for  the  first  time 
the  Bussian  official  interpretation  of  the 
repeated  personal  assurances  given  by 
the  late  Uzar  that  Merv  should  not  be 
occupied  by  his  forces,  were  kept  back 
until  after  the  conclusion  of  the  Debate 
upon  the  evacuation  of  Candahar,  con- 
sidering that  with  the  exception  of  one 
telegram  they  all  bear  a  date  permit- 
ting of  their  publication  three  weeks 
back? 

Sir  CHABLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  answer  the 
Question  of  the  noble  Lord.  There  was 
no  intention  of  keeping  back  the  Ps^rs ; 
but,  according  to  the  practice  of  the 
Foreign  Office,  Lord  jbufTerin's  des- 
patches were  referred  to  him  in  order 
to  ascertain  whether  he  had  any  objec- 
tion to  their  publication.  The  last  Paper 
but  one  in  the  volume  is  a  despatch  re- 
ceived on  the  14th  of  Matoh,  and  the 
delay  in  making  the  reference  and  oor- 
recting  the  Papers  for  the  F^ress  does 
not  appear  to  nave  been  ezoessiTe  or 
unusual. 


ARMY  DISCIPLINE— ABOLITION  OF 
FLOGGING. 

General  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
II  he  will  adopt  all  requisite  measures 
within  his  administrative  powers,  and 
further  if  he  will  apply  to  Parliament 
to  grant  the  funds,  and  to  pass  such 
legislative  enactments,  as  will  ensure 
the  provision  of  the  means  to  enable 
commanding  officers  to  enforce  and  carry 
on  Military  discipline  without  the  aid  of 
flogging ;  and  if  he  will  add  to  the  estab- 
lishments of  Corps,  and  to  the  Army,  an 
efficient  provost  police  body  to  aid  in 
preventing  or  checking  those  few  offences 
which  soldiers  are  too  prone  to  commit ; 
also  if  he  will  place  all  employed  men, 
such  as  the  lance  sergeants,  lance  cor- 
porals, pioneers,  bandsmen,  artizans, 
standard  guard,  on  such  a  footing  as 
regards  rank  and  pay  as  will  constitute 
them  non-commissioned  officers,  bound 
by  duty  to  aid  in  enforcing  discipline ; 
finally,  if  he  will  pass  stringent  rules, 
requiring  all  recruits  to  be  thoroughly 
trained,  and  before  being  passed  into 
the  rai^s,  reported  on  by  a  responsible 
officer  of  rank:,  as  to  their  fitness  by  age, 
bodily  powers,  and  Military  instruction 
to  perform  all  the  duties  of  a  soldier  in 
the  field  as  well  as  in  garrison;  and, 
whether  he  will  make  known  to  Parlia- 
ment any  failure  in  so  preparing  recruits 
for  the  ranks,  or  if  the  recruit  depots  be 
insufficient  as  regards  training  establish- 
ments or  numbers  of  recruits,  whether 
that  inefficiency  will  be  brought  under 
the  consideration  of  Parliament,  and  the 
requisite  funds  asked  for,  to  ensure  that 
high  degree  of  efficiency  so  essential  for 
our  small  Army  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  any  Question 
by  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  is  well 
worthy  of  consideration ;  but  his  present 
inquiry  covers  so  much  ground  that  I 
could  not  possibly  answer  it  in  less  than 
half  an  hour.  All  the  points  he  raises 
relate  to  matters  of  administration  and 
discipline  of  the  importance  of  which  I 
am  fully  conscious,  but  on  which  I  think 
the  House  would  hardly  wish  to  form  a 
judgment  on  an  answer  to  a  Question. 

AFGHANISTAN  (MILITARY  OPERA- 
TIONS)—VOTE  OF  THANKS  TO  SIR 
FREDERICK  ROBERTS  &  THE  ARMY. 
Mr.  ONSLOW  aakfi^*^M^^''«xsiws^  ^'L 

State  for  Ibidia,  V^\«i^^^A 
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state  to  tlio  Houso  whether  Her  Majesty's  B.  Walsh  would  be  liable  to  penal  leiti- 

Govomment  have  come  to  any  detormi-  tude  or  three  years'  impriBonmenty  io 

nation  regarding  a  Vote  of  Thanks  to  not  order  periodic  floffg^ng'? 
General  Sir  F.  Eoberts  and  the  Army       The    ATTORNETT    OENEBAL  ro 

under  his  command  for  their  gallant  ex-  lEELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  The  Oonspimf 

Sloits  in  the  march  from  Cabul  to  Can-  and  Protection  of  Property  Act,  1B7& 

ahar,  and  subsequent  events  ?  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member,  applia 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  :  to  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  alike;  te 

Sir,  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  the  offence  of  which  Walah  is  siupeetel 

Government  to  move  in  both  Houses  of  is  not  one  of  the  minor  character  oontS' 

Parliament  a  Vote  of  Thanks,  not  only  plated  by  that  statute ;  it  is  a  crimB  of 

to  General  Boberts,  but  to  all  the  officers  the  much  more  serione  character  imdv 

and  men  who  have  been  engaged  in  the  the  Act  1  &  2    WilL  lY.  c.  44.     lUi 

campaign  in  Afghanistan  since  the  re-  Act  authorizes  the  Court  to  order  uti^ 

newal  of  the  war.     Notice  of  this  inten-  ping  in  addition  to  imprisonment ;  b4 

tion  willbe  given  before  Easter,  and  the  as  far  as  I  know,  it  never  forms  put  of 

Vote  will  be  moved  on  the  first  available  the  sentence. 

day  after  both  Houses  have  re-assembled,        Mr.  T.  P.  O'OONNOB  asked,  If  Ai 

in  order  that  the  Motion  may  be  made  ohar^e    contained    in    the   warrant  <■ 

on  the  same  day  in  each  House.  which  Mr.  Walsh  was  arrested  was  not 

an  offence  which,  if  committed  in  Eif- 

SOUTH    AFRICA  —  THE    TRANSVAAL  land,  would  come  imder  the  Conspiwj 

REPUBLIC  —  REPAYMENT    OF    AD-  Act ;    and  whether  the  Whitebciy  W 

VANCES.  was  not  an  Act  of  such  barbarity,  and  if 

Me.  long  asked  the  First  Lord  of  '*  ^P^lraOM^ET^QEJiEBAL  m 

the  Treasury.  Whether  it  is  the  intou-  rif^^A^i^P^Y.^^^FW'  ^ 

tion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  I^^ND  (Mr.  Law)  said    it  wwU 

demand  repayment  foom  the  Transvaal  °°*fev°H°?°Al''°,*®'  ^\^?^ 

Republic  of  the  sum  of  money  advanced  m«^w  ~£^'    ^  ''^v^  ^S 

to  cover  their  Foreign  Loan  by  the  Eng-  ^^'^J'^  ^h^'     ^®  Wluteboy  Ad 

lish  Government  at  the  time  o^f  Annexl-  I^o,?.  S.lf^,  S  °"f .°'  ^^^ 

. .      A  senouB  character,  such  as  firing  mto  or 

Mb.  GEANT  duff  :  Sir,  perhaps  I  f,^M!!^C£  ^"'®"'  °'  «>°P«% 

may  be  permitted  to  reply  to  the  Ques-  ^  *°  .*^i?4°"  ,?«^®  employmert  ot 

tion^f  \ho  hon   Mem^J.    The  Eoyal  ^"SrP^1'^L*^L:^^~T?KS- 

Commission  wiU  have  to  consider  the  ^^^  ^^^^  ^j^^  ^g  ^  ^ 

arrangements  to  be  made  for  the  as-  ^y^^  ^^   suspected   be  a    oime  if 

Bumption  by  the  Transvaal  btate  of  the  committed  in  England  ? 
habihties  incurred  in  connection  with       ^^^  ATTORNEY    GENERAL  w* 

the  administration  of  the  affairs  of  the  t-di?t  Axr-n   /\r-    t  .«,\  ^r^^j  — 

country,  whether  by  the  South  African  j^'^.l  ^f  Q^^S^ n   l^^tS 

Kepublic  before  the  annexation,  or  by  the  ^^^^  ,x«^^^^i«  kT  •v,,*  *     Iv      4*x— - 

Provincial  Government  subsequentl^.  Kr^riX^  ^^ 

CRIMINAL  LAW  (IRELAND)— CASE  OF  pqst  OFFICE— DETENTION  AND  OPE>' 
JOSEPU  B.  WALSn.  ING  OF  SUSPICIOUS  LETTERS. 

Mk.  T.   p.   O'CONNOE    asked  Mr.        Mr.  HEALY  (for  Mr.  T.  D.  Sulutis] 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whether  asked  the  Postmaster  Oeneral,  Whether 

the  offence  of  which  Joseph  B.  Walsh  all  the  postmasters  of  G-reat  Britain  ani 

is  said  to  be  reasonably  suspected,  and  Ireland  are  authorised  by  the  warnitf 

for  which  he  is  detained  in  Kilmainliam,  of  the  Home  Secretary  to  open  lettei* 

would  not,  if  committed  in  England,  which  they  suppose  to  be  of  a  suspiGiov 

come  under  soc.  7,  38  and  39  Vic.  c.  86,  character;  whether  tiiey  are  only  directed 

sub-section  1,  known  as  the  Picketing  to  forward  them  to  certain  designiied 

Section    of   the    Conspiracy    Act,    and  ofEces ;  and,  in  the  latter  case,  whether 

would,  in  case  of  conviction,  bo  punish-  ho  will  name  the  offices  so  designatii 

able  by  a  maximum  sentence  of  three  and  inform  the   House  what  dan  ^ 

months'    imprisonment ;    and,   whether  officials  are  authorised  to  read  the  letM 

^e  Whiteboy  Acts,  under  which  Joseph  gO  forwarded  ? 

Mr.  Onslow 
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Mr.  FAWOETT  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that  no  such  authority  as  that  to 
■which  he  refers  is  given  by  the  warrant 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  either  to  post- 
masters in  Great  Britain  or  Ireland,  or 
to  any  particular  class  of  officials,  to 
open  letters  which  they  suppose  to  be  of 
a  suspicious  character.  This  being  the 
case,  it  will  be  obvious  that  the  circum- 
stances referred  to  in  the  second  and 
third  paragraphs  of  the  Question  of  the 
lion.  Member  do  not  exist.  I  may  add 
that,  in  the  event  of  the  Postmaster 
General  being  directed  by  a  warrant 
from  a  Secretary  of  State  to  open,  detain, 
or  delay  letters,  he  makes  such  arrange- 
ments as  he  may  think  best  to  give  effect 
to  the  warrant. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— DISTINC- 
TIONS TO  MIUTIA  OFFICERS. 

Mr.  a.  MOOEE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  When  the  C.B.  orders 
about  to  be  granted  to  Militia  officers 
will  be  awarded  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  Sir,  I  cannot  give 
any  positive  pledge ;  but  I  hope  to  take 
the  Queen's  pleasure  as  to  these  dis- 
tinctions before  Her  Majesty's  birth- 
day. 

SOITTH  AFRICA  —  THE  TRANSVAAL 
(MILITARY  OPERATIONS)  —  BLOCK- 
ADE  OF  PRETORIA. 

Mr.  CHILDEES :  Sir,  I  promised  on 
Friday  to  telegraph  to  Sir  Evelyn  Wood 
as  to  the  truth  of  a  rumour  in  one  of  the 
morning  papers  of  that  day  about  fight- 
ing at  Pretoria.  The  House  may,  per- 
haps, wish  to  hear  the  answer,  whidi  is 
in  these  words — 

"Telegram  from  General  Commanding  Natal 
to  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  dated 
April  2, 1881. 

**  Fort  Amiel,  12.30  p.m. 

*'  Story  of  Pretoria  sortie  concocted,  probably 
lonth  of  Yaal.  Nothing  known  of  it  Heidel- 
berg, noon  29th,  though  messenger  came  in 
27th." 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1870,  COMMISSION  (THE  EARL 
OF  BESSBOROTJGH'S)  —  THE  EVI- 
DENCE. 

Sib  HEEVEY  BRUCE  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
evidence  has  been  pubHahed  by  the 
I^tnd  CommiBsion,  presided  over  by  the 
Earl  of  Bessborough,  bringing  charges 


against  Lrish  landlords,  while  the  names 
of  the  persons  giving  such  evidence  have 
been  suppressed;  and,  whether  he  would 
publish  the  names  of  the  witnesses,  or 
m  some  way  enable  the  public  to  form 
a  fair  judgment  how  far  the  testimony 
may  be  biassed  or  otherwise  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  -FORSTER  :  Sir,  the  se- 
cond volume,  containing  what  may  be 
called  the  rebutting  evidence,  has  only 
been  issued  to-day,  since  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber put  his  Notice  on  the  Paper.  If, 
after  reading  that  volume,  uie  hon. 
Member  desires  any  further  information, 
I  shall  be  glad  if  he  will  renew  his 
Question,  when  I  hope  to  be  able  to 
supply  him  with  what  he  may  desire. 

Bib  HERVEY  BRUCE  said,  that  he 
wished  to  know  the  reason  why,  in  the 
second  volume  of  the  Evidence  taken 
before  the  Land  Commission,  the  names 
of  certain  of  the  gentlemen  who  gave 
evidence  were  not  given  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  gave  the 
reply  I  did  because  I  supposed  the  hon. 
Baronet  was  alluding  to  some  statements 
made  regarding  individuals  in  the  first 
volume,  and  I  meant  generally  to  indicate 
that  the  rebutting  Evidence  would  appear 
in  the  second  volume  circulated  to-day 
and  to-morrow.  After  having  looked 
into  it  I  will  do  my  best  to  answer  any 
(Question,  though  I  have  no  control  over 
the  Report,  li  the  hon.  Member  will 
see  me  privately,  I  think  I  can  furnish 
him  with  all  the  information  on  the 
subject  he  desires. 

TRADE  AND  MANUFACTrURE— THE 
WOOLLEN  TRADE. 

Mb.  mac  IVER  wished  to  put  a  Ques- 
tion, of  which  he  had  not  given  Notice, 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  relation 
to  the  woollen  trade ;  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber could  not  be  heard  in  consequence  of 
the  cries  of  "  Notice ! "  from  the  Minis- 
terial side  of  the  House. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  that  he 
had  failed  to  catch  the  purport  of  the 
hon.  Member's  Question. 

Mb.  mac  IVER  said,  that  it  was  not 

his  fault  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

could  not  hear  his  Question*— it  was  the 

fault  of  hon.  Members  opposite.    The 

hon.  Member  was  about  to  repeat  his 

Question,  when  he  was  met  by  loud  cries 

of  "Order!'' 
Mb.  GORST  rose  to  C>Asst.  ^^^-^^kSv. 

the  hon.  Membex  ^tstL^x^'^^^^'^^^- 
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fectly  in  Order  in  putting  his  Question 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  were 
not  the  lion.  Members  opposite  out  of 
Order  in  raising  a  clamour  that  pre- 
vented him  from  being  heard  ? 

Mr.  :MAC  IYER  then  repeated  his 
Question,  asking,  Whether  it  was  true 
that  during  each  of  the  last  eight  years 
our  importation  of  woollen  and  worsted 
manufactures  had  steadily  and  progres- 
sively increased ;  whether  it  was  true 
that  during  all  those  years  our  exporta- 
tion of  such  goods  had  steadily  and  with 
equal  regularity  diminished ;  whether 
there  was  any  reason  to  doubt  the  accu- 
racy of  the  Board  of  Trade  statistics  on 
the  subject,  or  if  it  was  true  that  in  1870 
we  only  imported  woollen  and  worsted 
goods  to  the  value  of  £3,456,675,  which 
increased  to  £6,484,397  last  year,  while, 
on  the  other  hand,  our  exports  of  such 
goods  amounted  in  1872  to  £22,440,031, 
and  by  last  year  had  diminished  to 
£13,576,956? 

Mr.  chamberlain  would  wiU- 
ingly  answer  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion, if  he  would  give  him  proper  Notice 
of  his  intention  to  put  it. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— LEI- 
TRni  ASSIZES  —  THE  QUEEN  v. 
CLANCEY. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'OARTUY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  at  the  trial 
of  the  Queen  v.  Clancey  and  others,  at 
the  Leitrim  Assizes  on  the  7tli  of  March 
last,  and  the  charge  being  one  of  un- 
lawful assembly,  the  Crown  Solicitor 
peremptorily  ordered  forty- two  jurors  to 
stand  aside,  and  that  the  Catholic  jurors 
in  a  body  thereupon  requested  the  judge 
to  exempt  them  from  further  attendance, 
as  they  were  unwilling  to  be  subjected 
to  the  humiliation  of  being  ordered  to 
stand  aside  without  any  cause  assigned, 
after  they  had  been  summoned  under 
fine  to  attend;  and,  whether  there  is 
any  precedent  for  the  sotting  aside  of  so 
large  a  number  of  j  urors  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  I  find  that  at 
the  trial  referred  to  42  jurors  were 
directed  by  the  Crown  solicitor  to  stand 
aside.  The  case  was  one  of  unlawful 
assembly  and  riot,  in  which  a  great 
number  of  persons  were  involved,  of 
whom  1 4  were  to  bo  tried — and  to  aecuro 

J/r.  Gorst 


an  impartial  trial  itwaBneoesttiytofi 
aside  jurors  connected  with  the  aecui 
or  their  comrades.  Some  peraonBTC 
directed  to  "  stand  by"  as  being  pnbE 
cans;  but  no  one  was  put  aside  onaoeoH 
of  his  religion.  In  fact,  of  the  42  n 
jected,  a  considerable  number  vi 
Protestants.  I  am  informed,  indNJ 
that  a  publican,  named  Beynoldi,a 
another  juror,  complained  to  theJiA 
of  the  course  taken  by  the  Crowmn 
citor ;  but  the  Judge  refused  to  atai 
tain  their  complaint.  I  see  no  leM 
to  find  fault  with  the  Crown  soIieifiK 
exercise  of  the  discretion  repoied  i 
him. 

MO  TI  ON. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

Ordered,  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  idi 
quent  to  the  Order  for  the  ConadeflUko.  i 
amended,  of  the  Army  Discipline  and  B«fiJ 
tion  (Annual)  Bill,  be  deferred  until  aft«  d 
Notice  of  Motion  for  leave  to  intzt>di2fli  ti 
Bankruptcy  Bill.— (Jfr.  GladstoM.) 

0RDER8     OJP'    THE   DAT. 


WAYS  AND  MEANS— FIXAXCIAL 
STATEMENT.— COMMITTEE. 

Ways  and  Meaks — consid^ed inOa^ 

mittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Mr.  Lyon  PI*] 
fair — Addressing  you,  Sir,  at  a  p«A 
when  the  Kcvenue  is  iust  beginning  tor 
cover  from  a  serious  depression,  and wbf 
important  fiscal  changes  have  been  v 
cently  introduced,  I  have,  I  am  ainii 
good  deal  to  say,  I  will,  therefore,  ft 
waste  any  time  of  the  House  by  preW 
remarks,  but  will  at  once  proceed  tod 
substantial  facts  of  the  case.  The  gxo 
Revenue  of  the  year  which  has  just* 
pired  amounted  to  £84,041,000.  Gob 
paring  that  with  the  estimated  Sereni 
I  find  that  the  latter  was  £82,696,00' 
There  is,  therefore,  the  appearance  of 
very  considerable  increase;  bat  it 
necessary  to  analyse  that  Statemesi 
and  that  analysis,  I  am  afraid,  will  V^ 
a  somewhat  less  favourable  result  ui 
was  at  first  apparent.  The  Costoo 
were  estimated  to  produce  £19,800,00( 
they  have  actually  produced  £  1 9, 1 84,00i 
The  Excise  was  estimated  to  prodtf 
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£25,151,000;  it  has  aotaally  produced 
£25,300,000.  The  Stamps  were  esti- 
mated to  produce  £  1 1 ,800,000 ;  and  they 
have  actually  produced  £11,940,000. 
The  Land  Tax  and  House  Tax,  esti- 
mated to  produce  £2,760,000,  have 
actually  produced  £2,740,000  ;  and  the 
Property  and  Income  Tax,  estimated 
at  £10,425,000,  produced  £10,650,000. 
The  whole  Hevenue  from  taxes,  which 
I  have  now  stated,  on  the  original  Esti- 
mate of  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  as  estimated  in  the  month 
of  June  last  by  myself,  amounts  to 
£69,436,000,  while  the  actual  yield  is 
£69,814,000.  The  Eevenue  which  is  not 
derived  from  taxes  stands  as  follows : — 
The  Post  Office,  always  faithful  to  its 
work  of  rapid  growth,  was  estimated  at 
£6,400,000 ;  and  it  produced  £6,700,000. 
The  Telegraph  Service,  which  was  esti- 
mated at  £1,420,000,  actually  produced 
£1,600,000.  The  Crown  Lands  were 
estimated  at  £390,000,  and  have  pro- 
duced that  amount;  the  Interest  on 
Advances  and  other  moneys,  estimated 
at  £1,250,000,  produced  £1,248,000; 
and  the  Miscellaneous  Receipts,  esti- 
mated at  £3,800,000,  produced  a  sum 
largely  in  excess  of  the  Estimate — 
namely,  £4,289,000.  The  total  Revenue, 
as  I  have  stated,  was  estimated  at 
£82,696,000;  and  it  has  actually  pro- 
duced £84,041  ,000 — showing  an  increase 
upon  the  gross  fig^es  of  £1,345,000,  of 
-wnich,  however,  verv  nearly  £1,000,000 
is  due  to  those  heads  which  do  not  re- 

S resent  the  taxation  of  the  countrv. 
he  total  increase  from  taxation  is  only 
£378,000.  The  House  will  be  desirous 
to  know  what  have  been  the  proceeds 
of  those  particular  revenues  or  charges 
-which  were  made  the  subject  of  special 
reference  last  year.  The  Probate  Duty 
was  estimated  to  yield  an  increase  of 
£700,000;  and  has  actually  yielded 
£510,000,  or  £640,000,  after  allowing 
for  the  accelerated  receipt  in  March 
1880,  prior  to  the  new  scale  taking 
effect.  But,  in  truth,  the  Estimate  of 
£700,000  was  by  no  means  in  excess; 
but  it  was  rather  an  under-estimate ; 
and  the  reason  that  the  oomparative 
yield  is  not  greater  is  that  there  was 
a  considerable  swelling  after  the  Esti- 
mate was  formed  (which  was  prior  to 
the  expiration  of  the  financifu  year) 
of  the  yield  of  the  Probate  Duty 
of  1879-80  during  the  remainder  of 
the  year.    The  Beer  Duty   was   esti- 


mated to  yield  £8,690,000,  and  has 
only  yielded  £3,48o,000,  showing  a 
deficiency  of  £i05,000.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  malt  drawback,  which  was,  I 
will  not  say  estimated — for  drawbacks 
cannot  be  estimated,  they  can  only  be 
conjectured — the  malt  drawback,  which 
was  estimated  at  £950,000,  has  cost  us 
no  less  than  £1,319,700.  So  much,  Sir, 
for  a  comparison  of  the  Estimates,  which, 
I  think,  1  have  shown,  upon  the  whole, 
to  have  been  just  and  reasonable  Esti- 
mates of  Revenue.  But  the  House  will 
derive  more  information  from  comparing 
the  Revenue,  so  far  as  it  is  derived  from 
taxes,  with  the  Revenue  of  the  pre- 
ceding year.  The  state  of  the  case, 
then,  is  as  follows  : — I  will  not  give  the 
House  again  the  details  of  the  several 
branches;  but  I  will  say  that  the  Re- 
venue produced  from  taxes  in  1879-80 
was  £67,826,000;  and  in  1880-1  it  was 
£69,814,000.  That  is  a  gross  increase 
of  £1,988,000,  or  nearly  £2,000,000. 
But  of  that  sum  of  nearly  £2,000,000, 
£510,000  is  the  amount  due  to  the  in- 
crease on  Probate  Duty ;  and  £509,000 
is  due  to  the  fiscal  changes  which  were 
sanctioned  by  the  House  in  a  later 
period  of  the  year.  The  new  taxes, 
therefore,  account  for  £1,019,000  out 
of  the  whole  increment  apparent  on 
the  Revenue  of  the  last  year,  compared 
with  that  of  the  preceding  year;  and 
the  real  increment  of  the  Revenue  is 
£969,000.  Now,  Sir,  that  increment 
cannot  well  be  estimated  without  re- 
ference to  the  source  from  which  it 
comes;  and  upon  that  I  have  only  to 
say  that,  with  substantial  accuracy,  it 
may  be  set  down  to  the  credit  of  the 
Excise.  But  the  year  1879-80,  with 
which  we  make  the  comparison,  was  a 
year  in  which  the  Excise  had  fallen 
short  of  its  estimate  by  no  less  than 
£2,000,000.  £1,000,000,  therefore— 
and  £1,000,000  only— may  be  said  to 
have  been  recovered  by  the  Excise  upon 
the  loss  which  was  shown  by  the  year 
1879-80,  The  House  will  perceive,  from 
the  statement  of  figures  I  have  made, 
that  the  impressions  current  in  some 
quarters  regarding  the  degpree  in  which 
the  Revenue  has  revived  are  more  san- 
guine than  the  facts  have  justified. 
There  is,  upon  the  whole,  a  beginning 
of  recovery ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  judicious  to  describe  it  as  more  than 
a  beginning.  Now,  Sir,  the  nLo«*.  >::ccw- 
portant  single  finanov^  ^$ms»j^^^^^^^^ 
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have  ever  been  concerned  in  recommend- 
ing to  the  House  was  the  change  made 
last  year — with  hopeful  expectation ,  but 
still,  no  doubt,  with  some  uncertainty, 
and  many  difficulties  of  detail  hanging 
around  it — from  a  Malt  Tax  to  a  Boer 
Duty;  and  the  House  will  expect  to 
know,  as  far  as  experience  has  gone, 
what  has  been  the  result  of  that  very 
important  and  large  experiment.  I  have 
already  stated  that  the  revenue  from 
beer  has  fallen  short  by  £205,000  of 
the  anticipations  which  were  formed  of 
it ;  but  I  do  not  think — and  here  I  shall 
be  borne  out  by  higher  authorities  than 
myself,  practical  authorities  who  sit  in 
this  House  and  elsewhere — that  that 
deficit  in  the  actual  yield  for  the  five 
months  during  which  the  duty  has  been 
in  course  of  receipt  shows  anything 
unfavourable  with  regard  to  the  ulti- 
mate operation  of  the  tax  from  a  fiscal 
point  of  view.  I  understand  that,  in  the 
first  place,  great  difficulties,  owing  to 
the  prolongation  of  the  frost,  in  obtain- 
ing water  —  and,  particularly,  greater 
difficulties  still  in  pursuing  the  brewing 
trade,  from  the  length  and  severity  of 
the  winter — have  materially  acted  upon 
this  particular  item.  There  was,  Sir,  a 
controversy,  carried  on,  I  must  say,  in  a 
most  becoming  manner  on  the  part  of 
those  connected  with  this  great  industry 
— there  was  a  controversy  between  the 
brewers  and  myself — with  regard  to  the 
nature  of  the  commutation  we  had  made. 
It  was  contended  by  them  that  we  had 
fixed  the  new  standard  in  a  manner  un- 
favourable to  their  interests,  and  tending 
largely  to  impose  upon  them  serious  ad- 
ditional taxation ;  but  we  stoutly  main- 
tained the  contrary.  As  far  as  figures 
go,  of  course,  they  might  be  supposed  to 
tell  in  support  of  our  contention  in  that 
controversy ;  but  I  do  not  quote  them 
for  that  purpose.  I  think  it  only  right 
to  say  that  the  controversy  must  stand 
over  to  be  decided  after  longer  experience. 
Wo  still  contend  that,  as  far  as  our  know- 
ledge goes,  the  proceedings  taken  were 
just  and  reasonable  ;  they  will  contend 
that  the  result,  after  a  fair  year's  trial 
such  as  it  may  bo  hoped  wo  are  about  to 
enter  upon,  will  be  that  the  Eevenue  will 
be  considerably  in  excess  of  what  wo  an- 
ticipated, and  considerably  in  excess  of 
my  computation  of  the  accumulated  duty. 
There  is  also  a  great  change  of  the  whole 
conditions  of  tliis  important  tax.  The 
change  which  lias  been  made  bears  dif- 
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f erenily  upon  different  olaaaea;  mdfli* 
pecially  it  has  told  witii  borne  Btriotaw^ 
if  not  severity,  upon  the  smaller  andkn 
skilful  class  of  brewem.  I  do  not  bdiMt 
it  will  be  to  their  injury ;  but  it  hubii 
this  effect — that  they  are  now  oVSgji, 
in  their  own  interest,  to  calcnlatahof 
much  they  get  from,  the  barley  vUk 
they  consume.  Formerly  they  madsa 
such  calculation.  They  proceeded  xtte 
by  rule  of  thumb ;  and  they  wen  Ml 
aware  of  the  fact  that  they  got  lea  fin 
their  barley  than  by  the  use  of  pi 
processes  they  ou^ht  to  get.  I  do  Ml 
oelieve,  as  far  as  I  can  learn,  thatfr 
satisfaction  generally  preyails  VMM 
them;  and  I  must  admit  that  the  meM 
of  taxing,  which  is  now  more  systemilii 
— I  might  almost  say,  more  scientific,  fin 
an  economic  point  of  yiew — will  am 
them  to  look  more  closely  to  their  pv- 
cesses  than  was  the  case  under  the  dl 
Malt  Tax,  which  was  a  tax  levied  in  ft 
manner,  I  am  bound  to  confess,  thaiitf 
extremely  crude.  I  must  refer  to  aaotkff 
case  —  to  the  case  of  those  who  0 
known  as  the  Burton  brewers — ^to  wbm 
we  are  all  indebted  for  providioff  ■ 
with  one  of  the  best  drinksiniU 
has  ever  been  produced  since  noote 
went  out  of  fashion.  But  the  Bintoi 
brewers  undoubtedly  have  lost  i&  id- 
vantage  which  they  enjoyed  under  tki 
old  Malt  Tax.  Nor  can  I  restoze  to  Am 
that  advantage.  It  appears  tometkifc 
traders,  to  a  certain  extent,  most  idi 
the  chances  of  war.  As  long  as  the  lU 
Tax  endured,  that  class  of  brewsi%* 
compared  with  other  classes  of  breM% 
enjoyed  a  perfectly  fair  advantage,  it 
the  same  time,  it  was  an  accidental  ad- 
vantage, on  the  permanence  of  vUak 
they  could  not  rely.  The  reason  vtf 
this — that  the  Malt  Tax  was,  as  At 
trade  always  contended,  in  its  eaaenM^ 
a  tax  upon  barley.  It  was  a  primaiT 
charge  raised  upon  barley ;  and  it  oodd 
only  be  checked  afterwards,  to  a  certua 
degree,  by  certain  tests  in  the  connaof 
that  manufacture  which  gave  to  it  tka 
form  of  a  Malt  Tax.  As  it  was  eMS- 
tially  a  tax  upon  barley,  and  as  the  duty 
was  uniform,  it  is  manifest  that  tlioii 
who  bought  and  used  excluaivelj  Ai 
best  barleys  obtained  from  them  mon 
valuable  results,  and  only  paid  npoa 
them  the  same  duty  as  those  who  lutd 
inforior  barleys,  we  have  now  psflsid 
awuy  from  that  comparatively  civdi 
method  of  taxation  to  a  system  vhichii 
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fSar  more  just,  under  which  the  tax  is 
laid  upon  the  actual  yield  of  the  ma- 
terials, be  they  what  they  may,  which 
are  employed  in  the  process  of  brewing. 
I  regpret  that  those  who  have  such  ereat 
claims  upon  us  as  individuals  should  in 
any  degree  suffer  from  the  operation 
even  of  a  fiscal  improvement;  but  I  do 
not  see  how  it  is  possible  to  restore  to 
them  that  particular  kind  of  advantage 
which  they  formerly  enjoyed,  but  which 
I  am  firmly  persuaded,  from  the  great 
▼igour  and  constant  expansion  of  their 
industry,  they  will  be  perfectly  well  able 
to  dispense  with.     When  I  spoke  last 
year  of  the  substitution  of  a  Beer  Duty 
for  the  Malt  Tax,  I  endeavoured  to  re- 
commend it  to  the  House  as,  in  the 
main,  a  measure  for  the  liberation  of 
trade,  and  I  contended  that  that  measure 
for  the  liberation  of  trade  must  operate 
in  a  manner  most  advantageous  to  those 
who  supplied  the  raw  materials  of  the 
trade,  who  must,  in  the  main,  be  the 
agriculturists  of  this  country.  Of  course, 
any  evidence  that  we  may  have  as  yet 
with   regard   to  the  operation  of  this 
change  in  liberating  trade  must  neces- 
sarily be  partial  and  initiatory.    I  have 
no  doubt  that  it  will  accumulate  by  a 
longer  experience ;  but  yet,  I  think,  I 
can  state  to  the  House  some  facts  that 
are  not  iminterestinff  in  themselves,  and 
that  will  convey  an  idea  of  the  mode  in 
which  we  are  entitled  to  anticipate  great 
benefits  from  recent  legislation.    I  will 
take  first  the  case  of  barley,  and  I  will 
mention  the  proceedings  of  a  house  well 
known  in  the  trade,  and  engaged  in 
large  brewing  operations.     That  house 
has    wisely  addressed    itself — and,    no 
doubt,  many  others  have  done  so  also— 
to  meeting  the  change  in  the  law  by 
resorting  to  purchases  of  barley  lighter 
in  weight  and  yielding  a  smaller  product 
for  the  purposes  of  their  trade.     The 
result  of  tms  operation  is  this — they 
gained  in  the  price  of  their  barleys  10«. 
per  quarter,  and  they  lost  in  the  quali- 
ties of  their  beer — I  am  not  quite  sure 
whether  it  was  4«.  or  6«. ;  but,  to  be  on 
the  safe  side,  I  will  say  6s.  a  quarter, 
and  the  result  was  a  net  profit  to  them 
from  the  operation  of  the  change  of  the 
law — for  before  that  change  they  could 
not  afford  to  use  those  liffht  barleys — of 
4s.  on  the  quarter  of  barley.    Oats  have 
begun  to  be  used  by  the  brewers ;  rice, 
too,  has  begun  to  be  used;  and  maize 
has  begun    to   be    used  for  brewing^ 


These  I  look  upon  as  a  beginning  only, 
and  I  speak  of  them  only  as  such.     Be- 
sides this,  a  very  important  relief  has 
been  given  to  those  who  use  sugar  for 
brewing.     Formerly,  it  was  necessary, 
with  a  view  to  the  imposition  of  the  tax, 
that  any  saccharine  material — syrup  for 
instance — must  be  reduced  to  a  dry  state 
in  order  that  the  duty  might  be  taken. 
Since  the  Beer  Duty  was  established, 
the    manufacturer  of    beer    takes    his 
choice.     The  duty  can  be  levied  on  the 
material  syrup,  and  the  material  syrup 
can  be  used  just  as  well  as  sugar ;  and 
syrup  has  accordingly  been  brought  into 
use.    I  should  like  to  give  a  little  detail 
I  think  the  House  would  like  to  hear 
about  the  case  of  maize,  because  it  is 
an  interesting  illustration  of  the  mode 
whereby,  when  freedom  is  given  to  an 
industry,  the  principle  of  private  enter- 
prize  applied  to  the  facts  discovers  pro- 
fitable methods  of  working.    Maize  was 
considered  somewhat  hara  for  the  pur- 
poses of  brewing.     It  was  also  found, 
when    a    series    of    experiments   were 
made,  that  it  contained  too  much  oil, 
which  was  a  very  grave  objection.   Then 
a  further  discovery  was  made  that  the 
excess  of  oil  was  not  diffused  through 
the  general  body  of  the  grain,  but  lay 
entirely  in  that  which  was  called  the 
germ  of  the  grain.     Consequently,  the 
wit  of  man,  thus  provoked  and  stimu- 
lated, extracted  the  germ  from  the  grain, 
and  turned  it  to  its  proper  account — that 
of  making  oil,  which  we  can  bum  in 
our  lamps.    The  maize,  relieved  of  the 
excess  of  oil  and  now  made  suitable  for 
brewing,  was  applied  to  that  purpose, 
and  I  understana  that  the  result  is  not 
onlv  satisfactory  as  rejgards  the  beer 
which  proceeds  from  it,  but  likewise 
that  it  is  satisfactory  on  this  point — that 
the  residue,  after  the  extract  has  been 
taken,  is  found  to  be  decidedly  more 
available  and  profitable  for  the  feeding 
of  cattle  than  the  residue  formerly  ob- 
tcdned  from  barley.     These  are  details, 
and  interesting  details,  as  to  the  mode 
in  which  private  enterprize  goes  to  work 
always  with  an  ultimate  benefit  which 
is  sure  to  reach  the  public  when  changes 
that  tend  in  the  direction  of  commercial 
freedom  are  made.      I  must  not  pass 
from  the  subject  without  saying  a  few 
words  about  the  condition  of  the  private 
brewers,  in  whom  so  many  persons  are 
interested.     First,  I  will  give  the  %<sw- 
tistios  of  private  bx^-^^s.^.   ^'^^w^  ^^^v 
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no  lees  than  60,000  priyate  brewers  in 
this    country,    as    ascertained    by    the 
licences  taken  out.      Of  these   60,000, 
45,000  pay  6«.  for  their  licences,  and 
are  not  taxed  upon  their  materials.   The 
15,000  remaining  are  under  duty,  and 
in   the  whole  year  these   15,000,  it  is 
computed,  will  yield  us  about  £50,000. 
It  is  very  unlikely  that  the  materials 
consumed  by  the  other  45,000  represent 
nearly  so  much  as   £50,000  of   duty; 
consequently  those  60,000  brewers,  car- 
rying on  their  trade  in  tlieir  priyate 
houses,  do  not  consume,  as  far  as  we 
are  able  to  judge,  one-hundredth  part  of 
the  whole  of  the  material  applied  to  the 
production  of  beer  in  this  countnr.    The 
House  may,  therefore,  judge  that  the 
time  has  arriyed  when  it  would  be  no 
longer  right  that  the  difficulty  of  dealing 
with  the  priyate  brewers  should  stand  in 
the  way  of    an    important    legislatiye 
change  and  a  great  public  benefit.     I 
shall    haye    next    to    propose    certain 
changes  in  the  law  with  regard  to  the 
case  of  these  priyate  brewers.     First, 
with  regard  to  the  priyate  brewers  who 
are  under  duty,  we  think  that  there  is 
something  in  their  complaint  that  their 
case  is,  in  some  respects,  less  fayourable 
than  it  was  under  the  former  system, 
and  we  therefore  propose  to  make  them 
an  allowance  of  6  per  cent  on  their  mate- 
rials— the  same  allowance  as  is  made  to  the 
public  brewer.    There  are  other  changes 
m  detail,   which  will  be  much  better 
understood  when  the  Ilouse  will  haye 
them  in  the  form  of  a  Bill  in  their  hands 
than  they  can  be  now.     Wo  find  that 
there  are  great  inequalities  in  the  opera- 
tion of  the  law  as  it  now  stands.     In  the 
first  place,  it  is  absolutely  necessary  that, 
together  with  the    farm-house,  offices, 
yards,  and  gardens  should  be  included, 
and  that  the  power  to  yalue  them  should 
now  be  secured.     At  present  there  are  a 
great  many  cases  where  it  is  declared  that 
a  farm-house  apart  from  the  farm  build- 
ings has  no  yalue  at  all,  and  we  haye  no 
means  of  putting  a  yalue  upon  it.    That 
is  not  just.     Wo  must  look  at  equality 
between  classes,  and  it  is  quite  necessary 
that  we  sliould  have  the  power  of  getting 
at  the  yalue  of  the  farm-house  in  the 
only  form  in  which  wo  can    got  it,  by 
taking  together  the  yalue  of  the  farm- 
house and  its  buildings  as  one  common 
lot ;  and  we  propose,  therefore,  to  make 
that  change  in  tlio  law.     Besides  that, 
we  propose  a  chango  which  I  hope  will 
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be  oonvenient  to  &nn0n  sad  ofli«n  ii 
yarious  parts  of  the  ootmtry — namely,  ti 
introduce  an  intermediate  olaae  behraa 
£10  and  £15  of  valuation,  andtopn>- 
yide  that  persons  living  in  hoiuei  ■ 
valued,  and  brewing  only  for  domeilie 
use,   should  be   allowed  freedom  fitn 
taxation  on  their  materials,  paying  t  fc 
licence,  instead  of  6«.,  to  keep  ikm  a 
just  proportion  to  houses  valued  at  111. 
It  will  be  neceBsarjy  Sir,  as  a  oonqil^ 
ment  to,  rather  than  alteration  ct,  fti 
legislation  of  last  year,  to  deal  wiA  tti 
duty  on  foreign  beer,  which  has  not  jit 
been  modifiea.    As  compared  wxA  tfcf 
6i,  Sd.  which  we  levy  upon  Biitiib  ter, 
the  duty  upon  foreign  beer  is  nor  fill 
at  such  a  standard  as  to  make  itlLli 
upon  the  same  quantiW*  and  sftreng&oi 
beer.    That  is  evidently  in  the  natanof 
a  difierential  duty,   which  I  am  qviti 
sure  the  brewers  of  this  countiy  hafeiD 
disposition  to  maintain.  Our  propofldii 
to  make  a  fair  allowance  for  tne  effect  rf 
Excise  restrictions,  and  to  fix  the  tax  rf 
6«.  Gd,    There  is  another  small  diuff 
which  we  propose  in  the  duty  oaw 
article  called  "mum,"    or   spmce.    I 
trust  that  no  Member  of  this  House  wiD 
be  so  injudicious  as  to  ask  me  what  10 the 
article  called  "mum,"  or  spruce,  ftr  I 
should  be  bound  to  confess  my  igncnaaM 
and  say — "  I  do  not  know."    I  shil 
endeayour  to  defend  myself,   howefffi 
by  stating  that  this  ignorance  of  miiwii 
shared  by  the  whole   of  the  Serenw 
Department,  none  of  whom  can  tbror 
the  smallest  light  upon  the  point  A 
similar  case  has  occurred  in  tne  oonne 
of  my  experience.     I    remember  tU 
when  40  years  ago  we  began  to  <btl 
with  the  Customs  Duties  of  this  eoontiyf 
we     were    confronted    with   the  won 
"  inkle,"  and  no  human  being  of  Ait 
day  entertained — or,  I  believe,  si  tfaii 
day  does  entertain — the  slightest  notiflB 
what   "inkle"  is;  although,   perliipi» 
we  may  yet  have  some  information  aboBt 
it.    There  must  be  an  adaptation  of  tba 
duty  with  regard  to  the  importation  of 
this  kind  of  beer ;  and  as  it  is  imported 
in  much  stronger  form  tlum  fonnerij 
used  to  be  the  case,  our  duty  wiU  be  ia 
this  instance  to  propose  an  augmentatioB 
of  the  duty  on  spruce  beer  when  itoomfli 
from  abroad.     That  is  all  I  will  tronbk 
the  House  with  in  regard  to  the  open- 
tion  of  the  Beer  Duty.     I  may  say  tint 
since  tlio  month  of  June  last,  when  I 
urged  on  the  House  the  adoption  of  ihii 
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ohange,  I  have  not  seen  any  reason  to 
recede  in  any  respect  from  the  proposi- 
tions I  then  made,  or  to  abate  the  hopes 
I  then  held  out.     On  the  contrary,  I  am 
bound  to  say  that,   owing  in  a  great 
degree  to  the  courtesy,   diligence,  and 
gpreat  sagacity  of  the  officers  of  the  Board 
of  Inland  Eevenue,  this  very  difficult 
change  has  been  carried  into  effect  all 
through  the  country  with  an  amount  of 
friction  very  much  less  than  on  a  reason- 
able estimate  we  might  have  been  en- 
titled to  expect.  So  much  for  the  Bevenue 
of  the  past  year.  Now  a  few  words  upon 
the  Expenditure,   which  will  be  very 
short.    If  we  compare  the  Expenditure 
with  the  Estimate,    we  find  that  the 
Estimate  was  £83,840,000,  and  that  the 
actual  Expenditure  was  £83,108,000; 
BO  that  the  Expenditure  was  less  than 
the  Estimate  by  £732,000.    If  I  com- 
pare it  with  the  Expenditure  of   the 
former  year,  I  find  that  the  Expenditure 
for  the  year  1879-80  was  £84,105,000, 
and  for  the  year  1880-81  £83,108,000, 
showing  a  diminution  of  £997,000,  or, 
in  round  numbers,  of  £1,000,000.    If  I 
compare  it  with  the  Beyenue  of  the  year, 
I  find  that  the  Beceipts  of    the  year 
are  £84,041,000,   and  the  Expenditure 
£83,108,000,    so  that    the    surplus  of 
Heyenue  oyer  Expenditure  is  £933,000. 
I  will  not  pass  &om  this  subject  without 
saying  a  few  words  upon  the  condition 
of  the  Public  Debt.    The  Funded  Debt 
was,   in  round  numbers,  £710,500,000 
on  the  31st  of  March,  1880,  and  it  has 
been  diminished  by  about  £1,400,000. 
The    Unfunded  Debt  has  been  much 
more  largely  diminished — namely,  from 
£27,345,000  to  £22,078,000— by  the  con- 
yersion  which  was  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Onancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  which  he  fully  des- 
cribed at  the  time  he  brought  it  before 
the  House.    The  Terminable  Annuities, 
instead  of  showing  a  large  diminution, 
as  they  would  haye  shown  in  case  that 
conyersion  had  not  taken  place,  on  the 
contrary,    show    an  increase  of    about 
£1 ,330,000.   The  whole  of  that  increase 
has  been  taken  up,  and  this  additional 
charge  has  been  mourred,  in  order  to 
meet  the  outlay  occasioned  by  the  con- 
yersion to  which  I  haye  referred.    The 
total.  Sir,  stands  thus.    The  Debt  on  the 
31st  of  March,  1880,  was  £774,044,000, 
and  on   the  31st    of  March,  1881,    it 
was  £768,719,000,  which  shows  a  re- 
duction of  £5,325,000.  But,  besides  that 
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reduction,  the  Balances  in  the  Exche- 
quer, which  were  in  1880  £3,273,000, 
at  the  end  of  the  present  year  were 
£5,928,400,  showing  an  increase  of 
£2,650,000.  Putting  these  two  sums 
together — for  an  increase  of  the  Balances 
is  yirtually  the  same  as  a  diminution  of 
the  Debt — there  has  been  ostensibly  a 
reduction  in  the  Debt  during  the  year  of 
£7,975,000.  But  from  that  there  are  to 
be  deducted  certain  excesses  in  the  re- 
payment to  the  public  of  loans  formerly 
outstanding — a  diminution  of  these  as- 
sets which  used  to  be  described  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  opposite  as  part  of  the 
property  of  the  public.  Happily,  more 
than  one  great  town— exercising  the 
principle  and  exhibiting  the  yirtue  of  self- 
^yemment — ^has  g^ne  into  the  market 
for  itself,  and,  instead  of  coming  as  a 
petitioner  to  Downing  Street,  has  ascer- 
tained what  its  own  credit  would  do.  So 
satisfactory  has  been  the  result,  that 
£1,000,000  has  been  repaid  to  us  in 
excess  of  our  adyances  during  the 
year  which  has  just  expired,  and  has 
caused  this  diminution  to  which  I  haye 
referred  in  the  amount  of  our  outstand- 
ing loans.  In  tracing  the  reduction  of 
Debt,  the  Committee  will  see  that  I  am 
yery  near  the  mark  when  I  put  that  sum 
at  £7,000,000,  of  which  £2,500,000,  in 
round  numbers,  constitute  the  increased 
Balances,  and  £4,500,000  reduction  of 
Debt.  I  do  not  mention  this  as  a 
matter  of  boast — I  yeiy  much  wish  it 
had  been  more.  A  small  part  of  it  has 
proceeded  from  the  Sinking  Fund  es- 
tablished by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
I  was  not  among  the  original  a^royers 
of  that  Sinking  Fund,  nor  do  I  recede 
from  the  objections  I  took  to  it  as  com- 
pared with  other  methods  of  meeting 
Debt ;  but  this  I  must  say,  we  haye  ^ot 
it,  and  haying  got  it — ^it  being  embodied 
in  our  law  and  hayinc^  operated  to  the 
extent  of  £350,000  during  the  year 
which  has  just  expired — ^I  am  not  at  all 
disposed  to  push  my  objections  to  the 
point  of  asking  the  House  to  repeal  it. 
The  reduction  of  the  National  Debt 
is  a  matter  in  which  I  haye  always 
felt  a  great  degree  of  interest,  and  a 

great  desire  to  see  carried  out.  I 
aye  neyer  thought  that  our  operations 
in  that  direction  haye  been  as  large  as 
they  ought  to  haye  been.  The  House^ 
howeyer,  haying  refused  ta*  ^^'?^^^'K>Si<2^*"fis.> 
in  what  I  think  t\^^  X.^'^^^^n^^'^'^^ 
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the  seoond  best  way,  and  take  it  as 
effecting,  at  all  events,  a  reduction  of 
Debt,  and  am  thankful  for  it.     But  I 
may  say  here,  though  it  is  no  part  of  the 
proposition  I  am  going  to  place  before 
the  House  for  its  practical  judgment  to- 
night, that  it  appears  to  me  the  time  has 
come  when  we  may  properly  make  a 
further  provision  for  the  reduction  of 
Debt  by  a  change  which  I  will  describe 
— by  the  conversion  of  a  portion  of  the 
short  Annuities,  that  will  expire  in  1885, 
into  longer  Annuities  that  will  not  expire 
until  1906.     The  effect  of  that  conver- 
sion, of  course,  is  to  liberate  a  very  con- 
siderable annual  sum.     I  should  regard 
it  as  a  wholly  illegitimate  proceeding  to 
apply  any  portion  of  the  sum,  so  liber- 
ated, in  favour  of  the  Ways  and  Means 
of  the  year.     I  propose  to  use  it  to  the 
last  farthing  in  the    re-conversion   of 
Stock,  into  those  longer  Annuities,  ex- 
piring in  1 906.    If  I  state  the  figures  to 
the  House  it  will  be  seen  that,  at  the 
present  time,  the  total  amount  of  Ter- 
minable   Annuities  which    we    pay    is 
£7,102,000,    of    which   £6,000,000,   in 
round  numbers,  expire  in  1885.  Of  these, 
it  is  proposed   to   convert   £2,000,000 
from   four-year  Annuities  into  twenty- 
five-year  Annuities,  terminating  in  1 906. 
By  BO  converting  them,  after  paying  the 
interest  on  the  Stock  into  which  they 
are  converted,  we  shall  have  a  sum  of 
£1,550,000  at  our  disposal.     That  will 
enable   us  to   convert   £60,000,000   of 
Stock,  and  we  take  that  £60,000,000  of 
Stock  as  follows:— £20,000,000  of  Go- 
vernment Stock  held  by  Savings'  Banks, 
which  will  leave  a  sum  in   the  hands 
of   the  National  Debt    Commissioners 
more  than  ample  for  all  demands,   and 
£40,000,000  of  Government  Stock  held 
by  the  Court  of  Chancery.   With  regard 
to  the  Chancery  Stock,  of  course,  in  a 
matter  of  that  kind,  I  have  not  acted 
without   consulting  those   whose  busi- 
ness it  is   to  watch  over  the  interests 
of  Chancery  Suitors.     I  am  only  illus- 
trating the  case  when  I  state  to  the 
House  how  that  matter  stands.     That 
£40,000,000    will    leave  a  very  large 
amount    of   Government  Stock  in  the 
nands  of  the  Court ;  this  is  all  backed 
up  by  a  guarantee  upon  the  Consolidated 
Fund.     The  increment  of  Government 
Stock  held  by  the  Court  of  Chancery 
from  year  to  year  is   about  £500,000 ; 
and  it  is  scarcely  possible,  unless  some 
fundamental  change  takes  place  in  the 
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condition  and  morementB  of  the  ooimtrr, 
that  it  should  cease  to  increase.    Bst 
what  is  material  to  be  understood,  f<m 
from  the  first  mention  of  a  subject  d 
this  kind,   is  that   in    respect  of  tiiis 
Chancery  Stock    the    position    of  the 
Suitor  will  remain  precisely  what  it  wu, 
both  as  to  his  claim  and  as  to  the  man- 
ner of  dealing  with  it.   Everything  to  bi 
paid  to  him  will  be  paid  in  Stock  or  i& 
money,  just  as  heretofore.     Of  ooune, 
these  Terminable  Annuities  are  thingi 
with  which  he  has  nothings  to  do,  m 
which  it  would   never  be   dreamed  d 
placing  in  his  hands    in   lieu  of  mon 
convertible  property.     I  think  it  is  im- 
possible for  me  to  state  too  strongly  tad 
broadly  that  there  will  be   no  chaap 
whatever  in  the  position  of  the  Chanooj 
Suitor.  The  operation  is  simply  a  fixua- 
cial  operation,  and  has  been  considered 
in  the  light  of  a  question  of  expediency 
only  for  the  conversion  of  a  certain  som 
of  short  Annuities  into  long  Annuitiei. 
There  is  another  point  on  which  I  thini: 
it  is  necessary  to  say  a  few  words,  be* 
cause  in  my  estimation  we  have  reached 
a  period  at  which  I  think  the  attentioa 
of  the  Committee  ought  to  be  addressed 
to  it.  I  think  this  is  one  of  those  juflfi- 
tures  which  undoubtedly  renders  it,  if 
not  obligatory,  at  least  expedient,  that 
this  should  be  done.     I  wish  to  present 
to  the  House,  in  a  very   succinct  and 
general  form,   a  few  figures  which,  I 
think,  illustrate  in  a  striking  manner  the 
present  movement  of  public  wealth  ai 
compared  with  population  and  expendi- 
ture.   This  is  a  subject  which  does  not 
annually  come  under  the  con8ideratia& 
of  the  Committee ;  but,  undoubtedly,  it 
is  a  subject  that   periodically  it  is  de- 
sirable should  be  brought  into  view,  and 
especially  so  when  a  change  has  been 
taking  place  with  respect  to  which  the 
Minister  may  happen  to  believe,  as  I 
believe,   that  neither    the   public   nor 
Parliament  are  fully  aware  of  it.    We 
make  ground  at  such  a  rate,  and  for 
such  a  long  time,  that  people  begin  to 
believe  we  shall  never  cease  to  make 
ground ;  but  I  wish  Parliament  to  un- 
derstand that  we  are  not  making  ground 
at  present.  I  speak  of  the  last  few  yeani 
and  without  reference  to  Party  aiffe^ 
ences,  and  I  say  we  are  rather  losing 
than  making  ground.     In  the  calcula- 
tions of  Expenditure  I  shall  present, 
caro  has  been  taken  to  exclude  ereiy- 
thing  that  can  be  called  occasional;  all 
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Votes  for  special  purposes  have  been  shut 
out,  and  if  they  had  not  been  shut  out, 
the  result  would  have  been,  perhaps, 
more  striking  than  that  which  I  now 
present.  For  example,  the  £6,000,000 
taken  by  the  late  G-overnment  at  one 
period  of  their  existence  does  not  enter 
into  the  figures  I  shall  present ;  nor  does 
the  £3,200,000  paid  by  a  former  Liberal 
Oovernment  in  respect  of  the  Alabama 
Award.  As  far  as  possible,  the  whole  of 
the  results  are  given  in  round  numbers 
and  approximately,  and  they  do  not  in- 
clude anything  but  the  normal  Expen- 
diture. I  have  said  there  are  three 
elements  in  the  calculation — ^Population, 
Bevenue,  and  Expenditure.  I  begin  with 
the  year  1842  ;  there  are  four  different 
periods,  and  I  compare  the  first  year  of 
each  period  with  the  last.  The  Hevenue 
referred  to  is  derived  exclusively  from 
Customs,  Excise,  Stamps,  and  Taxes.  I 
shall  say  a  word  or  two  upon  the  In- 
come Tax  afterwards,  because  I  think  to 
include  it  now  would  be  to  introduce  an 
element  that  would  be  rather  bewilder- 
ing; but  the  points  I  have  stated  the 
Committee  will  see,  on  the  whole,  form 
a  fair  measure  of  progress,  or  the  reverse. 
The  Expenditure  is,  of  course,  that  which 
we  sometimes  call  optional — that  which 
is  in  the  main  Supply  Expenditure,  ex- 
cluding Expenditure  upon  the  Debt  of 
the  country.  The  first  period  is  from 
1842  to  1858,  the  latter  year  being  taken 
because  it  is  the  first  year  of  normal 
Expenditure  after  the  Crimean  War. 
During  that  period,  which  included  the 
Famine  in  Ireland,  the  Population  in- 
creased only  \  per  cent  per  annum. 
The  Bevenue  increased  at  the  rate  of 
1}  per  cent  per  annum ;  but  the  Ex- 
penditure increased  per  annum  2^  per 
cent  —  somewhat  faster  than  the  Be- 
venue. The  next  period  is  from  1859 
to  1873.  The  population  increased  1  per 
cent  per  annum ;  the  Bevenue  increased 
3  per  cent  per  annum ;  and  the  Expendi- 
ture 1  \  per  cent  per  annum.  The  next 
period  is  from  1874  to  1877  ;  and  it  re- 
presents what  may  be  called  the  setting 
sun  of  our  prosperity — the  last  years  of 
rather  fading  brilliancy,  as  compared  with 
the  economical  results  of  former  periods. 
From  1874  to  1877,  the  Population  still 
increasing  at  1  per  cent  per  annum,  the 
Bevenue  increased  1^  per  cent  per  an- 
num ;  but  the  Expenditure  increased  at 
the  rate  of  3^  per  cent  per  annum. 
Taking  the  two  last  years,  1878  and 


1879— that  is,  down  to  March  1880— 
the  Population  still  increasing  at  1  per 
cent  per  annum,  the  Bevenue  went  back 
at  the  rate  of  ^  per  cent  per  annum  ;  but 
the  Expenditure  continued  to  increase  at 
the  rate  of  2\  per  annum.  So  that  not 
only  during  three  of  those  periods  has 
our  optional  Expenditure  increased  a 
great  deal  faster  than  our  Bevenue, 
but,  in  the  fourth  of  those  periods — that . 
is,  during  the  last  two  years — our  Be- 
venue has  actually  gone  back,  while  our 
Expenditure  has  increased  2i  per  cent 
per  annum ;  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  that 
when  I  come  to  make  provision  for 
1881-2,  I  shall  be  obliged  to  ask  for  a 
further  augmentation.  I  will  now  pre- 
sent the  subject  in  words  which  show 
these  results  in  a  simpler  form.-  The 
readiest  and  simplest  of  all  methods  of 
illustrating  the  growth  of  wealth  in  this 
country  is  by  a  reference  to  the  Income 
Tax.  But,  then,  we  are  met  by  this — 
that  Id,  in  the  Income  Tax  does  not 
mean  the  same  thing  in  different  years. 
In  the  year  1853  the  area  of  the  Income 
Tax  was  extended.  In  subsequent  years 
it  has  been  considerably  diminished ;  and 
it  is  necessary  to  make  very  carefiil  al- 
lowance for  all  these  successive  changes, 
and  to  balance  them  one  against  the 
other,  or  else  the  comparison  of  the  \d, 
of  Income  Tax  in  one  year  with  the  \d, 
of  Income  Tax  in  another  year  tends  only 
to  mislead.  I  will  not  go  into  the  details 
of  these  changes.  Thev  would  be  weari- 
some, and  they  are,  besides,  unneces- 
sary ;  but  great  care  has  been  taken  in 
preparing  the  very  simple  statement  I 
am  now  about  to  submit  to  the  Com- 
mittee, and  I  can  confidently  state  that 
it  may  be,  as  a  whole,  safely  relied  upon. 
The  Id.  of  Income  Tax  in  1842-3,  when 
the  tax  was  first  laid  on,  was  worth 
£772,000.  No  changes  took  place  in  the 
area  or  circuit  withm  which  the  tax  was 
applied  in  the  first  10  years  of  its  ex- 
istence. In  the  year  1852-3  the  £772,000 
had  only  grown  to  £810,000 — a  mode- 
rate growth;  but  many  great  changes 
have  been  since  brought  into  opera- 
tion. Between  the  years  1852  and 
1877-8  the  Id,  in  the  Income  Tax, 
after  allowing  justly  for  all  changes 
in  the  way  of  allowances  and  remis- 
sions, so  as  to  make  the  comparison 
approximately  precise,  had  grown  from 
£810,000  to  £1,990,000.  XSir  Staf- 
ford NoETHCOTB  :  Is  Ireland  iiicl\3Aft&X\ 
That  includes  IrelMA^^b5A>5^*\sv^N2^^ 
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additions  and  remissions.  What  you 
must  tako  into  account  is  this — that  the 
figures  I  am  now  paving  for  1877-8, 
and  those  which  I  will  give  directly  for 
1881-2,  are  upon  the  supposition  that 
the  basis  of  the  tax  remains  the  same 
as  in  1 852-t3,  and,  therefore,  all  changes 
are  taken  together.  "Well,  having  grown 
to  £1,990,000  in  1877-8,  in  1881-2 
the  \d,  of  Income  Tax,  which  does  not 
strictly  represent  the  general  condition 
of  the  people,  but  the  condition  of  the 
wealthier  classes  of  the  people,  has  gone 
back  for  the  first  time  since  it  was  im- 
posed. No  such  period  can  be  found, 
as  far  as  I  am  aware,  since  the  year 
1842.  The  Irf.  of  Income  Tax  being, 
as  I  have  said,  £1,990,000  in  1877-8,  is 
now  estimated,  on  the  basis  of  last  year, 
at  £1,943,000  for  1881-2.  If  the  Com- 
mittee will  look  at  the  Hevenue  Eeturns, 
they  will  find  that  the  \d,  of  Income 
Tax  is  not  worth  so  much.  I  have  been 
obliged  to  debit  and  credit  the  \d,  with 
every  change  made  in  the  Income  Tax 
since  1852,  and,  unfortunately,  I  have 
had  to  debit  it  a  larger  sum  than  I  can 
credit  it,  and,  therefore,  for  the  purpose 
of  comparison,  the  \d,  shows  a  larger 
yield  than  the  actual  1^.  of  the  Income 
Tax.  Having  detained  the  Committee 
thus  long  upon  a  matter  which  is  more 
or  less  retrospective,  I  come  now  to  the 
year  which  has  been  entered  upon  in  the 
last  four  days  —  the  year  1881-2.  I 
have  now  prepared  the  Committee  for  a 
veTy  brilliant  and  exhilarating  state  of 
things.  For  the  year  1881-2  the  per- 
manent charge  of  the  Debt  will  be 
£28,920,000.  It  was,  Ithink,  £28,800,000 
in  the  last  year,  and  I  may  as  well  ex- 
plain the  mode  in  which  the  difiference 
arises.  There  is  a  Loan  of  £2,000,000, 
which  has  been  made  to  India,  and 
which  is  now  merged  in  our  general 
Debt,  and  is  no  longer  standing  as  to 
be  repaid  by  India.  That  being  so,  I 
propose  to  provide  for  it  by  an  Annuity, 
expiring  in  1906.  That  will  raise  the 
annual  charge  by  about  £60,000  for 
interest  on  the  £2,000,000.  There  is, 
therefore,  £28,920,000  permanent  charge 
for  the  Debt;  £500,000,  Interest  on 
local  loans;  £200,000,  Charge  for  the 
Suez  Loan;  and  £1,650,000  for  the 
Consolidated  Fund  Charges ;  making,  in 
all,  £31,270,000.  There  is  nothing  in 
this  to  which  I  need,  for  our  present 
purpose,  ask  more  particular  attention 
on  the  part  of  the  Committee.     I  now 
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come  to  those  charffes  whioh  fall  under 
the  head  of  Optional  Expenditure.  The 
Charge  for  the  Army,  according  to 
the  Estimate,  will  be  £16,609,000  ;  the 
Home  Charges  for  Forces  in  India,  are 
£1,100,000;  the  Charge  for  the  Navy, 
£10,846,000;  the  grant  which  we  pro- 
pose for  India,  if  the  Committee  shotdd 
vote  it,  will  be  £500,000;  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates  come  to  £18,087,000; 
then  come  the  Charges  for  the  Itere- 
nue  Departments  —  Customs  and  In- 
land Kevenue,  £2,851,000  ;  Post 
Office,  £3,540,000  ;  Telegraph  Ser- 
vice, £1,294,000;  and  Packet  Service, 
£708,000 ;  making,  in  all,  a  total  of 
£84,705,000.  In  presentixiff  this  Ex- 
penditure to  the  Committee,  Ixnust point 
out  that  it  shows  unfavourably,  as  com- 
pared with  the  Expenditure  of  the  year 
which  has  just  gone  by,  to  the  extent  of 
£1,597,000;  but  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
bear  in  mind  that  upon  the  whole,  and 
under  favourable  circumstances,  a  saving 
is  made  upon  the  Estimates  as  com- 
pared with  the  actual  results.  Upon  the 
whole,  when  the  Estimate  of  the  coming 
year  is  compared  with  the  Expendi- 
ture of  the  past  year,  the  comparison  is 
somewhat  unfair  to  the  coming  year. 
The  actual  Expenditure  of  1880-1  wu 
£83,108,000.  The  estimated  Expen- 
diture of  1881-2  is,  as  I  have  just 
stated,  £84,705,000,  and  the  increase 
is  £1,597,000.  The  Committee  will 
naturally,  at  this  point,  wish  to  have  t 
little  more  particular  information  as  to 
the  forms  'in  which  that  augmentatioa 
arises.  First,  I  look  to  the  Army,  and 
I  find  that  the  charge,  which  was 
£15,588,000  in  1880-1,  is  £16,609,000 
for  1 88 1  -2,  showing  an  apparent  increase 
of  nearly  £1,000,000.  I  ought  tossy 
that  this  increase  is  not  really  so  great, 
and  that,  apart  from  the  special  charges 
developed  within  the  last  two  or  three 
months,  the  Army  Estimates  will  not 
show  any  increase  whatever.  The  Navy 
expenditure  for  1880-1  was  £10,708,000. 
It  is  now  estimated  at  £10,945,000, 
showing  an  increase  of  £142,000.  On 
the  Miscellaneous  Estimates  tliere  is  an 
increase  of  £308,000,  the  charge  in 
1880-1  being  £15,579,000,  and  that  in 
1881-2 bein^ £16,087,000.  Imayaswell 
state  how  this  increase  is  made  up.  When 
I  have  stated  certain  items,  I  think,  Sir, 
the  Committee  will  perceive  that  the  aug- 
mentation is  not  owing  to  any  careless- 
ness on  the  part  of  the  Gkivemmeiit  in 
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checking  the  increase  of  Expenditure  as 
far  as  they  can,  and  in  effecting  any 
reductions  that  appear  to  be  necessary. 
I  have  said  that  the  total  increase  on  the 
Miscellaneous  Estimates  is  £308,000, 
and  I  will  now  point  to  a  few  items. 
The  Census  stands  for  £144,000— that, 
of  course,  is  a  charge  which  will  not 
recur  until  after  the  expiration  of  another 
decade.  For  the  Ordnance  Survey  there 
is  an  increase  of  £46,000.  I  might 
throw  the  responsibility  for  that  increase 
upon  the  House  of  Commons,  inasmuch 
as  everyone  urged  it  to  be  done ;  but  I 
am  not  at  all  disposed  to  do  so.  In  this 
particular  instance,  my  opinion  was  that 
the  House  of  Commons  was  perfectly 
in  the  right,  and  I  willingly  and  cheer- 
fully become  responsible  for  this  aug- 
mentation. At  a  time  when  we  have 
before  us  the  consideration  of  so  many 
and  such  important  questions  relating  to 
land,  I  think  this  matter  should  be  car- 
ried throiigh  with  all  practicable  speed ; 
and  if  it  be  found  that  we  are  able  fur- 
ther to  accelerate  the  work  commenced  in 
former  years,  I  should  not  shrink  from 
asking  Uie  House  of  Commons  to  enable 
that  to  be  done.  The  next  augmenta- 
tion in  the  Miscellaneous  Estimates. is 
that  of  £160,000,  which  represents  the 
normal  growth  of  the  Education  Vote. 
Another  important  increase,  and  one  to 
which  I  cannot  refer  with  the  same  satis- 
faction, is  that  of  £55,000  in  the  cost  of 
the  Irish  Constabulary,  rendered  neces- 
sary by  the  recent  disturbances.  I  have 
already  shown  grounds  for  an  increase 
of  £400,000,  and  the  Committee  will, 
therefore,  perceive  that  we  have  been 
able  to  effect  some  retrenchments  in  the 
Miscellaneous  Estimates,  inasmuch  as 
the  items  I  have  named  go  beyond 
the  increase  of  £308,000.  There  is, 
also,  the  normal  increase  in  the  Estimates 
of  the  Bevenue  Department,  especially 
in  the  Post  Office  Department,  where  it 
almost  always  returns  to  us,  in  the  form 
of  improving  Bevenue,  with  vast  exten- 
sion of  public  accommodation.  I  told 
the  Committee  that  there  was  an  in- 
crease in  the  Estimates  of  the  present 
Tear  compared  with  the  Expenditure 
last  year,  of  £1,597,000;  and  the  items 
I  have  just  specified  to  the  Committee 
account  for  £1,589,000,  substantially  the 
whole  sum.  I  need  not  say  that  a  very 
large  part  of  this  increase  is  due  to  the 
measures  which  the  Qovemment  have 
thought  it  their  duty  to  take,  or  pro- 


posals which  they  have  thought  it  their 
duty  to  make,  in  connection  with  India 
and  the  Transvaal.  I  will  state  to  the 
House  very  briefly,  but  quite  exactly, 
how  these  figures  stand.  In  1880-1 
the  Vote  for  India,  quite  apart  from 
any  Army  question,  came  to  £561,000, 
or  £61,000  for  the  interest  on  the 
£2,000,000,  and  £500,000  given  in  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means,  a  short 
time  ago,  in  aid  of  Indian  Bevenue; 
and  for  the  Transvaal  in  the  same 
year  the  figures  are  as  follows: — 
Army,  £446,000;  Navy,  £210,000;  or, 
together,  £656,000;  so  that  the  total 
cost  for  the  year  of  these  two  descrip- 
tions of  Services  was  £1,217,000.  If 
that  charge  had  dissappeared  this  year, 
I  should  have  been  in  a  condition  to 
come  to  the  House  in  a  very  good  hu- 
mour, to  submit  my  Financial  Statement, 
and  possibly  might  have  done  something 
towards  putting  the  Committee  in  a  good 
humour  also.  But,  instead  of  that,  the 
charges  stand  as  follows : — For  India, 
£6:20,000,  assuming,  of  course,  that  the 
House  votes  the  sum  of  £500,000  in 
Ways  and  Means,  for  which  we  ask; 
and  the  Charge  for  the  Transvaal  will 
be.  Army,  £^84,000,  andNavy,  £200,000, 
together  making  £1,184,000  ;  or  a  total 
for  the  two  Services  of  India  and  the 
Transvaal  of  £1,804,000.  That  is  the 
sum  which  would  have  been  available  as 
net  Bevenue  without  these  two  Services ; 
fluid  if  I  take  the  two  years  together  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  a  general  result, 
India,  ^for  the  two  years,  stands  at  a 
cost  of  £1,171,000,  and  the  Transvaal 
at  £1,8  40,000,  or,  together,  considerably 
over  £3,000,000.  So  much  for  the 
Expenditure  of  the  year  which  has  just 
begun.  I  now  come  to  the  Bevenue  of 
the  year,  and  that — of  course,  the  Esti- 
mate of  the  Bevenue  for  the  year — 
stands  as  follows: — The  Customs  De- 
partment does  not  venture  to  estimate 
its  revenue  at  higher  than  £19,000,000. 
The  Estimate  for  the  Customs  last 
year  was  £19,300,000;  the  Excise  is 
estimated  at  £27,440,000;  Stamps, 
£11,900,000;  Taxes,  £2,760,000;  In- 
come Tax,  £11,000,000  ;  total  Bevenue 
from  Taxes,  £72,100,000;  Post  Office, 
£6,800,000;  Telegraph,  £1,600,000; 
Crown  Lands,  £390,000;  Interest  on 
Advances,  £1,200,000;  Miscellaneous 
Bevenue,  £3,900,000;  or  a  t^^si^  ^ 
£85,990,000.  Ts^^  ^'^<\ssai^K"^i»:s^'^^^^^ 
ture,    as   I    l^a.'H^    ^bia^2«^    ^^«i^^x   ^ 


687         Wai/8  and  Means — 


(COMMONS) 


Financial  SUtemanL        5S8 


£84,705,000,  making  an  apparent  Sur- 
plus of  £1,285.000. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE : 
That  is  taking  tho  Income  Tax  as  it  is 
at  present — at  Gd.  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Yes  ;  taking  the 
Income  Tax  at  6d.  I  can  assure  the 
Committee  that  this  is  not  the  first 
time  the  suhject  has  presented  itself 
to  my  mind.  Tho  apparent  Surplus  is 
£1,285,000;  but  there  is  a  small  addi- 
tion to  tho  Public  Expenditure,  which, 
unless  some  strong  reason  tho  other 
way  should  present  itself,  we  propose  to 
make,  and  that  is,  a  charge  for  barracks 
of  £100,000.  Those  who  are  familiar 
with  the  finance  of  tho  country  are,  no 
doubt,  aware  that  some  eight  or  ten 
years  ago,  not  during  the  time  of  the 
late  Government,  but  before  it  came  into 
Office,  the  charge  for  barracks  was  laid 
upon  Annuities.  The  bulk  of  the  opera- 
tion, has  been  effected,  and  only  a  sum 
of  about  £300,000  remains  to  be  ex- 
pended. The  Fortification  Annuities  are 
at  an  end.  No  more  will  be  created, 
and,  that  being  so,  I  am  very  desirous  to 
put  an  end  also  to  the  creation  of  Annui- 
ties for  these  barracks.  The  charge  for 
the  year  will  only  be  £100,000,  and  un- 
less, for  some  reason  which  I  do  not  at 
present  foresee,  it  should  appear  to  be 
inconvenient  to  do  so,  I  propose  to  pro- 
vide for  that  in  Ways  and  Means,  so 
that  we  shall  have  no  more  Barrack 
Annuities.  This  will  reduce  our  apparent 
Surplus  to  £1,165,000.  Then  comes 
the  question  of  the  sixth  Id,  upon  the 
Income  Tax.  That,  undoubtedly,  was 
not  a  grant  of  a  permanent  addition 
to  our  taxation.  It  was  a  loan,  or  a 
cadeau,  or  whatever  you  like  to  call  it, 
made  to  tho  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer of  the  day  in  order  that,  by  means 
of  it,  he  might  be  enabled  to  carry 
through,  what  was  deemed  by  Parlia- 
ment, a  beneficial  change.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  cannot  regard  it  as  my 

?roperty — n'x  ea  nostra  voca — I  think  if 
were  to  ask  the  IIouso  to  vote  this 
sixth  \d,  of  tho  Income  Tax,  it  would 
be  said,  and  said  with  perfect  justice, 
that  it  was  not  a  continuance  of  taxa- 
tion, but  an  addition  to  taxation.  There- 
fore, to  establish  our  starting  point,  I 
take  away  that  \d,  from  the  Income 
Tax.  That  costs  £1,460,000,  and  leaves 
me,  therefore,  with  a  deficiency  in  the 
figures  which  I  have  presented  of 
£275,000.     Well,    that  is  not   a  very 

Mr.  GladiUme 


favourable  description   of  m^  starting 
point,  and  I  am  afraid  it  will  convey 
strong  emotions  of  dissatisfaction  to  the 
minds  of  some  who  hayOy  as  instnicton 
of  others,    already    been  disposing  in 
advance  of  an  enormous   Surplus  sup- 
posed to  be  in  possession  of  the  Gh)vem- 
ment.    Before  I  proceed  to  the  meani 
by  which  we  intend  to  ask  the  Hoose 
to  provide  for  that  deficit,  I  will  men- 
tion two  subjects  tending^   to  its  ang- 
mentation,  if  they  are  entertained.   Tbe 
first  is  the  question  connected  with  the 
new  Tobacco  Duty  imposed  in  the  time 
of  tho  late  Government.     That  imposi- 
tion was  in  the  nature  of  an  experiment 
It  is  no  reproach  to  a  Financial  Minister 
if  experiments  of  this  kind  occasionally 
fail,  oecause  the  materials  with  which 
they  deal  do  not  admit  of  an  exact  com- 
putation. There  is  a  g^at  deal  of  doubt 
and  discussion  about  these  experiments, 
and  it  has  been  pressed  upon  me  by 
many  that  if  the  state  of  the  Berenne 
will  admit  it,  we  ought  to  propose  the 
removal  of  that  small  portion  of  the 
Tobacco  Duty  which,  for  practical  pur- 
poses, we  may  call  Ad,  in  the  pound.    I 
have  examined  the  matter  as  fairly  tnd 
impartially  as  I  can,  and,  in  my  opi- 
nion, the  time  has  not  yet  come  when 
the  House  can  be  in  the  position  to  pro- 
nounce with  adequate  certainty  on  the 
success  or  failure  of  this  experiment 
The  times  have  been  very  unfavourable 
to  it,  because  it  came  in  on  a  declining 
state  of  Kevenue,  and  a  declining  con- 
dition of  consumption,  and  such  periods 
are  extremely  unfavourable.     JJl  who 
recollect  the  Budget  of  the  first  Lord 
Northbrook  in  1840,  will  know  how  ex- 
tremely unfavourable  are  such  dream" 
stances  for  the  augmentation  of  indirect 
taxation.    But  in  ondeayouring,  as  well 
as  I  can,  to  sever  the  difiTerent  elements 
of   a  somewhat  complex  case,  I  find 
this.     In  the  first  place,   it  most  be 
borne  in  mind  that  even  a  relief  of  t 
trade  like  the  tobacco  trade  is  in  the 
nature  of  a  disturbance  of  the  trade, 
and  particularly  when  what  we  take  off 
is  a  fraction,  only  constituting  a  small 
portion  of  the  entire  duty.    Therefore, 
it  is  a  thing  not  to  be  done  without  seri- 
ous consideration.    Then  the  sentiment 
of  the  trade  is  divided  on  tiie  subject, 
and  I  am  assured  that,  although  not 
rapidly,  yet  the  consumption  is  some- 
what advancing.    The  measure  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Ghsn- 
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cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  which  was  pre- 
judiced by  the  general  state  of  the  Re- 
venue, has  been  favoured  by  the  state  of 
the  tobacco  supply.  The  tobacco  supply 
has  been  so  abundant  that  the  price  of 
leaf  tobacco  has  very  materially  fallen, 
and  that  great  fall  has  tended  in  a  gpreat 
degree  to  cover  the  augmentation  of  the 
duty,  and  to  assist  the  trade,  at  least  in 
part,  to  meet  that  augmentation.  I  have 
referred  to  the  He  venue  Department,  and 
I  am  assured  that  they,  on  their  re- 
sponsibility, cannot  look  for  a  smaller 
loss,  if  that  Ad,  in  duty  were  removed, 
than  £600,000,  and,  therefore,  what  I 
say  to  the  Committee  is  this — ^We  must 
postpone  the  examination  of  this  ques- 
tion. It  may  be  one  very  fit  to  examine, 
should  the  evidence  obtained  accumu- 
late upon  u^  a  year  or  a  couple  of  years 
hence  ;  but  at  present,  the  time  has  not 
come  when,  in  the  opinion  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  the  subject  ought  to 
be  dealt  with.  The  next  subject  is  one 
of  very  small  consequence  and  dimen- 
sions indeed ;  but  it  is  one  which  pre- 
sents very  considerable  difficulty  as  well 
as  inducement.  I  mean  the  subject  of 
the  duty  on  silver  plate.  The  Bevenue 
which  it  produces  is  no  more  than 
£48,000  a-year ;  but  there  are  two 
reasons  why,  if  we  could,  we  ought  to 
get  rid  of  it.  The  first,  is  the  general  ad- 
vantage which  has  never  failed  to  attend 
the  removal  of  the  Excise  Duty  upon  a 
product  of  British  industry.  That  is 
one  ;  but  there  is  another  special  reason, 
which  is,  that  there  is  every  reason  to 
believe  that  India  is  well  qualified  to 
supply  us  with  silver  wares  in  a  manner 
advantageous  to  herself  and  the  trade 
and  the  people  of  this  counti-y,  were,  it 
not  for  the  operation  of  this  tax.  Now, 
these  are  the  reasons  for  the  removal  of 
that  duty ;  but,  unfortunately,  there  are 
two  reasons  against  the  removal  of  the 
duty  in  the  ordinary  manner,  which,  I 
believe  the  Oonmiittee  may  consider 
as  weighty  or  weightier  still.  When 
I  say  '*  the  ordinary  manner,"  I  mean 
the  immediate  removal  of  the  duty. 
In  the  first  place,  to  get  rid  of  this 
£48,000  a-year,  you  must  not  only  give 
up  the  £48,000 — which  you  might  be 
willing  enough  to  do— but,  if  you  re- 
move this  duty  immediately,  which  un- 
doubtedly would  be  the  best  way  of 
doin^  it,  you  must  be  prepared  to  meet 
a  claim  for  drawbacks  which,  in  the  first 
place,  is  enormous  in  relation  to  the 


amount  of  duty,  and  totally  transcends 
all  the  dimensions  of  our  ideas  in  rela- 
tion to  drawbacks  on  taxable  commodi- 
ties, but  which  is  open  to  a  still  greater 
objection,  in  my  judgment,  at  least — 
namely,  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
shut  the  door  against  fraud.  When  I 
come  to  make  inquiries  as  to  these  draw- 
backs, gentlemen  of  the  greatest  intelli- 
gence and  respectability  in  the  trade  say 
that  a  drawback  would  be  due  to  them 
of — and  they  are,  certainly,  not  desirous 
of  overstating  the  drawback  and  thereby 
frightening  us  from  giving  it  the  relief, 
for  they  would  like  to  see  the  tax  re- 
moved, and  consequentiy  do  not  wish 
to  shake  our  nerves — a  drawback,  I  say, 
of  £170,000,  or  three  and  a-half  years' 
revenue.  To  that  Thave  got  to  ada,  that 
I  have  not  the  smallest  doubt  of  the  per- 
fect good  faith  of  that  estimate,  that  I 
have  not  the  smallest  doubt  of  the  per- 
fect good  faith  of  the  leading  members 
of  the  trade,  in  whose  hands  we  are  per- 
fectiy  safe,  as  to  all  their  own  opera- 
tions ;  but  it  is  not  in  their  power,  nor 
in  the  power  of  anyone,  to  assure  us 
that  we  should  not  be  subjected  to  a  de- 
mand, perhaps  as  great,  in  respect  of 
fraudulent  claims.  I  cannot  say  what 
that  would  be;  but,  under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, we  do  not  see  our  way  to 
proceed  to  the  removal  by  the  ordinary 
form — that  is,  of  an  immediate  removal. 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the  problem 
puzzles  me,  and  I  can  suggest  nothing 
better  than  that  which  is,  as  a  rule,  not 
to  be  resorted  to — namely,  in  the  diffi- 
culties of  this  case,  a  very  gradual  re- 
moval— to  provide  for  such  an  annual 
reduction  of  the  duty  as  will  not  sensibly 
disturb  the  course  of  trade ;  and  I  will 
submit  to  the  House  a  Kesolution  pro- 
posing that,  instead  of  1«.  ^d,  an  ounce, 
which  is  the  amount  now  chargeable, 
the  duty  shall  be  reduced  annually  by 
3^.  per  ounce  until  it  expires.  The  gold 
duty  we  do  not  propose  to  touch.  That 
is  a  duty  so  peculiar,  that  I  really  do  not 
know  how  one  could  deal  with  it  without 
entertaining  large  drawbacks  and  largely 
interfering  with  the  trade.  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  reason  for  touching 
the  duty  on  gold,  as  there  is  for  touching 
the  duty  on  silver.  I  leave  this  propos^ 
to  the  judgment  of  the  Committee — I 
make  it,  not  as  the  best  thing  conceiv-- 
able,  but  as  being,  probably,  the  "b<8»i^ 
thing  that  cau  b^  ^<5pas!k  ^^:c«Kt  -^^^ssasso 
circumstances.  "V^^^^\.H»^^*^^^^^^ 
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amount  into  account  in  fixing  the  bal- 
ance of  the  account,  for  it  is  not  worth 
our  notice  one  way  or  the  other.  So  I 
stand  thus:  I  have  £275,000  to  deal 
with,  and  must  ask  the  House  to  place 
in  our  hands  one  of  those  small  but  rea- 
sonable Surpluses,  without  which  the 
vicissitudes  of  the  year  cannot  be  en- 
countered. The  first  proposal  I  have  to 
make  to  the  House  is  an  adjustment, 
not  an  alteration,  of  the  duty  on  spirits 
— an  adjustment  of  what  is  called  the 
surtax.  That  surtax  is  at  present  5d, 
per  gallon  upon  what  is  commonly  called 
foreign  spirits,  and  2d.  per  gallon  on 
rum.  Wo  cannot  confute  the  charge 
which  is  sometimes  made  against  us  by 
some  foreign  Governments  that  this  5d, 
is,  as  regards  unrectified  spirits  brought 
from  abroad,  really  in  tiie  nature  of 
a  differential  duty,  and  that  the  5d, 
ought  certainly  not  to  be  more  than  4^. 
On  the  other  hand,  we  cannot  justify 
the  difference  between  the  duty  on  rum 
and  the  duty  upon  other  descriptions  of 
spirits.  Hum  is  introduced  principally 
from  our  Colonies,  and  wo  should  not 
make  a  distinction  for  their  accommoda- 
tion which  we  do  not  enforce  or  observe 
in  relation  to  other  countries.  As  re- 
gards rum  and  spirits  generally,  the 
case  stands  thus  :  Heretofore  in  the 
Customs  Department  we  have  been 
obliged  to  be  content  with  very  imper- 
fect methods  of  testine.  The  only  in- 
strument in  use  has  been  the  hydro- 
meter, and  it  has  been  with  reference  to 
the  use  of  the  hydrometer  that  our  pre- 
sent duties  have  been  fixed ;  but  we  are 
now  goinff  to  apply  the  same  method 
that  has  long  been  successfully  used  in 
the  case  of  -wine — namely,  the  method 
of  distillation.  By  that  method  of  dis- 
tillation, wo  shall  be  enabled — whether 
the  spirit  is  rectified  or  not,  whether  it 
is  coloured  or  not — to  ascertain  the  exact 
amount  of  alcohol  in  each  gallon,  and  to 
make  the  duty  perfectly  just.  So  that 
this  operation,  although  it  will  yield  us 
a  certain  sum  of  money,  is  not  proposed 
by  me  as  a  new  tux.  It  is  an  adjust- 
ment in  the  differential  duty,  which, 
although  it  may  involve  an  increase  in 
the  figure,  invariably  operates  in  the 
nature  of  a  reduction  to  the  consumer. 
Our  proposal  is  that  henceforward,  in- 
stead of  5d.  and  2d,  surtax,  there  shall 
be  a  uniform  surtax  of  4d.  upon  a  gal- 
lon of  standard  strength.  The  draw- 
back will  also  bo  altered.    It  will  be  4d. 
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on  rectified  spirits,  instead  of  being  as 
it  is  now,  and  will  be  2d.  on  unrectified 
spirits,  which  is  the  same  as  under  the 
present  law.  The  effect  of  this  opera- 
tion— which,  in  its  details,  is,  probably, 
not  of  great  interest  to  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers— will  be,  by  a  more  correct  method 
of  measurement  and  the  establishment 
of  a  more  perfect  equality  between  the 
different  kinds  of  spirit,  to  yield  to  the 
Exchequer — so  large  are  the  sums  in- 
volved in  even  the  smallest  modification  of 
the  Spirit  Duty— no  less  than  £180,000. 
Now,  that  does  not  fill  up  the  deficiency, 
and,  in  order  to  supply  what  is  wantinff, 
our  attention  has  been  turned  to  a  mudi 
larger  subject — namely,  the  subject  of 
the  Death  Duty.  I  do  not  wonder  that 
the  Death  Duty  excites  some  interest 
and  feeling  in  the  House,  because,  un- 
doubtedly, it  is  the  largest  and  most 
difficult  subject  still  remaining  to  be 
effectually  dealt  with  by  Parliament.  I 
will  confess,  at  the  outset,  that  I  am  not 
about  to  propose  any  complete  plan  fxxt 
dealing  with  that  duty.  In  the  first 
place,  I  am  quite  convinced  that  when 
such  a  plan  is  proposed  it  ought  to  be 
proposed  by  a  (Government  to  a  Parlia- 
ment which  has  plenty  of  what  I  may 
call  elbow  room — plenty  of  free,  unooca- 

Eied  available  space  for  its  discussion-' 
ecause  its  complication  is  such,  and  the 
nicety  and  largeness  of  the  interests  in- 
volved are  such,  that  it  never  could 
be  got  through  except  with  a  liberal 
allowance  of  the  time  of  Parliament 
for  its  consideration.  Sir,  there  are 
three  great,  I  may  say  gross,  ano- 
malies m  our  present  system  of  Death 
Duties — none  of  which  will  I  attempt 
to  deal  with  on  the  present  ocoasioD, 
though  I  wish  always  to  designate  tiiem 
and  keep  them  in  the  mind  of  ParKa- 
meut.  I  may  say  that  my  bon.  Friend 
behind  me,  the  Member  for  Stockton 
(Mr.  Dodds),  has  done  right  good  ser- 
vice to  the  public  in  the  elucidation  of 
this  question ;  but  even  he  did  not  fed 
himself  in  a  position,  in  the  vexy  bold 
proposal  he  made — and  I  think  be  was 
right — to  deal  with  the  anomalies  to 
which  I  refer.  These  anomalies,  I  say, 
are  three.  The  first  of  them  is  the  totil 
exemption  of  property  in  mortmain  firom 
Death  Dutv,  and  life  Duty,  and  eveij 
duty.  I  do  not  know  how  long  the 
Parliament  of  this  countzy,  which  is 
supposed  to  have  some  s€lf-goTenuiu| 
energy,  will  be  indined  to  i>ear  this 
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intolerable  anomalj.  I,  myself,  have 
had  the  honour  of  once  failing  in  an 
attempt  to  deal  with  it.  No  serious — 
no  extended — attempt  has  been  made 
since  that  time  to  deal  with  it ;  but  the 
time  must  come  when  it  must  be  dealt 
with.  It  will  be  dealt  with,  and  dealt 
with  boldly,  at  the  time  when  the  other 
anomalies  of  the  Death  Duty  are  taken 
in  hand  and  reduced  to  a  condition  of 
justice  and  equality.  As  to  the  other 
anomalies,  there  is — first  of  all,  the 
question  between  settled  and  unsettled 
personalty  ;  and  it  is  impossible  to  con- 
ceive anything  more  irrational — and  I 
speak  advisedly  when  I  use  this  almost 
hyperbolical  term — as  regards  pure  per- 
sonalty than  that  utter  inequality.  It 
seems  as  though  it  were  the  deliberate 
policy  of  the  country  to  drive  all  pro- 
perty into  settlement,  instead  of  leaving 
it  free  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  energy 
and  skill  of  an  enterprizing  nation — for 
that  is  the  true  policy  of  the  country. 
But,  instead  of  that,  what  do  we  do  ? 
We  say  to  those  who  leave  property 
free — *' A  heavy  Probate  Duty  shall  be 
levied  upon  your  unsettled  property. 
Put  it  into  settlement,  and  you  will  pass 
by  the  Probate  Duty,  paying  nothing 
but  a  bs,  stamp,  and  you  enjoy  an  ad- 
vantage for  which  there  is  not  a  shred 
of  reason."  I  have  looked  very  care- 
fully into  the  question,  and  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  the  conclusion  of  myself  and 
my  Colleagues  is,  that  we  find  that  the 
subject  is  so  much  mixed  up  with  the  con- 
sideration of  settlement,  either  of  realty 
or  arising  out  of  realty,  that  it  is  impos- 
sible to  deal  with  it  except  as  a  separate 
matter.  We  are  obliged,  therefore,  to 
leave  it  for  future  consideration.  Per- 
haps it  may  be  said — '*  Why  not  grapple 
with  the  whole  of  these  anomalies  at 
once?"  The  reason  for  not  doing  so 
wOl,  I  think,  carry  conviction  to  the 
mind  of  the  House.  It  is  not  the  diffi- 
culty of  doinff  so  ;  it  is  not  the  pressure 
of  JBusiness  during  this  Session,  though 
that  might  of  itself  form  a  conclusive 
reason ;  it  is,  that  Parliament  will,  as 
I  hope,  take  into  consideration  and 
decide,  in  one  way  or  the  other,  the 
main  question  connected  with  the  devo- 
lution of  inheritance  in  real  property. 
That  is  a  very  great  question  on  which 
I,  for  one,  have  a  very  strong  oninion ; 
but  I  hold  that  it  is  indispatable  fliat 
inasmuch  as  our  whole  scheme  of  taxa- 
tion by  Succession  Duty  upon  realty,  is 


based  on  these  life-interests,  it  is  abso- 
lutely impossible  to  deal  with  the  matter 
at  present.  I  am  obliged  to  pass  by 
these  large  subjects,  and  confine  myself 
within  comparatively  narrow  limits ; 
but  I  cannot  approach  the  matter 
without  saying  a  word  on  the  plan 
of  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me  (Mr. 
Dodds).  The  ability  with  which  that 
plan  was  brought  forward,  and  the 
strong  reasons  that  may  be  urged  in  its 
favour,  would  render  it  intolerable  for 
me  to  pass  it  by  altogether.  I  think  I 
may,  with  substantia  correctness,  de- 
scribe that  plan  as  being  a  plan  for 
abolishing  our  Legacy  Duties,  and  re- 
placing them  by  an  equivalent  addition 
to  the  Probate  Duties.  That  is,  in  very 
few  words,  a  summary  description  of  the 
plan.  I  must  say,  all  the  principles  of 
economical  science,  if  they  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  it,  and  all  the  principles 
of  fiscal  convenience,  are  so  strongly  in 
favour  of  the  plan  of  my  hon.  Friend,  that 
they  will  not  bear  a  moment's  counter 
argument.  But  the  plan  of  mvhon.  Friend 
abolishes  what  is  called  tne  ''consan- 
guinity scale."  Under  the  consangui- 
nity scale,  as  is  well  known,  the  law 
takes  very  practical  cognizance  of  the 
relation  in  which  the  party  inheriting 
stands  to  the  party  bequeathing ;  ana 
if  he  be  what  the  law  calls  a  lineal — 
that  is,  generally  speaking,  a  child,  but 
it  is  applied  on  the  one  side  sometimes 
to  a  grandchild  or  a  great  grandchild, 
and  on  the  other  side  to  grandfather  or 
a  great  ^grandfather — he  pavs  1  per  cent 
on  the  legacy ;  but  if  he  oe  more  re- 
mote through  various  gradations,  he  is 
charged  various  rates,  reaching  a  maxi- 
mum  of  10  per  cent.  There  is  a  very 
strong  argument  both  ways  with  reg^d 
to  consanguineous  cases.  It  is  not  at 
all  unnatural  to  hold  that  children,  and 
those  who  are  analagous  to  children, 
have  a  natural  expectancy,  and  that, 
having  that  expectancy,  they  are  not  fit 
subjects  for  taxation  to  the  same  extent 
on  inheritance  as  strangers.  And,  sin- 
gularly enough,  I  find  that  the  able 
gentleman  who  has  the  superintendence 
of  the  Legacy  and  Probate  Duties  at  the 
Board  of  Inland  Eevenue  says  that 
almost  all  his  difficulties  are  with  the 
people  who  pay  1  per  cent ;  while  the 
people  who  are  suoject  to  the  higher 
rates  pay  them  with  comparative  cheer-^ 
fulness.  I  remember  thai^'os^^NsBl^fe^^i^"'^^^ 
Friend  Earl  RvxaseiS^— '^^^^'^  i^sss^^  ^^s:^>- 
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nover  bo  repeated  in  this  House  without 
respect  and  gratitude  for  his  public 
services — was  once  talking  of  a  legacy 
of  £5,000  which  had  been  bequeathed  to 
him,  when  someone  said  it  was  very  hard 
that  he  should  have  to  pay  10  per  cent 
duty.  "On  the  contrary,"  he  said,  "I 
have  much  satisfaction  in  paying  £500, 
as  it  leaves  me  £1,500  in  pocket."  He, 
seemed  to  think  himself  well  off.  There 
is  a  strong  argument  as  regards  realty ; 
but  it  may  be  answered  in  this  way.  It  is 
very  true  that  people  ought  to  bequeath 
their  property  to  their  descendants,  and 
not  in  a  fanciful  manner  to  persons  a 
great  distance  from  them,  or  to  institu- 
tions for  the  purpose  of  being  glorified 
as  benefactors  after  they  are  dead ;  and 
you  may  say  it  is  the  business  of  the 
testator  and  not  of  the  State,  to  distin- 
guish between  what  shall  go  to  his 
children,  and  what  to  his  more  distant 
relations,  or  to  strangers  or  institutions. 
I  think  that  is  a  matter  that  might  be 
argued ;  but  I  am  not  prepared  to  make 
so  great  a  change,  even  if  I  were  con- 
vinced— and  I  will  not  say  I  am  con- 
vinced— of  its  propriety.  At  any  rate, 
I  am  not  prepared  to  make  so  great  a 
change  to  operate  upon  wills  which  for 
more  than  one  generation  have  been 
made  in  expectation  of  duties  arranged 
according  to  the  present  law.  I  will 
illustrate  the  matter  in  this  way.  Of 
the  property  subject  to  Legacy  Duty 
about  seven-twelfths  pay  only  1  per  cent, 
and  five-twelfths  pay  a  higher  rate. 
Were  you  to  say  that  the  duty  ought  to 
be  made  uniform  in  the  sliapo  of  a  really 
equivalent  sum  added  to  the  Probate 
Duty,  the  effect  would  be,  generally 
speaking,  that  the  lineals  who  now  pay 
1  per  cent  would  then  pay  2  J  per  cent, 
and  would  pay  that  in  a  gi'eat  degree 
to  the  relief  of  those  distantly  related. 
Under  those  circumstances,  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  assent  to  a  system  which  should 
compulsorily  introduce  this  system  of 
payment.  I  am  very  sensible  of  the 
great  advantages  which  would  bo  at- 
tained provided  testators  would  take  the 
matter  into  their  own  hands,  and,  instead 
of  leaving  the  State  to  draw  these  dis- 
tinctions, wore  to  adjust  their  wills  for 
themselves  with  a  view  to  an  equal  tax. 
If  they  did  that,  the  lineal,  I  take  it, 
would  got  quite  as  much  as  now,  and 
perhaps  less  would  go  to  fanciful  and 
comparatively  needless  objects.  But  to 
jny  non.  Friend  I  propose  to  offer  one 
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rerj  small  instalment,  which  will,  how- 
ever, tend  to  clear  the  g^und,  beeaase 
it  will  tend  after  a  few  years  to  test 
public  feeling.  AVhat  I  propose  is  this : 
To  introduce  an  optional  uiw,  and  to 
provide  that  where  all  the  parties  are 
agreed — the  residuary  legatees,  the  exe- 
cutors, and  the  Board  of  Inland  Hevenue 
— each  of  them  having  their  own  separate 
interests  to  defend,  the  amount  of 
this  duty  would  be  a  matter  for  agree- 
ment, so  as  not  to  lose  revenue,  at  some 
average  rate— say,  5  per  cent ;  and  the 
parties  may  then  go  scot  free,  and  make 
their  own  arrangements,  without  ever 
again  darkening  the  doors  of  Somerset 
House.  As  an  optional  law,  I  cannot 
see  that  there  can  oe  any  objection  to  t 
scheme  of  that  kind.  My  intention  is  to 
allow,  by  the  consent  of  all  the  parties, 
that  the  whole  sum  may  be  taken  at  once 
in  the  shape  of  an  augmented  Probate 
Duty,  and  all  further  pajrments  of  duty 
may  be  dispensed  with.  But,  Sir,  that 
is  not  a  proposition  from  which  I  can 
expect  to  derive  any  sensible  amount  of 
Ways  and  Means.  I  only  mention  it 
as  a  modification  of  the  law  which  it 
appears  to  me  might  be  tried,  and  whidi 
might,  at  the  worst,  work  harmlesalj) 
and,  at  the  best,  beneficially  perhapi. 
We  should  still  be  where  we  were,  and 
at  least  we  should  have  an  argument  in 
favour  of  consanguinity.  But  within  the 
narrow  circuit  I  have  traced,  without 
pretending  to  offer  to  the  House  any 
complete  reform  of  the  Death  Duties, 
there  still  remains,  in  my  opinion,  room 
for  a  limited,  but  an  extremely  useful 
and  in  no  respect  burdensome,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  profitable  change.  The 
essence  of  it  would  be  to  abolish  the 
1  per  cent  Legacy  Duty,  and,  in  re- 
spcct  to  that  1  per  cent,  to  add  (  per 
cent  to  the  Probate  Duty.  As  the  Legacy 
Duty  touches  rather  more  than  hau  the 
property  that  pays  duty,  that  would  seem 
to  be  in  the  nature  of  a  slight  remission, 
rather  than  an  augmentation ;  buty  I  take 
it,  there  is  virtufuly  an  equivalent.  Of 
course,  I  base  this  on  the  assumption, 
which  I  believe  to  be  beyond  question, 
that  as  this  is  a  commutation  of  dnty, 
the  duty  I  part  with  and  the  duty  I  im- 
pose will  fall,  usually,  on  the  same  par* 
ties ;  and  the  foundation  for  that  is  thif 
— the  residuary  legatees  who  pay  an 
additional  1  per  cent  are  usaiuly  the 
children.  Inanacoidentalca8e,aitraDgv 
might  be  the  reaiduaiy  legatee ;  in  a 
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very  few  cases  the  widow  is  the  resi- 
duary legatee,  or,  in  cases  perhaps  still 
fewer,  she  takes  the  {whole  estate ;  but 
these  cases  are  so  few,  that  it  appears  to 
me  they  ought  not  to  materially  influ- 
ence the  judgment  of  Parliament.  In 
the  main,  if  you  abolish  the  I  per  cent 
of  Legacy  Duty  and  add  ^  per  cent  to 
the  Probate  Duty,  you  take  off  1  per 
cent  from  the  Legacy  Duty  and  put  it 
on  again  in  the  shape  of  Probate  Duty. 
But  by  paying  Probate  Duty,  all  that 
description  of  reversion,  which  amounts 
to  two-thirds  of  the  whole  reversion, 
and  which  involves,  therefore,  two-thirds 
of  the  complications  my  hon.  Friend  tried 
to  get  rid  of,  would  completely  disappear. 
Of  course,  there  would  be  a  certain  change 
in  this  respect — that  the  Legacy  and  Pro- 
bate Duties  would  not  affect  exactly  the 
same  subjects.  The  Legacy  Duty  is 
more  a  personal  duty,  while  the  Probate 
Duty  is  more  a  duty  on  property ;  but 
the  change,  so  viewed,  is  a  change  com- 
pletely in  conformity  with  the  whole 
spirit  and  movement  of  modem  legisla- 
tion which  has  been  to  get  rid  of  taxation 
on  personal  property.  That  is  the  object 
we  have  in  view.  Now,  Sir,  in  doing 
this,  the  first  advantage  I  gain  is  to  get 
rid  of  an  immense  amount  of  complica- 
tion, and  of  the  necessity  of  keeping 
alive  accounts  in  the  Bevenue  Depart- 
ment of  a  vast  number  of  wills,  by  taking 
the  payments  all  at  once.  But  there  is 
another  advantage,  which,  though  it 
will  be  rather  a  heavy  cost  at  &st,  I 
estimate  even  more  highly,  and  that  is, 
that  part  of  the  measure  will  get  rid 
entirely  of  that  singularly  cumbrous  and 
inequitable  plan  under  which  we  first 
compel  the  payment  of  Probate  Duty  on 
the  debts  of  a  deceased  person,  and, 
sabsequently,  repay  the  duty  through  a 
cumbrous  process,  at  some  distant  time, 
instead  of  allowing  the  whole  of  those 
debts  to  be  deducted  at  once,  as  we  now 
propose.  That  proposal  I  do  commend  to 
the  Committee ;  but  it  will  not  add  to  the 
Bevenue,  because  this  year  we  shall  have 
to  make  a  double  amount  of  deduction — 
we  shall  have  the  deductions  that  belong 
to  last  year  in  the  repayment  of  duty, 
and  we  shall  have  the  deductions  of  the 
present  year.  I  propose  to  make  some 
other  change,  all  of  which  appear  to 
me  to  be  in  llie  right  direction.  It  is 
quite  practicable  to  have  a  dose  adjust- 
ment of  the  scale  of  duties ;  but  it  is  not 
quite  practicable  to  charge  the  duty  at  so 


much  per  cent  up  to  the  very  last  farthing 
— at  least,  so  I  am  informed.    It  is  repre- 
sented to  me  by  an  hon.  Friend,  who  is 
a  better  judge  on  the  subject  than  I  am, 
that  if  we  calculate  the  duty  it  must  be 
in  round  sums,  and  that  if  we  ceased  to 
do  that  it  would  cause  g^eat  inconveni- 
ence to  parties  all  over  the  country  in 
obtaining  the  necessary    legal    instru- 
ments.    However,  we  come  very  near 
to*  an  equality,  because  what  I  propose 
is  that  between  £100,  which  is  the  abso- 
lute limit  of  exemption  on  the  net  value 
of  estates,  and  £1,000,  the  duty  shall  be 
charged  at  intervals  of  £50 ;  and  above 
£  1 ,  000,  at  intervals  of  £  1 00.     That  wiU 
bring  us  near  an  exact  percentage.     I 
propose,  also«  to  abolish  the  exemption 
which   exists  in  regard  to  legacies  of 
£20.     If  the  richest  man  in  this  country 
dies  to-morrow,  and  bequeaths  to  the 
next  richest  man  in  this  country  £20  to 
purchase  a  snuff-box  in  recollection  of 
him,  that  £20  pays  no  duty.  [Severalhon. 
Membees  :  £19  19«.]   Yes ;  out  he  never 
does  leave  £20.    The  lawyers  take  care 
to  steer  dear  of  the  fatal  £20.  But  there 
is  another  change  I  propose  which  will 
have  a  very  smaU  fiscal  effect,  but  which 
I  regard  as  of  the  greatest  importance  to 
the  mass  of  the  community.    What  is 
the  great  ^evance,  after  all,  of  these 
Legacy  and  Probate  Duties  ?    It  is  the 
burden  they  entail — not  in  the  shape  of 
payment  to  the  Exchequer,  but  in  the 
shape  of  personal  cost  and  trouble,  and 
the  employment  of  intermediate  persons 
who  are  necessary,  and  which  falls  on 
the  smallest  people  who  inherit  any- 
thing.    There  are  multitudes  of  people 
in  this  country,  I  am  happy  to  say,  who 
now  hold  small  sums  in  the  Post  Office 
Savings    Banks  —  amounting  to  about 
£70,000,000— held  in  sums  of  £25,  £50, 
£100,  or  £200  at  the  outside;  and  all 
these,  if  inherited,  are  subject  to  Probate 
and  Legacy  Duty,  and  they  will  entail 
upon  people  who  are  perfectiy  bewildered 
as  to  what  they  have  to  do  and  to  pay, 
vexation,  trouble,  loss  of  time — which  to 
them  is  money — and,   finally,   charges 
which  constitute  a  formidable  percentage 
upon  the  sum  they  have  inherited.  The 
proposal  I  have  to  make  is  this — and  it 
18  not  a  modification  of  any  of  the  pro- 
posals I  have  yet  made.   It  is  completely 
beside  them,   and    the  effect    is    this. 
Wherever  an  affidavit  can  be  mada  th»^ 
the  gross  effecta— ^^t^  ^"^^  «54^«i.  ^'^s^^ 
to  allow  a  dedtkc^assii.  ^"^  ^^Xsfe^  ^^^s^^^'^ 
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wrong — do  not  exceed  £300,  the  person 
inheriting  shall  not  bo  compelled,  but 
fihall  have  the  opportunity  of  ai)plyiug 
to  the  nearest  Hovenue  officer,  and  under 
his  eye  making  an  affidavit  that  the  gross 
effects  do  not  exceed  £300,  specifying  what 
they  are — doing  before  him  what  would 
have  to  bo  done  in  the  Probate  Court ; 
and  that,  upon  doing  this,  the  Kevenue 
officer  shall  charge  two  sums  of  money. 
The  first  will  be  a  sum  of  15«.,  which 
will  represent  the  reduced  fee  which  is 
now  payable  in  the  Probate  Court.  The 
second  sum  will  be  one  of  30«.,  in  respect 
of  the  duty  and  the  measures  the  officer 
must  take  on  behalf  of  the  person.  Upon 
the  payment  of  that  sum  of  £2  58,,  the 
person  can  go  scot  free  of  all  further 
payments,  and  trouble,  and  exertion  of 
every  kind.  The  Hevenue  officer  will 
then  send  the  affidavit  to  the  Probate 
Court,  and  obtain  from  the  Probate 
Court  the  necessary  authority  to  place 
it  in  the  hands  of  the  person  inheriting, 
and  he  would  hear  no  more  about  it. 
That,  I  think,  will  be  an  immense  relief 
to  the  small  persons  I  am  referring  to. 
Together  with  the  deduction  of  debts  it 
has  been  customary  to  make  an  allow- 
ance for  funeral  expenses ;  but  that  can 
only  be  made  at  the  time  of  settling  the 
accounts  for  Legacy  Duty.  Loth  these 
allowances  will  now  bo  made  at  the  time 
of  taking  out  probate,  and  the  confident 
expectation  of  the  Department  is  that 
when  they  take  the  first  account  of  the 
debts  and  the  funeral  expenses,  and  the 
probate  is  granted,  that  will  be  the  final 
settlement.  It  will,  of  course,  be  neces- 
sary to  retain  power  in  cases  of  compli- 
cation, to  require  a  final  account  in  order 
to  ensure  an  accurate  adjustment.  Well, 
Sir,  the  essence  of  this  measure,  as  I 
hope  I  may  describe  it  in  three  short 
phrases,  is  this — The  duty  is  not  to  be 
taken  up;  a  certain  outstanding  credit 
is  taken  up  and  out  of  the  funds,  and  in 
connection  with  the  funds  obtained ;  and 
by  taking  up  that  outstanding  credit 
practical  reforms  and  improvements  in 
the  administration  of  the  law,  especially 
as  regards  the  humbler  classes  of  the 
community,  are  to  be  effected.  The  finan- 
cial effect  may  be  very  simply  stated, 
and  I  have  now  nearly  arrived  at  the 
conclusion  of  this  lengthy  statement. 
The  addition  to  the  Probate  Duty  for  the 
entire  year  would  be  £1,046,000  by  the 
adoption  of  this  plan.  Against  that, 
there  will  be  a  loss  of  £161,000  on  the 
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Legacy  Duty,  and  £428,000  on  aooorat 
of  debts.  That  sum  of  £428,000  wOIIm 
reduced  in  future  years ;  but  the  lo«  o& 
the  Legacy  Duty  will  be  fax  heavier. 
There  will  never  be  any  Iobs  to  tlie 
Eevenue,  but  perhaps  some  small  gun 
ultimately ;  and  witk  this  there  wiU  re- 
main the  large  advantages  I  have  endes- 
voured  to  show  to  the  taxpayin^  oomma- 
nity.  I  propose  to  £lx  the  1st  of  Jona 
for  the  commencement  of  the  operatioi. 
That  would  give  us  10  months.  The  nit 
gain  for  the  first  year  will  be  £467,000, 
and  the  gain  for  10  months,  £390,000. 
Now,  Sir,  my  final  figures  are  of  a  vaij 
simple  character.  My  apparent  Sozplai 
was£l, 185,000,  andmybeficit,  after  de- 
ducting the  Id,  off  the  Income  Tax,  w 
£275,000.  Against  this,  I  place  a  gtin 
by  the  adjustment  of  the  surtax  oi 
foreign  spirits  of  £180,000,  and  a  gain 
by  the  net  result  of  the  operations  in  re- 
spect of  the  Probate  Duty  of  £390,000. 
That  gives  a  total  gain  of  £570,000, 
from  which  I  have  to  deduct  the  debt 
of  £275,000,  leaving  as  the  estimated 
and  very  modest  Surplus  for  the 
year,  £295,000,  or,  in  round  numbeiiy 
£300,000.  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
procedure  upon  these  proposals.  Thare 
is  only  one  Resolution  which  it  will  be 
necessary  to  take  to-night  in  the  usnil 
manner.  I  hope  the  Oonunittee  vill 
hear  what  I  have  to  say  on  the  subject 
of  procedure,  because  our  position  ii 
rather  peculiar.  There  are  not  manj 
more — in  fact,  there  are  only  four  woik- 
ing  days  —  before  the  Easter  Beoeei. 
One  Hesolution,  that  concerning  the  ad- 
justment of  the  surtax  on  spirits,  it  will 
be  necessary  to  take  to-night ;  but  with 
regard  to  the  other  Resolutions  I  am  in 
the  hands  of  the  Committee.  I  do  not 
think  I  am  proposing  any  plan  involTinff 
principles  of  great  difficulty;  but  I  think 
it  would  be  very  advantamoiis  if  the 
consideration  of  the  Hesomtions  were 
postponed  until  after  their  publicatioa 
in  the  Paper.  I  am  not  inclined  to  aafc 
that  at  all ;  I  give  it  simply  as  my  opi- 
nion, and  I  am  not  aware  anyone  will  oe 
prejudiced  by  it.  If  I  am  not  allowed  to 
go  on  with  the  Besolutions  to-night  and 
bring  in  the  Bill,  the  consequence  wiD 
be  to  entail  a  greater  delay  than  i&  de- 
sirable in  getting  the  judgment  of  the 
House ;  and  with  regard  to  the  anbee- 
quent  stages  of  the  Bill,  there  wrill  be  a 
much  longer  postponement  than  is  de- 
sirable.   I,  therefore,  reapeotfoUy  make 
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that  proposition  to  the  Oommittee,  be- 
lieving, as  I  do,  that  it  will  be  a  very 
great  advantage  to  take  the  Eesolutions 
to-night,  so  that  they  may  be  reported 
to-morrow,  and  the  Bill  brought  in  to 
admit  of  its  being  amply  considered 
both  by  hon.  Members  and  the  country 
during  the  Eecess.  In  that  case,  I 
should  propose  that  the  practical  time 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Bill  should 
he  taken  immediately  after  the  second 
reading  of  the  Irish  Land  Bill.  In  con- 
clusion I  have  yet  one  duty  to  perform, 
which  is  to  thank  the  Committee  for  the 
g^at  attention  it  has  given  me.  It  is 
not  the  first  time  I  have  made  this  State- 
ment ;  it  is  the  11th  time — and  probably 
the  last  time — on  which  it  has  been 
my  duty  to  place  before  the  House  the 
annual  arrangements  of  our  Finance.  I 
do  not  wish  to  colour  too  highly  the 
public  prospects.  I  fully  admit  I  have 
nad  no  bnlliant  picture  to  present  to 
the  Committee.  I  have  had  no  dazzling 
or  bewitching  proposals  to  make.  I 
have  spoken  on  former  occasions,  some- 
times under  worse  circumstances,  and 
sometimes  under  better  circumstances; 
but,  at  any  rate,  I  have  done  an  act  of 
restitution  in  faithfully  and  gratefully 
giving  back  to  the  Committee  that  id. 
of  Income  Tax  which  they  kindly  and 
generously  gave  me  for  a  temporary 
purpose,  and  thereby,  at  least,  I  am  not 
open  to  the  charge  of  breaking  faith. 
As  respects  the  rest  of  the  arrangements 
by  which  we  propose  to  meet  the  small 
debts  and  create  the  necessary  Surplus, 
I  do  not  think  I  need  say  anything.  It 
is  something  to  say  that  we  can  meet 
the  demand  of  the  enormous  Expenditure 
of  this  country  without  adding,  as  I 
trust  and  believe  we  do  not  add  in  any 
degree,  great  or  small,  to  the  burdens 
of  the  country. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*<(1.)  That,  towards  railing  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Mi^etty,  the  Duties  of  Customs 
now  charged  on  Tea  shall  continue  to  be  levied 
and  charged  on  and  after  the  first  day  of  August, 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-one, 
until  the  first  day  of  August,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eighty-two,  on  importation 
into  Great  Britain  or  Ireland  (that  is  say) :  on 

£    #.    d. 
Tea  .        .    the  lb.    0    0    6.*'— 

{Mr.  Olathion0.) 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  Mr. 
Playf  air,  I  do  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
entering  into  any  disusdon  upon  the 


Budget  which  has  just  been  submitted 
to  us.  I  wish  only  to  say  that,  so  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  and  so  far  as  I  believe 
those  who  sit  near  me  are  concerned,  we 
think  the  proposal  which  has  been  made 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  as 
to  the  mode  of  procedure,  is  a  reasonable 
and  convenient  one.  The  principles 
which  are  involved  in  the  Resolutions 
that  we  shall  be  asked  to  pass,  except 
so  far  as  they  may  touch  the  Death 
Duty,  are  principles  upon  which,  I  pre- 
sume, there  will  be  very  little  or  no  dis- 
cussion ;  and  the  proposals  are  obviously 
of  a  character  that  would  be  better 
understood,  and  more  conveniently  dis- 
cussed, when  we  have  them  before  us  in 
the  shape  of  a  Bill.  I  take  notice  of 
the  promise  that  is  made  us  that  we 
shall  have  an  early  and  convenient  op- 
portunity, when  we  meet  after  Easter, 
for  fully  discussing  those  proposals  which 
are  complicated  at  the  first  blush  and 
examination.  I  confess  that,  clear  as 
the  Statement  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
was,  there  are  one  or  two  points  in 
connection  with  his  scheme  which  I 
should  like  to  examine  further  before 
I  express  an  opinion  upon  them.  I 
will  venture  to  ask  whether  we  can  be 
favoured  with  somewhat  fuller  informa- 
tion, in  the  form  of  a  Return,  of  that 
interesting  comparison  of  Population, 
Revenue,  and  Expenditure  which  was 
given  us  in  brief  ?  It  is  rather  difficult 
to  understand  some  of  the  results  unless 
we  have  the  figures  before  us.  There  is 
another  question  I  should  like  to  ask. 
It  will  be  remembered  that  one  of  the 
main  reasons  which  were  given  for 
the  additional  Id,  on  the  Income  Tax 
last  year  was  the  necessity  of  making 
some  provision  for  the  probable  or  ex- 
pected reduction  of  the  duties  on  foreign 
wines.  I  am  not  sure  that  we  have  had 
information  given  us  on  that  subject.  I 
think  it  is  desirable  we  should  know  how 
the  matter  stands,  and  whether  there  is  a 
probability  of  reduction,  and  what  the 
negotiations  with  France  generally  are  ? 
I  will  not  detain  the  Oommittoe  now.  I 
think  that  the  course  which  has  been  pro- 
X>osed  is  a  course  which  it  will  be  desir- 
able to  adopt,  for  we  shall  be  acting 
wisely  by  waiting  to  see  the  Resolutions 
before  us  in  a  definite  shape. 

Mb.  W.  H.  wills  said,  that  he  had 
listened  with  much  interest  to  that  part 
of  the  Financial  Statement  trXj^^^^^^^^s^r^ 
to  the  duties  on  VJ^^w^sa^  ^iJi^siQSiNM^^^^ 
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regretted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  found  himself  able  to  grant  the 
small  remission  which  the  trade  had  so 
long  and  so  anxiously  desired.  Still,  he 
felt  satisfaction  that  attention  had  been 
drawn  to  the  subject,  for  the  tone  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  convinced 
him  that  he  was  open  to  conviction  after 
a  little  longer  experience,  and  he  fully 
believed  that  next  year,  if  the  state  of 
the  finances  of  the  country  permitted, 
their  demand  would  be  conceded.  The 
Tobacco  Duty  was  not  unimportant ;  it 
produced  over  £8,000,000  sterling  every 
year,  and  thus  formed  one-tenth  of  the 
entire  Ecvenue  of  the  Kingdom.  He 
desired  to  point  out  that  during  the  seven 
years,  1871-1877,  immediately  preceding 
the  imposition  of  the  extra  Ad.  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote), 
there  had  been  a  steady  increase  in 
the  home  consumption  of  raw  tobacco  of 
over  1,000,000  lbs.  weight  every  year. 
This  growth  in  consumption  yielded  a 
money  increase  of  nearly  £200,000  every 
year.  Well,  the  addition  which  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  made  was 
only  Ad,  per  lb.,  equal  to  a  farthing  on 
each  ounce,  and  that,  at  first  sight,  did 
not  seem  a  very  serious  amount ;  but  it 
had  disorganized  the  whole  trade,  and 

? roved  a  great  hindrance  to  business, 
he  House  must  bear  in  mind  that  more 
than  three-fourths  of  the  duty — more 
than  £6,000,000  sterling — was  every 
year  contributed  by  working-men,  who 
bought  their  tobacco  not  by  the  pound, 
but  by  the  ounce  or  half-ounce ;  and  now 
for  more  than  30  years  past  the  uni- 
form price  they  had  always  paid  was 
Zd,  an  ounce.  The  new  price  was  3^^., 
which  was  obviously  an  impracticable 
one.  The  first  result  in  the  retail  trade 
was  to  add  another  \d.j  thus  making 
the  price  ^UL  for  one  ounce;  but  this 
course  was  so  opposed  by  the  consumers 
that  it  was  soon  abandoned,  and  the 
manufacturers  were  compelled  to  supply 
the  trade  with  an  article  which  could 
still  bo  sold  at  3rf.  When  com  was 
dear  the  \d.  loaf  became  smaller,  and 
when  flour  fell  the  loaf  was  again  larger ; 
but  there  was  no  such  opportunity  for 
dealing  with  tobacco.  It  was  sold  by 
the  ounce,  and  must  bo  of  full  weight. 
Under  the  conditions  of  the  new  duty 
it  became  necessary  for  manufacturers 
partially  to  abandon  the  superior  growths 
of  Kentucky  and  Virginia,  and  seek  in 
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t>ther  countrieB  for  less  known  tobaoooi 
of  poorer  flavour — more   absorbent  ia 
their  character,  but  far  inferior  in  qm- 
lity.    The  result  of  the  change  in  the 
duty  had   been  that,   whereas  np  to 
the  end  of  1877  there  had  been  an  ift- 
crease  in  the  consumption  of  the  home 
trade,   as  he  had    sdready    shown,  of 
over  1,000,000  lbs.  weight  erexy  yen, 
there  was,   in    1878,   a   falling  off  of 
1,250,000  lbs.  as  compared  wim  1877; 
in  1879,    as   compared    with    1877,  • 
faUing  off  of  2,000,000   lbs. ;    and  in 
1880,   as  compared  with  1877,  a  ooa- 
tinued  falling  off  of  another  1,000,000 
lbs.    So  that,  in  three  years,  not  on^ 
had  all  increase  disappeared,  but  then 
was  an  absolute  decline  in  oonsamntiQn 
of  4,250,000  lbs.  weight.     The  dban- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  perfeedj 
correct  in  saying  that   the   low  prieei 
recently  ruling  in  the  leaf  tobacco  muM 
had  tended  to  compensate  for  the  addi- 
tional duty.    That  was  certainly  trne; 
but  if  there  had  been   only  one  W 
season,   one  failure  of  a  crop  in  the 
United  States,  it  would  have  been  im- 
possible to  have  found  a  supply  for  flie 
artizan  classes  of  anything  at  allpalatalde 
at  Zd,  the  ounce.     As  it  was,  tne  use  d 
inferior  growths  and  poor  condition  hid 
had  a  marked  effect  upon  consumption. 
It  was  not  all  due,  as  tne  Customs  sog- 
gested,  to  the  depression  of  the  timee, 
for  it  was  well  known  that  during  the 
worst  period  of  the  Cotton  Famine  there 
was  no  perceptible  decline  in  theoon- 
sumption  of  manufactured  tobacco.    He 
was  quite  willing,  however,  to  wait  the 
1 2  months  of  wmoh  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  spoken.     He  believed  that 
tlie  Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer  hid 
satisfied  himself  that  a  return  to  the  old 
duty  would  speedily  lead  to  an  expsa- 
sion  of  the  trade,  and  he  was  therefore 
content  not  to  press  the  matter  at  the 

S resent  time.  He  believed  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  would  assist  them  si 
soon  as  he  felt  himself  at  liberty  to  do  ia 
He  was  confident  that  when  that  time 
did  arrive,  and  the  Ad.  was  taken  dL 
there  would  be  not  only  a  great  incresee 
of  business,  but  satisfaction  to  ereiy 
consumer  of  tobacco,  with  a  very  ap- 
preciable benefit  to  the  Bevenue  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  DODDS  wished  to  express  htf 
thanks  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Cliaucellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  the 
yerj  kind  and  complimentary  uisnier 
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in  which  he  bad  been  pleased  to  refer  to 
his  (Mr.  Dodds')  action  in  respect  to  the 
Probate  and  Legacy  Duties.  It  was  a 
subject  in  which  he  had  long  taken  a 
deep  interest,  and  one  with  which,  from 
his  professional  experience,  he  was  in- 
timately acquainted.  He  came  down 
to  the  House  to-day  in  the  full  expecta- 
tion of  finding  the  right  hon.  GenUeman 
prepared  to  adopt  the  scheme  he  pro- 
pounded in  the  House  two  years  ago. 
Me  thought  his  scheme  was  so  plain  and 
comprehensive,  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  have  seen  his  way 
to  adopt  it  upon  the  present  occasion  ; 
and,  indeed,  he  had  now  to  thank  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  having,  in 
effect,  adopted  the  principle  for  which 
he  had  been  contending.  He  only  re- 
gretted that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  viewed,  what  he  had  very  fit- 
tingly called  the  Death  Duties,  from  the 
point  they  ought  to  be  viewed — namely, 
as  duties  attaching  upon  the  capital  left 
by  the  testator.  From  such  a  point  of 
view  there  ought  to  be  a  uniform  rate 
charged  upon  the  property  left  by  the 
deceased  person.  The  Probate  Duty 
might  be  paid  by  a  stranger ;  the  Income 
Tax  might  be  paid  in  exactly  the  same 
way;  and,  in  short,  everything  was 
against  the  Death  Duty,  which  ought  not 
to  be  a  charge  upon  the  recipient,  but 
a  charge  upon  the  capital  fund  itself. 
The  right  non.  Gentleman  had  given 
reasons  why  he  could  not,  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  deal  more  comprehen- 
sively with  his  (Mr.  Dodds')  scheme. 
He  admitted  that,  during  the  present 
Session  of  Parliament,  they  ha!d  had, 
and  would  continue  to  have,  very  many 
important  subjects  engrossing  their  at- 
tention, and  that  the  House  was  not 
likely  to  have  at  its  disposal  this  year 
sufficient  time  to  inquire  into  the  ano- 
malies of  the  duties  he  was  now  discuss- 
ing ;  but  he  contended,  and  he  thought 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  had  the 
opportunity  of  thoroughly  investigating 
the  matter,  he  would  have  been  satisfied 
that  his  proposals  might  have  been 
dealt  with  without  touching  in  any  way 
the  future  consideration  of  those  ffreat 
subjects  to  which  reference  had  heen 
made.  He  was  quite  persuaded  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  have 
adopted  his  scheme,  and  have  left  the 
questions  referring  to  land  in  mort- 
main and  to  settled  and  unsettled  pro- 
pei-ty,  to  be  dealt  with  at  a  more  con- 


venient season.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  said  he  was  unprepared 
to-night  to  make  so  great  a  change  as 
he  (Mr.  Dodds)  proposed.  He  hoped, 
however,  that  when  the  Bill  came  bo- 
fore  them,  one  step  would  be  taken 
which  would  pave  the  way  for  that  great 
and  comprehensive  scheme  of  reform 
which  he  was  sure  would,  before  many 
years  had  passed,  be  adopted,  and 
adopted  not  merely  with  advantage  to 
the  Revenue,  but  to  the  persons  who 
had  to  pay  the  duty  throughout  the 
country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  a  suggestion  which  he  (Mr.  Dodds) 
feared  he  scarcely  comprehended.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  adopt 
an  optional  clause,  and  to  allow  the 
parties  where  all  were  agreed — namely, 
the  officers  of  Inland  Eevenue,  the 
residuary  legatees,  and  other  interested 
parties — to  combine  and  to  pay  one  duty 
of  5  per  cent,  and  so  get  rid  of  the  matter 
altogether.  \Vhen  the  Bill  was  brought 
in,  tney  would  see  how  such  a  proposal 
was  likely  to  work.  If  it  be  a  step  in 
the  direction  he  had  indicated,  he  would 
be  more  than  satisfied  with  it.  He  was 
glad  to  see  that  the  complications  aris- 
ing from  deaths  were  to  be  got  rid  of ; 
and  he  did  not  share  the  apprehen- 
sions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to 
the  difficulty  of  paying  duty  down  to  the 
last  farthing.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  referred  to  the  personal 
cost  and  trouble  in  all  these  matters. 
He  (Mr.  Dodds)  went  fully  into  the 
point  on  a  former  occasion,  and  he  would 
not  trouble  the  Committee  by  going  into 
it  now.  He  would,  however,  recommend 
to  hon.  Members  the  perusal  of  a  book 
written  by  a  gentleman  who  bore  a 
name  which  was  well  known  and  highly 
respected  in  the  House,  and  who  was 
amongst  the  many  very  excellent  and  in- 
telligent officials  of  the  Inland  Eevenue 
Department  at  Somerset  House — he  re- 
ferred to  Mr.  Gossett.  This  gentleman 
had  devoted  80  folio  pages  to  instructions 
on  the  art  of  making  a  will ;  and  he  very 
completely  showed  all  the  complications 
in  tne  matter.  There  were  other  subjects 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
referred,  all  going  in  the  direction  he  de- 
sired. He  would  conclude,  as  he  began, 
by  expressing  his  extreme  regret  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not 
seen  his  way  to  go  further,  and  by  thank- 
ing him  for  the  step  in  the  right  dJct^^R.- 
tion  he  had  taken. 
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Mr.  J.  G.  HXJBBAED  said,  there  j 
was  one  bright  feature  in  the  Statement 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
that  was  the  promised  revision  of  the 
Probate,  Legacy,  and  Succession  Duties. 
Nothing  more  harassing  and  more  dis- 
tressing to  those  concerned,  and  more 
troublesome  to  the  officials  than  the  levy- 
ing of  these  duties  could  be  imagined ; 
and  any  simplification  of  the  levying  of 
those  duties  would  be  regarded  as  a  very 
great  improvement.  He  would  like  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  consider 
whether  there  was  not  an  efltective  means 
of  dealing  with  the  very  large  amount 
of  corporate  property  which  paid  nothing 
at  all  in  the  shape  of  Legacy  Duty  ;  in 
fact,  from  century  to  century  it  escaped 
Legacy,  Succession,  or  Probate  Duty. 
This  property  could  escape  Legacy  Duty, 
but  it  could  not  escape  the  Income  Tax. 
The  Income  Tax  was  practically  the 
most  useful,  most  searching,  and  most 
indispensable  of  all  taxes.  He  could  not 
conceal  his  regret  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  did  not  at  once  take  upon 
himself  the  great  work  of  adjusting  the 
Income  Tax.  This  tax  then  might  be  so 
far  increased  and  applied  to  every  species 
of  property  that  the  Probate  and  Suc- 
cession and  Legacy  Duties  might  be 
greatly  reduced.  Many  reasons  had  been 
given  why  the  Income  Tax  could  not  be 
adjusted,  which  had  been  successively 
answered  by  the  march  of  events.  One 
great  reason,  however,  remainedi  and 
that  was  that  an  adjustment  could  not 
be  made  without  diminishing  the  pro- 
ductiveness of  the  tax.  At  this  moment 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
an  Income  Tax  which  2)roduccd  all  he 
wanted,  and  ho  might  with  advantage, 
and  without  suffering  any  loss  of  Hovonuo, 
have  retained  the  6d.  rate,  and  have 
made  the  adjustment  required  to  make 
the  tax  an  equitable  one.  With  regard 
to  tlie  Terminable  Annuities,  ho  thought 
some  action  necessary ;  but  the  plan 
sketched  out  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  needed  explanation.  Ho  was 
quite  at  a  loss  to  understand  why  it  was 
proposed  to  take  off  the  duty  on  silver. 
Plate  was  only  held  by.  wealthy  i)eople, 
and  he  doubted  whether  that  class  of 
society  would  altogether  thank  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  this  change,  becaufcio 
their  property  would  lose  in  value,  and 
they  would  find  themselves  so  much  the 
poorer.  ITo  had  never  lieard  of  any 
agitation  for  the  abolition  of  the  duty,  j 


except  on  the  part  of  one  or  two 
silversmiths.  The  subject,  however, waa 
hardly  worth  discussion.  His  object  in 
rising  was  to  express  his  opinion  tbit 
the  proposals  of  the  riglit  hon.  Gentle- 
man were  calculated  to  keep  th.e  finances 
of  the  country  in  a  sound  and  healthy 
condition. 

Sir  GABRIEL  QOLDNEY  said,  lie 
congratulated  the  Committee  upon  flifl 
satisfactory  Budget  which,  had  been  liid 
before  them,  and  which,  lie  beliered, 
would  be  agreeable  to  the  mneral  com- 
munity. As  to  the  Legacy  I>utj,  he  did 
not  go  60  far  as  the  hon.  Member  ftr 
Stockton  ;  but  as  regarded  the  alten- 
tions  which  would  afford  facilitieB  for 
the  payment  of  duty  on  small  legadeik 
thereby  doing  away  with  the  ezpenw 
connected  with  them,  he  considered  tin 
proposal  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer as  very  satisfactory.  There  wen 
originally  no  duties  with  regard  to  thi 
descent  of  property  to  children  until  the 
year  1815,  when  they  were  first  imposed; 
and  ever  since  that  time  he  beuered 
they  had  been  kept  at  a  lower  rate  thsa 
those  upon  property  descending  to  ofteHk 
He  believed  that  although  the  ooUedion 
of  Legacy  and  Succession  Dutieshadbeen, 
to  a  certain  extent,  burdensome,  then 
were  no  duties  paid  more  readily  and 
cheerfully.  He  pointed  out  that  then 
was  an  enormous  amount  of  property  in 
this  country  which  was  protectea  by  the 
State,  but  which  made  no  return  whtt- 
ever  by  way  of  taxation.  If  property  it 
mortmain  were  subjected  to  a  fair  and 
equal  charge,  a  very  larg^  amount  wonU 
fiow  into  the  Exchequer.  Assuming  thit 
the  persons  who  held  the  property  in 
mortmain  had  the  duty  whicn  th^  nov 
paid  upon  its  devolution  every  nftoea 
and  a-half  years  commuted  to  an  annul 
payment, the  sum  produced  would  amonnt 
to  very  nearly  £6,000,000.  The  ques- 
tion was,  of  course,  a  rery  large  one; 
but  ho  was  exceedingly  glad  that  it  was 
to  be  a  matter  of  consideration. 

Mb.  WHITBEEAD  said,  he  had  no 
reason  to  complain  of  the  reference  made 
by  the  Chanceller  of  the  Exchequer  to 
the  effect  of  the  repeal  of  the  Malt  Duty. 
The  Committee  would  remember  whit 
was  the  main  subject  of  controversy  be- 
tween the  brewers  and  the  ChanoeUorof 
the  Exchequer  last  year.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  that  he  desired  to  finds 
fair  equivalent  in  the  Beer  Duty  for  the 
tax  upon  malt.    On  the  other  hand,  the 
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brewers,  while  admittmg  the  advantage 
to  be  gained  by  the  absolute  freedom 
allowed  them  in  the  choice  of  materials, 
contended  that  the  substitution  of  the 
Beer  Duty  was  something  more  onerous 
to  them  than  a  fair  equivalent  of  the 
Malt  Duty.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer could  not  be  persuaded  that  the 
figures  put  forward  m  support  of  this 
contention  were  correct;  but  it  had  since 
been  found  that  the  brewers  did  pay, 
and  were  now  paying,  largely  in  excess 
of  what  they  used  to  pay  upon  the 
quarter  of  malt.  The  figures  employed 
last  year  were  substantially  accurate 
as  applied  to  the  present  time.  It 
was  asked  why  this  increase  was  not 
eihown  in  the  Ketums;  but  that  was 
accounted  for  by  the  cold  winter  and 

?)ring  having  been  adverse  to  the  trade, 
hat  was  the  reason  why  the  Bevenue 
had  not  shown  under  the  head  of  Beer 
Duty  what  was  expected  from  that 
source.  The  brewers  had  always  con- 
tended that  this  change  would  impose  a 
new  burden  upon  them,  and  that  the 
fact  would  be  proved  by  figures  at  the 
end  of  the  year ;  and  they  were  met  by 
the  statement  that  they  must  not  say 
that  because  the  revenue  firom  the  Beer 
Duty  was  largely  in  excess  of  that  de- 
rived from  the  Malt  Duty  they  were 
more  heavily  taxed,  inasmuch  as  this 
might  arise  from  increase  of  trade. 
It  would,  therefore,  be  unjust  now  to 
say  that  the  deficiencr^  in  the  Bevenue 
anticipated  from  the  Beer  Duty  was  a 
proof  that  they  were  more  lighdy  taxed 
than  formerly.  Those  with  whom  he 
acted  last  year  determined  that  it  was 
better  to  submit  to  the  increase  of 
charge,  rather  than,  at  the  time,  to 
attempt  to  prove  a  case  which  was 
immature.  Sufficient  time  had  not  now 
elapsed  to  prove  their  case  as  dis- 
tinctly as  they  desired  to  do.  This  would 
require  the  getting  together  of  a  large 
amount  of  evidence ;  and  the  short  space 
of  time  during  which  the  tax  had  come 
into  operation  did  not,  in  their  opinion, 

J'ustify  them  in  making  their  complaint 
Leard  at  that  moment.  Therefore,  they 
asked  that  their  position  should  not  be 
considered  to  be  weakened  because  their 
complaint  had  not  been  put  forward  that 
year.  They  desired  that  the  question 
might  be  left  open,  and  that  they  might 
be  considered  to  be  in  the  same  position 
with  regard  to  it  as  they  stood  in  last 
year — namely,  that  if  they  could  show 
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that  the  Beer  Tax  was  a  new  impost  upon 
them  it  should  bo  held  to  be  entitled  to 
re-consideration.  He  thought  that  was 
the  meaning  of  the  words  which  had 
been  addressed  to  the  Committee  that 
evening  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. He  did  not  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would,  for  a  moment, 
claim  that,  because  they  had  not  yet 
made  out  their  case,  they  should  not 
come  to  him  at  a  later  moment.  When 
the  time  arrived,  he  felt  sure  that  the 
substantial  accuracy  of  their  figures 
would  be  shown.  He  concurred  with 
the  opinion  that  the  absence  of  friction, 
which  liad  marked  the  introduction  of 
the  new  scheme  of  taxation,  was  largely 
due  to  the  good  sense  and  temper  of  the 
Executive  by  whom  it  had  been  carried 

out.  

Mr.  WATNEY  thanked  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  for  the  very 
great  attention  he  had  given  to  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Beer  Duty.  He  was  still  of 
the  same  opinion  as  he  held  last  July, 
that  the  Beer  Tax  would  impose  a  charge 
upon  the  brewers  of  28,  a  quarter  more 
than  they  paid  before.  His  own  expe- 
rience, ana  that  of  others  engaged  in 
the  trade,  had  proved  this  to  be  the 
case.  Last  year  an  attempt  had  been 
made  to  arrive  at  the  average  strength 
contained  in  a  quarter  of  malt,  and  the 
difference  between  the  calculation  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  that  of 
the  trade  was  three  degrees.  The  brewers 
still  believed  they  would  be  able  to  prove 
their  case,  and  he  thought  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  have  no  difficulty 
in  checking  their  calculations,  because 
at  Somerset  House  a  very  accurate  ac- 
count had  been  taken  of  the  strength 
contained  in  a  quarter  of  malt,  for  the 
purpose  of  the  duty.  He  ventured  to 
give  his  explanation  with  regard  to  the 
statement  that  48,  or  58*  per  quarter  had 
been  saved  by  one  firm  in  the  price  of 
barley  per  quarter.  Last  year  was  an 
exceptional  year  so  far  as  barley  was 
concerned,  and  he  suggested  that  the 
brewers  alluded  to  had  been  able,  in 
consequence,  to  use  inferior  qualities. 
It  would  be  found,  however,  that  those 
brewers  who  were  anxious  to  keep  up 
the  character  of  their  beer  would  find 
themselves  compelled  to  go  back  to 
barley  of  the  first  quality.  He  felt 
bound  to  protest  against  the  exemption- 
extended  by  the  ChancfiAisst  <^  *^^^  "^2^ 
chequer  to  housea  ^'l  ^"^-^  ^.^c^^Xst^^v 
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for  domestic  purposes,  while  the  trade 
were  paying  additional  taxation.  When 
tho  proper  time  arrived,  he  had  confi- 
dence tnat  the  brewers  would  be  able 
to  prove  their  case  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  pointed  out 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
although  marking  the  great  increase 
which  had  taken  place  in  the  Expen- 
diture of  the  country,  had  not  indicated 
that  this  expenditure  would  in  any  way 
be  reduced.  He  (Mr.  Fowler)  thought 
that  even  the  masterly  Statement  which 
had  been  made  that  night  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  not  be  allowed 
to  pass  without  some  protests  being 
entered  against  the  country  spending 
£85,000,000  per  annum  in  time  of  peace, 
and  in  a  time,  also,  of  unexampled  de- 
pression in  trade  and  agriculture.  When 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  left  Office  in 
1874,  the  gross  Expenditure  in  that 
year  was  £76,000,000,  and  that  included 
£3,000,000  for  the  "Alabama"  Claim, 
and  £800,000  on  account  of  the  Ashantee 
War;  the  normal  Expenditure  of  that 
year  was,  therefore,  only  £72,000,000. 
Last  year,  in  Scotland,  when  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  reviewed  the 
Expenditure  of  the  late  Government, 
after  giving  them  credit  for  expenditure 
arising  from  the  subsidy  to  local  taxa- 
tion, and  allowing  for  a  proper  increase 
on  account  of  the  Education  Vote,  he 
showed  that  the  difference  of  annual  ex- 
penditure as  against  the  late  Govern- 
ment was  something  like  £8,000,000. 
The  amount  proposed  to  be  raised  by 
taxation  during  the  year  1881-2  being 
£73,000,000,  if  the  sum  of  £30,000,000 
levied  by  local  taxation  were  added  to 
this,  it  would  be  seen  that  the  enor- 
mous sum  of  £100,000,000  sterling 
was  being  expended  in  carrying  on 
the  Government  of  the  country.  There- 
fore, he  thought  the  time  had  arrived 
when  independent  Members  ought  to 
fight  the  Estimates.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, when  in  Opposition,  had  encou- 
raged hon.  Members  to  challenge  the 
Expenditure  of  the  Government,  even 
down  to  thousands — he  believed  his  re- 
mark was  that  a  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  not  worth  his  salt  who 
was  not  prepared  to  welcome  a  saving 
even  of  £2,000.  For  his  own  part,  he 
felt  prepared  to  give  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  a  good  deal 
of  trouble  by  opposing  the  Estimates 

Mr,  Watney 


this  Session,  and  he  tnuted  the  Ooran- 
ment  would  be  always  able  to  ahov 
specific  reasons  for  the  yarious  items. 
The  only  chance  independent  Memben 
would  have  of  efifectually  nrffing  reduc- 
tion of  expenditure  upon  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  by  challenging  Vote  ^Stm 
Vote,  and  endeavouring  to  carry  a  ooa- 
siderable  reduction  upon  each.  We  hid 
a  Military  and  Naval  expenditure  which 
he  believed  had  never  been  reached  bt- 
fore— namely,  £31,000,000.  The  GtQ 
Service  Estimates  were  also  steadily  in- 
creasing all  round.  On  the  whole,  hi 
was  satisfied  there  was  a  margin  fori 
great  deal  of  economy.  Unless  the  Honn 
made  a  determined  stand  at  once,  diay 
would  find  a  prospect  of  oontisuilii- 
crease  of  taxation,  as  well  as  an  incroM- 
ing  Expenditure.  He  sincerely  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
allow  the  present  conTersation  todoM 
without  holding  out  some  hope  that  Aa 
Government  would  look  into  the  quei- 
tion  of  expenditure,  as  well  as  that  of 
taxation,  and  give  those  who  wen 
pledged  to  reduce  expenditure,  ml 
who  had  contrasted  the  Consemtive 
and  Liberal  Administration  in  that  re- 
spect, an  opportunity  of  showing  that 
a  Liberal  Government  really  meant 
economy,  as  well  as  peace  and  refonn. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  was  understood  to 
say  there  was  no  greater  subject  fbr 
consideration  than  the  relation  of  the 
Expenditure  and  taxation  of  the  oona- 
tiy,  touched  upon  by  his  hon.  Friend 
who  had  just  sat  down.  It  was  hudh 
possible  to  deal  comprehensively  with  it 
on  that  occasion ;  and  he  had  not  been 
able  to  refer  to  it,  except  in  a  vezy  soc- 
cinct  manner,  in  the  course  of  his  State* 
ment.  The  proposition  raised  was  a 
most  pregnant  one,  and  required  the 
most  earnest  consideration.  In  ansver 
to  the  isolated  points  raised,  he  wished 
to  recognize  the  thorough  fairness  and 
justice  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bedford,  and  of  what  was  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Surrey  on  the  sab- 
ject  of  brewing  beer.  He  considered  it 
a  case  of  **  As  you  were,"  and  that  the 
Government  and  the  brewers  stood,  as  in 
July  last  year,  in  an  attitude  of  friendlj 
conflict.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  made  seve- 
ral observations  upon  his  Statement  that 
were  very  kindly  conceived.  Amon^ 
other  matters,  he  had  mentioned  Sie 
subject  of  the  Wine  Duties.    Upon  that 
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subject  he  (Mr.  Oladstone)  had  omitted 
to  state  that,  whereas  that  House  last 
Tear  had  given  an  intimation  of  its  wil- 
lingness to  consider  the  question,  no- 
thing practical  had  resulted  on  the  other 
side.  Under  these  circumstances,  he  could 
not  ask  the  House  to  take  any  further 
steps  until  other  Governments  had  shown 
a  disposition  to  meet  us.  In  response  to 
the  wish  that  he  would  lay  upon  the 
Table  the  figures  from  which  he  had 
quoted,  as  to  the  proportion  of  wealth 
and  population,  he  had  to  state  that 
when  the  matter  had  been  fully  con- 
sidered the  information  asked  for  should 
be  laid  in  a  convenient  form  before  the 
House.  If  there  were  any  other  points 
on  which  hon.  Gentlemen  required  an 
explanation,  he  should  be  most  happy  to 
hear  them,  and  to  answer  any  questions 
put  to  him;  and  he  very  thankfully 
accepted  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote) — namely,  that  they  should 
take  the  discussion  on  the  first  con- 
venient day  after  Easter.  As  far  as 
they  were  concerned,  the  course  of  Busi- 
ness, in  his  (Mr.  Gladstone's)  opinion^ 
should  be  this — that  they  should  pro- 
ceed with  the  second  reading  of  the 
Land  Bill  immediately  after  the  Easter 
Becess,  and,  directly  after  that,  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Einance  Bill. 

Mb.  STOBEE  hoped  he  might  be 
allowed  to  say  a  word  on  behalf  of  those 
who  represented  the  ag^cultural  popu- 
lation of  the  country.  No  doubt,  on 
the  whole,  the  result  of  the  financial 
operation  of  substituting  a  beer  for  a 
Malt  Duty  had  been  to  the  advantage  of 
the  great  brewers  from  whichever  point 
it  was  looked  at.  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  himself  observed,  considerable 
hardship  had  been  inflicted  upon  the 
small  brewers — ^that  was  perfectly  cer- 
tain. He  wished  to  remind  tne  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  when  he  introduced  the 
measure  he  did  it  ostensibly  in  the  in- 
terest of  those  *'  who  "  he  had  said — 

''Are  labouring  under  a  most  unparalleled 
depression,  the  like  of  which  has  not  existed 
within  the  memory  of  man,  and  the  conse- 
quences of  which  are  not  yet  fully  known.*' 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  farther  added — 

"  We  are  standing  still  in  all  departments 
of  trade,  and  this  fact  may  be  traced,  in  a 
great  measure,  to  the  agricultural  degression ; 
and  trade  will  never  return  to  its  pristine  state 
as  loog  as  that  agricultural  depression  remains^ 


because  it  must  have  an  effect  upon  the  whole 
home  market." 

He  wished  to  point  out  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  was  going  to  impose 
an  additional  burden  upon  the  farming 
class — upon  that  depressed  industry.  It 
was  proposed  to  treat  farm-houses — 
which  really  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
agricultural  industry — as  they  dealt  with 
shops — namely,  as  trade  buildings,  and 
that  was  a  most  unjust  thing.  He  was 
sorry  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
present  to  hear  the  very  forcible  obser- 
vation he  was  about  to  make — namely, 
that  the  agricultural  labourers — in  whose 
well-being  the  Liberal  Party  had  de- 
clared themselves  especially  interested 
at  the  last  Election — to  a  man  condemned 
the  tax  imposed  upon  them  in  respect  of 
brewing.  They  were  compelled  to  pay 
a  6«.  licence  for  liberty  to  brew,  and,  by 
so  doing,  they  were  paying  more  tJian 
their  home  brewing  used  to  cost  them 
under  the  Malt  Tax,  for  they  were  only 
accustomed  to  brew  two  or  three  times 
in  the  course  of  the  year.  He  had 
been  in  hopes  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  alter  the  arrangement 
this  year;  but  there  was  no  proposal 
to  give  relief  to  the  agricultural  labourer 
in  the  Financial  Statement  they  had 
listened  to. 

Mb.  GEEGOBY  said,  that  half  per 
cent  addition  to  the  Probate  Duty  was  to 
be  made,  after  deducting  horn  the  estate 
all  debts  and  liabilities.  The  difficulty 
in  the  way  of  this  tax  which  occurred  to 
him  was  this — that  in  order  to  make  the 
charge  as  described  all  the  debts  would 
have  to  be  ascertained,  or,  at  any  rate, 
some  near  estimate,  presumably  by  de- 
claration, would  have  to  be  given.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  probably 
aware  of  this  —  that  the  probate  or 
letters  of  administration  were  necessary 
immediately  after  a  person's  decease,  for 
the  reason  that  no  one  could  deal  with 
a  balance  at  the  banker's,  with  a  stock 
or  a  share,  and  no  one  could  draw  a 
dividend  without  the  protection  of  that 
probate.  It  generally  happened  that 
they  could  not  ascertain  what  the  lia- 
bilities were  until  some  months  after  the 
decease,  so  that  he  saw  groat  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  carrying  out  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  scheme  of  paying  an  imme- 
diate duty  on  the  not  residue  of  the 
testator.  At  any  rate,  they  could. -s^si^ 
get  rid  of  the  probe^s^^^  ^'^^^^^^'^'^-^ 
submit  two  sets  of  CLe^^>M>iyi^^  ^^^^^-^^^ 
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throw  out  these  suggestions  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  might  he  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man might  be  able  to  overcome  the 
difficulty  in  his  Bill ;  therefore  he  (Mr. 
(Jregory)  mentioned  it  now  in  order  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  have  it 
before  him. 

Mr.  J.  N.  RICHARDSON  said,  one  of 
the  points  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  where  ho  foreshadowed  the 
simplification  of  these  matters  in  the 
case  of  persons  to  whom  small  legacies 
were  left — in  regard  to  their  being  able 
to  inlierit  without  trouble.  lie  (Mr. 
Richardson)  had  had  some  experiences 
in  his  own  neighbourhood  of  legacies  of 
from  £20  to  £300  ;  and  ho  could  assure 
the  Committee  that  the  annoyance  and 
mortification  that  occurred — especially 
where  ignorant  people  were  concerned — 
in  having  to  tase  out  probate  had  not 
been  at  all  exaggerated  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  present  system 
was  costly,  and  it  was  not  fair  that  any 
money  that  a  person  had  worked  hard 
to  accumulate  during  his  life  should  be 
unnecessarily  squandered  after  his  death. 
The  measure  would  be  received  as  a 
boon,  especially  by  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, who,  as  a  ride,  were  only  able  to 
save  small  sums  of  money. 

Mr.  BUXTON  congratulated  the 
Committee  and  the  country  that  they 
had  the  great  master  hand  of  all  finan- 
ciers at  the  head  of  affairs.  The  re- 
markable figures  illustrating  the  con- 
traction of  the  Revenue  as  contrasted 
with  the  Expenditure  of  the  country 
during  the  past  few  years  showed  a  most 
serious  state  of  things ;  and  the  c^eat 
reduction  in  the  value  of  an  additional 
Id.  on  the  Income  Tax,  as  stated  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  proved,  beyond  doubt, 
that  the  financial  state  of  the  country 
was  one  of  great  anxiety.  He  could  have 
wished  to  have  heard  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  some  scheme  for  the  per- 
manent annual  reduction  of  the  National 
Debt.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  be  the  only  person  able  to  carry  out 
a  reduction  of  the  Debt,  which  had 
been,  and  was  still,  a  great  burden  upon 
the  country.  The  present  Prime  Minister 
had  brought  about  a  reduction  of  the 
Debt.  Whereas,  in  1857)  it  amounted 
to  £835,000,000,  it  now  amounted  to 
£776,000,000,  and  a  considerable  part 
of  that  reduction  was  owing  to  the 
exertions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 

Mr.  Gregory 


During  his  term  of  Office,  previous  to 
1874,  he  had  reduced  it  by  £26,000,000 
or  £27,000,000 ;  but  since  that  time  not 
only  had  there  been  no  reduction  of  the 
Debt,  but  he  believed,  if  anything,  it  had 
been   slightly  added  to.      When  they 
considered  the  g^at  charge  the  Nationd 
Debt  was  every  year  upon  the  Revenue, 
they  must  all  admit  that   some  effort 
should  be  made  to  reduce  it  more  ex- 
tensively and  regularly.    He  would  onlf 
venture  to  make  one  other  suggestioii 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  that 
was  as  to  whether  the  Stamp  Duties  had 
been  properly  estimated  for  the  coming 
year.    Ajb  one  connected  with  the  com- 
merce of  the   country,    he    had    been 
struck  by  the   remaricable  dimination 
which  had  occurred  in  the  number  of 
bills  of  exchange  during  the  past  few 
years.    The  number  of  billB  of  exchange 
transactions,  and  the  amount  of  money 
that  passed,  had  become  seriously  re- 
duced of  late ;  and  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  in  this  way  a  great  effect 
must  be  produced  on  the  Stamp  Daty. 
Mb.   ASHMEADBARTLETT  said, 
that  whilst  he,   with   the   rest  of  the 
Committee,  had  listened  to  the  speech  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  so  remarkable  as 
an  effort  of  memory  and  for  the  elegance 
of  its  diction,  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  country  might  have  been  spared 
the  deficit  in  the  Budget  caused  by  the 
deplorable  war  in  the  Transvaal  had 
that    eloquence    been   more   pmdentlj 
exercised  in  the  past.     He   could  not 
forget  the  disastrous  struggle  which  had 
been  provoked  by  reckless  electioneering 
addresses,  and  the  dishonourable  peace 
which  had  just  been  concluded.    Bnt, 
apart  from  that  question,  the  Budget 
could  not  be  descrioed  as  successful,  lor 
it  appeared  that  the  great  feat  of  finanee, 
from  which  they  were    promised  such 
great  results  last  Session,  nad  not  turned 
out  by  any  means  a  complete  suoceaa. 
The  operation  of  turning  the  Malt  Tax 
into  a  Beer  Duty  had  turned  out  a  fail- 
ure, producing  less  than  the  Malt  Duty 
had  produced,  and  less  than  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  calculated ; 
and  he  could  not  think  that  the  ad- 
vantages described  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  with  regard  to  the  develop- 
ment of  the  ingenuity  of  the  brewer* 
in    the    selection  of    material  for  the 
manufacture  of  beer  were  likely  to  he 
favourably  viewed  by  the  farming  ib- 
terest  of  the  country.     The  right  Iujb- 
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Gentleman  had  grown  eloquent  upon 
the  fact  that  rice,  maize,  sugar  and 
Bjrup  were  now  used  in  the  manufacture 
of  beer  in  place  of  English  barley ;  and 
he  had  also  become  eloquent  upon  the 
fact  that  cheap  barley  was  used — and 
he  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bartiett)  was  sorry  to 
say  that  not  only  the  rice,  sugar,  maize 
and  syrup  came  from  foreign  countries, 
but  also  this  cheap  barley — so  that  the 
exultation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  at  the  expense  of  that  long-suffer- 
ing and  most  neglected  class,  the  British 
farmer.  When  the  Prime  Minister 
boasted  of  the  *  *  ingenuity  of  men ' '  in  this 
novel  manufacture,  he  (Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett)  could  not  help  thinking  of 
those  noxious  compounds  of  foreign  im- 
portation— Buine  and  soapstone — which 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Mr.  Ohamberlain)  had  the  other  nieht 
insisted  upon  forcing,  under  a  f^se 
name,  into  the  stomachs  of  the  labour- 
ing classes  of  this  country.  With  regard  to 
the  Sinking  Fund,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  as  we  now  hold  it  we 
had  better  keep  it;  but  he  wished  the  Go- 
vernment had  applied  the  same  principle 
to  our  connection  with  Candahar.  As 
for  the  decreased  production  of  the 
Income  Tax,  that  was  a  very  serious 
question  indeed,  showing,  as  it  did^  that 
England  was,  for  the  first  time,  living 
on  her  capital,  and  giving  rise  to  some 
doubts  as  to  the  success  of  our  present 
commercial  policy,  and  it  would  suggest 
a  question  which  was  more  and  more 
coming  to  the  front — namely,  that  of 
the  re-consideration  of  our  relations  with 
foreign  States.  He  did  not  wish  to 
directly  attack  what  was  called  Free 
Trade ;  but  he  could  not  help  feeling 
that,  under  present  arrangements,  it  was 
not  Free  Trade  for  England,  but  for 
every  other  coimtry  at  her  expense.  He 
was  not  going  to  say  that  he  was  not  a 
Freetrader  himself;  but  he  thought  it 
altogether  ridiculous  and  preposterous 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister,  who  had  had  a  long  and  dis- 
tinguished connection  with  that  move- 
ment, to  assume,  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Ohancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  did,  that  there  wad  nothing 
whatever  to  be  said  on  the  other  side. 
He  would  say  to  this  latter  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  there  was  a  great  deal 
to  be  said  for  reciprocity  of  trade.  The 
subject  was  ripe  for  discussion,  and 
Ahould  be  fftirly  argued  out  in  the  House 


of  Commons.  In  a  short  time  a  demand 
for  the  re-consideration  of  foreign  tariffs 
would  come  from  the  very  classes  and 
constituencies  that  he  had  so  successfully 
represented.  It  was  the  manufacturing 
towns  that  were  demanding,  he  would 
not  say  Protection,  but  Eeciprocity.  It 
was  absurd  to  say  that  we — in  the  true 
sense  of  the  phrase — were  now  in  the 
enjoyment  of  Free  Trade.  It  was  not 
Free  Trade ;  it  was  Free  Trade  for  the 
rest  of  the  world,  but  not  for  England. 
He  was  in  favour  of  a  great  commercial 
Zollverein  for  Great  Britain  and  the 
Colonies — that  was,  absolute  Free  Trade 
within  the  limits  of  the  Empire ;  and 
outside  of  those  limits  Free  Trade  with 
those  nations  who  gave  them  Free  Trade 
in  return.  Such  a  union  throughout  the 
British  Empire  would  increase  and  de- 
velop the  old  Imperial  spirit  of  the 
English  race,  the  spirit  to  which  he  was 
not  ashamed  to  refer  with  pride,  which 
had  carried  the  British  flag  into  every 
quarter  of  the  globe,  which  had  won  for 
England  the  commerce  and  markets  of 
the  world.  That  spirit  alone  could 
maintain  England  prosperous,  respected, 
and  groat. 

Mr.  FINDLATER  said,  the  Irish 
brewers  were  quite  as  dissatisfied  with 
the  present  state  of  the  law  with  regard 
to  beer  as  their  English  brethren.  He 
would  be  able  to  diow  that  they  were 
subjected  to  the  payment  of  an  addi- 
tional duty  of  more  than  12  per  cent  in 
consequence  of  the  change ;  but,  as  it 
was    understood    that    they  would  be 

S laced  in  the  same  position  as  the  Eng- 
sh  brewers,  and  not  precluded  here- 
after by  any  allegation  of  acquiescence 
from  showing  that  by  the  working  of 
the  Act  they  were  paying  a  considerably 
larger  duty  than  formerly,  he  should 
say  nothing  further  at  present,  as  he 
did  not  think  that  a  sufficient  time  had 
elapsed  for  a  satisfactory  conclusion  to 

nA  ATTlXTAn.  ftt 

Mk.  O'SULLIVAN  did  not  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  entering  into  a  lengthy 
criticism  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Statement,  but  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
saying  a  few  words.  He  regretted  very 
much  to  see  Id,  taken  off  the  Income 
Tax,  instead  of  a  reduction  being  made 
in  the  duty  on  the  articles  of  consump- 
tion. Tea,  beer,  and  tobacco  were  the 
articles  comsumed  by  the  poorer  classea^ 
and  a  reduction  migKt.  ^^-t:^  -9R^^?ik.>aaff*'*k 
been  made  in  the  dLxj^x.-^  ^-^^-^^a  ^t^  '^^^  ^ 
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tlioso  instead  of  in  the  Income  Tax, 
■which  only  aflfected  the  well-to-do.  It 
seemed  to  be  forgotten  that  of  the  in- 
direct taxation  of  the  country  more  than 
half  was  contributed  by  the  poor  classes, 
and  that  these  people  would  in  no  way 
benefit  by  the  reduction  of  the  Income 
Tax.  The  unfortunate  man,  with  £1 
a-week  to  live  on,  paid  10  per  cent  of 
his  entire  income  in  taxation  ;  whereas 
the  man  with  £50  did  not  pay  5  per 
cent.  He  was  glad  to  see  the  change 
the  right  hon.  Gontleraan  proposed  in 
the  Probate  and  Legacy  Duty,  because 
the  law  in  this  respect  would  be  simpli- 
fied and  rendered  much  more  fair  than 
it  had  been  for  a  considerable  time ; 
and  he  hoped  that,  at  some  future  time, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able 
to  extend  the  advantage  he  proposed. 
As  to  the  amount  it  was  proposed  to 
take  off  the  foreign  spirits — namely, 
Irf.  per  gallon — he  failed  to  see  how  the 
operation  could  be  performed  at  a  gain 
of  £180,000  to  the  Exchequer.  [*'  No, 
no  !  "]  He  understood  that  it  was  pro- 
posed to  take  off  Id.  from  the  5^.,  leav- 
ing the  rum  at  2d.  as  at  present.  [An 
hon.  Member  :  Tlie  duty  on  inim  is  to 
be  raised.]  If  the  duty  on  rum  was  to 
be  raised  to  10«.  4rf.  it  would  be  hardly 
fair  to  the  Colonies.  An  hon.  Member 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House  had 
complained  of  the  increasing  Expendi- 
ture of  the  countiy;  and  he  (Mr.  0*Sulli- 
yan)  thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
quite  justified  in  making  that  complaint. 
The  expenses  were  increasing  in  the 
country  rather  than  lessening.  Economy 
might  be  practised  in  several  ways ;  for 
instance,  there  wore  two  Departments — 
the  Customs  and  Inland  Eovenue — with 
two  sets  of  Commissioners,  solicitors,  and 
other  head  officials;  and  it  was  well 
known  that  the  work  of  both  could  be 
done  by  one.  The  Inland  Eevenue 
Department  was  competent  to  do  all 
the  work;  and  if  all  the  work  were 
handed  over  to  it  a  large  amount  would 
bo  saved  to  the  country.  Ho  trusted 
the  Government  would  before  long  bring 
forward  a  scheme  for  amalgamating 
both  these  offices.  As  to  the  general 
tendency  of  the  Budget,  he  thouglit  it 
was  very  fair,  and  such  as  the  Uouso 
would  approve  oi  unanimously ;  but  he 
must  say  ho  regretted  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  before  he  took  off  Id. 
from  the  Income  Tax,  did  not  reduce 
the  taxation  on  the  food  of  the  people. 

Mr.  0' Sullivan 


Mr.  mac  IYER  said,   he   had  no 
desire  to  interpose  unduly  between  the 
Budget  and  its  most  appropriate  sequel, 
a  Bankruptcy  Bill.     But  there  was  one 
remark  in  the  Statement  which  had  been 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First    Minister  of   the    Crown    which 
struck    him    more    forcibly    than  any 
other,  and  it  was  the  obserration  that 
the    country    had     not     been    making 
ground.    He  had  beside    him  certain 
agricultural     and     manufacturing   Re- 
turns, in  which,  ho  ventured  to  think, 
would  be  found  the  true  explanation  of 
the  reason   why  the  country   had  not 
been  making    ground    of    late    yean. 
The  true  reason  why  the  condition  of 
the  agricultural  and  mercantile  intereeti 
of  the  country  was  not  more  favourable 
was  to  be  found  in  the  competition  ve 
had  in  the  imports  from  abroad.  Taking 
an  average  of  three  years,  he  found  that 
in  the  three  years  from  1869  the  annual 
importation   of  foreign    farm    prodaoe 
amounted  to  £60,678,352 ;  in  the  next 
three  years  to  £80,870,757  ;  in  the  next 
three  years  to  £94,192,625  ;  and  in  the 
last  three  years  to  £106,350,902.  When 
we  came  to  contrast  this  with  the  di- 
minishing exports  of  our  manufactured 
articles,  we  should  be  able  to  see  at  once 
the  reason  why  we  had  experienced  alack 
of  ])ro8perity.    The  right  hon.  Gende- 
man  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
told  them  in  the  early  part  of  the  even- 
ing that  our  annual  imports  of  manu- 
factures had  increased  45  per  cent.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  excluded  the  case 
of  wool.    In  regard  to  wool,  however, 
it  was  perfectly  true  that  imports  were 
diminishing  and  exports  increasing ;  but 
that  referred  only  to  the  raw  material, 
and  was    evidence  only   of  increasing 
foreign    competition   as   concerned  the 
finished  article.  Now,  ho  (Mr.  Mac  Iver) 
found  that  in  1869  our  exportation  of 
woollen  manufactured  goods  amounted 
to  £20,664,747,  and  our  imports  of  simi- 
lar articles  to  no  more  than  £3,456,675. 
He  agreed  with  tlie  President  of  the 
l3oard  of  Trade  that  it  would  be  mislead- 
ing to  take  the  basis  of  any  one  year ; 
but  he  had  taken  the  average  of  three, 
and  found  that,  as  time  went  on,  onr 
exports  steadily  diminished,  while  our 
imports    of   the    same    goods   steadilj 
increased  until  last  year  we  found  oar* 
solves  in  this  startling  position — ^that  our 
imports  of  woollen  g^ods  amoanted  to 
£6,484,397,  while  our  exports  had  de- 
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creased  to  £13,576,956.  These  figures 
certainly  confirmed  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister 
that  the  country  had  not  been  making 
ground,  and  formed  some  justification 
for  the  course  he  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  in- 
tended to  pursue  at  a  later  stage  in 
asking  the  House  to  approve  the  prin- 
ciple that  Customs  Duties  should  be  re- 
placed upon  foreign  importations  when 
they  came  into  unfair  competition  with 
our  own  industries.  The  question  was 
not  a  Party  one,  nor  were  his  proposals 
Buch  as  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
would  be  likely  to  accept ;  but  the  views 
which  he  woiild  endeavour  to  express 
were  those  of  many  business  men  be- 
sides himself.  He  thought  the  time 
had  arrived  when  it  was  reasonable  to 
raise  once  more  and  re-discuss  those  old 
questions  of  controversy  which  were  sup- 
posed to  have  been  settled  by  Sir  Bobert 
I^eel  and  Mr.  Cobden.  It  was  idle  to  de- 
scribe ourselves  as  a  Free  Trade  nation. 
How  could  we  be  a  Free  Trade  nation 
when  we  continued  to  get  as  much  as 
£44,481,000  a-year  out  of  Customs  and 
Excise  ?  No  one  could  to-day  reasonably 
maintain  that  the  world  at  large  was 
showing  any  signs  of  conversion  to  our 
insular  system  of  political  economy ;  and 
it  was,  unfortunately,  only  too  true  that 
any  prosperity  which  Great  Britain  en- 
joyed under  so-called  Free  Trade  was 
surpassed  by  the  much  greater  pros- 
perity of  the  United  States  of  America, 
and  even  of  France,  notwithstanding 
the  manifest  abuses  of  a  system  of  Pro- 
tection. There  was  a  midde  course. 
Sometimes  Free  Trade  was  right,  some- 
times Protection  was  right ;  it  depended 
upon  the  circumstances  in  which  a  coun- 
try might  be  placed ;  and  instead  of  ac- 
cepting the  proposals  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  we  were  in  a  position 
where  it  might  now  be  well  to  get  in- 
creased revenues  through  the  Custom 
House  in  reduction  of  other  taxation. 
As  he  had  said,  it  was  idle  to  call  our- 
selves Freetraders.  That  was  part  of 
the  general  imposture,  for  it  so  happened 
that  more  than  half  the  Bevenue  of  the 
country  was  still  derived  from  Customs 
and  Excise  on  principles  entirely  at 
variance  with  Free  Trade  principles,  and 
in  the  worst  possible  way.  When  we, 
in  virtuous  inaignation,  complained  that 
the  Colonies  taxed  our  manufiaotures,  it 
should  be  remembered  that  the  produc- 
tions of  the  Colonies  continuea  to  be 


largely  taxed  by  ourselves.     The  very 
first  remissions  of  taxation  should  be 
those  which,  in  defiance  of  Free  Trade 
principles,  we  levied  upon  the  tea,  cofiee, 
cocoa,    dry   fruits,  and   tobacco,   which 
were  the  productions  of  our  own  lands. 
It  was  wrong,  he  thought,  to  be  so  de- 
pendent as  we  were  on  foreign  nations 
for  our  food   supply,   when    our    own 
Colonies  could  so  easily  furnish  a  larger 
proportion  of  those  articles  which  we  re- 
quired to  get  from  abroad.     It  was  also 
an  unwise  thing  and  a  mistake  to  rely 
so  largely  upon  an  excessive  consump- 
tion of  intoxicating  drinks  for  our  Be- 
venue ;  and  upon  that  point  also,  at  some 
future  period,  he  should  feel  bound  to  take 
the  opinion  of  the  House.  He  had  always 
thought  that  the  ease  with  which  this 
large  sum  of  £44,000,000  was  raised  from 
Excise  and  Customs  Duties,  and  mainly 
from  intoxicating  beverages,  was  a  temp- 
tation to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, whoever  he  might  be,  not  to  legis- 
late in  the  direction  of  repressing  the 
too  great  consumption  of  alcoholic  drinks. 
The  proposals  for  taxing  these  drinks 
were  always  made  in  a  contrary  direc- 
tion— for  purposes  of  revenue,  and  not 
for  purposes  of  restriction — and  were, 
consequently,  a  double  wrong.     What 
was  it  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
proposed  to  do  now  in  regard  to  the 
Spirit  Duties  ?    All  that  it  amounted  to 
was  to  g^ve  the  Exchequer  a  little  more 
money  out  of  our  own  pockets  for  the 
benefit  of  foreigners;    and  that  object 
was   to  be    effected    by  reducing   the 
surtax  on  foreign  spirits,  and  doubling 
the  tax  on  spirits  from  our  own  Colo- 
nies.    (Jnder  the  pretext  of  Free  Trade 
we  had  destroyed  many  of  the  industries 
of  the  country.   Where  was  the  woollen 
trade  ?  Although  it  was  not  yet  entirely 
gone,  he  would  ask  hon.  Members  who 
knew  anything  of  that  trade  if  his  asser- 
tion that  it  was  in  the  most  depressed 
condition  was  not  fully  borne  out '?    And 
where  was  the  silk  trade?    What  had 
our  Free  Trade  policy  done  for  that  trade  ? 
We  could  not  fight  the  battle  of  Free 
Trade  single-handed  against  the  world, 
and  our  endeavours  to  do  so  had  resulted 
in  hopeless  failure.     It  was  idle  to  talk 
about  cheap  food  when  our  policy  was 
one  which  deprived  the  working  man  of 
the  means  of  earning  a  cheap  loaf.  What* 
was  the  general  condition  of  the  coun- 
try?   Our  trade  had  enivt<5?c^  ^feaasas^^- 
its  character,    asi^  ^^«^  ^sk^-^^^  xf^-^^? 
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were,  to  a  large  extent,  the  exports  of 
raw  material  and  of  skilled  artizans. 
We  were  paying  for  our  food,  and  im- 
porting foreign  manufautures  out  of  our 
own  material  wealtli.  lie  thought  the 
time  had  arrived  for  a  thorough  re- 
consideration of  the  whole  of  our  finan- 
cial system.  lie  was  quite  aware  that 
these  remarks  would  not  be  accepted  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  ;  but, 
representing,  as  he  did,  an  important 
trading  constituency,  and  believing  that 
the  views  he  was  endeavouring  to  urge 
were  largely  held  in  the  country,  he 
thought  he  was  justified  in  raising  the 
question.  lie  believed  that  ere  long  a 
loud  cry  would  come  from  the  working 
classes  of  the  country  for  the  reversal 
of  our  present  policy.  No  one  could 
honestly  look  at  the  position  of  the 
country,  as  compared  with  other  nations, 
and  say  that  he  really  believed  the 
fiscal  policy  inaugurated  by  Sir  Eobert 
Peel  and  Mr.  Cobden  had  in  any  way 
been  successful.  Whatever  prosperity 
this  country  had  enjoyed  from  a  Free 
Trade  policy  had  been  entirely  over- 
shadowed by  the  prosi)erity  of  the  United 
States  and  of  France.  Personally,  he 
did  not  believe  that  Free  Trade  or  Pro- 
tection had  much  to  do  with  the  matter. 
The  abuse  of  either  was  an  evil ;  and 
what  he  would  recommend  was  that 
they  should  take  the  course  they  ought 
to  take,  as  business  men,  of  managing 
their  own  allairs,  with  due  regard  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  nation.  He  re- 
peated again  that  it  was  not  a  sound 
position  that  we  should  bo  dependent 
upon  foreign  nations  for  more  than  one- 
half  of  our  food  supply  ;  and  he  thought 
the  day  was  not  far  distant  when  the 
working  men  of  the  country  would  them- 
selves demand  what  he  had  long  been 
asking  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer in  their  name.  So  far  as  cheap  food 
was  concerned,  cheapness  was  a  matter 
of  good  wages  rather  than  of  nominal 
price ;  and  our  working  men,  in  too  many 
instances,  were  thrown  out  of  work  by  un- 
fair foreign  competition,  and  had  no  money 
to  buy  this  cheap  food  of  which  we  heard 
BO  much.  But  even  in  regard  to  food 
production  we  were  not  going  the  right 
way  to  get  clieap  home-grown  food.  Wo 
were  protecting  the  foreigner  against 
ourselves,  for  British  and  Irish  agricul- 
ture paid  taxes  from  which  ho  was 
exempt.  John  Stuart  IMill  never  thought 
taxation  was  necessarily  borne  by  the 
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consumer,  or  he  would  not  have  said 

that— 

"  The  only  mode  in  which  any  country  cu 
BaT6  itself  from  being  a  loser  by  the  xereaiii 
duties  iuiposod  bj'  any  other  countries  on  iti 
commoditios  is  to  place  corresponding  reTenni 
duties  upon  theirs.'* 

The  course  recommended  by  Mill  vii 
that  which  he  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  renMcfc- 
fully  urged  upon  the  Chancellor  of  tha 
Exchequer.  Put  no  taxes  upon  the  food 
of  the  people ;  but  relieve  British  and 
Irish  agriculture  from  existing  taxatioo, 
and  tax  the  foreigpier  wbenever  yoa 
can.  Under  the  system  which  we  mil- 
called  Free  Trade,  the  luxuries  of  the  ridi 
were  admitted  free,  and  our  own  labour 
was  displaced.  The  untaxed  impozti- 
tion  of  foreign  manufactures  was  modi 
larger  than  was  commonly  suppoaed. 
The  financial  proposals  of  the  Chaaoellar 
of  the  Exchequer,  notwithstandinff  tho 
eloquence  witn  which  they  haoMa 
introduced,  were  contrary  to  commoa 
sense,  and  led  only  towards  rain;  but 
he  had  still  hope  in  the  working  men  of 
this  land.  These,  at  least,  yalued  our 
home  industries ;  these  valued  our  Oolo- 
nies,  and  they  yalued  our  trade  with  thow 
Colonies,  and  before  long  they  would  send 
up  a  mighty  cry  for  justice.  It  was  not 
justice  to  receive  the  production  of  other 
lands  here  duty  free  unless  we  obtained 
similar  privileges  in  return ;  and  when 
the  proper  time  came  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Budget  Resolutions,  he  would 
prove  in  detail  me  allegation  which  to- 
night he  had  briefly  stated. 

Mb.  ILLINOWOETH  said,  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  hid 
made  some  allusion  to  the  state  of  trade 
in  Bradford.  It  was  undoubtedly  tme 
that  of  late  years  there  had  been  a 
serious  depression  hangine  over  one 
branch  of  the  woollen  trade;  bnt  the 
hon.  Member  was  mistaken  in  suppodng 
that  his  observations  would  apply  to  the 
woollen  trade  generally.  They  applied 
principally  to  one  branch  of  it — the 
worsted  trade— of  which  the  town  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent  waa  the 
centre.  He  believed  the  exphmation 
was  not  that  the  trade  was  suffering 
from  the  disastrous  efiEeots  of  competi- 
tion with  France,  but  that  within  the 
last  half-dozen  years  there  had  been  a 
great  change  in  the  fashions.  One  im- 
portant branch  of  the  worsted  indnatrj 
of  Bradford  was  based  on  home-grown 
wool — the  long  fibre  wool,   known  aa 
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"lustre"  wool.  But  there  had  been 
for  some  years  a  demand  for  a  softer 
material.  As  was  well  known,  fashion 
constantly  changed,  and  the  main  expla- 
nation of  the  special  depression  in  the 
Bradford  worsted  trade  was  that  there 
had  been  an  entire  change  in  the  fashion 
of  ladies'  dresses.  It  was  only  fair  to 
say  that  the  Bradford  trade  had,  to  a 
large  extent,  accommodated  itself  to  the 
change  of  fashion,  and  that  to  a  very 
considerable  degree  the  goods  of  Brad- 
ford were  also  competing  in  the  foreign 
market  with  the  goods  of  France.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mac 
Tver)  had  gone  a  step  further,  and 
imagined  that  our  Free  Trade  policy 
had  been  mischieyous  to  the  country  at 
large,  basing  his  case  on  the  statistics 
as  they  affected  Bradford.  He  was 
afraid  the  hon.  Member,  in  that  con- 
ception of  the  case,  had  raised  a  super- 
structure which  it  was  by  no  means 
capable  of  bearing.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber prophesied  that  before  long  there 
would  be  a  great  outcry  on  the  part 
of  the  working  classes  against  Free 
Trade.  That  attempt  had  already  been 
made  in  Bradford,  as  a  centre  of  indus- 
trial labour,  to  raise  the  cry  of  Protec- 
tion to  native  industry,  and  the  result 
bad  been  an  utter  collapse.  He  could 
assure  the  House  that,  although  there 
bad  been  depression  of  trade,  the  work- 
ing classes  in  that  great  centre  of  labour 
never  went  through  such  a  period  of 
depression  with  so  little  suffering  and  so 
little  privation  as  they  had  in  the  present 
instance.  In  the  £rst  place,  whatever 
it  was  necessary  they  should  purchase 
and  consume  had  been  at  a  moderate 
price.  Again,  would  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birkenhead  pretend  to  say  that  if  there 
had  been  in  any  form  Protection  to  native 
industry,  and  the  food  consumed  by  the 
working  classes  had  been  made  50  per 
cent  dearer  in  consequence  of  artificial 
restrictions  at  our  ports,  the  consimiers 
in  Bradford  in  the  crisis  they  had  been 
passing  through  would  have  been  in  any 
way  helped  ?  How  could  it  have  assisted 
them  to  call  upon  them  to  pay  more  for 
their  food?  Would  it  not  have  ren- 
dered it  more  difficult  for  the  produc- 
tions of  Bradford  to  enter  into  the 
various  outside  markets  of  the  world  ? 
He  believed,  if  the  whole  body  of  the 
industrial  classes  of  the  country,  and 
those  who  were  at  the  head  of  the 
large    industrial    establishments,  were 


canvassed,  they  would  state  that  the 
depression  the  country  had  been  passing 
through  during  the  last  few  years  arose 
from  two  causes.  So  far  as  the  home 
trade  was  concerned,  it  was  largely  due 
to  a  succession  of  bad  harvests.  We 
had  suffered  from  them  in  this  country 
before,  and  bad  harvests  had  been  at- 
tended by  even  worse  consequences  than 
those  which  had  followed  from  the  pre- 
sent depression.  There  was  also  another 
cause.  It  was  likewise  due  to  indulg- 
ing in  a  spirited  foreign  policy,  which 
had  materially  increased  the  burdens 
thrown  upon  the  backs  of  the  people. 
Further,  the  wars  in  which  we  had  in- 
dulged, and  the  rumours  of  war  in  the 
East  of  Europe,  had  kept  the  commercial 
classes  of  the  country  in  a  state  of  con- 
tinual alarm  during  the  last  three  or  four 
yeeu*s.  He  ventured  to  say  that  when 
the  country  returned  to  the  old  lines  of 
peace  abroad  and  economy  at  home,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  see,  not  very 
long  afterwards,  a  return  of  manufac- 
turing and  commercial  activity  in  this 
country.  If,  in  addition,  we  had  a 
succession  of  good  harvests,  we  might 
look  forward  to  a  return  of  prosperity  in 
our  home  trade.  The  state  of  things  in 
the  agricultural  districts  would  then  be 
what  it  had  been  in  former  years,  and 
the  consequence  would  be  great  im- 
provement both  in  our  home  trade  and 
in  our  manufacturing  industries  for  ex- 
portation.* The  hon.  Member  hinted 
that  possibly  there  might  be  a  re-arrange- 
ment of  our  fiscal  system,  whereby  some 
advantages  might  be  g^ven  to  the  Oolo- 
nies.  He  woiud  point  out  to  the  hon. 
Member  that  it  was  within  the  power  of 
every  one  of  our  Colonies  to  adopt  Free 
Trade  with  the  Mother  Country  in  har- 
mony with  our  tariffs,  and  by  that  means 
enter  into  the  best  of  all  relations  for 
the  exchange  of  commodities.  Canada 
and  some  other  Colonies  had  adopted  a 
protective  system  almost  as  bad  as  that 
of  the  United  States,  and  without  the 
same  excuse.  America  had  the  excuse 
of  an  enormous  war  and  a  prodigious 
Debt,  and  she  consequently  did  what  all 
other  countries  had  to  do  in  the  case  of 
war — she  was  obliged  to  extract  money 
from  the  taxpayers  in  both  a  direct  and 
indirect  form.  He  ventured  to  think  that 
we  should  never  make  much  further 
advance  in  this  country  until  a  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequ«t.^NisSo.\tf^*^is^^'^^ 
sent  Prime  Minister ,  ^g^wsg^'^'^^^^^^'^ 
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whole  question  of  the  incidence  of  taxa- 
tion. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Before  the  de- 
bate  proceeds  further,  I  must  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  fact 
that  this  is  not  a  proper  time  for  raising 
a  discussion  on  Free  Trade  and  Protec- 
tion. 

Mk.  ANDERSON  desired  to  condrm 
the  remarks  of  his  hon.  Friend  with  re- 
gard to  Canada  and  Free  Trade ;  but 
after  the  caution  of  the  the  Chairman  he 
would  not  pursue  that  subject.  The  part 
of  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  which 
pleased  him  most  was  tliat  referring  to 
mortmain.  With  regard  to  the  fact  that 
all  property  that  passed  to  a  Corporation 
escaped  for  ever  the  incidence  of  the 
Succession  Duty,  ho  thought  that  was  a 
great  iniquity.  It  was  a  subject  ho  had 
brought  before  the  House  on  several 
occasions  in  past  years ;  and  he  was  of 
opinion  that  all  property  coming  to  cor- 
porations ought  to  pay  Succession  Duty 
at  certain  intervals.  In  Scotland  there 
was  a  system  of  feu  duties,  which  meant  a 
lease  of  the  ground  in  perpetuity,  with  a 
fixed  feu-duty  every  year  as  rent.  There 
was  a  duplicand  x)ayment  on  the  entry 
of  every  fresh  successor  to  the  land, 
which  meant  that,  when  a  superior  of 
the  land  died,  his  heir  was  entitled  to 
go  to  the  feuar  and  make  him  pay 
double  duty  for  that  particular  year. 
In  most  cases  now-a-days  that  had  been 
commuted  into  a  payment  once  in  every 
19  years,  and  the  practice  had  become 
very  general  in  Scotland.  That  system  he 
would  suggest  as  a  fit  basis  for  making 
mortmain  and  corporation  property  pay 
Succession  Duty  ;  and  lie  would  suggest 
that  they  should  pay  tax  once  in  every  1 9 
years,  as  the  Scotch  system  was  founded 
on  the  experience  that,  on  the  ave- 
rage, property  changed  hands  about  once 
in  19  years.  The  Scotch  system  would 
serve,  he  thought,  as  a  fit  basis  for  the 
settlement  of  tliis  question  ;  and  he  hoped 
that,  if  we  were  not  to  see  any  change 
in  that  direction  now,  before  many  years 
something  would  be  done  to  carry  out 
the  suggestion.   There  was  another  sub- 

i'ect  which  he  was  sorry  to  see  tlio  right 
Lon.  Gentleman  had  not  touched  upon, 
and  that  was  the  Inhabited  House  Duty, 
which  was  in  an  extremely  unsatisfac- 
tory state.  The  interpretation  of  the 
Inhabited  House  Duty  was  arbitrary  and 
absurd.  Some  ^ears  ago,  there  was  a 
(slight  modification  made  by  which  the 

Air,  lUingwui'th 


whole  premises  of  a  larg^  mercantile 
firm  were  not  charged  Inhabited  House 
Duty  in  respect  of  a  caretaker,  and  the 
wording  of  the  statute  giving  them 
exemption  was  so  peculiar  that  it  de- 
pended on  the  premises  being  used  for 
profit  or  not.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
great  public  building^  which  were  not 
used  for  purposes  of  profit  were,  d/orikn, 
entitled  to  exemption  in  respect  of  ciie- 
takers  living  in  them.  It  was  altogether 
unjust  that  a  large  municipal  institution 
should  be  charged  Inhabited  Home 
Duty  for  its  whole  value  merely  becaiue 
a  caretaker  lived  in  it ;  and  he  thought 
it  was  high  time  this  injustice  was  re- 
moved. Then  there  was  another  injui- 
tice,  which  had  come  before  him  a  fer 
days  ago,  in  connection  with  the  Spixit 
Duties  which  he  should  like  to  see  re- 
moved. Spirits  on  which  duty  had  bees 
paid  occasionally  met  with  accidentia 
and  were  lost.  The  duty  was  remitted 
in  certain  circumstances,  and  in  certaia 
other  circumstances  where  justice  wonU 
equally  require  a  remission  it  was  not 
allowed.  For  instance,  if,  in  convejinff 
a  hogshead  of  spirits  from  a  bonded 
warehouse  into  a  cart,  to  be  transferred 
to  a  ship,  the  hogshead  dropped  from 
the  chain  and  broke,  and  the  spirit  wii 
lost,  the  duty  was  remitted;  if  itwasbaog 
put  into  a  ship  at  the  dock  and  the  chain 
or  rope  broke,  so  that  the  spirit  was  loiti 
again  the  duty  was  remittM ;  but  if  the 
hogshead,  on  the  way  between  the  bonded 
warehouse  and  the  ship,  came  to  ffriefi 
the  duty  was  not  remitt-ed.  He  did  not 
think  that  system  could  be  justified,  and 
it  was  an  injustice  which  ought  to  he 
done  away  with;  and  when  the  Bill 
came  before  the  House  he  should  pro- 
pose to  introduce  an  Amendment  for  that 
purpose. 

Mr.  lea  wished  to  impress  on  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the  impoii- 
ance  of  the  Amendment  to  the  preaent 
system  of  Probate  Duties.  It  was  n 
scandal  that  corporate  bodies  ahonU 
escape  the  payment  of  a  share  of  their 
contributions  to  the  taxes  of  the  coontiy* 
In  the  North  of  Ireland  the  Londoi 
Com2)anies  had  large  estates  from  which 
they  received  a  considerable  revenue,  and 
escaped  the  payment  of  what  had  been 
termed  the  Death  Duties.  He  hoped 
another  year  the  right  hon.  Q^ntlemaa 
woidd  take  care  that  these  Companiai^ 
and  all  other  corporate  bodies,  no  lonfV 
escaped  their  share   of  ^i^ntiffn     Bi 
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thanked  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton for  referring  to  a  subject  which 
he  had  intended  to  mention — namely,  the 
large  amount  of  National  Expenditure. 
He  remembered,  during  the  Elections 
of  1868,  that  he  quoted  in  one  of  his 
speeches  from  a  speech  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr. 
John  Bright),  in  which  he  had  said,  no 
Government  was  worthy  of  the  confi- 
dence of  the  country  who  could  not  rule 
without  an  Expenditure  of  more  than 
£70,000,000.  We  had  now  got  far  be- 
yond that— £85,000,000  ;  and  unless 
the  House  and  the  country  made  some 
protest  we  should  soon  get  up  to 
£100,000,000. 

Mb.  BYRNE  thought  the  propositions 
made  by  the  Ghanc^or  of  the  Exche- 
quer would  be  well  received  by  the 
country,  especially  by  that  section  of 
the  country  which  was  not  rich.  The 
proposals  in  reference  to  the  death 
taxes  were  a  great  advance  on  the  exist- 
ing law ;  and  he  highly  approved  of  the 
scheme  by  which  any.  person  inheriting 
less  than  £300  could  go  to  a  Eevenue 
officer,  and  by  making  an  affidavit,  and 
paying  him  £2  5«.,  avoid  all  the  expense 
of  employing  a  solicitor  or  other  agent 
to  pass  the  accounts.  It  sometimes  hap- 
pened, in  the  case  of  a  small  estate,  that 
after  the  debts  were  paid  there  was  not 
sufficient  to  pay  those  heavy  charges, 
and  he  thougnt  the  scheme  would  prove 
a  great  boon  to  the  country.  He  also 
approved  of  the  arrangements  by  which 
persons  administering  an  estate  would 
be  saved  the  trouble  of  having  to  go  at 
one  time  to  pay  the  Legacy  Duty,  and  at 
another  time  to  pay  the  Probate  Duty, 
and  so  have  the  process  hanging  over 
Ihem  for  a  year.  He  would  like,  how- 
ever, to  suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  consideration  of  what  really 
was  an  estate.  In  the  eyes  of  the  gen- 
tleman fixing  the  duties,  an  estate  was 
the  gross  amount  .bequeathed ;  but  he 
would  venture  to  say  that  the  assets  were 
really  the  amount  that  was  left  after  all 
the  debts  and  the  expenses  of  reali- 
zation had  been  deducted.  With  regard 
to  the  Income  Tax,  he  approved  of  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman ; 
but  he  did  not  look  upon  it  in  the  light 
of  a  reduction,  but  as  the  remission  of  a 
tax  imposed  last  year  to  tide  over  the 
deficiency  of  the  previous  Budget.  The 
penny  was,  he  considered,  wisdhr  taken 
off;  but  he  thought  the  Income  Tax  was 


very  improperly  levied ;  objecting  to  the 
way  in  which  one  sum  was  charged  on 
real  property,  one  on  money-making  busi- 
nesses, and  one  on  money  left  after  death. 
He  would  tax  a  person  who  had  in- 
herited money  at  a  higher  rate  than  the 
person  whose  income  was  derived  from 
the  work  of  his  brain  ;  and  he  urged  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider  whether 
this  tax  could  not  be  levied  in  a  more 
equitable  manner  than  at  present.  Then, 
with  respect  to  the  National  Expendi- 
ture. True  statesmanship  was  the  states- 
manship which  reduced  National  Expen- 
diture to  the  lowest  possible  limits.  He 
urged  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  the  House  to  look  to  this  question 
of  our  National  Debt,  which  he  considered 
a  standing  disgrace  to  such  an  intelligent 
and  commercial  country  as  this,  and  to 
endeavour  to  do  what  younger  countries 
had  done — to  systematically  reduce  the 
National  Debt.  He  hoped  that  every 
future  Budget  would  provide  a  Sinking 
Fund  for  the  extinction,  by  degrees,  of 

the  National  Debt.        

Mb.  Alderman  LAWEENCE  said, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Donegal  (Mr.  Lea) 
seemed  to  allude  to  the  property  held  by 
the  City  of  London  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land, and  to  speak  of  the  City  Companies 
as  though  they  were  great  delinquents, 
because  they  had  not  paid  Legacy,  Suc- 
cession, or  Probate  Duty.  But  that  was 
not  their  fault ;  it  was  not  likely  they 
would  pay  duty  which  was  not  levied 
upon  them ;  and  when  the  hon.  Member 
spoke  of  the  Irish  Society,  he  must 
know  that  there  was  no  property  in  Ire- 
land which  was  better  managed,  and 
on  which  the  tenants  were  so  well  satis- 
fied, as  that  of  the  Irish  Society.  The 
Irish  Society  spent  all  the  rents  they  re- 
ceived on  the  property  back  again  in 
Ireland,  with  the  exception  of  a  very 
small  sum  for  the  cost  of  management 
in  England.  He  thought  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  was  to  be  congratu- 
lated upon  having  brought  forward  two 
Budgets  within  a  year,  the  first  of  which 
had  been  eminently  successful.  His 
scheme  for  abolishing  the  Hop  and  Malt 
Duties,  and  putting  a  tax  upon  beer,  had 
been  carried  out  with  the  greatest  suc- 
cess. With  regard  to  the  present  Budget, 
he  had  looked  forward  to  some  great 
change  in  the  Probate  Duties;  but  he 
entirely  disagreed  with  the  hon.  Memh«t 
for  Stockton-on-Tees  ^^S^:^^"^^"^.^ 
respect  to  those  dutaef^^  ^-^  Si^^  ^'^^^^^ 
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hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  not  touched  upon  the 
great  evil  of  the  Probate  Duty,  which 
was  that  it  was  levied  upon  only  one 
class  of  property — namely,  personal  pro- 
perty. By  increasing  the  Probate  Duty 
that  evil  was  aggravated  ;  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not 
gone  into  the  whole  question  of  free- 
hold and  leasehold  property.  A  man, 
having  both  freehold  and  leasehold  pro- 
perty, paid  Probate  and  Succession  Duty 
on  the  leasehold,  but  only  Succession 
Duty  on  the  freehold.  In  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  Metropolis  there  were 
large  estates,  the  leaseholds  on  which 
were  more  valuable  than  the  freehold ; 
but,  as  time  went  on,  the  freehold  be- 
came more  valuable  than  the  leaseholds ; 
and  when  the  leases  ran  out  and  the 
whole  property  fell  into  the  hands  of 
the  freeholder,  there  would  be  no  Pro- 
bate Duty  to  be  paid  whatever;  the 
whole  estate  passed  as  freehold  pro- 
perty. That  was  unjust;  and  he  con- 
tended that  whenever  the  Probato  Duty 
was  dealt  with,  it  ought  to  bo  levied  on 
freehold  property  as  well  as  on  lease- 
hold, or  it  ought  to  bo  taken  off  lease- 
hold property.  There  was  no  reason 
why  only  leasehold  property  should  pay 
Probate  Duty  ;  and  he  was  disappointed 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
when  he  touched  the  Probate  Duties,  had 
not  extended  them  so  as  to  api)ly  to 
freehold  property.  A  Probate  Duty  on 
freehold  jiroperty  would  bring  in  a  large 
amount  of  money,  and  it  would  be  a 
very  fair  proceeding,  because,  in  many 
cases,  large  estates  escaped  paying  their 
fair  share  of  taxation.  Then,  with  re- 
gard to  the  House  Duties,  they  were  most 
unequally  assessed  ;  and,  in  the  country, 
the  larger  a  man's  house  was  the  less 
he  paid  in  proportion.  The  argument 
was  that  the  duty  should  be  estimated 
upon  such  a  sum  as  the  house  would  let 
from  year  to  year.  He  would  take  the 
case  of  the  mansion  of  a  Duke,  with  an 
immense  estate.  Such  a  house  might 
not  let  at  all,  and  it  might  be  argued 
that  such  a  house  ought  not  to  bo  as- 
sessed. The  system  was  a  great  injus- 
tice, and  he  considered  that  either  the 
House  Duty  ought  to  be  abolished,  or  the 
rateable  value  must  be  estimated  upon 
a  diflerent  basis  than  that  of  the  letting 
value  of  a  house  from  year  to  year. 
Then,  with  regard  to  the  Probate  Duty, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  Chancellor  of 
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the  Exchequer  stated  in  the  event  of  any 
estate  being  left  to  certain  parties  thej 
might  go  to  Somerset  House  and  pay  5 
per  cent,  and  then  would  not  be  charged 
Probate  Duty,  and  would  not  be  trouUel 
for  Legacy  and  Succession  Duties.  No  one 
would  go  and  pay  that  5  per  cent  imlM 
he  would  be  likely  to  obtain  a  profit  Li 
the  case  of  a  man  leaving  a  great  sum  to 
a  charity,  as  Mr.  Peabooy  had  doiie,fi)r 
instance,  the  charitr  would  be  rerjfjiii 
to  pay  5  per  cent ;  but  under  thepzeant 
system  they  would  pay  10  per  cent.  Hi 
regretted,  also,  that  the  Chancellar  of 
the  Exchequer  proposed  to  increase  tha 
Probate  Duty  by  half  per  cent,  and  not. 
charge  a  Legacy  Duty  of  1  per  cent    Ha 
was  80  jealous  of  the  Probate  Duty  not 
being  increased  until  it  was  placed  on  a 
just  and  equal  basis  that  he  lelt  the  doty 
ought  not  to  be  touched   except  in  a 
broad  spirit,  so  that  it  should  embxan 
the  whole  property  of  the  country.  Wlit- 
ther  it  was  2  or  1  per  cent  it  ought  io 
include  freehold,  leasehold,  and  pmonal 
property.    In  that  way  a  large  amooat 
of  money  would  be  obtained,  and  tha 
system  would  be  j  ust.  He  further  wished 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequtf 
had  stated  something^  with  respect  to  tiia 
Land  Tax.    The  Land  Tax   was  iiot» 
perhaps,  generally  understood.  Yeiyfev 
people  knew  what  they  had  to  pay  to 
redeem  the  Land  Tax.     The  calciuatioa 
was  as  follows  : — To  the  sum  neoeasaiy 
to    purchase    Consols   to     produce  tb 
amount  of  the  Land  Tax,  10  per  oeat 
was  added,  and  then  17^  per  centvai 
deducted.    It  would  be  better  to  adopt 
a  system  of  a  certain  number  of  jeair 
])urchase  for  the  redemption  of  the  Land 
Tax,  as  in  the  redemption  of  tithei. 
There  were  other  duties  which  he  shoaU 
like  to  see  abolished;  for  instance, ih* 
EaUway  Duties.    The  sooner  they  weN 
abolished  the  better,  as  he  was  of  op- 
nion  that,  in  order  to  promote  the  proa- 
perity  of  the  country,  all  taxes  on  loeo- 
motion  ought  to  be  removed.  Then  tban 
were  the  light  dues.   With  the  exoeptioa 
of  Turkey,  England  was  the  only  conntiy 
throughout  the  world  that  leyied  li^ 
dues.  Li  other  countries  those  daes  woo 
thrown  on  the  Public  IteTonue  and  sot 
upon  the  ships;    but  here  they  wtf* 
levied  upon  ships,  and  yet  not  upon  all 
ships ;  the  whole  of  the  ships  of  Hff 
Maiesty's  Navy  and  private  yachts  pail 
no  light  dues.    There  was  oonaidanblt 
expense  in  collecting  theae  dues,  and  ki 
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thought  these  were  duties  which  ought 
to  be  abolished.  Then,  again,  he  wished 
it  were  possible,  in  the  interest  of  the 
working  classes  and  of  temperance,  to 
abolish  the  duties  on  coffee,  chicory,  and 
cocoa;  but  he  presumed  that,  as  they 
produced  £300,000,  it  would  not  be  easy 
to  dispense  with  them.  He  trusted  that 
when  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
came  to  the  Bevenue  question  of  the 
Probate  Duty  he  would  be  able  to  see  his 
way  to  exempt  legacies  of  £20  from  duty. 
It  was  too  much  to  expect  a  servant  or 
dependent  to  pay  £2  in  case  he  happened 
to  be  left  £20.  No  benefit  would  be 
derived,  and  he  did  not  see  the  advisa- 
bility of  disturbing  the  present  arrange- 
ment. He  hoped  the  whole  subject  of 
the  Probate  Duties  would  some  day  be 
more  thoroughly  reviewed  by  the  Chan- 
eellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Mb.  BIDDELL  did  not  think  that  in 
the  case  of  a  private  brewer  the  farm 
buildings  should  be  included  in  the 
house;  and  he  trusted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  re-consider  that  part 
ef  his  Budget.  A  slight  difference  nad 
been  made  in  the  Import  Duty.  He 
would  have  thought  that  might  have 
been  left  alone ;  but  it  was  evident  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  wish  to 
favour  the  home  produce  in  any  way 
whatever.  He  approved  of  some  amend- 
ment of  the  Probate  Duty;  but  was  afraid 
that  the  reduction  in  the  intervals  of  the 
Bcale,  as  proposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  would  lead  to  a  ereat  deal  of 
delay,  as  valuations  would  have,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  be  made  more  minutely 
before  probate  could  be  obtained. 

Mb.  G0E8T  said,  he  would  like  to 
call  attention  to  a  remark  made  at  a 
time  when  very  few  Members  of  the 
Committee  were  present.  An  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Lea),  who  spoke  from  the  oppo- 
site Benches,  complained  of  the  action  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
having  led  him,  in  the  days  of  his  inno- 
cence, to  make  observations  upon  the 
extraordinary  extravagance  of  a  certain 
Government  to  which  they  were  both 
opposed.  He  said  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  stated  that  no  Ad- 
ministration ought  to  command  the  con- 
fidence of  .the  country  which  could  not 
carry  on  the  Government  of  the  country 
for  a  sum  not  exceeding  £70,000,000 
a-year ;  and  the  hon.  Member  asked  what 
they  were  to  think  of  the  Government 
which  now  came,  not  for  £70,000,000, 


but  for  £84,000,000,  to  carry  on  the 
business  of  the  country?  Now,  that 
remark  showed  the  extreme  inconve- 
nience of  hon.  Gentlemen,  who  aimed  at 
being  statesmen  and  great  in  the  councils 
of  the  country,  making  speeches  when 
in  Opposition  which  they  could  not 
substantiate  when  they  were  in  Office. 
["  Question !  "]  An  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site called  **  Question."  What  he  was 
saying  might  not  be  palatable  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  ;  but  he  maintained  he 
was  speaking  of  the  Expenditure  of  the 
country,  which  was  the  question  now 
before  the  Committee.  He  was  remarking 
upon  the  inconvenience  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men in  the  position  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  leading  on  less  ex- 
perienced Members  to  make  statements 
in  the  coimtry  which  were  really  not 
borne  out  by  the  facts.  The  same  thing 
went  on  now,  for  he  was  reading  only 
to-day  that  a  candidate  for  a  seat  in 
Cornwall,  addressing  his  intended  con- 
stituents, enlarged  upon  the  great  extra- 
vagance of  the  Conservative  Government, 
and  claimed  the  support  of  the  electors 
by  holding  up  to  them  the  great  economy 
of  the  present  Government.  He  wondered 
whether  the  gentleman  would  tell  the 
intelligent  electors  of  St.  Ives  when  he 
addressed  them  to-morrow  that  this 
economical  Government  had  actually 
proposed  in  the  present  year  an  increased 
expenditure  of  £1,600,000.  He  (Mr. 
Gorst)  must  allude  to  what  happened  in 
1877,  when  an  increased  expenditure 
was  recommended  by  the  then  Govern- 
ment of  only  £600,000.  The  increase 
was  just  £1,000,000  less  than  that  pro- 
posed to-nifi;ht.  On  that  occasion  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter),  who  spoke  with 
great  weight,  having  been  recently  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
after  observing  that  the  increased  expen- 
diture was,  as  far  as  he  could  make  out, 
£668,000  more  than  in  the  past  year — 

''From  his  place  in  Parliament  he  wished 
to  protest  against  this  continual  increase  in  the 
expenditure  of  the  country.'* 

Where  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Montrose  to-night  ? 
Why  was  he  not  in  his  place  in  Parlia- 
ment now  to  protest  against  this  con- 
tinued increase  in  the  Expenditure  of  the 
country?  The  right  hon.  Gentlem^*^ 
said — 

"  Year  by  year,  espociflXl?j  -^V^ss^^Ocka^:^^*^^ 
man  on  the  op)^«^  ^»sSa  'SfvssB»\a.  ^^rp**^ 
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ozpenditore  went  on  increasing,  and  his  belief 
was  that  before  many  years  passed  it  would  bo 
found  absolutely  necessary'  to  reduce  the  expen- 
diture."— [3  Hansard,  ccxxxiii.  1020.] 

Why  was  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  not 
present  to-night  to  recommend  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  Expenditure  ?  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  advocate  a 
great  reduction  in  the  expenses  of  the 
Army  and  Navy.  He  said,  *'The  vast  Ex- 
penditure was  indefensible; "  and  he  went 
on  to  make  an  attack  on  the  Ministry  of 
that  day  for  the  increase  of  Expenditure. 
Now  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  did  not  want  to- 
night to  imitate  at  all  the  example  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Montrose ;  he 
did  not  say  one  single  word  against  the 
Government  because  the  normal  Expen- 
diture of  the  country  was  increasing. 
He  believed  the  reasons  for  that  increase 
were  perfectly  and  satisfactorily  ex- 
plained a  short  time  ago  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer ;  but  what  he  did 
want  to  say  was,  that  when  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  themselves  in  Opposition 
they  should  show  some  forbearance  to 
their  political  opponents ;  they  should 
show  more  candour  and  truthfulness  in 
their  financial  criticisms,  and  they  should 
not  take  exception  to  an  increase  in  the 
Expenditure  of  the  country  which  they 
found  themselves  utterly  powerless  to 
prevent  when  they  got  into  Office. 
There  were,  of  course,  occasions  when 
an  increase  of  expenditure  was  a 
proper  subject  of  criticism.  Extraordi- 
nary expenditure  was  always  a  fit  sub- 
ject for  criticism  on  the  part  of  an  Op- 
position, and  no  one  would  have  found 
any  fault  with  the  criticism  upon  the 
£6,000,000  loan  during  the  Eusso- 
TurkishWar,  and  the  Government  could 
not  raise  any  objection  if  hon.  Members 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  at  a  con- 
venient time,  and  upon  a  convenient 
occasion,  asked  whether  the  expenditure 
of  £2,000,000,  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  told  them  was  incurred 
upon  the  war  in  the  Transvaal,  was  an 
economical  expenditure  of  money ;  whe- 
ther the  suzerainty  of  the  Transvaal, 
which  was  all  that  appeared  to  be  loft 
for  us,  was  really  woi-th  an  expenditure 
of  £2,000,000,  or,  in  other  words,  whe- 
ther if  the  Government,  at  the  outset, 
had  limited  their  demands  upon  the 
Boers  to  a  mere  question  of  suzerainty, 
they  could  not  have  obtained  that  with- 
out an  expenditure  of  £2,000,000,  which 
they  now  asked  the  House  to  provide? 

Mr.  O^ret 


I  Those  were  topics  whidi  no  Gtoyeniinent 
could  object  to   the   Opposition  being 
curious  about;  but  he  cud  think  thit 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had   been  Secre- 
taries to  the  Treasury  themselves,  and 
who  had  been  Chancellors  of  the  Ex- 
chequer themselves,  should,  when  tiiej 
happened  to  be  in   Opposition,  reiiia 
what  he  might  call  their  financial  can- 
dour, and  when  they  knew  that  ini 
country  like  this,  with  the  mode  of  keep- 
ing the    accounts    such    as  had  ben 
adopted,  the  apparent  expenditure  muk 
naturally  increase  year   oy  year,  thff 
should  not  try  to  make  political  capitilf 
they  should  not  try  to  impose  upon  aninuh 
cent  candidate  for  Parliamentary  hosoan 
like  the  hon.  Member  opposite.  P'Qider, 
order !  "^     If  he  were  out  of  Order  he 
would  withdraw  ;  but  he  only  applied  to 
the  hon.  Member  an  epithet  which  he 
himself  almost  invited   the    House  to 
apply  to  him.      He   repeated  that  ex- 
perienced Gentlemen  ought  not  to  im- 
pose upon  innocent  candidates  for  aetto 
in   Parliament  by  making   such  moar 
strous  assertions  as  that  of  the  Chan- 
cellor   of   the  Duchy    of    Lancaster- 
namely,  that  no  Government  deserved 
to  conduct  the  affairs  of  the  ooontiy 
which  could  not  carry  on  the  businesea 
the  country  for  £70,000,000  a-year,  and 
then  to  come  down   to   the   Hoiua  of 
Commons    and    ask    for    £84,000,000. 
There  was  one  further  observation  he 
wished  to  make  before  they  went  to  a 
division,  and  that  was  he  hai^dly  thought 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  did  fnll 
justice  to  the  financial  arrangements  for 
the  reduction  of   the    National  Debt| 
which  were  made  by  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote).     He  was  sure 
he  did  not,  because  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Hubbard),  who   was  not  now  in 
tlie  House,   was  evidently  of  opinion 
that  there  were  no  arrangements  noir 
made  for  the  gradual  and  steady  redac- 
tion of  the  National  Debt;  andhe vai 
sure  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  explained  in  the  lucid  way  in  wnidi 
he  could  explain  the  arrangements  now 
actually  in  force  for  the  reduction  of  the 
National  Debt,  no  hon.  Member  wonld 
have  made  a  statement  that  there  wa> 
no  such  arrangement  in  force.    Aa  ftr 
as  he  understood  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,   £6,000.000   of  Tenninable 
Annuities  would  fall  in  in  1885— that 
was  to  say,  that  by  the  year  1885  va 
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should  havediscliarged  our  obligations  to 
the  Commissioners  of  the  Savings  Banks, 
who  were  the  holders  of  the  Annuities, 
and  that  from  1885,  if  no  further  legis- 
lation took  place  to  prevent  it,  we  might 
pride  ourselves  upon  the  payment  of 
£6,000,000  a-year  towards  the  extinc- 
tion of  the  Debt.  But  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  forgot  to  tell  the  Com- 
mittee that  by  the  operation  of  the  Sink- 
ing Fund  Scheme  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
that  £6,000,000  of  Terminable  Annuities 
which  would  fall  in  in  1 885  would  become 
immediately  and  directly  applicable  to 
the  reduction  of  the  National  Debt,  be- 
cause the  scheme  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
was  this — that  the  charge  for  the  Debt 
should  always  be  £28,000,000  a-year, 
and  inasmuch  as  the  £6,000,000  would 
no  longer  be  required  to  pay  Terminable 
Annuities  it  would  become  immediately 
applicable  to  the  direct  reduction  of  the 
IVational  Debt.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  ought  to  have  told  the  Com- 
mittee that  without  the  operation  of  the 
new  scheme  for  the  conversion  of  the 
Terminable  Annuities  that  £6,000,000 
would  have  become  applicable  to  the 
reduction  of  the  Debt  under  the  existing 
scheme.  He  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  spend  £1,550,000  of  the 
£6,000,000  in  the  conversion  of  fresh 
Annuities,  which  were  not  to  expire 
until  1906  ;  and,  therefore,  there  would 
remain  £4,450,000  applicable  to  the 
direct  extinction  of  the  Debt.  He  was 
right  in  saying  there  was  no  virtue  in 
the  new  scheme,  and  that,  so  far  as  the 
payment  of  the  National  Debt  was  con- 
cerned, the  whole  of  the  £6,000,000 
would  have  been  just  as  applicable  to 
the  extinction  of  the  National  Debt 
under  the  scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Devon  as 
under  that  of  the  present  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  that  the  efiPect  of 
the  change  now  introduced  was  not  to 
hasten  or  in  any  way  to  facilitate  the 
payment  of  the  Debt,  but  merely  to  in- 
sure that  it  should  not  be  paid  under  the 
scheme  of  the  right  hon.  uentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Devon,  but  under 
that  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. There  was  another  point  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
hardly  just  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  North  Devon. 
A  year  ago,  if  his  memory  was  right,  a 


complaint  was  made  against  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  in  his 
last  Budget  he  tampered  with  the  Pro- 
bate Duties  without  introducing  any 
comprehensive  scheme  to  deal  with 
them.  There,  again,  was  an  example 
how,  when  .people  were  in  Office,  they 
found  themselves  constrained  to  do  the 
very  thing  they  found  fault  with  when 
out  of  Office.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  That 
is  not  so.]  He  (Mr.  Gorst)  begged  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon  if  he 
was  wrong.  It  appeared  to  him  they 
had  witnessed  to-night  an  alteration  of 
the  Probate  Duties  unaccompanied  by 
any  comprehensive  scheme  for  their 
final  settlement,  which  he  certainly  un- 
derstood to  be  the  efiPect  of  the  charge 
made  against  his  right  hon.  Friend.  He 
only  made  these  observations  because 
he  was  very  zealous  for  the  candour  of 
statesmen  dealing  with  the  finance  of 
the  country ;  and  he  could  not  resist  the 
opportunity  offered  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  spoke  opposite  (Mr.  Lea)  of  point- 
ing out  what  a  pity  it  was  that  people 
in  Opposition  were  not  as  candid  finan- 
ciers as  they  were  when  in  Office. 

Mr.  J.  W.  PEASE  said,  no  one  could 
have  looked  forward  to  the  Financial 
Statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
without  very  considerable  anxiety.  It  was 
impossible  to  observe  the  foreign  policy 
of  the  last  few  years  without  having  felt 
that  the  day  of  reckoning  must  come, 
and  that  the  Expenditure  of  the  coimtry 
would  be  very  largely  increased  in  con- 
sequence of  the  pursuance  of  that  policy 
against  which  many  of  them  protested 
from  the  time  it  was  inaugurated. 
Allow  him  to  congratulate  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  upon  the  most  beneficial 
change  he  proposed  in  regard  to  the 
Probate  Duties,  or  what  he  had  called 
the  Death  Duties.  The  arrangements 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  pro- 
posed in  regard  to  property  that  could 
be  declared  under  £300  would  be  of 
venr  ereat  benefit  to  the  working  classes 
and  less  wealthy  of  the  country.  It 
had  been  his  lot,  as  he  had  no  doubt 
it  had  been  the  lot  of  many  an  hon. 
Gentleman,  to  help,  from  time  to  time, 
his  poorer  neighbours  when  they  had 
probate  to  take  out,  and  he  had  seen 
how  they  had  been  encumbered  by 
their  duties  and  the  large  lawyers'  bills. 
The  admirable  plan  laid  down  by  th^ 
Chancellor  of  the  ExchekQ^^st^^-'^^^SOMs:^^ 
the  effect  of  materiaU^  ^asSi^^^^t^^^^^ 
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easing  the  working  classes — especially 
the  poorer  classes  of  society — when  pass- 
ing through  this  very  troublesome  oraeal. 
The  right  hon.  GenUeman  had  also  dealt 
with  the  Spirit  Duties.  The  duty  imposed 
on  spirits  was  a  most  legitimate  way  of 
raising  money,  and  many  Members  of 
the  House  thought  spirits  would  bear  a 
still  further  duty.  In  the  present  in- 
stance, the  surtax  would  go  towards 
making  up  the  deficiency  produced  by 
the  taking  off  of  \d,  of  the  Income  Tax. 
His  principal  object,  however,  in  rising 
was  to  speak  of  the  enormous  Naval  ana 
Military  expenditure.  It  had  fallen  to 
his  lot,  from  time  to  time,  to  call  atten- 
tion to  that  expenditure ;  but  upon  the 
last  occasion  when  these  Estimates  were 
before  the  Houso  ho  had  felt  that 
he  had  no  public  duty  to  perform. 
He  felt  that  the  Government  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  support  had  been 
saddled  by  the  expenses  incurred  by 
those  who  preceded  them  in  pursuing  a 
policy  which  necessitated  the  keeping 
up  those  Services,  at  any  rate,  during 
the  present  year.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  brought  in  another  Budget, 
which  he  sincerely  hoped  he  would  have 
the  strength  to  do,  he  trusted  it  would 
be  one  which  would  show  a  very  marked 
diminution  in  those  two  great  spending 
branches  of  the  country.  But  it  could 
only  bo  done  by  adhering  strictly  to  that 
line  of  foreign  policy  which  had  been 
inaugurated  already.  [An  hon.  Mbsi- 
BER  :  The  Transvaal !]  With  regard  to 
the  Transvaal,  he  was  one  of  those  who 
thought  the  late  Administration  failed 
in  not  giving  to  the  Boers  that  Consti- 
tution which,  by  the  agreement  made 
with  them  at  the  time  of  the  annexation, 
they  were  entitled  to  have.  It  was  the 
want  of  that  Constitution  which  oc- 
casioned the  war.  The  course  of  foreign 
policy  on  which  they  had  entered  was 
one  which  would  tend  to  economy  at 
home  in  the  two  large  branches  of  Ex- 
penditure, to  the  honour  of  England, 
and  to  the  comfort  of  the  working  classes 
of  the  country,  who  were  so  largely 
taxed  to  keep  up  an  Expenditure  with 
which  they  had  no  sympathy. 

Mh.  WIGGIN  said,  he  viewed  with 
alarm  the  enormous  I^Iilitary  and  Naval 
expenditure  of  the  country ;  but  he 
firmly  believed  that  if  the  present  Go- 
vernment had  been  in  OHice  for  the  last 
six  or  seven  years  the  expenditure  would 
not  have  been  by  any  means  so  large  as 

i/r.  J.  W.  Pease 


it  was  atpiesent.  Hethonghthftmiriit 
avail  himself  of  the  present  opportaiiitf 
of  addressing  himseu  to  the  right  kn. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  fat 
War,  and  also  to  the  noble  Eail  Un 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  who  ■! 
in  ''another  place,"  and  of  ezpn» 
ing  the  alarm  which  he  and  othoi 
felt  at  the  enormous  Militaxy  ni 
Naval  expenditure  of  the  oountij.  H« 
protested  strongly  against  it ;  and  H  ki 
had  not  the  fullest  confidence  in  Ai 
Prime  Minister  and  his  CoUeagnei,  ki 
should  be  much  more  alarmed  than  ki 
was.  He  hoped  the  Government  woili 
take  the  matter  to  heart,  and  woili 
seriously  consider  the  propriety  of  i** 
ducing  these  particular  heads  (rf  Ei- 
penditure  before  another  Budget  vM 
brought  in  next  year.  He  suiMn^ 
hoped  that  the  Ministry  would  turn  thar 
best  efforts  in  that  direction. 

Sib  WALTEE  B.  BABTTELOT  mA, 
he  should  not  have  risen  to  say  a  vari 
on  the  question,  because  he  should  hsM 
been  prepared  to  confide  in  the  soperior 
experience  of  the  right  hon.  OentUDtt 
the  Chancellor  of  die  Exchequer,  tk 
Leader  of  the  House  and  Prime  Misifltar 
of  the  country,  with  regard  to  the  Budget 
he  had  brought  forward,  if  it  had  not  bea 
for  the  remark  of  his  hon.  Friend  Aa 
Member  for  South  Durham  (Mr.  Peitflr 
that  it  was  the  late  Government  wUA 
had  created  the  Expenditure.  [''  H«Vi 
hear!"]  Of  course,  hon.  OentleiiNi 
below  the  Gangway  began  to  cheer  im- 
mediately ;  but  he  i£ould  like  thM 
to  answer  distinctly  one  question  bi 
wished  to  put  to  them.  Why  was  it  tkit 
the  right  hon.  GenUeman  the  'Bna» 
Minister,  when  he  came  into  power,  ^ 
not  carry  out  the  Constitution  wbiA 
the  Prime  Minister  as  well  as  the  bfla 
Member  for  South  Durham  said  onffbt  to 
have  been  given  to  the  Boers  ?  L&  bii 
Mid  Lothian  campaign,  the  right  hoo- 
Gentleman  said  the  annexation  of  the 
Transvaal  was  a  disgrace  to  thisoonntiyf 
and  ought  never  to  have  been  carrM 
out.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  n 
ample  opportunity  for  reversing  ths 
policy  of  annexation ;  but,  instead  of 
doing  that,  he  entered  upon  a  war  vitk 
the  Boers,  and  put  into  the  mouAof 
Her  Gracious  Majesty  a  declaration  that 
tlie  dignity  of  the  country  was  at  stake. 
and  ought  to  be  maintained.  HewMiid 
to  know  how  it  was  that  the  GbyemxneDt 
had  not  carried  out  the  policy  thev  aJr 
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vocated  when  out  of  Office,  and  why 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  had  not  given  to  the  Boers  the 
free  Constitution  which  he  said  they 
ought  to  have,  and  which,  whether  it 
was  just  and  right  to  do  so,  would  have 
secured  peace  without  firing  a  shot? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  com- 
mitted himself  in  the  eyes  of  the  coun- 
try upon  both  points,  oecause  he  had 
not  given  the  Boers  a  Constitution,  and 
he  had  gone  to  war  with  them.  It  was 
onlv  after  having  entered  upon  a  war, 
and  having  suffered  defeat,  that  he  con- 
sented to  a  peace  that  was  based  upon 
terms  of  humiliation  and  disgrace. 

The  CHAERMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  Committee  that  the  Transvaal 
War  is  not  the  question  before  it. 

Sm  WALTEE  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
Ids  remarks  had  reference  to  the  Army 
expenditure  and  the  increase  of  the 
Anny  Estimates  which  the  House  was 
asked  to  Vote  this  year  ;  and  he  simply 
raised  the  question  in  answer  to  the 
observations  of  his  hon.  Eriend  the 
Member  for  South  Durham,  who  placed 
the  responsibility  of  the  Transvaal  War 
npon  the  shoulders  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment. He,  for  one,  so  long  as  he  had  a 
seat  in  that  House,  and  so  long  as  he 
could  make  his  voice  heard,  would  main- 
tain that  it  was  upon  the  present  Go- 
vernment that  the  whole  responsibility 
of  the  Transvaid  War  rested.  They 
bad  the  power  to  prevent  the  war  if  they 
had  been  so  disposed,  but  they  delibe- 
rately created  it,  especially  by  the  pro- 
mises held  out  and  the  speeches  they 
had  made;  and  it  was  not  until  they 
had  been  defeated  that  they  thought 
of  making  peace.  The  peace  which  had 
been  entered  into  was,  he  maintained, 
a  peace  without  dignity  or  credit  to  the 
country,  and  without  honour — nay,  more, 
with  dishonour  —  to  the  British  flag. 
r  Cries  of  '*0h!"  and  **  Question ! '^] 
And,  although  hon.  Members  below 
the  Ministerial  Gangway  might  holloa 
''Question!"  and  evidently  did  not 
relish  the  remarks  he  was  making,  he 
put  it  to  their  honesty  and  candour  to 
say  if  it  was  not  the  present,  and  not 
the  late,  Government  who  had  com- 
mitted the  series  of  grievous  mistakes 
which  had  placed  the  country  in  its  pre- 
sent humiliated  position  ? 

Mr.  WAETON  shared  the  indigna- 
tion  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Eriend  the 
Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter 

VOL.    CCTiX.  fTHIUI)  8BBIE8,] 


B.  Barttelot),  and  trusted  that  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  opposite 
who  approved  of  the  policy  of  tlie 
present  Government,  and  delighted  to 
hear  that  of  their  Predecessors  abused, 
would  listen  with  patience  to  the 
views  of  an  honest  Conservative  like 
his  hon.  Friend.  Like  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  West 
Sussex,  he  could  scarcely  find  words  to 
express  the  feeling  of  indignation  with 
which  he,  in  common  with  all  English- 
men, had  viewed  the  action  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  in  South  Africa.  He 
indignantly  protested  against  the  course 
which  had  been  pursued.  The  policy  of 
the  late  Government  was  to  give  peace 
with  honour  to  Europe.  The  present 
Government  had  already  given  the 
country  peace  with  dishonour  in  Africa, 
and  they  had  retired  with  dishonour 
from  Afghanistan.  In  every  quarter  of 
the  world  in  which  it  was  possible  for 
the  influence  of  the  Government  to  bo 
used  for  mischief  it  had  been  used.  He 
objected  to  the  principle  of  measuring 
the  policy  of  the  country  upon  econo- 
mical grounds,  and  gauging  the  results 
of  that  policy  upon  such  a  miserably 
low.standard  as  that  of  pounds,  shillings, 
and  pence.  But,  even  if  they  took  that 
standard,  they  would  find  that  at  a  cost 
of  £6,000,000  the  late  Government  suc- 
ceeded in  staving  off  a  European  war, 
while  the  policy  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
when  there  was  a  similar  Eastern 
complication  25  years  ago,  brought  on 
the  Crimean  War,  and  cost,  at  least, 
£100,000,000.  It  would  be  thus  seen 
that  a  spiritless  policy  was  not  always 
the  most  economical,  and  that  those  who 
paid  the  least  regard  to  the  preservation 
of  the  honour  of  the  country  did  not, 
even  when  when  judeed  by  a  money 
standard,  gain  by  such  a  policy.  He 
believed  that  the  path  of  honour  was 
that  of  true  economy.  We  should  al- 
ways be  ready  to  fight,  and  then  we 
should  be  rarely  attacked ;  but  if  we 
were  frightened,  and  were  never  pre- 
pared to  fight,  we  might  expect  to  be 
constantly  attacked.  It  was  the  Mid 
Lothian  speeches  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Premier  which  made  the 
people  of  the  Transvaal  believe  that 
they  had  been  unjustly  treated,  and  that 
stirred  them  into  rebellion.  They  could 
not  understand  why,  after  the  riebl  \sss^. 

Gentleman  came  v^^^  ^'^^'o'^^'^^^^^^ 
any  necessity  fox  ^^^Si^^t  ^^^-^  >^^^^"^ 

Y 
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the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  re- 
quire a  few  months  to  enable  him  to 
make  up  his  mind.  They  took  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  his  word,  and  they 
went  to  war  at  once. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  must  very 
humbly,  mildly,  and  modestly,  beg  the 
House  to  suspend  its  judgment  upon  the 
frank  assertions  and  interesting  sketches 
of  history  which  the  two  hon.  Members 
who  have  last  addressed  us,  under  the 
denomination  of  honest  Conservatives, 
have  offered  to  the  House.  If  I  do  not 
at  present  reply  to  the  statements  which 
have  been  made,  I  hope  it  will  not  be 
understood  that  the  Government,  by 
their  silence,  subscribe  either  to  the 
whole  or  any  part  or  portion,  jot  or 
tittle,  of  the  statements  which  have  been 
made.  I  trust,  therefore,  that  this 
matter  may  be  allowed  peacefully  and 
quietly  to  stand  over  until  the  time 
comes  for  the  discussion  which  the 
House  has  already  been  promised,  and 
that  we  may  be  allowed  to  continue 
tranquilly  the  consideration  of  the 
more  prosaic  questions  contained  in  the 
Budget  Hesolutions  now  before  the 
House. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

(2.)  Sesolvedf  That  on  the  first  day  of  Juno, 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty >  one,  tho 
Duties  imposed  by  *'  The  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  Act,  1880,"  upon  Probates  of  Wills 
and  Letters  of  Administration  in  England  and 
Ireland,  and  upon  Inventories  in  Scotland,  shall 
cease  to  be  payable  ;  and  on  and  after  that  da^"* 
there  shall  be  charged  and  paid  on  the  affidavit 
to  be  required  and  received  from  the  person 
applying  for  the  Probate  or  Letters  of  Ad- 
ministration in  England  or  Ireland,  or  on  tho 
Inventory  to  be  ezJbibited  and  recorded  in  Scot- 
land, the  Stamp  Duties  hereinafter  specified 
(that  is  to  say) : 

Where  the  estate  and  effects 
for  or  in  respect  of  which 
tho  Probate  of  Letters  of 
Administration  is  or  are 
to  be  granted,  or  whereof 
tho  Inventory  is  to  be  ex- 
hibited and  recorded,  ex- 
clusive of  what  the  de- 
ceased shall  have  been 
possessed  of  or  entitled  to 
as  trustee,  and  not  bene- 
ficially, shall  be  of  the 
value  of  £100,  and  under  Duty. 

£300       ....  At  the  rate  of  One 

Pound  for  every 
full  sum  of  £50, 
and  for  any  frac- 
tional part  of 
£50  over  any 
multiple  of  £50; 

Mr.  Warton 


Where  auch  estate  and 
effects  be  of  tho  value  of 
£300,  and  under  £1,000   . 


Where  such  estate  and 
effects  shall  be  of  the 
value  of  £1,000  and  up- 
wards    .... 


Duty. 

At  the  nte  of 
One  Found  Fire 
Shilling!  for 
every  full  mm 
of  £50,  and  for 
any  fractioul 
part  of  £50  onr 
any  multi|^  d 
£oO; 


At  the  nte  of 
Three  Poanfa 
for  every  faH 
sum  of  £IM, 
and  for  uij 
fractioiial  ptft 
of  £100  onr 
any  multi]de  d 
£100. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*<(3.)  That,  on  and  after  the  fizst  dtr 
of  June,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  tad 
eif^hty-one,  in  the  case  of  a  person  dyin|r  domi- 
ciled in  any  part  of  the  United  KmgdoD,  i: 
shall  be  lawful  for  tho  person  applying  for  the 
Probate  or  Letters  of  Administration  in  Eb^ 
land  or  Ireland,  or  exhibiting  the  InventoiT  m 
Scotland,  to  state  in  his  Affidavit  the  fut  of 
such  domicile,  and  to  deliver  therewith  or  anna 
thereto  a  Schedule  of  the' Debts  due  from  the  de- 
ceased to  persons  resident  in  the  United  King^ 
dom,  rmd  the  funeral  expenses ;  and,  in  tbt 
case,  for  the  purpose  of  the  charge  of  Dotr 
on  the  Affidavit  or  Inventory,  the  mg^ns^ 
amount  of  the  debts  and  funeral  expenses  ap- 
pearing in  the  Schedule  shall  be  deducted  inxi 
the  value  of  the  estate  and  effects,  as  specif^d 
in  tho  account  delivered  with  or  annexea  to  tkf 
Affidavit,  or  whereof  the  Inventory  shall  V 
exhibited." 

Mr.  H.  N.  FOWLEB  asked  the  nobU 
Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasaiy,  Iiow 
soon  the  duty  would  have  to  be  ptid? 
Of  course,  under  the  present  sjstflo. 
probate  had  to  be  taken  out  immediatelj. 
Was  it  intended  to  allow  any  length  d 
time  for  payment  in  this  case  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  Probate  Duty  would  be  piid 
when  probate  was  taken  out.  This  Wtf 
not  an  additional  sum  to  be  paid. 

Mr.  R.  N.  FOWLER:  It  is  to  b 
deducted  from  the  Talae  of  the  estate 
and  effects  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Yes,  when  probate  is  taken  out. 

Mr.  GORST  asked  if  an  opportniu? 
would  be  afforded  for  discussing  till 
Budget  Resolutions  ?  If  the  ResolatioBi 
were  all  passed  to-night,  they  would  be 
reported  to-morrow,  and  the  Budget  Kll 
would  be  brought  in.    Was  he  i^bt  i> 
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understandiDg  that  there  w&a  no  inten- 
tion to  take  the  Budget  Bill  until  after 
Easter  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  aeoond  reading  of  the  Budget 
Bill  would  not  be  t^en  until  amr 
Easter.  It  would  bo  taken  as  soon  after 
the  second  reading  of  the  Land  Bill  as 
possible. 

Resolution  agr»»d  to. 

(4.)  RtKlvtd,  That  Stamp  Dutiee  at  the  li^e 
T«t<aa  u  nm  to  he  charged  and  paid  on  AffidBrita 
uid  InventorieB  shall  De  chargod  and  paid  on 
acconntH  dellTored  of  the  penonal  or  movoable 
property  to  he  included  therein  according  to 
the  value  thereof : 

The  personal  or  moveable  property  to  he  in- 
clnded  in  an  account  shall  he  property  of  the 
lollowing  deccriptionB,  viz, : — 

(a.)  Any  donation  inortii  canad  made  bj 
an;  penon  dyinK  on  oT  after  the  first 
day  of  June  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
ana  eighty-one ; 
(b.)  Any  property  which  a  periOQ  dying 


or  may  Tolnntarily  cause,  to 
ferred  to  or  vested  in  himself  and  any 
other  person  jointly,  whether  hy  dispon. 
tion  or  otherwise,  so  that  the  benoBoial 
interest  therein  or  in  some  part  thereof 
passes  or  accrues  by  gurvivonhip  on  his 
death  to  such  other  peivon ; 
(c.)  Any  property  passing  under  any  past 
or  future  voluntary  settlement  made  by 
any  person  dying  on  or  after  snch  day 
by  deed  or  any  other  instrument  not  tak- 
ing effect  as  a  will  whereby  on  interest 
for  life  or  any  oHier  period  detenniiiBhle 
by  reterence  to  death  in  either  eipressly 
or  impUcitiy  reserved  to  the  Settlor,  or 
whereby  the  Settlor  may  have  reserved 
to  himself  the  right  by  the  exercise  of 
any  power  to  restore  to  himself  or  to 
reclaim  the  absolute  interest  in  such  pro- 
perty. 
(5.1  Baalvfd,  That,  in  respect  of  any  Legacy, 


the  value  whereof  Duty  shall  have  been  paid  on 
tbe  Affidavit  or  Inventory  or  Acoonnt,  m  con- 
formity with  the  terms  ot  the  foregoing  Reso- 
lutions, the  Duty  at  the  rate  of  One  Found  per 
centum  imposed  by  the  Act  of  the  Fifty-Stth 

J  ear  of  King  Qeorge  the  Third,  chapter  one 
undred  and  eighty-four,  shall  not  be  pa^ble : 
And  that,  in  respect  of  any  Succession  to 
Leaseholds  or  to  other  Property  apon  the  value 
whereof  Duty  shall  have  been  paid  on  the  Affi- 
davit or  Inventory  or  Account,  in  conformity 
with  the  ternis  of  the  foregoing  Besolalions, 
the  Duty  at  the  rate  of  One  Pound  per  centum 
imposed  by  "  The  Succession  Duty  Act,  1863," 
■hall  not  be  payable. 

e.)  Setohtd,  That,  subject  to  the  relief  from 
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shall  be  chargeable  to  the  Duties  imposed  ljy 
the  said  Act  of  the  fifty-fifth  year  of  KinK 
George  the  Third,  chapter  one  hundred  and 
eighty-four,  as  modiliud  in  conformity  with  the 
terms  ot  tho  precuding  Ilesolution. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  (7.)  That,  towarde  raising  tho  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  there  shall  bo  charged, 
collected,  and  paid  for  one  year,  ommeneing 
on  the  sixth  day  of  April,  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  oighty-ono,  in  respect  of  all  Pro- 
perty, Profits,  nad  Gains  mentioned  or  described 
as  chargeable  in  the  Att  of  the  sixteenth  and 
seventeenth  years  of  Her  Majesty's  reign, 
chapter  thirty-four,  the  following  Duties  of 
Income  Tax  (that  is  to  say) : 

For  evcrj'  Twenty  Shillings  of  the  annual 
value  or  amount  of  Property,  Profits,  and 
Gains  chargeable  under  Schedules  (A], 
(C],  (D),  or(E]of  the  said  Act,  the  Duty 
o(  Five  Pence ; 
And  For  every  Twenty  Shillinga  o(  the 
annual  value  of  the  occupation  of  Lands, 
Tenements,  Hereditaments,  and  Heri- 
tages chargeable  under  Schedule  (B)  of 
the  said  Act, — 

In  England,  the  Duty  of  Two  Penes 

Halfpenny; 
In  Scotland  and  Ireland  respectively, 
tho  Duty  of  One  Penny  lliree  Far- 
Subject  to  the  provinODS  contained  in  section  one 
hundred  and  sixty-three  of  the  Act  of  the  fifth 
and  sixth  years  of  Her  Majesty's  reign,  chapter 
thirty-flva,  for  the  exemption  of  persons  whose 
income  is  leea  than  One  Hundrad  and  Fifty 
Poonds,  and  in  section  eight  of  "  The  Customs 
and  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1878,"  tor  the  relief 
of  persons  whose  income  is  less  than  Four  Hun- 
dred Pounds." 

Snt  QEORaE  CAUFBELL  wished 
to  say  a  word,  although  he  had  no  doubt 
he  should  be  somewhat  singular  in  doing 
BO,  in  order  to  express  the  regret  he  felt 
at  the  proposal  made  hj  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury to  reduce  the  Income  Tax.  The 
6d.  at  which  it  stood  now  was  a  good 
round  sum,  much  better  calculable  than 
Sd.  In  addition  to  that,  for  other  rea- 
he  regretted,  although  be  had 
greater  fondness  for  ^ying  taxes 
Chan  other  people,  that  it  had  been 
reduced.  He  thought  they  ought  to 
just  before  they  were  generous, 
and  that  they  should  pay  their  debts 
before  they  took  steps  for  diminish- 
ing taxation.  He  maide  these  observa- 
tions more  especially  in  reference  to  the 
of  the  Afghan  War.  A  few  days 
ago  he  had  expressed  his  regret  that  the 
£3,000,000  which  were  to  be  paid  by 
this  country  towards  the  cost  of  that 
war  were  not  paid  right  off.  Instead  of 
BDreadinK  the  paymetA  *»">■«  ■«>-t-  5***>'- 
it  would  be  mote  be«i.V>ia^t'^^^'^'«^*""^ 
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of  the  nation  to  pay  off  tho  whole  sum  at 
once.  He  certainly  hoped  that  the  other 
part  of  the  payment— the  £2,000,000-- 
would  be  more  seemingly  provided  for. 
He  was  very  much  astonished  to  find, 
and  he  had  heard  it  with  groat  regret, 
that  the  payment  of  this  sum  of 
£2,000,000  was  to  be  extended,  by 
some  arrangement  which  he  understood 
to  have  been  made,  over  a  period  of  27 
years,  of  which  25  years  had  still  to 
come,  so  that  the  final  instalment  would 
not  bo  paid  until  the  year  1906.  He 
thought  that  was  an  arrangement  very 
much  to  be  deprecated.  We  were  owing 
the  money  to  a  comparatively  poor 
country — India — and  if  it  was  right  that 
we  should  pay  it  at  all,  we  ought  to  put 
our  hands  in  our  pockets  and  pay  the 
whole  of  it  at  once.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  shook  his 
head.  He  (Sir  George  Campbell)  should 
be  glad  to  find  that  he  was  mistaken ;  but 
he  had  certainly  understood  the  state- 
ment to  be  that  the  money  was  to  bo 
paid  by  an  Annuity  extending  to  the 
year  1906. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  sum  of  £2,000,000  referred  to 
by  his  hon.  Friend  was  advanced  to  the 
Indian  Government  two  years  ago  upon 
Consols,  and  it  was  proposed  to  pay  off 
those  Consols  by  Terminable  Annuities 
extending  over  25  years. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
quite  understood  that ;  but  if  the  money 
was  to  be  paid  off  in  a  shape  that  would 
spread  it  over  27  years,  his  argument 
was  just  the  same.  Hon.  Members 
seemed  to  suppose  the  other  day  that  he 
was  only  speaking  in  a  jocular  manner 
when  he  said  he  was  sorry  that  the  cost 
of  the  war  in  Afghanistan  had  not  been 
laid  on  the  country  in  a  lump  sum. 
He  certainly  was  joking  when  he  said 
that  he  thought  the  Conservatives,  who 
had  brought  about  the  war,  should  bear 
the  whole  of  the  burden  of  payment.  It 
was,  however,  a  joke  that  was  suggested 
by  an  hon.  Member  in  reference  to  an- 
other part  of  his  argument ;  but  he  was 
never  more  serious  in  his  life  than  when 
he  said  that  it  would  be  better  for  the 
country  that  the  expense  of  any  war 
should  be  paid  on  the  nail  out  of  Income, 
and  not  borrowed  or  spread  over  a  series 
of  years.  According  to  the  explanation 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  it  appeared  to  be  quite  true 
that  the  payment  of  tho  £2,000,000  ad- 
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vanced  to  India  two  yean  ago  was  to  be 
spread  over  27  years,  instead  of  bong 
paid  by  the  present  generation.  Vl 
seemed  to  him  that  the  people  who  made 
wars — not  only  small  wars,  but  eren 
large  wars — should  pay  for  them.  Above 
all,  the  people  who  should  be  called 
upon  to  pay  for  them  were  those  vho 
paid  the  Income  Tax.  He  would  like 
it  to  be  made  part  of  the  Oonstitatioa 
of  the  country  that  when  a  war  wu 
entered  into  tiie  funds  raised  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  it  on  should  be 
paid  for,  and  mostly,  out  of  the  Pro- 
perty and  Income  of  the  countiy  bj 
tho  class  who  made  the  wars,  and  vho, 
in  most  cases,  if  they  were  so  dis- 
posed, could  prevent  them.  An  arrange- 
ment for  raising  loans,  and  spreading 
them  over  a  long  series  of  years,  had  t 
tendency  to  make  wars  rather  popular 
than  otherwise.  The  people  of  the  conn- 
try  who  embarked  in  these  wars  wen 
not  made  to  feel  the  burden  properlji 
and  to  wince  under  it ;  whue  tbeie 
was  a  considerable  class  of  penoni, 
especially  in  the  City  of  London — fintn- 
ciers,  contractors,  shipowners,  andotben 
— who  profited,  ana  profited  largelj, 
by  the  expense  of  a  war.  Theie- 
fore,  it  seemed  to  him  that  when  die 
payment  of  the  cost  of  a  war  wii 
made  easy,  and  the  profit  was  made 
large  to  the  financiers,  there  was  a  oa<- 
tain  inducement  and  temptation  bell 
out  to  the  country  to  indulge  in  van; 
whereas,  if  the  whole  cost  was  paid  oo 
the  nail,  out  of  the  taxes  on  the  income 
and  property  of  the  country,  people  wonid 
be  very  chary  of  entering  into  tbem. 
Under  these  circamstances,  he  had  oe^ 
tainly  thought  that  the  penny  whicbit 
was  proposed  to  take  off  the  Income  Tu 
might,  at  least,  have  been  rendered 
available  for  the  expenses  of  the  war  ia 
Afghanistan.  A  sum  of  £1,400,000  01 
£1,500,000,  added  to  the  £600,000  i^ 
ready  provided,  would  have  made  a 
good  round  sum  of  .£2,000,000,  and  by 
next  year,  at  farthest,  we  might  bare 
paid  off  the  cost  of  the  Afghan  War, 
without  adding  to  the  taxation  of 
the  country  or  redacing  it.  We  migbt 
then  have  been  able  to  sit  down  with 
comparatively  easy  consciences — wbicb 
would  certainly  not  be  the  case  with 
him — so  long  as  the  payment  of  tbe 
money  was  to  be  spread  over  so  many 
years. 
Besolution  agretd  to^ 
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Compounder  under  section  four  of  the  Act  of 
the  twenty-third  and  twenty-fourth  years  of 
Her  Majesty's  reign,  chapter  one  hundred  and 
twenty-nine,  or  section  twelve  of  the  Act  of  the 
twenty-eighth  and  twenty-ninth  years  of  Her 
Majesty's  reign,  chapter  ninety-eight,  shall  he 
increased  to  Four  Pence  per  Gallon. 

(11.)  Resolved ^  That,  on  and  after  the  first  day 
of  June,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty- 
one',  in  lieu  of  the  Duty  now  payahle  in  Great 
Britain  on  Plate  of  Silver  made  or  wrought  in 
Great  Britain  which  shall  or  ought  to  ho  touched, 
assayed,  or  marked  in  Great  Britain,  and  in 
Ireland  on  Plate  of  Silver  made  or  wrought  in 
Ireland,  there  shall  he  charged  and  paid  for 
every  Ounce  of  such  Plate,  and  so  in  propor- 
tion for  any  greater  or  less  quantity,  the  Duty 
of 


(8.)  Reaolvedf  That,  in  lieu  of  the  Duties  of 
Customs  on  Beer  and  Ale,  there  shall  he  charged 
and  paid  the  Duties  following  (that  is  to  say) : 

Upon  every  thirty-six  gallons  of  heer  of 
the  descriptions  called  Mum,  Spruce,  or 
Black  Beer — 
Where  the  Worts  thereof  were 
hef ore  fermentation  of  a  spe- 
cific gra\4ty,  £    «.    d. 
Not  exceeding  one  thou- 
sand two  hundred  and 
fifteen  degrees     .         .ICO 
Exceeding  one  thousand 
two  hundred  and  fifteen 
degrees        .        .        .  1  10    6 
Upon  every  thirty-six  gallons  of 
Beer  of  any  other  description — 
Where  the  Worts  thereof  were 
before  fermentation  of  a  spe- 
cific gravity  of  one  thousand 
and  fifty-seven  degrees      .066 
And  so  in  proportion  for  any  difference  in 
gravity. 
And  there!  shall  be   allowed    and   paid  in 
respect  of  all*  Beer  imported  into  and  subse- 
quently exported  ^m  Great  Britian  or  Ireland 
aa  merchandise,  or  shipped  for  use  as  ship's 
stores,  or  brought  into  Great  Britian  or  Ireland 
and  subsequently  removed  to  the  Isle  of  Man, 
the  Drawltfick  allowed  under  Section  Thirty-six 
of  "The  Inland  Revenue  Act,  1880,"  upon  the 
exportation    of   Beer  brewed  in   the   United 
Kingdom. 

(9.)  Eeaolvedt  That,  on  and  after  the 
first  day  of  October,  one  thousand  eight 
hundrea  and  eighty-one,  there  shall  be 
granted  and  paid  to  the  use  of  Her 
Majesty,  on  a  Licence  to  be  taken  out 
annually  by  a  Brewer  other  than  a 
Brewer  for  sale,  who  shall  be  the  occu- 
pier of  a  house  of  an  annual  value 
exceeding  £10,  and  not  exceeding  £15,  £  «.  d, 

the  Duty  of 0    9    0 

(10.)  Mesolvedf  That,  in  lieu  of  the  Duties  of 
Cujstoms  on  Spirits  or  Strong  Waters,  and  of 
the  Duties  of  Excise  on  Spirits  manufactured  or 
distilled,  in  the  Islands  of  Guernsey,  Jersey, 
Aldemey,  and  Sark  respectively,  and  imported 
into  the  United  Kingdom,  there  shall  be  charged 
and  paid  the  Duties  of  Customs  follows  (that  is 
to  say) : 

Upon  every  p^allon  computed  at 
proof  of  Spirits  of  any  descrip- 
tion (except  Perfumed.  Spirits), 
including  Naphtha  or  Methy- 
lated Alcohol,  purified  so  as  to 
bo  potable,  and  mixtures  and  £  «.  4. 
preparations  containing  Spirits  0  10  4 
Upon  every  gallon  of  Penomed 

Spirits 0  16    6 

And  so  in  proportion  for  any  less  quantity. 
That  where  a  person  importing  Liqueurs, 
Cordials,  or  other  preparations  containing  Spirits 
in  bottle,  may  have  entered  the  same  in  such  a 
maimer  as  to  indicate  that  the  strength  is  not  to 
be  tested,  Duty  shall  be  charged  and  paid  at 
the  rates  following  (that  is  to  say) : 

£  «.  d. 

Upon  every  gallon  thereof  .        :  0  14    0 

And  so  in  proportion  for  any  less  quantity. 

And  that  the  allowance  of  Tliree  Pence  per 

Gallon  payable  to  any  Licensed  Bectifier  or 


\a.  Sd. 

And,  on  and  after  the  first  day  of  June,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-two,  and 
the  first  day  of  June  in  each  of  the  four  suc- 
ceeding years,  the  Duty  shall  be  reduced  by  the 
amount  of  Three  Ponce,  until  the  whole  Duty  is 
at  an  end. 

(12.)  Retolvedy  That,  on  and  after  the  first  day 
of  June,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty- 
one,  in  lieu  of  the  Duty  of  Customs  on  Plate  of 
Silver,  Gilt  or  Ungilt,  there  shall  be  charged 
the  Duty  following  (that  is  to  say) : 

Plate,  viz. : 
Of  SUver,   Gilt  or  UngUt,  the 

ounce  troy  .  .  .  .  1«.  Zd, 
And  on  and  after  the  first  day  of  June,  one 
thousand  eight  himdred  and  eighty-two,  and  the 
first  day  of  June  in  each  of  the  four  succeeding 
years,  the  Duty  shall  be  reduced  by  the  amoimt 
of  Three  Pence  until  the  whole  Duty  is  at  an 
end. 

(13.)  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  amend 
the  Law  relating  to  the  Inland  Bevenue  and 
the  Customs. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ; 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  JFednes- 
day. 

ARMY  DISCIPLINE  AND  REGULATION 

(ANNUAL)  BILL.— [Bill  123.] 

{Mr.   Secretary    Childert,  the  Judge    Jdvocate 

Oeneralf  Mr.  Trevelyan.) 

G0N8IDERATI0K. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  explained  that  when 
this  Bill  was  in  Committee  on  Thursday 
last,  a  very  long  discussion  took  place 
upon  the  4th  clause,  wMch  provided  that 
the  summary  punishment  to  be  substi- 
tuted for  flogging  should  be  regulated 
by  rules  made  from  time  to  time  by  one 
of  Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretaries 
of  State.  "ELq  then  promised  to  introduce 
words  into  the  clause  which  should  lix&sdu 
in  a  general  way  the  ^Sc^vaMtf^Kt  ^^.^^^ 
summary  punishmexx^ia^  ^  ^'^  xs&.>5i^^^ 
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In  fulfilment  of  that  promiso,  lie  pro- 
posed to  insert  words  in  the  Bill  which 
fihould  limit  the  summary  punishments 
of  personal  restraint  or  hard  labour,  re- 
taining the  other  provisos. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  taken  into  Con- 
sideration."— {Mr.  Childers,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Clause  1  (Short  title). 

Sir  ALEXANDEE  GORDON  moved 
to  amend  Clause  1,  by  inserting  in  line 
25,  before  the  word  *'  Act,"  the  word 
''Amendment,"  and  for  the  reason  that 
the  Act  was  an  Act  which  amended  other 
Acts  relative  to  the  discipline  of  the 
Army,  and  consequently  required  the 
word  ** Amendment"  to  make  the  Act 
intelligible. 

Mr.  monk  asked  if  it  was  right  for 
such  an  Amendment  to  be  moved,  con- 
sidering that  the  Act  was  an  annual 
one? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  was  a  ques- 
tion for  the  House  to  determine  rather 
than  the  Chair. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pago  2,  line  26,  after  the  word  "  annual," 
to  insert  the  words  "and  amendment.*' — {Sir 
Alexander  Gordon.) 

Mr.  CHILDERS  thought  it  would  be 
unwise  to  in  any  way  depart  in  this 
respect  from  the  lines  of  the  old  Mutiny 
Act,  which,  like  the  present  Bill,  was 
always  an  annual  measure. 

Question,  *'  That  those  words  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  3  (Prices  in  respect  of  billeting. 
42  Sr  43  Vict,  c.  33). 

General  BURNABT  said,  that  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  he  had  called 
attention  to  the  inadequate  remuneration 
allowed  to  innkeepers  and  others  for  the 
accommodation  of  soldiers  on  the  march. 
The  Schedule  to  the  3rd  clause  was  to 
the  effect  that  there  should  be  paid  to 
the  keeper  of  a  victualling  house  for  the 
accommodation  afforded  by  liim,  in  pur- 
suance of  the  Army  Discipline  Regula- 
tion Act  of  1879,  the  prices  specified. 
Now,  what  were  the  pnces?  Lodging 
and  attendance  for  a  soldier  2}^^.,  and 
with  the  use  of  a  fire  l^e/.,  making  id, 
per  day — a  sum  that  was  perfectly  ridi- 
culous.    A  hot  meal  was  to  be  supplied 

Mr.  Childei'8 


for  IZ^d,  How  would  anybody  like  to 
supply  at  that  price  1^  lb.  of  meat,  1  lb. 
of  bread,  1  lb.  of  potatoes  or  other  vege- 
tables, and  2  pints  of  email  beer,  Tine- 
gar,  pepper,  salt,  &c.,  for  that  amount? 
He  also  thought  no  publican  could  afford 
to  supply  10  lbs.  of  oats,  12  lbs.  of  hay  and 
8  lbs.  of  straw,  for  1«.  9d.\  and,  there- 
fore, he  would  suggest  that  the  allow- 
ance should  be  2$.  Again,  officen* 
lodging  and  attendance  were  put  down 
at  2«.  a-night.  That,  again,  was  too 
little,  and  he  would  sugg^t  it  shonU 
be  3«.  M,  He  could  not  move  the  in- 
sertion of  higher  figures  ;  but,  in  order 
to  have  these  charges  more  equitaUj 
settled,  he  would  move  the  omission  of 
Clause  3  and  the  Schedule  connected 
with  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  onfc 
Clause  3. — {General Bumahy.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Olause  8 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Major  O'BEIRNE  said,  he  should 
oppose  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  could  not  accept 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and  gallint 
Member.  There  was  no  Notice  on  the 
Paper,  and  the  hon.  and  g^ant  Mem- 
ber had  the  whole  of  Thursday  and 
Friday  to  give  Notice  if  he  had  wished. 
If  due  Notice  had  been  jgiven,  he  Ob* 
Childers)  mi^ht  have  defended  eacu  of 
the  items  which  had  been  criticiBed.  He 
would,  however,  remind  the  House  that 
the  whole  subject  was  fully  discueeed  e 
few  years  ago,  when  the  rates  of  allow- 
ance now  in  existence,  and  which  wen 
far  in  excess,  in  some  cases,  of  tiie 
former  rates,  were  decided  upon.  He 
must,  therefore,  ask  the  House  to  aUov 
Clause  3  to  remain  part  of  ilie  BiU. 

Question  put. 

The  lELoMAQ  divided : — Ayes  164;  Noes 
47  :  Majority  117.— (.Div.  last,  No.  178.) 

Clause  4  (Summary  punishment). 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  that  in  fulfil- 
ment of  the  undertaking  to  which  he 
liad  referred,  he  proposed  the  insertion 
of  the  following  words,  to  Hmit  the  cbs- 
racter  of  the  summary  punishment  :— 

'*  And  such  summary  punishment  ihall  be  of 
the  character  of  porsomu  restraint  or  of  hvi 

labour." 

This  was,  word  for  word,  the  engage 
ment  he  gave  to  the  House,  and  to  itlie 
would  adhere. 
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ViscorNTEMLYN  aaid.hewosrather 
astoniahed  at  the  oggroaavrQ  tone  of  the 
right  lion.  O-entleman,  who  appeared  to 
think  he  had  carried  out  bis  engaeemeut 
and  that  others  had  not.  Last  Thurs- 
day the  right  hon.  Oentleman  said  he 
would  make  inquiries  and  see  what  could 
be  done  in  the  way  of  ineerting  words 
of  a  restrictive  character  in  the  clause. 
But  for  that  promise  he  would  have 
divided  the  House.  But  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  introduced  meant  absolutely 
nothing.  They  were  that  the  punish- 
ment "  shall  be  of  the  character  of  per- 
sonal restraint  or  of  hard  labour."  If 
they  wore  left  out,  what  punishment 
could  be  inflicted  that  would  be  impos- 
sible if  they  were  retained  P  He  nad 
expected  words  which  would  make  some 
change  iu  the  Bill.  What  he  objected 
to  was  that  punishment  should  be  so  far 
in  the  hands  of  the  Secretair  of  Slate 
that  the  soldier  should  be  mode  the  sub- 
ject of  experiments.  In  spite  of  the 
words,  and  with  the  words,  this  would 
be  possible.  The  reason  was  that  the 
question  had  been  made  a  Party  cry  at 
the  elections.  Candidates  had  pledged 
themselves  to  abolish  flogging.  He 
should  like  to  ask  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
whether  they  told  both  aides  of  the  story 
I  the  people  they  were  addressing' 


flogging  were  abolished  nnder  certain 
conditions  there  would  be  nothing  to 
replace  it  but  the  punishment  of  death  ? 
■  Did  they  tell  them  how  many  sol- 
diers were  shot  in  the  Franeo-Gor- 
man  War?  He  protested  strongly 
against  questions  affecting  the  discipliDe 
of  the  Army  being  made  use  of  us  Party 
cries.  How  would  it  be  possible  to 
carry  out  the  new  rules  in  some  of  the 
wars  wo  were  compelled  to  undertake  ? 
In  the  Ashantee  War  our  chief  means 
of  conveyance  were  the  heads  of  ooolies, 
and  there  were  few  horses  to  which 
offenders  could  be  tied.  Nor  could  an 
offender  have  been  required  to  carry  a 
greater  burden  than  was  carried  by 
most  of  the  soldiers.  In  the  last  Chinese 
War,  also,  coolies  took  the  place  of  carta 
and  horses,  and  it  would  have  been  im- ' 
possible  for  those  rules  to  have  been 
carried  out.  These  two  cases  showed 
the  difhculty  there  would  be  in  carrying 
out  the  rules  in  the  difEerrait  ports  of  the 
world  in  which  the  English  soldier  was 
called  upon  to  serve.     A  very  grave 


principle  was  involved  ;  but  the  change 
proposed  satisfied  a  Party  cry,  which 
forced  the  Government  to  do  away  with 
the  punishment  of  flogging  without,  as 
they  understood,  the  sanction  of  the 
highest  military  authorities.  The  Go- 
vernment were  bound  to  tell  the  House 
what  they  intended  to  put  in  the  place 
of  flogging ;  and,  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
did  not  tell  them,  he  should  say  it  was 
because  he  could  not.  There  was  one 
other  question  to  be  considered,  and  that 
was  the  position  in  which  a  commanding 
officer  would,  iu  time  of  war,  be  placed 
by  the  action  the  Government  were  now 
taking.  In  certain  positions  he  would 
find  it  impossible  to  carry  out  those  rules 
and  regulations.  What,  then,  was  he 
to  do  ?  They  were  taking  out  of  his 
hand  the  only  weapon  he  could  weild, 
and  leaving  him  in  a  position  in  which 
he  could  only  inflict  the  alternative 
punishment  of  death.  In  conclusion,  as 
a  protest  against  that  course  of  proceed- 
ing, he  beg^d  to  move  the  omission  of 
the  words,  "  rules  being  made  from  time 
to  time  by  one  of  Her  Maj  esty's  principal 
Secretaries  of  State,"  and  the  insertion 
in  their  place  of  the  words  "  the  provi- 
sions of  this  Act." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  2S,  to  leave  oat  tlio  wordi 
"  rulea  to  be  made  from  time  to  tune  by  one  of 
Her  ^jest^'a  Principal  Secretariea  of  Etate," 
in  order  to  inaert  the  words  "  the  pro«i«iona  ol 
this  Act."— (  riicouni  Emlyn.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Me.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK  said, 
that  he  did  not  rise  to  oppose  the  aboli- 
tion of  corporal  puishment,  for,  as  an 
independent  Member  of  Parliament,  he 
had  never  voted  for  flogging,  except  on 
one  occasion  in  1867,  and  he  confessed 
he  then  did  so,  not  upon  the  merits,  but 
as  a  protest  against  the  unprincipled 
conduct  of  the  then  Leaders  of  the  Op- 
position, who,  to  embarrass  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  and  in  violation  of  all 
their  antecedents,  had  supported  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Itochester. 
He  quite  saw  the  advant^e  of  getting 
rid  of  this  question  from  a  political 
point  of  view,  because  at  every  contested 
election  there  were  always  amoost^  ^as* 
oo-colled  Liberal.  ?wtfv.^  vwism^nisj^sss^'^^^^ 
dividuals,  who,  ^\iKo.*i'<^«--ai««sa.'«^-*^^ 
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invariably  raised  against  tlie  Conserva- 
tive candidate  the  well-known  cry  of 
''Where  is  the  Cat?"  But,  as  they 
were  now  about  to  close  this  old  dread 
of  strife,  ho  desired  to  examine  the 
reasons  urged  by  the  Judge  Advocate 
General,  to]  see  whether  they  afforded 
any  substantial  grounds  for  the  change 
proposed.  Now,  the  first  reason  assigned 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  that 
this  punishment  deterred  the  best  class 
of  men  from  entering  the  Army;  but 
then  he  immediately  proceeded  to  cut 
the  ground  from  under  his  own  feet  and 
to  disprove  the  proposition  upon  his  own 
showing,  for  he  cited  ofHcial  figures  to 
the  effect  that,  notwithstanding  the  ex- 
istence of  the  punishment,  the  ratio  of 
men  of  this  class  enlisting  had  been 
steadily  rising — that  was,  from  76  per 
1,000  in  1860  to  137  per  1,000  in  1878, 
and  to  567  per  1,000  in  1880.  These 
statistics  absolutely  established  that  the 
alleged  deterrent  effect  of  corporal  pun- 
ishment rested  on  no  solid  foundation. 
Then  it  seemed,  after  all,  that  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  was  not  a  toiol  aboli- 
tionist, for  his  second  reason  was,  that 
while  he  thought  flogging  was  the  most 
appropriate  punishment  for  drunken- 
ness, yet  that  plea  for  its  retention 
was  removed  by  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  1879,  limiting  flogging  to  an 
alternative  for  punishment  by  death. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
totally  to  have  forgotten  that  the  con- 
cession by  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  in  July,  1879,  making  flogging 
an  alternative  for  punishment  by  death 
only,  followed  not  only  both  in  detail  and 

Srinciple  the  suggestion  of  the  present 
ocretary  of  State  for  India  ;  and  it 
seemed  inconsistent  in  the  highest  de- 
gree that  the  abolition  of  the  punish- 
nuint  in  cases  of  drunkenness,  to  which 
all  parties  agreed  last  year,  should  now 
bo  sot  up  as  a  ground  for  the  total  aboli- 
tion at  the  present  time.  But  ho  (Mr. 
C.  Bentinck)  would  like  to  ask,  if  this 
punishment  was  so  barbarous  and  ob- 
jectionable, why  had  the  Party  opposite 
not  abolished  it  dunng  their  long  tenure 
of  power?  Why,  during  a  period  of 
13  years  from  1867,  had  they  made  no 
Motion  on  the  subject?  Why  had  the 
Committee  of  1879  on  Army  Discipline, 
over  which  the  Home  Secretary  had 
presided,  with  the  sole  exception  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney,  now  on  the 
Treasury  Bench,  sanctioned  the  reten- 

Mr,  Cavendish  Bentinck 


tion  of  flogging  in  the  scale  of  punish- 
ments? miy  did  the  Home  Secretaij 
himself,  in  the  subsequent  Seasioii,  TigQ^ 
ously  defend  flogging  as  the  only  afier- 
native  for  death  r  And  why  did  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  IndiA 
surrender  in  1880  all  his  conyictioiii» 
both  public  and  private,  Bimply  becuse 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  re- 
belled against  him,  and  referred  to  biffl 
as  the  late  Leader  of  the  liberal  Party? 
The  answers  to  these  Questions  were 
clear  enough ;  and  he  (Mr.  C.  Bentinck) 
thought  it  would  have  been  more  to  tiie 
credit  of  the  Government  if  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  had  shown  true  candonr, 
and  confessed  that  their  present  policy 
was  founded  not  upon  ric^ht  and  reason, 
but  simply  upon  political  urgency.  He 
(Mr.  C.  Bentinck)  was  decidedly  opposed 
to  the  proposed  substituted  punishmentflL 
He  believed  them  to  be  more  barbaroiu 
and  cruel  than  flogging,  and  so  entirely 
against  military  opinion  that  they  nerer 
could  be  carried  out.  For  his  own  pait, 
he  could  not  conceive  why  the  present 
Administration  should  require  any  war 
punishment  at  all.  They  were  eminently 
a  peace-at-all-price  Gt)vemment,  asshovn 
by  their  late  capitulation  to  the  Boers; 
and  they  might  as  well  try  the  e£bct 
for  a  year  or  two  of  Army  punishmenti 
as  they  stood,  rather  than  subject  onr 
soldiers  to  infinite  degradation.  He 
should  support,  for  these  reasonSi  the 
Amendment  of  his  noble  Friend. 

Mr.  CHILDEKS  said,  he  thought  he 
need  not  deal  at  length  with  the  speedi 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  hii 
just  sat  down,  who  said  he  had  long 
opposed  flogging,  though  he  once  voted 
for  it  when  it  was  opposed  by  some 
Members  now  sitting  on  that  side  of 
the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  have  forgotten  that  he  him- 
self, as  Judge  Advocate  General,  hai 
passed  an  Act  under  which  the  pumBh- 
meut  of  flogging  was  to  be  inflicted  in 
cases  where  the  offender  was  UaUe  to 
be  shot.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  practically  said  that  a  person  guilty 
of  drunkenness  on  the  line  of  march 
ought  not  to  be  punished  at  all.  [Mr. 
Oavendish  Bentinck  :  I  never  said  any- 
thing of  the  kind.]  He  was  in  the  reool* 
lection  of  the  House,  and  he  certainly  un- 
derstood the  right  hon.  Gtontleman  to  eiy 
that  he  would  abolish  flogging,  and  fob- 
stitue  for  it  nothing  at  aUT^ff  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  objected  to  the  punish- 
ment of  flogging,  and  also  to  the  sum- 
mary punishment  which  the  Government 
proposed  to  substitute,  he  must  desire 
that  the  offender  should  either  be  shot 
or  escape  without  any  punishment  what- 
ever.     The    noble    Viscount    opposite 
(Viscount  Emlyn)  appeared  to  tmnk  he 
had  suffered  some  injustice  at  his  (Mr. 
Childers's)  hands,  when  ho  deprecated 
the  renewal  of  the  Motion  which  the 
noble  Viscount  withdrew  on  the  previous 
occasion.      But  what  were  the  facts  ? 
On  Monday  last  there  had  been  a  full 
discussion,  lasting  some  hours,  upon  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  to  which  the 
noble  Viscount  moved  the  same  Amend- 
ment.    At  the  end  of  the  discussion  a 
suggestion    was    made  and    concurred 
in     by    his    right    hon.    and    gallant 
Friend  and  Predecessor  (Colonel  Stan- 
ley), and  on  the  strength  of  it  the  noble 
Viscount  withdrew  his  Amendment.    He 
(Mr.  Childers)  agreed  that  the  general 
nature  of  the  punishments  which  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  might  be 
enabled  to  embody  in  the  rules  should 
be  stated  in  the  body  of  and  Bill,  and  at 
the  same  time  he  indicated  and  read  to 
the  House  the  very  words  now  proposed 
as    expressing  the  general   nature    of 
these   summary  punishments.     It  had 
been  indicated,  not  as  a  probability,  but 
as  a  possibility,  that  without  some  words 
punishments  might  be  designed  in  the 
nature  of  torture,  and  it  was  arranged 
to  introduce  those  words  into  the  clause, 
and  that  the  rules  to  be  made  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  should  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House.    Ac- 
cordingly, following  the  words  of  the 
Act  of  1879,  a  clause   was  then  and 
there  introduced  requiring  that  all  rules 
framed  under  the  present  Bill  should  be 
laid  before  Parliament,  and  the  definition 
of  the  general  nature  of  the  punish- 
ments was  to  be  inserted  to-day.     The 
proposal  havine  been  made  by  him  in 
peifect  good  faith,  and,  as  he  thought, 
accepted  by  the  House,  he  trusted  the 
House  would  not  adopt  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Viscount. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NOETHOOTE  said, 
the  question  before  the  House  was  un- 
doubtedly one  of  very  great  difficulty.  For 
a  great  many  years  there  had  existedin  the 
House  a  widely  spread  feeling  against  the 
infliction  of  corporal  punishment,  and  as 
far  as  the  feelings  of  suocesaive  Houses 
of  Commons  were  oonoemed,  no  doubti 


at  any  time  that  might  be  named  during 
the  last  10  or  20  years  there  would  have 
been  a  desire  to  do  away  with  that 
punishment,  had  it  not  been  that  succes- 
sive Governments,  who  felt  themselves 
responsible  for  maintaining  discipline  in 
the  Army,  had  deemed  it  necessary  that 
the  power  of  inflicting  corporal  punish- 
ment should  be  retained.  He  had  in 
mind  various  changes  and  modifications 
with  reference  to  corporal  pimishment 
which  had  been  made  from  tmie  to  time 
in  deference  to  the  wishes  expressed  by 
Members  of  Parliament ;  but  it  had  been 
felt  all  through  that  there  ought  to  be 
the  ultima  ratio  of  corporal  punishment 
in  the  case  of  armies  employed  in  the 
field.  Very  great  difficulties  had  always 
been  suggested  by  those  responsible  for 
the  discipline  of  the  Army  under  those 
circumstances,  in  the  event  of  corporal 
punishment  being  done  away  with.  The 
question  was  again  raised  in  the  year 
before  last,  and  very  strong  opinions 
were  expressed  by  some  noble  Lords  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  now  in  Office  that 
the  time  had  come  when  corporal  punish- 
ment might  altogether  be  abolished ;  and 
last  year  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
intimated  to  the  House  that  it  would 
be  necessary  to  provide  some  method 
whereby  this  could  be  carried  out.  That 
was  a  great  step  for  the  House  of  Com- 
mons k>  take ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  at  the  time  that  the  question 
was  one  of  very  considerable  difficulty ; 
that  although  he  felt,  as  others  had  felt, 
great  objection  to  continuing  this  pun- 
ishment, yet,  in  the  position  which  he 
then  occupied,  it  would  be  extremely  diffi- 
cult to  abolish  the  punishment  without 
substituting  something  else  for  it,  and 
he  gave  the  House  to  understand  that 
the  subject  was  one  which  would  occupy 
his  attention;  and  he  hoped,  not  last 
year,  but  this  year,  to  make  a  proposal 
to  the  House  which  would  afford  an 
effectual  substitute  for  that  punishment. 
Well,  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  of  course,  thought  he  had  taken 
a  very  difficult  task  in  hand.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  the  power  of  inflict- 
ing corporal  punishment,  however  rarely 
that  punishment  might  be  inflicted,  was 
one  of  great  force  and  of  very  great 
efficiency  in  the  hands  of  a  commanding 
officer ;  and  he  and  others  on  that  side 
of  the  House  had  felt  that  it  would  be 
extremely  difficult  to  find  as  a  substitute 
any  punishment  which  would  comprise 
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ishmont  ?  If  they  would  look  back,  they 
"would  remember  that  certain  changes 
had  been  made  in  the  regulations  for 
punishing  civilians,  offenders  having 
been  manacled  under  unfavourable  cir- 
cumstances, and,  to  some  extent,  tor- 
tured. Ho  believed,  and  the  House 
would  bear  him  out,  that  a  great  cry 
had  been  raised  about  the  marching  of 
seven  or  eight  prisoners,  manacled  to- 
gether, from  a  police  station  to  a  railway 
station.  Surely,  then,  if  a  cry  was  raised 
against  marching  civilians  through  a 
town  manacled,  there  was  every  prospect 
of  a  much  louder  cry  being  raised  against 
the  dragging  through  a  town  of  soldiers 
wearing  the  Queen's  uniform,  at  a  cart 
tail,  in  chains  and  fetters.  It  was  not 
now  the  civilians,  but  the  soldiers,  who 
were  asked  to  endure  this  punishment ; 
and  he  thought  those  hon.  Members  who 
belonged  to  the  Military  Profession  should 
stand  up  for  the  Service  in  which  they 
had  spent  so  many  years,  and  raise  a 
cry  against  allowing  soldiers  to  be  sub- 
jected to  this  punishment,  which,  in  his 
opinion,  was  far  worse  than  any  corporal 
punishment  to  which  they  had  had  to 
submit  for  many  years  past.  Ho  would 
ffo  further  than  this.  JDuring  the  past 
few  days — since  this  matter  had  been 
brought  before  the  House — he  had  had 
many  opportunities  of  consulting  mili- 
tary friends  and  old  brother  officers,  and 
many  of  them  had  informed  him  that 
during  the  late  war — which,  unfortu- 
nately, wo  had  had  to  pay  for— -these 
new  rules  could  not  possibly  have  been 
adopted  with  any  advantage.  The  ge- 
neral officers  who  had  commanded  in  the 
campaigns  which  wo  had  latoty  passed 
through  wore  strongly  against  the  rules. 
He  was  not,  for  one  moment,  going  back 
to  the  old  question  of  flogging,  because 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  that  punish- 
ment had  passed  away — the  House  of 
Commons  had  decided  it  before  this  year 
— but  he  would  say  this,  that  if  discipline 
was  to  be  maintained  in  an  army  in  the 
field  it  ought  not  to  be  left  to  rules 
framed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
AVar  ;  but  the  military  authorities  in  the 
field,  should  have,  to  a  certain  extent,  the 
regulation  of  tlie  puuisliments  to  be  in- 
flicted, because,  as  he  had  said  before, 
there  were  many  men — the  lingerers  and 
skulkers — who  would  take  advantage  of 
the  rules  unless  the  officers  had  power 
to  prevent  them.  Those  men  would 
prefer  to  ride  in  waggons  to  marching 
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with  their  comrades  who  were  honestly 
doing  their  duty.  When  they  arrived 
in  camp  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
such  men  would  prefer  being  manacledy 
and  lying  down,  probably  on  a  heap  of 
straw,  whilst  the  good  soldiers  ^ho  had 
performed  their  march  turned  out  for 
many  hours  during  the  night  on  guard 
or  picket  duty  in  face  of  the  enemy.  In 
the  opinion  of  many  military  men  these 
rules  would  be  most  detrimental  to  the 
discipline  of  the  Army  in  the  field.  Daring 
the  late  Zulu  campaign  the  soldiers  who 
were  prisoners,  and  who  were  actually 
under  sentence  of  imprisonment,  were 
made  to  march  with  their  rifles  and 
ammunition  during  the  day  in  order  that 
they  might,  if  occasion  required,  take 
their  part  in  fighting  for  their  countiy, 
and  in  defending  themselves  and  their 
comrades.  But  now,  according  to  these 
rules,  the  man  who  had  disgraced  him- 
self, the  man  who  was  looked  down  upon 
by  his  comrades,  was  to  be  so  treated 
that  he  was  not  to  carry  his  rifle,  nor 
ammunition,  nor  to  fight  for  himself,  nor 
to  defend  his  regiment — he  was  to  be 
sent  walking  behind  a  waggon,  or  placed 
comfortably  in  it,  whilst  the  good  and 
well-behaved  soldiers  were  fighting  for 
him. 

C^vPTAiN  PEIOE  rose  to  move  the  ad* 
journment  of  the  debate.  He  did  bo 
to  give  the  Government  an  opportunity 
of  considering  what  answer  they  were 
going  to  give  to  the  arraments  which 
had  been  advanced  to-^i^t,  because,  up 
to  the  present  moment,  he  had  not  heara 
one  single  word  in  answer  to  those  arga« 
ments.  They  had  heard  nothing  about 
the  punishment  the  Government  pro* 
posed  to  inflict  upon  offending^  solduen 
in  such  events  as  the  marches  which  had 
been  referred  to — the  marches  throii|^ 
Ashantee  andZululand — ^nor  had  theyhad 
a  word  from  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  ai 
to  their  reason  for  not  scheduling  theie 
punishments  in  the  Act.  In  common 
honesty,  considering  what  had  occurred 
in  the  House  within  the  last  two  yearSi 
considering  the  way  the  Conservatives 
had  been  vilified  for  the  acts  which  had 
led  to  the  proposed  change,  it  was  dae 
to  the  House  and  to  the  country  that  the 
Government  should  lay  before  tiiem  in 
the  Act  exactly  what  punishments  thej 
were  going  to  substitute  for  flogging. 
Ho  would  suggest  another  thing,  and 
put  it  in  the  form  of  a  question  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War.    Would  tht 
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rightlion.  Oentlemanfollowtliepreoedeiit 
set  not  long  ago  in  the  case  of  tne  ''  cat," 
and  place  in  the  Library  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  or  some  other  suitable  place, 
a  drawing  of  a  British  soldier  tied  to  the 
tail  of  a  cart  ?  He  should  like,  also,  to 
ask  whether  a  British  soldier  in  lliat 
position  was  to  be  in  his  uniform  ?  To 
his  mind,  the  punishment  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  proposed  was  a  rar  more 
degrading  one  than  that  of  flogging. 
He  had  always  been  opposed  to  the 
latter  punishment.  He  had  lifted  up  his 
voice  against  it,  and  had  voted  against 
his  own  Party  lone  before  the  political 
opponents  of  himself  and  his  Friends  had 
found  out  a  Party  advantage  was  to  be 
gained  by  raising  the  flogging  question 
as  a  cry  against  the  Oonservatives.  His 
reason  for  voting  for  a  considerable 
modification  of  that  punishment  was 
chiefly  on  account  of  the  brutality  of 
the  punishment;  but,  in  the  second 
place,  he  was  actuated  by  a  sense  of  the 
degradation  of  the  system,  and  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  mostly  took  the  same 
line,  opposing  flogging  not  so  much  on 
account  of  the  pain  inflicted  on  the  culprit 
as  of  the  degradation  he  endured.  But 
he  contended  it  would  be  infinitely  more 
degrading  to  tie  a  man  in  his  uniform  to 
the  tail  of  a  cart  and  march  him  through 
the  country,  before  the  public,  disgracing 
him,  perhaps,  before  the  very  eyes  of 
his  own  wife  and  children.  'Wny,  in  the 
case  of  flogging,  it  was  inflicted  where 
the  outside  pubUc  could  not  see  it !  On 
this  point  he  challenged  contradiction. 
The  punishment  was  infinitely  more  de- 
gprading ;  therefore,  he  wished  to  see  a 
sketch  or  drawing  of  it  placed  in  some 
public  place,  where  it  could  be  seen 
by  everyone.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  remember — it  was  unnecessary 
for  him  to  remind  them-— of  the  manner 
in  which  the  punishment  of  the  "  cat "  was 
paraded  all  over  the  ^untry.  In  every 
constituency  where  there  was  a  Con- 
servative candidate  during  the  late  Elec- 
tion there  was  to  be  seen  an  illustration 
or  a  lying  placard  posted  on  the  walls ; 
and  he  could  now  promise  the  Minis- 
terial Party  that  at  the  next  General 
Election,  in  every  borough  and  county, 
there  would  be  seen  carts  going  about 
with  the  Liberal  colours,  having  men 
in  soldiers'  uniform  tied  to  their  tails. 
[**  Oh !  "]  Hon.  Gentlemen  might  say 
* '  Oh ! "  but  this  was  the  way  they  treated 
the  Conservatives  at  the  last  General 


Election,  and,  in  return,  they  must  ex- 
pect to  be  treated  in  a  similar  way  them- 
selves. He  had  only  one  more  word  to 
say — for  he  knew  the  subject  was  very 
distasteful  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
He  wished  to  put  one  more  question. 
He  had  intended  to  move  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Bill,  but  had  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  doing  so,  and  he  would 
therefore  content  himself  with  putting  a 
question  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War — the  matter  being  one  on  which 
the  House  and  the  country  ought  to 
have  certain  information.  It  was  this. 
When  this  punishment  was  carried  out 
of  tying  a  soldier  to  the  tail  of  a  cart, 
would  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  assure 
them  that  such  cart  should  in  no  case  be 
a  water  cart  or  a  manure  cart  ? 

Mb.  GOBST  said,  he  rose  to  second 
the  Motion  for  the  adjournment.  He 
thought  he  co\ild  tell  the  House  an  in- 
teresting fact  which  he  thought  they 
would  like  to  know,  and  which  threw  a 
good  deal  of  light  upon  the  reticence  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  throughout 
this  debate.  The  question  raised  this 
evening  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House  was,  whether  the  House  itself 
ought  to  prescribe  the  coiporal  punish- 
ment to  be  inflicted  on  the  soldier,  or 
whether  the  House  should  delegate  the 
duty  of  le^slating  upon  this  particular 
matter  to  the  Secretary  of  State  ?  That 
was  not  the  first  time  that  this  question 
had  been  under  consideration  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  It  was  under  dis- 
cussion in  1879,  not  quite  two  years  ago. 
The  question  then  was  whether  the 
House  should  interfere  in  the  details  of 
corporal  pumishment,  or  leave  them  to 
the  Secretary  of  State,  and  a  number  of 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  now  sitting  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  were  extremely  eager 
in  their  endeavour  to  impress  on  the 
House  that  nothing  ought  to  be  left  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
but  that  the  House  should  be  respon- 
sible for  every  detail  in  regard  to  cor- 
poral punishment,  and  that  ©very 
minute  detail  ought  to  be  settled  by  tho-. 
House  of  Commons.  At  last,  the  mon- 
strous proposal  was  made  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Hopwood)  that  a  pattern  of  the  instru- 
ment for  corporal  punishment  should  be 
submitted  to  Parliament.  He  could  not 
conceive  a  stronger  instance  of  carrying 
out  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord. 
The  monstrous  proposition  that  Parlia- 
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ment  should  settle  the  pattern  of  the 
"  cat"  was  carried  to  a  division,  and  in 
the  division  he  found  the  names  of 
Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain,  who  was  now 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ;  Mr. 
Leonard  Henry  Courtney,  now  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies ;  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke,  at  present  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs ; 
Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  the  present  Judge 
Advocate  General;  and  Mr.  G.  0.  Tre- 
velyan,  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty. 
Although  he  saw  that  many  of  the  ex- 
Ministers  voted  against  the  proposition, 
he  did  not  find  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  present  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  thought  it  any  part  of  his  duty 
to  attend  and  vote  against  any  such  pro- 
posal. After  this  statement,  he  thought 
the  House  would  not  be  astonished  at  the 
reticence  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Captain  Price.) 

Sir  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE  :  I 
do  not  know  whether  my  hon.  Friend 
will  press  for  an  adjournment ;  but  I 
hope  not,  because  this  is  a  question  of 
the  progress  of  Public  Business,  and  we 
are  all  anxious  that  the  Army  Discipline 
Bill  should  be  proceeded  with  in  the  re- 
gular course,  and  that  there  should  be 
no  interruption  to  its  passage  into  law. 
I  am  anxious  that  the  Motion  of  my 
noble  Friend  should  be  submitted  to  the 
House ;  but  I  would  suggest  to  him  that 
he  will  get  no  better  opportunity  than 
by  doing  so  at  the  present  time.  I  have 
already  expressed  my  opinion  that  the 
Motion  is  one  which  is  entirely  justified 
by  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and 
one  which  we  are  imperatively  called 
upon  to  submit  to  Parliament;  but  if 
the  choice  is  between  either  trusting 
the  Army  authorities  or  of  not  tri Luting 
them  and  taking  the  matter  into  the 
hands  of  this  House^,  \  suouid  have  pre- 
ferred trustii?.^  tfio  Army  authorities  en- 
tirelyj,  *ij'abject  to  the  qualifications  which 
J^A  know  exist  through  publicity  against 
the  abuse  of  their  power.  If  that  is 
not  to  be  done,  I  think  the  proposal  of 
my  hon.  Friend  is  irresistible ;  but  I 
should  be  sorry  to  see  the  debate  ad- 
journed, because  I  think  in  that  case  a 
false  issue  will  be  raised  upon  the  ques- 
tion. Tlie  question  is  one  upon  which 
we  may  fairly  divide  now  ;  and  although 
I  think  we  ought  to  liavo  had  stronger 
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reasons  given  for  the  line  which  the  Oo- 
vemment  are  taking,  and  although  I 
think  the  observations  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  are  observations  which 
may  sink  deeply  into  the  minds  of  a 
great  many  people  both  inside  this 
House  and  outside,  I  should  be  sorry  if 
we  were  to  adjourn  upon  what,  in  my 
opinion,  is  a  false  issue. 

Mr.  CHILDFES  :  I  hope  the  House 
will  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  must,  however,  re- 
peat that  I  distinctly  stated  that  I  should 
consult  those  officers  who  are  most  ex- 

Eerienced  in  the  matter;  but  I  never 
eard  yet  of  a  proposal  to  leave  discre* 
tion  in  such  matters  by  statute  to  irre- 
sponsible military  authorities,  rather 
than  to  the  responsible  Secretary  of 
State  for  War. 

Earl  P£ECT  said,  he  should  like, 
then,  to  know  what  was  the  meaning  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
if  we  were  not  to  trust  to  the  military 
authorities  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  always  opposed  any  Amendment  to 
this  Bill  for  the  express  purpose  of  limit- 
ing the  discretion  of  the  Army  autho- 
rities. The  argument  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  Stafford  Northeote)  was 
that  the  House  should  either  trust  the 
military  authorities  or  not;  but  what 
the  Government  was  doing  was  neither 
one  thing  nor  the  other,  and  he  was 
astonished  that  after  so  long  a  debate 
it  was  impossible  to  make  the  Govern- 
ment understand  the  plain  issue  of  the 
question.  Although  he  quite  under- 
stood the  motive  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  Stafford  Northeote)  in 
suggesting  thnt^th^  ynHnn  ian  Ad^onzn- 
ment^htTaia  nut  be  pressed,  he  thought 
t\iere  was  some  excuse  for  it,  for  he  found 
the  Government  not  only  reticent  on  the 
subject,  but  in  absolute  ignorance  of  the 
ground  of  the  opposition.  He  thooght 
some  further  time  was  desirable  to  en- 
able the  Government  to  consider  the 
question  and  to  understand  the  oppo- 
sition. The  issue  was  this.  The  old 
system  of  punishment  was  to  be  abo- 
lished, and  the  Government  was  pre- 
pared to  put  nothing  in  its  place ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  the  Government  wai 
not  willing  to  act  upon  its  own  autho- 
rity, or  on  the  authority  of  the  House. 
Further  time  might  be  useful  to  the 
Government,  and  it  was  not  necessazr 
that  this  part  of  the  Bill  should  be  passea 
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this  year.  At  tho  same  time,  he  should 
be  entirely  guided  by  other  Members  on 
the  question  of  adjournment;  but  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  not,  on 
many  occasions,  so  openly  and  palpably 
eat  their  own  words  and  reverse  the 
whole  conduct  which  they  pursued  when 
out  of  Office  upon  exactly  the  same 
issues. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  did  not  wish  to  inter- 
fere in  a  debate  on  a  question  of  which 
he  had  no  practical  experience ;  but  he 
felt  bound  to  say  that  he  did  not  think 
the  Government  should  be  much  sur- 
prised that  a  Motion  for  adjournment 
was  made,  because  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  had  entirely  ignored 
many  of  the  questions  and  arguments 
put  to  him,  and  many  of  those  used  by 
his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Percy).  The 
noble  Earl  had  called  attention  to  the 
new  rules,  and  had  pointed  out  that  one 
of  the  proposed  punishments  was  to 
attach  a  man  to  a  cart,  or  waggon,  or 
horse ;  and  he  mentioned  that  in  the 
Ashantee  War  there  were  neither  carts, 
waggons,  nor  horses,  and,  consequently, 
the  rule  would  be  a  dead  letter.  He 
also  called  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Childers)  to  give  an  answer 
to  his  argument  and  explain,  if  he  was 
wrong,  how  he  was  wrong,  and  in  what 
manner,  under  such  circumstances,  the 
rule  could  be  enforced.  Not  one  word 
had  been  heard  in  reply  to  those  ques- 
tions from  any  hon.  Member  or  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  Treasury  Bench. 
Under  those  circumstances,  and  until 
answers  had  been  given,  he  thought  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  moved 
the  adjournment  was  within  his  right, 
and  he  should  support  him. 

Viscount  EMLYN  felt  that  it  was 
extremely  desirable  to  go*  to  a  vote  on 
the  main  issue  ;  but  he  could  not  conceal 
from  himself  that  the  Government  had 
practically  declined  to  enter  into  the 
arguments.  If  he  voted  for  the  ad- 
journment, it  was  not  because  he  did 
not  wish  to  go  to  the  direct  issue  and 
vote  on  the  real  issue,  but  because  he 
wished  to  enter  his  protest  against  the 
silence  of  the  Government. 

Major-Gbneral  FEILDEN  could  not 
imderstand  why  officers  should  not  be 
consulted  upon  this  question ;  and  he 
felt  quite  certain  that  the  Army,  if 
pollea,  would  say  distinctly  that  it  would 
be  for  the  benefit  of  the  Service  that  the 
lash;  under  its  present  restricted  con- 


ditions, should  be  maintained.  He  be- 
lieved the  lash  was  not  only  justice 
but  mercy.  It  was  thought  the  lash 
destroyed  men;  but  he  could  say, 
from  his  own  knowledge,  that  many  a 
man  had  been  saved  from  the  gallows 
by  the  infliction  of  the  lash.  He  de- 
sired to  consider  the  question  entirely 
apart  from  any  Party  aspect,  and  he  was 
sure  that  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  were  equally  anxious  that  justice 
should  be  done  to  the  Army.  He  be- 
lieved the  constituencies  did  not  really 
appreciate  the  main  issue  of  this  ques- 
tion. The  constituencies  naturally  wished 
to  do  away  with  corporal  punishment ; 
but  they  did  not  appreciate  the  fact  that 
if  corporal  punishment  was  done  away 
with  the  death  punishment  must  be  in- 
creased. He  was  sure  that  if  the  Go- 
vernment would  take  the  matter  into 
their  own  hands  and  allow  the  respon- 
sible officers  in  the  Army  to  decide  the 
question  of  applying  the  lash,  the  con- 
stituencies would  be  perfectly  satisfied. 
He  should  not  have  spoken,  but  that  the 
increase  of  the  death  penalty  he  con- 
sidered a  serious  matter,  and  he  wished 
the  House  to  consider  it.  All  felt  that 
our  soldiers  were  becoming  better  every 
year — their  position  was  better  than  it 
was,  and  their  pay  was  better;  but  sup- 
posing that  a  war  broke  out  to-morrow, 
where  should  we  go  for  additional  sol- 
diers ?  We  should  have  to  enlist  men 
of  a  low  type,  and  what  punishment  was 
so  likely  to  keep  them  in  order  as  cor- 
poral punishment  ?  But  it  was  not  only 
the  culprit  who  should  be  considered ; 
the  position  of  the  officers  of  the  Army 
must  also  be  considered,  who,  as  mem- 
bers of  courts  martial,  would  be  called 
upon  to  vote  away  the  lives  of  their 
soldiers.  Do  away  with  punishment  by 
the  lash  by  the  will  of  the  nation,  but 
give  entire  power  to  the  officers  com- 
manding any  force  before  an  enemy  in 
tho  field  ;  and  he  was  quite  certain  that 
any  officer  in  command,  if  he  erred  at 
all,  would  err  on  the  side  of  mercy. 
^  Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  the  more  lie 
listened  to  the  debate  the  more  in  a  fog 
he  became.  He  wanted  to  know  whe- 
ther the  proposed  punishments  were  be- 
fore the  House,  or  whether  thoy  wore 
withdrawn,  and  the  House  was  discuss- 
ing imaginary  punishments  which  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  iu  future, 
after  consultation  with  his  Colleagues, 
to  lay  before  the  House?    He  hoped 
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the  debate  would  not  be  adjourned,  and 
a  vote  would  be  taken  on  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Viscount  opposite.  He  could 
not  imagine  anything  more  cruel  or  de- 
grading than  those  punishments;  and 
it  appeared  to  him  that  they  would  very 
much  encourage  malingering — and  that 
meant  giving  double  duty  to  the  honest 
soldiers.  Therefore,  he  could  not  vote 
for  the  punishments  under  considera- 
tion. But  what  would  be  the  state  of 
the  case  after  the  Army  Discipline  Bill 
was  passed  ?  What  were  the  punish- 
ments the  commanding  officer  would 
then  be  allowed  to  give  the  soldier  in 
the  field  before  the  new  punishments 
were  decided  on  if  the  proposed  rules 
were  now  withdrawn  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  I  do  not  assume 
that  the  hon,  and  gallant  Member  for 
Devonport  (Captain  Price)  seriously  ex- 
pects me  to  respond  to  his  inquiry  ;  but 
my  hon.  Friend  who  has  just  spoken  has 
asked  me  a  very  reasonable  question, 
which  I  will  answer  as  well  and  as  shortly 
as  I  can.  What  I  said  before  I  repeat 
now — that  the  criticism  which  was  de- 
voted the  other  day  to  the  rules  as 
laid  before  the  House  satisfied  me  that, 
whereas  the  House  was  in  favour,  as  I 
thought,  of  personal  restraint  and  hard 
labour  being  the  principle  of  these  sum- 
mary punishments — and  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  who  I  am  sorry  to  say  is  not 
here  now,  supported  me  on  this  point — 
there  was  great  doubt  expressed  as 
to  the  feasibility  and  sufficiency  of 
some  of  the  details,  such  as  that  a 
man  should  be  attached  to  a  cart  or 
a  horse.  What  I  undertook  to  do  was 
this.  Assuming  that  the  general  prin- 
ciple of  restraint  and  hard  labour  was 
adopted,  I  would  consult  officers  most 
experienced  in  the  matter,  and  take 
care,  after  due  deliberation,  and  after 
obtaining  every  advice,  to  prescribe  cer- 
tain limits  within  which  commanding 
officers  could  inflict  punishments.  That 
was  the  view  of  the  House  as  I  under- 
stood it  the  other  day ;  it  was  certainly 
the  view  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  ;  and 
that  was  the  view  I  proposed  to  adopt — 
leaving  the  clause  as  it  stood  with  the 
proviso  embodied  in  the  Amendment — 
namely,  that  the  punishments  shall  bo 
of  the  character  of  personal  restraint 
and  hard  labour.  I  thought  the  House 
was  satisfied  the  other  evening,  and 
therefore  I  am  surprised  at  the  extent 
to  which  the  opposition  has  gone  now  • 

J/r.  Ileneage 


but  I  adhere  faithfully  and  strictly  to 
the  promise  I  gave  then ;  and  if  the 
House  will  pass  the  Bill  in  the  form  we 
propose,  the  rules  shall  bo  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  before  the  end  of  the 
Session. 

Captain  PRICE  asked  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  cause  a  diagram 
to  be  placed  in  the  Library  ? 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  that 
when  the  Bill  was  presented  he  was  so 
struck  with  some  of  the  provisions  that 
he  asked  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  a 
Question  the  next  day,  and  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  then  stated  that  he  had  veiy 
carefully  considered  what  the  punish- 
ments were  that  should  be  put  in  place 
of  corporal  punishment,  and  woula  lay 
his  proposed  rules  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.  He  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross) 
gave  Notice  of  his  Question,  and  before 
the  Question  could  be  asked  the  rules 
had  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House;  and  when,  on  Monday,  he  asked 
the  Question,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  that  these  were  the  final  roles. 
[Mr.  CniLDEBs:  I  did  not  say  final.] 
No,  not  final ;  but  the  result  of  his  deli- 
berate judgment.  The  right  hon  Oen- 
tleman went  on  to  say  that  what  he 
wanted  to  point  out  was  that  since  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  took  Office  he 
must  have  known  that  his  opinion  was 
to  abolish  corporal  punishment.  After 
the  action  they  took  last  year,  eyeryone 
knew  that  the  present  Ot>vemment  came 
into  Office  with  a  determination  that  this 
flogging  should  be  abolished.  There- 
fore, he  assumed  that  they  took  the 
advice  of  all  the  military  counsel  they 
could  get  as  to  what  punishment  should 
be  put  in  place  of  flogging.  They  had 
had  1 2  months  to  consider  it ;  and  after 
consulting  with  their  military  advisers, 
they  had  at  last  put  the  rules  on  the 
Table.  They  had  not  been  there  a 
week  before  the  House  would  have 
nothing  to  do  with  them.  They  would 
not  have  them ;  and  the  Secretair  of 
State  for  War  now  said — '*  Oh,  these 
are  not  the  rules  to  be  put  in  force; 
but,  on  further  consideration,  we  propose 
further  rules.''  But  that  was  precisdy 
the  point  thev  objected  to.  What  thev 
said  was,  if  they  were  going  to  aboli^ 
flogging  they  were  bound  to  state  to 
the  House,  before  they  substituted  an- 
other punishment,  some  limits  as  to 
what  that  punishment  was  to  be.  After 
12  months  these  rules  had  been  so- 
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lemnlj  and  deliberately  placed  on  the 
Table  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  and  a  week  after  their  production 
they  were  withdrawn  as  unfit  to  take 
the  place  of  corporal  punishment.  [Mr. 
Childers  ;  Not  withdrawn.]  Not  with- 
drawn ;  but  when  they  were  brought  in 
the  House  would  not  have  them,  and  if 
they  were  not  withdrawn  they  were  to 
be  withdrawn.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man went  on  to  say  that  they  would 
have  to  substitute  fresh  rules  ;  and 
whatever  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
might  suggest  to  the  contrary,  he  would 
have  to  re-consult  his  Military  Advisers. 
That  was  tantamount  to  a  withdrawal 
of  these  rules.  The  Government  ought 
to  place  before  the  House  in  the  Bill 
some  limits  of  the  punishment.  He 
quite  agreed  with  the  Government  that 
it  would  be  a  great  pity  that  this  debate 
should  be  adjourned,  and  he  could  not 
support  the  Motion  for  adjournment ; 
but  he  was  bound  to  say  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  brought  themselves  into 
this  great  difficulty,  and  that  they  had 
themselves  to  thank  for  it  all.  He 
thought  his  noble  Friend  was  Justified 
in  moving  the  Amendment  which  he 
had  brought  before  the  House — namely, 
that  they  should  have  this  matter  placed 
beyond  dispute  in  terms  in  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  or  they  did  not  know  what 
their  soldiers  might  be  subject  to. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  said,  that  many 
speeches  had  been  made  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House ;  but  not  one  of  them 
had  condemned  flogging.  A  good  many 
said  that  was  not  the  question  now ;  but 
not  one  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
had  suggested  any  minor  punishment  to 
take  the  place  of  flogging.  The  real  fact 
was  that  flogging  was  still  contended 
for;  flogging  was  still  in  favour  on  those 
Benches.  [Earl  Pbeoy  :  Hear ! J  The 
noble  Earl  favoured  it;  and  even  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
had  shown  himself  as  somewhat  favour- 
able to  it.  [Mr.  Gorst:  I  never  scdd 
anything  of  the  kind.]  He  expected 
the  flattest  contradiction  from  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend;  but  all  he  said 
was  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  shown  himself  somewhat  favourable 
to  flogging,  and  he  would  point  out  how. 
He  had  appeared  to  ask  the  House  to 
express  its  opinion  that  the  famous  im- 
plement which  had  been  so  celebrated 
was  a  sort  of  thing  that  was  to  be  left 
to  anybody's  hands  to  uBe ;  for  he  had 
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called  attention,  if  not  with  disapproval, 
at  all  events,  without  approval,  to  the 
Motion  he  (Mr.  Hopwood)  had  made. 
When  they  proposed  that  the  *'cat" 
should  be  exhibited,  he  certainly  implied 
that  that  wa^  a  matter  which  should  not 
be  indulged  in,  and  that  those  who  voted 
for  it  did  very  wrong.  Now,  if  the  Oppo- 
sition was  in  favour  of  the  *'  cat,"  let  it 
say  so.  He  could  see  three  or  four  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Bench  opposite 
who  had  been  tested  over  and  over 
again  on  the  subject  of  abolishing 
the  **  cat."  What  did  they  intend  to 
propose  in  substitution  for  it?  Could 
they  deny  that  they  were  prepared 
themselves  for  its  total  abolition,  but 
for  the  rather  impetuous  intervention  of 
an  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  in  that 
House,  who  called  a  meeting  of  the 
Tory  Party,  and  gilded  its  name  with 
eternal  fame,  for  a  gallant  stand  at  the 
last  in  favour  of  the  **cat?"  What  were 
they  upon  now  ?  [**  Hear,  hear !"]  He 
was  going  to  answer  that  question  him- 
self, if  hon.  Gentlemen  would  allow  him. 
They  were  upon  the  substitution  of  other 
punishments  for  the  **  cat,"  and  some  of 
them  did  not  like  the  punishments  which 
were  to  be  substituted.  But  had  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  suggested  anything 
which  shoula  meet  the  difficulty?  It 
was  very  difficult  to  suggest  anything 
better.  He  would  ask  anybody  to  con- 
sider the  matter  from  that  point  of  view. 
Hon.  Gentlemen,  most  recklessly,  he 
thought,  referred  to  the  doings  of  the 
Continental  Armies  and  of  the  Americcoi 
Armies.  But  the  subject  had  been  well 
discussed  and  threshed  out  in  the  last 
Parliament;  and  he  himself  produced 
the  testimony  from  a  gallant  General  in 
the  American  Army,  who  testified  that 
it  was  possible  to  cany  on  the  American 
Anny  with  perfect  discipline  and  yet 
abolish  the  *'cat" — that  it  had  been 
abolished  for  20  years  past,  since  1860. 
If  that  could  be  done  in  America ;  if  it 
could  be  done  in  France,  as  it  had  been 
for  the  last  80  or  90  years,  why,  then^ 
the  pertinacious  struggle  to  maintain  it 
in  the  English  Army  ?  It  was  said  we 
fought  under  different  circumstances. 
That  was  not  the  fact  in  all  respects. 
He  supposed  it  would  be  admitted  that 
the  French  troops  had  fought  in  Algiers, 
and  that  there  were  recesses,  fastnesses, 
and  deserts  in  Algeria  where  it  would 
be  as  necessary  to  provide  punishments 
as  in  South  Africa.     What  did  hon. 
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Gontlemen  opposite  wish  the  use  of  the 
**cat"  for?  Was  it  to  make  soldiers 
more  competent  or  efficient  on  the  lino 
of  march  ?  He  supposed  some  of  them 
must  be  halted  in  order  to  inflict  the 
punishment.  Would  that  conduce  to 
expedition?  And  when  it  was  done, 
were  the  men  expected  to  march  all  the 
better  for  having  received  the  lashes 
which  humanity  chose  to  inflict  upon 
them  ?  He  should  certainly  support  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
had  carefully  avoided  the  question.  He, 
no  doubt,  was  not  in  love  with  the  cat ; 
but  what  did  he  think  of  the  new 
rules — 

'*  Si  quid  novisti  rcctius  istis 
Caudidus  imperiti  si  non  his  utere  mecum." 

Was  that  the  position  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  ?  Was  it  not  that  he 
was  asking  them,  after  all,  to  go  in  for 
these  inflictions  which  they  had  heard 
characterized  in  various  ways  from  dif- 
ferent sides  of  the  House  ?  He  took  a 
different  position.  He  thought  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  was  a  very  heroic 
person.  What  was  the  object  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  matter  in  withdrawing 
the  decision  from  the  House  ?  Was  it  not 
to  prevent  their  candidates  at  a  General 
Election  being  treated  as  they — the  Con- 
servatives— had  been  treated?  Why 
did  they  not  introduce  the  punishments 
in  the  Bill  ?  Because  they  wanted  to 
avoid  tacking  their  supporters  to  the 
tail  of  the  punishments.  The  real  issue 
placed  before  them  was  that,  for  pur- 
poses which  he  would  not  designate 
m  the  last  Parliament,  the  Government 
identified  themselves  with  the  great 
question  of  destroying  the  punishment 
of  the  lash  in  the  Army  and  Navy. 
NoV,  they  had  been  driven  as  practical 
men  to  the  consideration  and  elucidation 
of  the  question  as  to  what  punishments 
were  to  be  substituted  for  it.  They  had 
found  that,  to  deal  with  the  matter  pro- 
perly, they  had  had  to  resort  to  punish- 
ments which  were  more  degrading  and 
more  brutal  and  equally  disgraceful  to 
the  soldier  and  the  sailor  as  the  cat  for 
which  it  was  proposed  to  substitute 
them.  The  Government  would  not  put 
the  thing  honestly  in  the  Bill.  They 
had  endeavoured  to  shelter  themselves 
and  to  support  the  alterations  in  the  law 
by  looking  only  at  one  aspect  of  the 
case  instead  of  the  whole.     They  were 
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now  asked  to  lay  aside,  for  a  time,  the 
substitutions  for  the  lash  which  were 
placed  deliberately  on  the  Table  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War ;   and  they 
were  asked  to  draw  the  curtain  before 
the  whole  policy  of  the  War  Office,  and 
thus  enable  them  to  mystify  the  question 
of  responsibility  as  well  as  the  amount 
and  nature  of  the  punishment  to  be  in- 
flicted.  All  they  said  on  that  side  of  the 
House  was — **  Be  honest ! "     Why,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  was 
liimself   mixed  up   in   exhibitions,  for 
Party  purposes,  in  the  streets  of  Oxford, 
which  he  would  not  say  were  discredit- 
able, but  which  were  of  the  most  extreme 
character.     When  they  found  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  going  down  to 
the  country,  and  making  the  abolition 
of  the  lash  an  **  electioneering  dodge," 
they  had  a  right  to  be  severe  when  Uiey 
found  the  Government  treating  the  mat- 
ter as  they  did  now.  What  was  the  pre- 
sent aspect  of  the  matter  ?    They  could 
not  obtain  from  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  any  definite  statement  as  to 
what  was  to  be  the  punishment  proposed 
instead  of  the  lash.     Suggestions  had 
been  made  of  various  kinds,  and  hon. 
Members  had  said  they  did  not  think  his 
hon.  Friend  behind  him  could  be  in  ear- 
nest when  he  asked  whether  it  was  to  be 
a  water-cart  or  a  manure-cart  that  the 
soldier  was  to  be  tied  to.     Bat  any  form 
of  words  was  justifiable  in  pressing  such 
a  question.    Was  that  to  be  proclaimed 
before  the  British  public  as  the  proposal 
of  the  Government  at  the  present  time  t 
They  were,  in  his  opinion,  not  pressing 
the  (Government  too  far  in  asking  for 
this ;  and,  having  abstained  firom  any- 
thing like  obstruction,  he  thought  they 
had  a  right  to  demand  that  the  Gk»vem- 
ment  should  show  themselves  to  be  sin- 
cere and  earnest  upon  this  point  bv 
putting  into  the  Bill  some  woras  which 
would    show  the  conclusion  at  which 
they  had  arrived. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would 
endeavour  not  to  be  betrayed  by  the 
warmth  of  the  present  discussion  into  an 
imitation  of  the  tone  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down.  The  hon. 
Member  had  described  the  proceedings 
and  declarations  of  Gentlemen  sitting  on 
that  side  of  the  House  and  who  constituted 
the  majority  for  the  House,  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  abolition  of  floffging^  as  elec- 
tioneering  dodges.    Gould  that  tone  and 
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strain  of  language  be  considered  as  de- 
cent and  becoming  when  applied  to  hon. 
Gentlemen?  A  large  portion  of  the 
House  had  expressed  their  opinion  as  to 
the  best  mode  of  arriving  at  a  conclusion ; 
and  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  attempted 
in  the  manner  he  had  described  to  set 
right  all  that  was  going  wrong  in  the 
proposals  of  the  Government.  What 
said  the  hon.  Member?  He  said  that 
the  issue  which  had  been  carefully 
evaded  upon  that  side  of  the  House 
was  whetner  the  abolition  of  the  lash 
would  not  entail  the  substitution  of 
punishments  yet  more  degrading;  and 
the  hon.  Member,  who  always  took 
ffreat  credit  for  his  high-mindedness, 
Qien  took  refuge  behmd  a  Motion 
which  did  not  in  the  slightest  degree 
express  that  issue.  He  thought  the 
proper  course  for  the  hon.  Member, 
with  all  his  manliness  and  all  his  cou- 
rage, would  have  been  to  move  a  Mo- 
tion stating  that  issue  in  plain  terms, 
and  invitii^  the  House  to  declare  that 
the  abolition  of  the  lash  could  not  be 
effected  without  the  substitution  of 
punishments  more  degrading,  and  that, 
therefore,  the  lash  ought  not  to  be 
abolished.  The  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Lan- 
cashire (Colonel  Stanley)  had  very  fairly 
raised  that  issue,  and  distinctly  stated 
that  the  abolition  of  the  lash  was  bad, 
and  that  the  lash  ought  to  be  retained. 
He  respected  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  for  the  manner  in  which  he 
had  stated  his  opinion,  which,  he  must 
say,  stood  in  rather  strong  contrast  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  issue  had  been 
evaded  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
Therefore,  he  asked  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  was  this  the  time,  or  was  it 
not,  for  reinstating  the  lash?  That 
was  the  real  issue,  because  it  had 
been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
donderry (Mr.  Lewis)  that  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  lash  must  be  followed  by 
much  more  degrading  punishments.  If 
that  was  the  opinion  entertained  jon 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  why  was 
not  that  opinion  manfully  declared,  and 
why  was  not  the  judgment  of  the  House 
taken  upon  that  opinion  ?  He  thought 
he  had  indicated  tne  real  object  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite — namely,  to  procure 
the  reinstatement  of  the  lash.  The 
immediate  issue  before  the  House  was 
this.  His  right  hon.  Friend  had  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Paper 


which  was  a  compendium  of  certain 
rules  with  regard  to  summary  punish- 
ments. There  were  three  rules,  and  the 
nght  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Lancashire  had  ac- 
cepted two  of  them,  approving,  at  the 
same  time,  the  principle  of  the  third. 
The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
suggested  that  it  would  be  better  not  to 
enter  into  the  details  set  forth  in  those 
rules,  but  to  express  in  general  terms 
guiding  lines  for  the  future  action  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  in  re- 
spect of  the  punishment  which  he  on  his 
responsibility  declared  to  be  necessary. 
That  suggestion  was  accepted  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  who  was  now  sharply  chal- 
lenged for  having  done  so.  He  affirmed 
that  the  Motion  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
was  founded  upon  that  suggestion,  which 
had  met  with  the  general  acceptance  of 
the  House.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
the  proposal  now  made  was  to  reverse 
the  decision  at  which  the  House  had  ar- 
rived, that  the  punishment  should  be 
regulated  by  rules  to  be  made,  from  time 
to  time,  by  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Prin- 
cipal Secretaries  of  State;  and  his  right 
hon.  Friend  proposed  to  limit  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  in  the  manner  in  which  the  late 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  suggested. 
The  difficulties  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  to  contend  with  had  arisen 
from  his  desire,  which  he  always  evinced, 
to  consult  the  feeling  of  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  said — ''  You  must,  in 
this  matter,  do  one  of  two  things — either 
to  trust  to  the  discretion  of  the  military 
authorities,  or  else  set  out  in  the  Act 
each  and  all  of  the  punishments  you 
will  allow  to  be  inflicted."  But  why 
was  only  one  of  those  alternatives  td  be 
adopted  ?  There  was  a  third,  and  that 
was  not  to  leave  the  matter  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  military  authorities  as  they 
might  think  fit,  and  not  to  enter  into  the 
difficult  course  of  prescribing  in  that 
House  in  the  rigid  letter  of  the  law  the 
detail  of  every  punishment,  but  to  pro- 
coed  on  that  principle  constantly  adopted 
in  the  arrangements  of  Government,  and 
to  say — **  We  will  indicate  in  our  law 
guiding  principles,  and,  having  indicated 
them,  we  will  leave  the  responsible  Mi- 
nister of  the  day  to  act  upon  them,  and 
when  he  acts  upon  them  wrongly  we 
will  call  him  to  account."    The  House 
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should,  of  course,  be  made  aware  that 
what  his  right  hon.  Friend  might  do 
was  perfectly  right.  It  was  suggested 
that  he  should  lay  on  the  Table  such 
rules  as  he  proposed,  and  that  was  in- 
serted at  the  suggestion  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  He  submitted  that,  in- 
stead of  the  declaration  of  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  with 
respect  to  evading  the  issue,  instead  of 
the  temperate  recommendation  of  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  they  should 
adopt  the  reasonable  and  judicious  plans 
embodied  in  the  Bill,  which  specified 
the  two  important  conditions — personal 
restraint  and  hard  labour. 

Viscount  EMLYN  wished  to  explain 
that  when  he  withdrew  his  Motion  on  a 
former  occasion  he  distinctly  stated  that 
he  reserved  to  himself  the  right  to  raise 
this  question  on  the  Eeport  of  the  Bill, 
if  he  was  not  satisfied  with  the  wording 
to  be  introduced. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  ''That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  BilL" 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  130  ;  Noes 
68:  Majority  67.— (Div.  List,  No.  179.) 

Amendment  made. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  27,  after  the  word  "  ponish- 
ment,  to  insert  the  words  ''shall  be  of  the 
character  of  personal  restraint  or  of  hard 
labour,  but."— (iTr.  Secretary  Childert.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

'  SiK  HENEY  FLETCHER  asked  what 
the  "character  of  personal  restraint" 
meant  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEES  said,  he  thought 
he  had  explained  that  clearly  enough. 
Personal  restraint  meant  preventing  a 
man  from  making  the  ordinary  use  of 
his  hands  or  feet. 

Mr,  A8HMEAD-BARTLETT  said, 
that  a  great  deal  of  political  capital  had 
been  made  by  hon.  Members  opposite 
out  of  the  punishment  of  the  lash ;  but 
was  the  new  punishment  proposed  by 
the  Oovemment  of  tying  soldiers  to  the 
tail  of  a  horse  or  a  cart  much  more  in- 
human ?  Under  the  powers  the  Govern- 
ment were  now  reserving  to  themselves 
it  would  be  perfectly  possible  to  inflict 
torture. 

Mr.  Gladitone 


Mr.  GHILDERS  said,  the  punish- 
ment to  be  provided  could  not  be  torture 
under  the  words  of  the  clause  forbidding 
injury  or  danger  to  life  or  limb. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  no  answer  had 
yet  been  given  to  the  objection  of  his 
noble  Friend,  who  had  pointed  out  that 
it  would  be  impossible  for  this  punish- 
ment to  apply  in  the  event  of  a  war 
such  as  that  which  had  taken  place  in 
Abyssinia.  They  would  bo  obliged  to 
give  the  Government  a  further  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  the  matter  umess 
a  satisfactory  answer  were  given. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  had  ex- 
plained that  he  did*  not  mean  to  commit 
himself  to  the  exact  rules  which  had  been 
suggested.  He  would  consult  those  who 
had  had  experience  of  active  service,  espe- 
cially in  the  campaigns  to  which  reier- 
once  had  been  made;  and,  whilst  abidiog 
by  the  words  of  the  clause  as  to  "  per- 
sonal restraint,"  he  should  decide  as  to 
details  when  he  had  before  him  the 
advice  of  those  to  whom  he  was  about 
to  submit  the  case. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN :  Am  I  to  understand 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
know  what  punishments  will  be  in- 
flicted y 

Mr.  CHILDERS :  I  have  stated  that 
the  punishments  will  be  in  the  nature  of 
personal  restraint  or  of  hard  labour. 
As  to  the  details,  I  shall  consult  expe- 
rienced officers  before  I  finally  decide. 

Captain  PRICE  thought  they  outtht 
to  have  some  clear  definition  of  what 
the  words  "  personal  restraint "  meant 
It  might  mean  a  great  deal.  The  other 
day  he  had  put  a  Question  to  the  Attor- 
ney General  as  to  the  punishment  of 
the  pillory.  That  punishment  had  been 
strictly  in  the  nature  of  personal  re- 
straint, the  offender  being  &8tened  to  a 
post  and  having  rotten  eggs  thrown 
at  him,  just  as  candidates  at  an  elec- 
tion had  rotten  eggs  thrown  at  them. 
People  who  were  oondemned  to  the 
pillory  used  to  have  their  hands  and 
legs  tied  to  a  post ;  and  he  had  asked 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  whe- 
ther it  was  not  the  fact  that,  by  an  Act 
passed  during  the  first  year  of  the  reiga 
of  Queen  Victoria,  that  punishment  wai 
abolished  ?  But,  if  he  read  the  present 
Bill  aright,  there  was  nothing  to  prevent 
a  soldier  from  being  "restrained"  at 
people  used  to  be  restrained  at  the 
pillory.  Were  they  to  have  the  pilloiy 
revived  ?    He  hoped  that  the  people  « 
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England  would  understand,  when  they 
read  their  newspapers  to-morrow,  that 
the  Government  wished  to  revive  the 
punishment  of  the  pillory.  He  should 
lik^  to  hear  some  statement  from  the 
Government  on  this  matter.  Then  there 
was  another  point.  These  punishments 
in  the  Bill  were  only  to  last  a  year; 
and  if,  at  the  end  of  that  time,  it  was 
found  that  they  were  not  sufficiently 
severe,  discipline  might  be  enforced  by 
even  stronger  measures.  There  was  a 
rumour  going  about — he  did  not  know 
whether  it  was  true — that  when  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  con- 
sidering these  punishments,  the  thumb- 
screw was  brought  under  his  considera- 
tion. It  was  to  be  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  able  to  deny  that. 
Was  it  the  fact  that  the  thumb-screw 
had  been  suggested  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEHS  said,  he  had  no 
right  to  speak  again ;  but  he  was  sure 
the  House  would  grant  him  liberty  to 
say  that  no  torture  had  ever  been  pro- 
posed to  him  or  considered  by  him  for 
a  moment — such  as  the  thumb-screw,  or 
pillory,  or  anything  of  that  kind.  He 
would  pledge  himself  most  solemnly  that 
no  such  tortures  should  be  practised. 

Viscount  FOLKESTONE  said,  the 
Government  had  not  made  up  their 
minds  what  the  character  of  the  punish- 
ment was  to  be  ;  therefore,  at  that  late 
hour,  to  give  them  an  opportunity  of 
considering  the  matter,  he  would  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— ( Vificount  Folkestone,) 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  the  House  had 
heard  from  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
the  other  evening  that  he  had  consulted 
the  highest  military  authorities  on  this 
question;  and,  wheniie  was  reminded  that 
the  Commander-in-Chief  and  the  Adju- 
tant General  were  the  highest  military 
authorities,  the  Secretary  of  State  lor  War 
had  explained  his  words  away,  and  stated 
that  they  had  not  been  consulted.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  said  he 
would  consult  the  military  authorities 
with  a  view  to  following  their  advice; 
but  it  would  seem  that  he  had  a  habit  of 
consulting  them,  and  then  not  following 
their  advice.  The  House  was  told  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he 
brought  forward  these  extraordinary 
punishments,  that,  if  they  would  trust 


him  for  only  a  year,  he  would  give  an 
assurance  that  no  alterations  would  be 
made.  But  they  wore  gone  in  a  week. 
Drunkenness  was  the  great  crime  in  the 
Army,  and  he  suggested  the  introduction 
among  the  punishments  for  soldiers  of 
what  used  to  be  called  the  **  Drunkard's 
Cloak." 

Mr.  CHILDEES  :  I  trust  the  House 
will  not  consent  to  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate,  for  it  is  absolutely  necessary 
that  the  Bill  should  pass  this  House  to- 
night, in  order  that  it  may  pass  both 
Houses  before  Easter.  Unless  it  passes 
to-night,  there  will  be  very  g^eat  incon- 
venience in  connection  with  the  adjourn- 
ment of  both  Houses  of  Parliament  for 
the  Easter  Becess.  After  so  strong  a 
division  and  so  decisive  a  majority  as 
there  was  a  short  time  ago,  I  trust  the 
House  will  allow  the  Bill  to  pass. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  20;  Noes 
100:  Majority  80.  — (Div.  List,  No. 
180.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  stated  that  he 
had  voted  by  mistake  in  the  wrong 
Lobby,  and  added  that  he  had  no  sym- 
pathy with  the  Conservative  Obstruc- 
tives. 

Captain  PRICE  rose  to  move  to 
insert  words  providing  that  the  punish- 
ment inflictea  on  a  soldier  should  not  be 
of  a  character  to  degrade  the  British 
uniform.  The  House,  he  said,  were 
taking  care  that  there  should  be  no 
injury  to  life  or  limb,  and  that  none  of 
the  punishments  should  be  in  the  nature 
of  torture ;  but  he  wished  to  go  a  little 
further.  Looking  back  over  the  last 
two  or  three  years  to  the  discussions  in 
that  House,  and  the  great  stress  laid 
upon  the  degrading  nature  of  flogging, 
he  thought  it  right  that  any  punishment 
substituted  for  flogging  shoidd  not  in 
itself  be  degrading  to  the  men  or  to  the 
British  uniform.  If  a  soldier  were  tied 
to  a  cart  in  his  uniform,  and  so  marched 
through  a  country,  that  would  be  highly 
degrading.  It  would  impress  every 
civilized  person  who  saw  a  soldier  so 
tied  up  with  a  feeling  of  horror  and  de- 
testation, and  he  thought  nothing  would 
act  more  as  a  deterrent  to  enlistment  in 
the  Army  than  such  a  punishment.  He 
hoped  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
would  assent  to  the  Amendment. 


683        Arm^'DiteipUneana  [OOSfMONS)      RtguUtim  (^AtuuuH)  Ml.     684 

spoeoh  of  the  right  hon.  C^entleman  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  on  the  Army 
Disciplina  Bill  in  1879.  He  said  dii- 
tinctly  that  the  Government  had  con- 
Bulted  their  Military  Advisen  on  the 
quostion ;  but  that  Qie  propoBals  made 
to  Parliament  were  made  on  the  reepon- 
sibilitf  of  the  MiniBters,  not  of  tiioi 
Advisers,  and  beyond  tluit  no  Uimstar 
ought  to  go. 

Sib  HENItT  FLETOSEB  remindad 
the  House  that  the  proposed  mlei 
would  not  come  into  force  till  Decem- 
ber, 1881,  in  India  and  Africa,  and  that 
among  the  troops  in  those  conntriei 
corpornl  punishment  would  remain  in 
force  until  that  date. 

Mb.  CHILDEB8 ;  That  is  so,  no  douW. 

Sib  HENEY  FLETCHER  fuithflf 
obaerved,  that  some  of  our  troops  were 
shut  up  in  the  Transvaal,  and  might  not 
be  relieved  until  the  end  of  the  year; 
and  he  wished  to  clearly  uudentand 
whether  corporal  punishmeDt  would  ba 
in  force  till  then  ?. 

Mb.  CHILDER8 :  That  niiut  be  bo. 


Amendment  proposed, 

In  IJURO  3,  linii  28,  after  tho  word  "  limb,"  to 
iniert  tho  words  "  shaW  not  in  its  diameter  l)o 
degradinj;  lo  the  Britiali  uoiform." — {Ceptahi 
Price.) 

Quoati on  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  in  sorted. " 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  I  sympathize  with 
the  object  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member,  and  it  would  be  our  object  to 
see  that  the  punishment  should  not  be 
in  one  sense  "  degrading ; "  but  it  would 
bo  absurd  to  uso  the  word  when  tho 
punishments  have,  in  many  cases,  to 
Be  inflicted  for  degrading  offences.  Con- 
sidering the  meanings  that  might  be 
attached  to  the  Ameudment,  I  certainly 
hope  the  House  will  not  agree  to  it. 

Question  put,  and  ntgativtd. 

Clause  6  (Abolition  of  Corporal  Pun- 
ishment). 

Amendment  proposed, 

Iq  lulRO  4,  lino  3S,  at  end,  to  add  "  without 
projudicB  to  anything  done  or  siifleced  in  pursu- 
ance of  the  Baid  section,  and  the  finding  and 
sentence  of  any  such  Court  held  before  tho  com- 
mencemeut  of  this  Act  may  be  conlirmcd  and 
carried  into  effect  aftor  such  commonoemont." — 
(Sir.  Seerclanj  Childtrt.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BAHTTELOT  ob- 
served, that  the  House  had  been  dis- 
cussing those  punishments  during  the 
whole  evening  ;  and  yet  ho  believed  that 
scarcely  a  Member,  especially  below 
the  Qangn'ay,  had  realized  what  sort  of 
punishiaenta  might  be  inflicted.  The 
important  consideration  was  the  great 
responsibility  to  bo  jilacod  on  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War ;  and  he  wished 
solemnly  to  ask  the  right  hon.  tiontleman 
whether  he  thought  that  what  he  had  put 
into  the  Bill  would  enable  a  commanding 
officer,  ju  the  face  of  the  enemy,  to  deal 
with  those  disgraceful  scenes  which,  he 
was  sorry  to  say,  somotimos  took  place, 
and  whether  he  believed  that  discipline 
could  be  maintained,  without  which  our 
Army  would  most  certainly  be  dis- 
graced ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  ;  I  believe  that  the 
punishmonts  as  proposed  will  maintain 
the  discipline  of  the  Army. 

Captain  PRICE  asked  if  that  was  tho 
opinion  of  the  Military  Advisers  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEES  :  I  will  repeat  what 
I  said  the  other  day,  quoting  &om  the 


Question  put,  and  agritd  to. 

Mr.  CHILDEBS:  I  have  now  to 
appeal  to  the  House  on  a  matter  npco 
which  I  hope,  after  the  divimon  we  havs 
had,  the  appeal  will  not  be  conaidered 
unreasonable.  ItiaabBolutelTneoeMaiy, 
in  order  that  the  Bill  may  beoome  lav 
in  time,  that  it  should  be  read  a  third 
time  to-night,  so  that  it  ma;  be  sent  to 
the  House  of  Lords  and  passed  thioagh 
the  various  stages  in  that  House  befon 
Easter.  I  make  that  appeal,  feeling 
sure  that  it  will  be  assented  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — {Mr.  Stentary  ChiUnrt.) 

Eabl  PERCY  said,  he  was  qnito 
aware  that  the  Bill  must  be  psssM  by 
a  certain  date,  and  that  othfirwise  ths 
Government  might  be  in  a  dilemma; 
but  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  the  da- 
liberate  intention  of  the  Ooremment  to 
run  everything  to  the  end,  and  then  to 
resort  to  this  extraordinary  means  of 
passing  them  through  the  House.  After 
all  necessity  for  urgency  was  over,  Hm^J 
had  passed  severed  Bills,  when  thi? 
might  perfectly  well  have  taken  ap  tha 
Army  Discipline  Bill,  whioh  waa  of  mui^ 
greater  importance,  and  got  it  tlmn^ 
its  early  stages. 
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Mr.  CHILDERS:  That  is  not  so. 
AVe  brought  in  the  Bill  on  the  first 
clay  on  which  it  could  be  introduced. 
The  Report  would  have  been  taken  on 
Friday ;  but,  at  the  request  of  Gentle- 
men opposite,  I  postponed  it  until  to- 
day, but  stated  that  if  I  did  so  it  would 
be  necessary  to  take  the  third  reading 
to-night. 

Mr.  GORST  thought  it  was  probably 
true  that  there  had  been  no  delay  in  re- 
gard to  this  particular  Bill ;  but  he  con- 
sidered that  the  remarks  of  his  noble 
Friend  (Earl  Percy)  were  quite  justified 
by  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
generally.  He  hoped  that  if  the  right 
non.  Gentleman's  appeal  was  agreed  to, 
he  would  not  take  advantage  of  that  and 
always  carry  on  the  Business  in  such  a 
manner,  and  so  drive  the  House  into  a 
corner. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  com- 
plained of  misrepresentations  —  which 
were,  no  doubt,  accidental  and  not  in- 
tentional— on  the  part  of  hon.  Members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  as  to  the 
views  of  hon.  Members  who  opposed  the 
BiU.  It  had  been  said  that  they  were 
opposing  the  Bill  because  they  were  in 
favour  of  punishment  by  the  lash ;  but 
that  was  a  misdescription.  They  realized 
that  the  alternatives  were  shooting — 
which  was  death ;  or  the  still  more  de- 
grading punishment  of  being  tied  to  a 
cart  or  a  horse.  They  distinctly  asked 
the  Government  to  state  in  the  Schedule 
to  the  Bill  what  punishments  they  pro- 
posed to  substitute  for  the  lash.  This 
the  Government  had  not  had  the  courage 
to  do.  They  had  had  the  matter  under 
consideration  for  12  months;  they  had, 
after  all  this  deliberation,  made  the  pro- 
position of  the  cart  tail,  and  then  given 
it  up  this  evening  in  a  perfect  panic. 
Hon.  Members  were  per^ctly  justified 
in  asking  the  Government  to  distinctly 
state  what  punishments  they  proposed  ; 
and  he  thought  the  Government  had 
shown  a  singular  deficiency  in  courage. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  pawed, 

CONVEYANCING   AND   LAW   OF  PRO- 
PERTY BILL— [Z^rff.]— [Bill  101.] 
{Mr.  H,  H,  FowUr,) 
SEOOND    BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  H.  H.  FOWLEE,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said. 


it  was  a  Bill  of  a  purely  technical  cha- 
racter. It  was  prepared  by  tho  luto 
Lord  Chancellor  (Earl  Cairns),  assisted 
by  eminent  conveyancers  of  Lincoln's 
Inn,  and  it  had  tho  approval  of  the 
Incorporated  Law  Society.  The  de- 
tails of  the  Bill  related  to  the  forms 
of  conveyancing,  and  would  sweep 
away  the  redundancy  of  the  present 
forms  and  abolish  the  large  expenses 
connected  with  them.  It  appeared  to 
him — and  he  believed  it  was  also  the 
opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
— that  the  Bill  ought  to  go  to  a  Select 
Committee ;  and,  therefore,  he  should 
simply  content  himself  with  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Jfr.  H,  H.  Fowler.) 

Mr.  GOHST  said,  he  must  appeal  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  not  to  proceed  with 
his  Bill  at  that  hour  of  the  night.  He 
was  told  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Preston  (Sir  John  Holker)  that 
it  was  not  the  intention  to  push  the  Bill 
through  that  night.  It  was  a  Bill  which 
embodied  a  great  many  serious  prin- 
ciples, and  certainly  ought  to  be  discussed 
before  it  was  passed.  It  interfered  with 
freedom  of  contract,  and  certainly  ought 
not  to  pass  the  House  of  Commons,  at 
half-past  2  in  the  morning,  without  dis- 
cussion. He  moved  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr,  Qoret,) 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henrt  James)  said,  the  Bill  was  one  of 
three  Bills  which  were  formulated  by 
Lord  Cairns  last  year  before  the  change 
of  Government ;  and  probably,  if  that 
change  had  not  taken  place,  they  woidd 
have  become  law  by  this  time.  He  be- 
lieved it  was  understood,  almost  as  a 
matter  of  courtesy  to  the  late  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, that  the  House  should  read  the 
Bills  a  second  time  ;  and  if  it  was 
thought  that  the  House  had  treated  the 
Bills  with  discourtesy,  he  hoped  it  would 
be  marked  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham,  and  other  Mem- 
bers on  his  side  of  the  House,  would 
not  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second 
time. 

Mr.  H.  H.  fowler  said,  if  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite  had 
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looked  at  the  printed  Paper  lie  would 
have  seen  that  he  (Mr.  H.  H.  Fowler) 
was  down  to  move  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill.  Earl  Cairns  did  him  the  honour 
of  placing  the  Bill  in  his  hands ;  and, 
therefore,  he  thought  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  had  made  some  mis- 
take in  speaking  as  if  the  Bill  was  in- 
troduced by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Preston.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second 
time. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

MARRIED  WOMEN'S  PROPERTY 

(SCOTLAND)  {re-committed)  BILL. 

(Mr.  AndersoHjMr.  Duncan  M'Tjaren^  Sir  David 

Wedderhurn.) 

[bill  128.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  the  Bill  was  of  great 
importance,  and  involved  a  considerable 
change  in  the  law,  and  he  did  not  think 
they  ought  to  take  it  at  that  hour  of  the 
night.  He  did  not  wish  to  oppose  it; 
but  he  would  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson)  whether, 
having  taken  the  one  stage  in  the  Bill, 
Progress  should  not  be  reported  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Laren)  said,  he  could  not  assent  to 
the  proposition  of  the  learned  Attorney 
General.  The  Committee  were  only 
divided  upon  some  minor  matters,  and 
idtimately  came  to  an  almost  unanimous 
decision.  No  Amendments  had  been 
given  Notice  of,  and  he  thought  they 
should  make  some  progress  with  the  use- 
ful and  practical  measure  before  them. 

Mr.  GORST  moved  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  {Mr. 
OoTBt.) 

^  Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  he  was  en- 
tirely in  the  hands  of  the  Committee  in 
that  matter.  He  believed  there  were  no 
further  Amendments  to  the  Bill.  It  was 
very  carefully  gone  through  by  the  Com- 
mittee, and,  in  some  respects,  altered. 

Mr.  E.  H.  Fowler 


He  had  been  willing  to  reoeiye  Amend- 
ments, and  had  let  the  BUI  go  through 
the  Committee  without  pressing  any 
Amendments  of  his  own.  He  was,  how- 
ever, in  the  hands  of  the  Committee; 
and,  unless  the  Lord  Advocate  had  strong 
reasons  to  press  it  through,  he  was  dis- 
posed to  assent  to  Progress  being  re- 
ported. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
McLaren)  said,  if  there  were  to  be 
Amendments,  he  should  at  once  agree 
to  the  proposition.  He  had  understood 
from  the  Notice  Paper  that  there  were 
none. 

Mr.  H.  DAVEY  said,  he  took  the 
first  opportunity  that  evening  of  patting 
an  Amendment  on  the  Notice  Paper, 
which  had  not  got  on  the  printed  Papers. 
He  thought  no  one  could  read  the  let 
clause  without  seeing  that  the  BiU  in- 
volved serious  propositions  of  law,  and 
would  involve  also  a  conflict  of  jurisdic- 
tion between  English  and  Scotch  laws. 
They  could  not  discuss  it  at  that  hour  d 
the  night. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

MO  TI  0N8. 


LOCAL  OOYERNMEirr  PROVISIONAL  0BDSB8 

(bath,  &o.)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbebt,  Bill  to  oomfinii 
certain  Provisional  Ordors  of  the  Local  GoTem- 
ment  Board  relating  to  the  City  and  Boroudii  of 
Bath,  the  Local  Government  District  of  Bow- 
nesS)  the  Improvement  Act  District  of  Gsm- 
bridge,  the  Borough  of  Derby,  the  Port  of 
HarUopool,  and  the  Local  Government  Distzict 
of  Wigton,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Hi. 
HiBBERT  and  Mr.  Donsoir. 

^Tillpreientedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  131.] 

LOOAL    GOYERNMEirr   (HIGHWAYS)    PBOTI- 
SIONAL  OBDBR  (YOKK)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbbbt,  Bill  to  confiim 
a  Provisional  Order  of  the  Local  €K>Temment 
Board  under  "  The  Highways  and  LocomotiTet 
(Amendment)  Act,  1878,"  relating  to  the  East 
Hiding  of  the  County  of  York,  ord^rtd  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Hibbbrt  and  Mr.  Domox. 

l^^preientedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  132.] 

WHITEBOY  ACTS  BKPBAL  tarx.. 

On  ^lotion  of  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Comrom,  Bill  to 
repeal  the  fifteenth  and  aixteonith  G«Qige  tht 
Third,  chapter  twenty-one;  tw«at7<-MTeBth 
George  the  Third,    chapter   flltMo;   fajjoft 
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George  the  Third,  chapter  ninety-six,  section 
four:  fiftieth  Geoi^  the  Third,  chapter  one 
hundred  and  two  ;  first  and  second  William  the 
Fourth,  chapter  forty-four;  and,  fifth  and  sixth 
Victoria,  chapter  twenty-eight,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Justin 
M*Cartut,  3Ir.  Gray,  and  Mr.  A.  M.  Sul- 
livan. 

TURNPIKE  ACrrS  OONTnrUANOE  ACT, 

1880-81. 

Select  Committee  appointed,  **  to  inquire  into 
the  Fifth  and  Sixth  Schedules  of  *  The  Annual 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  Act,  1880." — {Mr. 
Bihbert.) 

And,  on  April  7,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows:  —  Lord  Edward  Cavendish,  Mr. 
Wrnt^'orth  Beaumont,  Mr.  Beach,  Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurice,  Sir  William  Welby- 
Gregory,  Mr.  Wilbraham  Eoerton,  and  Mr. 
Hibbert  : — Three  to  be  the  quorum. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  that  they  have  power  to  inquire  and 
report  to  the  House  imder  what  conditions, 
"uith  reference  to  the  rate  of  interest,  expenses 
of  management,  maintenance  of  road,  payment 
of  debt,  and  term  of  years,  or  other  special 
arrangements,  the  Acts  of  the  Trusts  mentioned 
ahoula  be  continued. 

Ordered,  That  aU  Petitions  relating  to  the 
continuance  or  discontinuance  of  Turnpike 
Trusts  bo  referred  to  the  Committee. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  recoros. — {J£r, 
Mibbert.) 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  not  being  present, 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Three  o'clock. 


■   'V^'N  ^-    '^--•k,  -    * 
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MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— JVr«<  JUading-- 
Charitable  Trusts  Act  Amendment*  (69); 
Stolen  Goods  *  (60^ ;  Army  Discipline  and 
Regulation  (Annual)  (61);  Begolation  Pro- 
visional Order  (Beamsley  Moor)  *  (62) ;  Begu- 
lation  Provisional  Order  (Langbar  Moor)* 
(63). 

Second  Reading — Sea  Fisheriefl  (Clam  and  Bait 
B«ds)  (63). 

LORD  CHAMBERLAIN'S  DEPARTMENT 
—EGRESS  FROM  THEATRES  (METRO- 
POLIS).—QUESTION. 

Thb  Duke  of  ST.  ALBANS  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Lord  Chamberlain  a 


Question,  of  which  ho  had  given  him 
private  Notice.  Very  alarming  accounts 
had  of  late  appeared  in  the  newspapers 
with  regard  to  the  means  of  ogress  nrom 
the  London  theatres  and  other  places  of 
amusement.  Would  the  Lord  Cham- 
berlain state  whether  those  assertions 
were  correct  ? 

The  Earl  of  KENMAEE  said,  he 
was  much  obliged  to  the  noble  Duke 
for  having  called  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject. The  statements  he  had  seen  were 
much  exaggerated.  There  must  always 
be  considerable  danger  when  any  large 
numbers  of  persons  were  con&^egated 
together  within  a  building;  but  the 
London  theatres  were  better  provided 
with  the  means  of  escape  than  most 
other  public  buildings,  and  he  was  glad 
to  say  were  being  constantly  improved. 
Perhaps  the  best  answer  which  he  could 
give  to  hie  noble  Friend  would  be  to 
lay  on  the  Table  a  Betum  showing  the 
actual  state  of  things  at  the  present  time 
with  regard  to  the  exits  from  the  theatres 
licensed  by  him. 

ARMY  DISCIPLINE  AND  REGULATION 
(ANNUAL)  BILL. 

FIBST  EEADINO. 

The  Eabl  of  MOELEY,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  first  time, 
said,  he  proposed  that  their  Lordships 
should  sit  to-morrow,  at  11  o'clock,  for 
the  purpose  of  reading  the  Bill  a  second 
time.  Their  Lordships  could  go  into 
Committee  on  the  Bill  on  Thursday,  and 
the  discussion  might  be  taken  on  going 
into  Committee  on  that  day.  If  that 
course  were  agreed  to,  he  would  move 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill  on  Friday. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  l^;  to  be 
printed.     (No.  61.) 

SEA  FISHERIES  (CLAM  AND  BAIT  BEDS) 

BILL.— (No.  63.) 

{The  Lord  Sudeley,) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Lord  SUDELEY,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  it  was  intended  to  enable  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  give  protection  to  clam  and 
bait  beds  in  the  same  manner  as  to 
^ster  and  mussel  beds  under  the  Sea 
fisheries  Act  of  1868.  It  had  been 
found,  eepeoially  in  Scotland,  that  the 
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fishermen  on  the  coast  constantly  dis- 
covered that  the  banks  on  which  they 
relied  to  find  their  clams  and  baits 
had  been  trawled  over  and  spoilt,  so 
that  their  means  of  livelihood  were 
liable  to  be  suddenly  put  an  end  to. 
This  had  of  late  years  much  increased, 
in  consequence  of  the  use  of  steam  traw- 
lers. Of  course,  there  was  always  con- 
siderable contention  going  on  between 
the  rival  classes  of  fishermen ;  and  the 
Board  of  Trade,  though  they  had  no 
desire  to  interfere  to  protect  one  indus- 
try more  than  another,  thought  it  im- 
portant that  the  hook-and-line  fishermen 
should  have  their  baits  protected  under 
certain  conditions  from  beam  trawls,  as 
oyster  beds  now  were.  The  Bill  did  not 
apply  to  Ireland,  where  there  were 
already  more  extensive  powers,  and  it 
was  proposed  in  Committee  to  omit  the 
Channel  Islands. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
—{^The  Lord  Sudeley.) 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION— TIIE  NEW 
SCHEME.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  ABINGEE,  in  rising  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  scheme  of 
Army  Organization  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
together  with  the  various  Heports  and 
Papers  now  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
referred  to  in  the  said  scheme,  said,  that 
the  Papers  which  had  been  laid  on  the 
Table  and  were  contained  in  the  Blue 
Book  had  evidently  been  compiled  with 
much  care  and   labour.      Many   most 
competent  witnesses  had  been  examined 
before  the  Commission  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  question  ;  and,  though  the 
Commission  had  not  come  unanimously 
to  their  conclusions,  the  House  had  suffi- 
cient means  of  forming  a  correct  opinion. 
The  first,  and  perhaps  the  most  impor- 
tant, question  was  the  length  of  service 
— a  matter  with  respect  to  which  it  was 
to  bo  feared  that  we  might  run  from  one 
extreme  to  the  other,  and  that  we  might 
sacrifice,  to  some  extent,  the  strength  of 
our  fighting  line,  in  order  to  form   a 
strong  Keserve  Force.  On  this  point  there 
was  an  undeniable  difference  of  opinion. 
One  gallant  officer  had  announced  him- 
self in  The  Nineteenth  Century  an  uncom- 
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promising  advocate  of   short   sexrice; 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  another  gallant 
officer,  now  on  his  way  home  from  the 
Cape,  had  drawn  exactly  opposite  con- 
clusions from  his  experience  in  Afghan- 
istan, and  had  said  that  without  seasoned 
soldiers  his  march  from  Cabul  to  Can- 
dahar  woidd  have  been  impossible.    If, 
as  Sir  Frederick  Roberts  said,  troops 
were  not  fit  for  active  service  in  Indift 
until  they  had  been  three  years  in  the 
country,  a  large  number  of  our  men 
would  at  once  have  to  be  struck  off  the 
rolls  of  the  effective  Army.     For  him- 
self, ho  concurred  with  Sir  Frederick 
Roberts  and  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission of  which  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Airey)  had  been  the    Chairman,  and 
thought  that  several  reasons  existed  for 
reverting,  to  some  extent,  to  the  long 
service  system.    The  Commission  pro- 
posed that  the  period  should  be  from  six 
to  eight  years  with  the  Colours  and  six 
years  with  the  Reserve,  that  recruits 
should  be  enlisted  as  recruits  for  six 
months  to  test  their  fitness  for  militaxy 
service,  and  that  a  certain  proportion  al 
the  men  should  be  allowed  to  serve  for 
2 1  years.  It  was  necessary  to  pay  special 
attention  to  two  questions — first,  whether 
the  scheme  would  injuriously  affect  re- 
cruiting;  and,  secondly,  how  far   the 
new  plan  would  interfere  with  the  Re- 
serves.  These  were  important  considera- 
tions;   but  he  believed  that  the  plan 
would  work  well  in  both  cases.  Another 
very  serious  matter,  in  which  he  could 
not  approve  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment, was  the  proposal  to  reduce  the 
number  of  officers  by  about  480.    It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  officers  had  not 
hitherto  been  excessively  numerous,  and 
that  the    intended  reduction  was   for 
various  reasons  ill-advised.     An  officer 
had  more  work  to  do  now  than  was 
formerly  the  case,  for  the  men  were 
younger  and  demanded  more  supervision, 
and  tho  old  and  valuable  class  of  expe- 
rienced non-commissioned  officers  was 
fast  disappearing.     Then,  a^in,  as  was 
shown  by  the  evidence  of  Sir  Hiomas 
Steele,  an  officer  for  the  first  two  years 
of  his  service  spent  a  great  part  of  his 
time  not  in  purely  regimental  duty,  but 
in  his  own  professional  education.    In 
short,   there  were  many  cog^t  aign- 
monts  against  reducing  the  number  ol 
officers.     The  attenuated  condition  of 
the  Home  Establishments  was  also  a  Uot 
on  the  system ;  and  while  he  oonsidsved 
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the  system  of  double  regiments  better 
than  that  of  linked  battalions,  he  thought 
that  a  still  better  system  might  be  de- 
vised. As  to  the  majors,  dealt  with  in 
the  scheme  of  the  Government,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  whether  they  were  to  be  what  was 
called  **  walking  majors,"  or  whether 
they  were  really  to  be  fighting  majors? 
The  diflPerence  between  the  two  was  very 
great,  for  the  walking  major  was  merely 
a  captain,  called  a  major,  but  doing  the 
company  work  of  a  captain ;  whereas  a 
fighting  major  was  disconnected  from 
the  companies,  and  did  the  work  of  a 
field  officer.  He  regretted  that  a  system 
of  vaccination  was  not  to  be  adopted  as 
a  check  on  desertion,  and  he  still  held 
the  views  which  on  previous  occasions 
he  had  expressed  in  their  Lordships' 
House  on  the  use  of  the  lash.  Its  re- 
tention was  necessary,  not  so  much  that 
it  would  often  have  to  be  resorted  to,  as 
that  the  mere  possibility  that  it  might 
be  would  have  a  salutary  influence  on 
soldiers  who  would  not  be  deterred  from 
the  commission  of  offence  by  the  fear  of 
any  other  punishment  that  would  be  sub- 
stituted. No  one  unacquainted  with  war 
could  conceive  its  savagery,  or  the  fierce 
and  turbulent  spirit  which  it  bred  in 
the  soldier ;  and  he  was  of  opinion  that, 
under  some  special  circumstances,  it  was 
hardly  possible  to  do  without  the  terror 
which  the  lash  excited.  In  the  late 
American  War,  General  Scott  determined 
to  resort  to  it,  instead  of  inflicting  death 
for  certain  offences,  with  the  result  that 
the  risk  of  flogging  proved  a  more  effec- 
tual deterrent  than  the  liability  to  the 
punishment  of  death  with  the  reluctance 
of  the  authorities  to  inflict  it. 

Lord  STRATHEDEN  Am>  CAMP- 
BELL  desired  to  refer  to  a  few  passages 
in  the  Beport  of  Lord  Airey's  Com- 
mittee bearing  upon  a  question  which 
he  had  submitted  to  the  House  two 
years  ago — namely,  the  unfortunate  or 
inconvenient  limitation  to  which  the 
Militia  was  by  law  exposed  as  regarded 
the  Colonial  service,  for  which  it  might 
be  otherwise  available.  The  passages 
seemed  to  give  a  striking  confirmation 
to  the  opimon  advanced  by  himself  and 
others  tnat  the  Militia  ought,  if  pos- 
sible, to  be  rendered  more  elastic  and 
more  available  for  the  service  of  the 
country  than  at  present.  The  passaKes 
stated  nothing  new  as  to  fact,  but  in- 
dicated an  opinion  that  such  a  state  of 


things  required  consideration.  On  the 
whole,  he  said  that  the  Committee  had 
entered  an  authoritative  protest  against 
a  system  which  locked  up  in  the  United 
Kingdom  so  large  an  Auxiliary  Force, 
while  the  numbers  of  Regulars  avail- 
able were  not  larger  than  they  were  in 
the  times  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington  or 
the  Duke  of  Marlborough,  in  spite  of 
the  immense  development  of  the  coimtry 
which  had  since  occurred. 

The  Earl  of  POWIS  said,  that  he 
must  apologize  for  presuming  to  speak 
so  early  on  such  a  subject  as  that  under 
discussion  in  the  presence  of  so  many 
illustrious  military  officers  and  others ; 
but,  as  a  Welshman,  he  must  protest 
against  depriving  the  Welsh  Fusiliers  of 
that  anciout  title,  and  degrading  them 
from  a  national  to  a  semi-provincial  title. 
The  Fusiliers  were  the  senior  regiment, 
they  had  seen  more  service,  they  had  19 
names  on  their  Colours,  while  the  4l8t 
had  only  11 ;  an  4  surely,  in  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  national  and  senior 
regiment  should  retain  its  pre-eminence. 
An  English  regiment  was  to  be  sent 
into  Wales  and  called  the  South  Wales 
Regiment,  and  yet  the  Welsh  Fusiliers 
were  to  lose  quite  unnecessarily  a  much 
older  territorial  distinction.  Of  the  nine 
Indian  regiments  whose  distinctive  titles 
were  to  be  abolished,  three  had  fought 
at  Plassey ;  and,  while  two  of  them  were 
to  be  amalgamated,  five  were  to  be  dis- 
persed through  the  rest  of  the  Army. 
One  regiment  of  the  Bengal  Fusiliers 
who  fought  at  Plassey  were  to  be  joined 
with  the  Royal  Irish,  and  another  with 
the  Connaught  Rangers ;  and  one  of  the 
invented  titles  was  the  West  Munster, 
which  nobody  had  ever  heard  of  before 
as  a  territorial  distinction,  and  which 
would,  he  thought,  be  too  easily  con- 
fused with  "Westminster,"  so  that 
people  would  be  in  doubt  whether  it  was 
to  be  composed  of  wild  Irishmen  or 
Metropolitan  cockneys.  Those  who  for- 
merly administered  the  Army  were  not 
content  with  placing  Plassey  on  the 
colours  of  regiments  who  fought  there  ; 
but  they  gave  the  39th  the  almost  unique 
distinction  of  bearing  the  motto  **  Primus 
in  India^  There  were  only  two  other 
instances  in  which  corresponding  dis- 
tinctions had  been  conferred  upon  our 
regiments — for  the  siege  of  Namur  and 
the  gallant  defence  of  Gibraltar.  It  might 
have  been  supposed  that  the  Provinces  of 
Madras,  Bengal,  and  Bombay  would  have 
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furnished  torritorinl  dosip^ations  of  sufR- 
eiont  impoi'tanco  for  tlie  Indian  regi- 
ments, and  tliat  episodes  in  our  military 
Li  story  miglit  still  liavo  been  associated 
with  the  regiments  who  took  part  in 
them  ;  but,  so  far  from  that  being  done, 
the  39th  not  only  lost  its  name,  but  it 
was  to  be  joined  with,  and  confer  its 
motto  upon,  a  regiment  that  had  never 
fired  a  shot  in  Ilindostan.  Ho  wished 
to  call  attention  to  tho  position  of  the 
officers  of  tho  Indian  Artillery  and 
Engineers,  who,  after  the  Mutiny,  were 
affiliated  with  the  English  Army,  and 
had  a  Parliamentary  guarantee  that 
they  were  not  to  suffer  by  the  amalga- 
mation. He  would  also  ask  whether 
colonels  on  the  Indian  list  would  par- 
ticipate in  the  retirement  scheme  ?  A 
point  demanding  attention  was  tho  posi- 
tion of  colonels  of  tho  Lino  under  tho 
new  Warrant.  There  would  bo  tho  two 
classes  of  purchase  and  non-purchase 
colonels;  and  tho  former  would  have 
paid  to  the  country  £4,500  on  the  faith 
that  they  would  succeed  in  turn  to  tho 
honorary  distinction  of  commander  of  a 
regiment,  and  also  to  tho  capacity  for 
employment.  There  was  nothing  that 
was  definite  as  to  their  position  ;  and  it 
was  feared  that  when  the  scheme  was 
interpreted  at  the  Treasury,  skill  would 
be  displayed  in  minimizing  its  effect,  as, 
under  Commercial  Treaties,  countries 
wore  placed  on  tho  footing  of  the  least 
favoured  nations.  If  that  would  be  tho 
case,  these  officers  were  entitled  to  have 
tho  £l,.500  returned  to  them,  or  have  the 
special  retirement  of  £000  oflered  to 
them  as  well  as  tho  Artillery.  Referring 
to  tho  new  rules  regulating  tho  retire- 
ment of  general  officers,  ho  asked  whe- 
ther it  was  not  a  fact  that  under  these 
rules  neither  Lord  Hill  nor  Lord  Har- 
dinge  could  have  occupied  the  position 
of  Commander-in-Chief.  As  this  system 
was  one  which  would  havo  deprived  the 
country  of  the  services  of  such  eminent 
Generals  as  those  whom  he  had  men- 
tioned, ho  held  that  tho  burden  of  prov- 
ing its  necessity  must  bo  borne  by  tho 
Secretary  of  f>tate  for  War,  and  that 
tho  omiH  prolantU  ouglit  not  to  be  shifted 
ontothoso  who  objected  to  the  new  propo- 
sals. After  pointing  out  that  in  the  Navy 
flag  officers  were  not  compelled  to  retire 
until  after  non-employment  for  1 0  j'oars, 
and  that  only  half  tliat  period  would  bo 
allowed  in  tho  caso  of  generals,  he 
illustrated  the  evils  of  the  new  system  of 
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compulsory  retirement  by  reference  to 
Sir  TIenry  Havelock- Allan's  resignation 
of  his  seat  in  the  other  House.  That 
officer  would  havo  had  to  retire  from  the 
Army  if  he  had  not  determined  to  serve 
immediately.  The  result  was  that  he 
had  been  compelled  to  leave  the  House 
of  Commons,  where  it  was  of  the  greatest 
importance  that  there  should  be  Mem- 
bers qualified  to  speak  about  the  feelings 
and  wants  of  regimental  officers.  Turn- 
ing to  another  subject,  he  argued  that 
tho  new  system  of  maintaining  one  bat- 
talion at  home  and  one  abroad  left  no 
margin  for  emergencies.  He  would  only 
add,  in  conclusion,  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the  Government  was  parsimonious  in 
depriving  officers  of  their  good  service 
pensions  upon  retirement.  It  was  hard 
that  an  officer  retiring  from  wounds  or 
ill  health  should  lose  the  good  service 
l^ension  his  gallantry  had  earned.  He 
suggested  that  retirement  should  begin 
earlier.  It  cost  no  more  to  give  A  and 
B  in  succession  £600  for  six  years*  ser- 
vice, than  to  give  £1,200  to  C  for  13 
years'  service.  Under  purchase  many 
ensigns  retired  at  £450  and  lieutenante 
at  £700.  Ho  suggested  that  £600, 
£800,  £1,000  should  be  given  for  six, 
eight,  or  10  years'  service.  Subalterns 
would  thus  be  able  to  retire  before  they 
were  too  old  for  other  employments,  and 
would  make  very  good  Militia  or  Volun- 
teer officers.  On  the  wholo,  he  did  not 
think  tho  regulations  of  the  Government 
as  to  the  good  service  pensions  would  be 
satisfactory  to  the  public.  He  wished 
them  success  in  their  endeavours  to  im- 
prove the  position  of  the  non-commis- 
sioned officers,  and  in  securing  their 
continuous  service. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDO  WNE  said, 
the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  who  intro- 
duced this  subject  (Lord  Abinger)  dwelt, 
in  the  first  instance,  upon  the  effects  oJf 
the  introduction  of  the  short  service 
system,  and  quoted  from  the  remarkable 
speech  delivered  by  Sir  Frederick  Hobexts 
before  he  left  England.  In  the  first  place, 
with  regard  to  the  sacrifice  of  the  fignting 
line,  before  they  attributed  it  to  the  short 
service  system  they  should  not  forget 
what  sort  of  fighting  line  they  had  before 
the  short  service  system  was  introduced. 
So  much  had  boon  lately  written  upon  the 
question  that  ho  was  unwilling  to  enter 
upon  an  historical  account  of  the  state  of 
tho  Army  under  the  system  of  enliatmiBt 
which  had  prevailed  prior  to  the  intro- 
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duction  of  short  semce.  It  was  enough 
to  say  that  from  the  heginning  of  the 
century  and  the  Peninsular  War  down 
to  the  time  of  the  great  war  hetween 
Germany  and  France  there  had  been  a 
continuous  effort  on  the  part  of  the 
authorities,  not  always  successful,  to 
keep  the  Army  up  to  its  full  establish- 
ment. Throughout  the  whole  of  that 
time  the  condition  of  the  recruits,  in 
respect  of  quality,  had  been  most 
unsatisfactory,  and  the  hurried  aug- 
mentation which  in  those  days  used  to 
take  place  whenever  there  was  a  prospect 
of  national  emergency  arising  were,  he 
thought,  a  most  unsatisfactory  way  of 
increasing  the  ranks  of  the  Army.  In 
the  case  of  the  augmentation  determined 
upon  in  1870,  before  the  augmentation 
was  complete  the  Franco-Prussian  War 
was  over,  and  the  emergency  had  ceased 
to  exist.  The  short  service  was  designed 
to  obviate  inconvenience  of  that  kind ; 
and,  although  the  system  had  its  faults, 
they  must  not  be  blind  to  its  advantages. 
The  Eeport  of  the  Inspector  General  of 
Becruiting  showed  that,  under  short 
service,  they  had  no  difficulty  whatever 
in  getting  annually  about  26,000  re- 
cruits ;  secondly,  it  showed  that  the  phy- 
sique of  these  recruits  was  improving 
steadily ;  and,  thirdly,  that  the  proportion 
of  soldiers  under  20  years  of  age  was 
diminishing  steadily,  and  had  within  the 
past  10  years  fallen  something  like  100 
per  cent ;  and,  fourthly,  that  the  recruits 
were  better  educated  than  formerly,  and 
were  of  a  preferable  type  to  those  en- 
listed in  former  times.  He  ventured  to 
sav  that  these  facts  were  in  them- 
selves satisfactory,  and  proved,  in  these 
important  respects,  at  all  events,  that 
the  short  service  system  had  not  been  a 
failure.  It  was,  however,  impossible  to 
shut  their  eyes  to  the  fact  that  during 
the  last  two  or  three  years  the  condition 
of  the  fighting  line  had  very  properly 
occasioned  serious  misgivings  in  the 
public  mind.  The  original  scneme  con- 
templated 71  battalions  at  home  and  70 
battalions  abroad.  At  the  beginning  of 
1879  he  thought  he  was  right  in  saying 
there  were  only  55  battalions  at  home. 
These  battalions  had,  owing  to  the  prac- 
tice of  drafting  large  numbers  of  men 
from  their  ranks  into  those  of  the 
battalions  abroad,  become  attenuated, 
and  the  86  battalions  out  of  the  coun- 
try contained  much  too  large  a  number 
of  young  and  partially  trained  soldiers. 


How  did  that  come  to  pass  ?  He  denied 
that  it  was  the  inevitable  consequence  of 
the  short  service  system.  That  system, 
as  introduced  by  Lord  Card  well,  depended 
on  two  primary  principles.  The  first  was 
that,  in  time  of  national  emergency,  un- 
trained recruits  should  not  be  hurriedly 
gathered  in,  but  that  trained  Army  Be- 
serve  men  should  be  available  to  serve 
under  the  Colours ;  and  the  second  was 
that  a  number  of  battalions  should  be 
kept  at  a  high  strength,  so  that  a 
large  force  of  troops  should  be  always  in 
a  state  of  preparedness  to  leave  at  short 
notice  on  a  military  expedition.  With 
this  object  18  battalions  were  to  be  kept  at 
a  strength  of  820  men.  Before,  however, 
one  year  elapsed,  instead  of  1 8  battalions, 
they  had  only  four  battalions  at  820 ; 
and  in  1 878  the  Estimates  provided  not 
for  18  battalions  of  820  men,  but  for  18 
battalions  at  a  strength  of  740  men.  He 
ventured  to  say  that,  in  thus  departing 
from  the  original  intentions  of  the 
scheme,  they  were  pulling  out  the  key- 
stone of  the  arch.  That  was  not  only  his 
own  opinion,  but  it  was  that  expressed  in 
the  Beport  of  a  Committee  which  had  sat 
on  the  subject  in  1878,  and  had  met  with 
the  concurrence  of  his  Boyal  Highness 
the  Commander-in-Chief.  There  was 
no  part  of  the  scheme  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  which  pleased  him 
more  than  that  which  provided  that  a 
certain  number  of  battalions  should  be 
maintained  at  a  strength  even  higher 
than  that  which  was  originally  fixed, 
and  he  hoped  that  arrangement  would 
be  maintained.  With  regard  to  the 
depots,  he  found  from  the  Beport  of 
the  Inspector  General  that  the  number 
of  recruits  enlisted  in  the  sub-districts 
was  steadily  increasing  and  had  now 
reached  65  per  cent  of  the  total.  The 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  had  said  that 
the  depots  did  not  supply  proper  train- 
ing for  these  recruits ;  but  he  thought 
there  had  been  some  misconception  as 
to  what  was  the  function  of  those  bri- 
gade depots.  They  were  never  intended 
to  supply  a  complete  training,  but  only 
a  preparatory  one  for  the  more  thorough 
discipline  of  the  home  battalion  to  which 
the  recruits  were  afterwards  to  be  trans- 
ferred. It  had  been  said,  too,  that  the  de- 
pot buildings  were  insufficient ;  but  that 
difficulty  could  be  got  over  by  hutting  the 
men  in  the  neighbourhood.  A  sugges- 
tion had  been  made  that  larger  depots 
should  be  substituted  for  the  present 
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ones;  but  he  did  not  think  such  a 
course  would  be  advisable,  as  the  depots 
were  in  existence,  and  it  would  be  diflfi- 
cult  to  re-model  tlie  present  machinery. 
A  still  greater  objection  was  that  disci- 
pline and  order  would  be  more  difficult 
to  maintain  if  a  large  herd  of  untrained 
soldiers  were  to  bo  gathered  together  in 
one  place  as  suggested  by  the  advo- 
cates of  these  large  depots.  With  re- 
spect to  the  linked  battalion  sj'stom, 
he  had  great  pleasure  in  expressing 
his  entire  concurrence  in  what  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord.  It 
was  better  to  have  a  double  battalion 
regiment  than  the  present  system  of 
linked  battalions.  The  Committee  pre- 
sided over  by  the  late  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  had  thoroughly  investigated 
those  questions,  and  had  unanimously 
recommended  the  formation  of  those 
territorial  regiments  which  it  was  now 
proposed  to  create.  The  provisions  which 
had  reference  to  the  position  of  non-com- 
missioned officers  would,  he  believed, 
command  the  approval  of  their  Lordships. 
The  efficiency  of  these  men  was  a  matter  of 
the  highest  importance,  and  it  was  most 
desirable  to  promote  their  interests  and 
make  their  position  a  desirable  one. 
He  objected,  however,  to  the  compulsory 
removal  of  non-commissioned  officers 
after  15  years'  service.  If  a  man  entered 
at  20,  he  did  not  think  his  services 
ought  to  be  dispensed  with  at  35.  He 
was  glad  the  Secretary  of  State  had  not 
adopted  the  recommendations  of  Lord 
Airey's  Committee  on  the  Army  Re- 
serves. It  would  bo  a  dangerous  thing 
to  imj)eril  the  relations  of  employers  and 
employed  in  the  case  of  Army  Eeserve 
men.  Mr.  Brassey  had  given  evidence 
on  the  subject,  and  had  said  that  some 
emj)loyors  objected  to  having  those  men 
in  tlieir  employment,  while  others  were 
actuated  by  patriotic  motives.  Ho 
thought  it  would  not  be  wise  to  trespass 
too  much  on  the  patriotic  instincts  of 
employers.  With  respect  to  the  changes 
contemplated  by  Mr.  Cliilders  in  regi- 
mental organization,  they  had  to  con- 
sider both  the  efficiency  of  the  Army 
and  the  position  and  prospects  of  the 
officers  themselves.  As  to  the  number 
of  regimental  officers,  he  was  glad  that  no 
considerable  reduction  was  proposed.  It 
was  important  to  remember  that  ours  was 
a  volunteer  and  not  a  conscript  Army,  and 
that  the  average  intelligence  of  the  men 
could  hardly  be  expected  to  be  so  high  as 
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when  soldiers  were  taken  from  all  dasses 
of  the  population.  That  was  one  reason 
why  he  should  be  sorry  to  see  the  num- 
ber of  our  regimental  officers  largely 
reduced.  Another  reason  was  one  by 
which  all  thoughtful  minds  moat  have 
been  painfully  struck  in  our  recent  en- 
gagements—  the  large  proportion  of 
casualties  among  the  omcers  due  to 
their  intrepidity,  and  the  performance 
of  their  duty  in  the  most  ealfant  manner. 
But  though  the  proposal  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  would  involve  a  slight  re- 
duction of  officers,  we  should  stiU  have 
a  larger  number  in  proportion  to  the 
number  of  men  than  any  other,  except 
one,  of  the  Powers  of  Europe.  In  ue 
French  Army  there  was  one  officer  to  57 
men,  in  the  Eussian  one  to  56,  in  the 
Austrian  one  to  52,  in  the  German  one 
to  45,  and  in  the  English  one  to  38.  He 
rejoiced  extremely  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  had  been  able  to  avoid  having 
recourse  to  that  system  of  compulsoiy 
retirement  of  officers  introduced  in  con- 
sequence of  the  recommendationB  of 
Lord  Penzance's  Commission.  When 
those  recommendations  were  made,  he 
ventured,  in  his  place  in  that  House,  to 
protest  against  the  great  injustice  that 
would  be  done  to  the  officers  by  requir- 
ing them,  when  still  in  the  prime  of  lift, 
to  leave  a  Service  to  which  they  were 
attached,  and  in  which  they  might  have 
an  opportunity  of  distinguishing  them- 
selves, and  doing  good  work,  until  the 
question  of  organization  had  first  been 
thoroughly  disposed  of.  If  the  course 
then  adopted  had  been  carried  out  in  its 
entirety,  half  the  total  number  of  officers 
would  have  been  turned  out  of  the  Ser- 
vice at  the  early  age  of  40,  and  even- 
tually 4,500  captains  and  500  majois 
would  have  been  retired  at  a  cost  of 
nearly  £1,000,000  per  annum.  That 
would  have  been  a  result  unfortunate 
for  the  officers  themselves,  unfortunate 
for  the  taxpayers,  who  would  have  had 
to  find  the  retiring  allowances,  and  un- 
desirable in  the  interests  of  society,  which 
would  have  been  invaded  by  some  5,000 
extinct  officers  without  profession  or 
prospects.  lie  desired,  in  conclusion,  to 
express  his  general  approval  of  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Secretary  of  State,  which 
would,  ho  believed,  increase  the  popu- 
larity, as  well  as  the  efficiency,  of  the 
Army. 

Loud  CHELMSFOBD  said,  he  would 
not  enter  into  the  queation  of  the  short 
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service  system,  which  had  not  been 
carried  out  in  the  manner  Lord  Card- 
well  intended.  The  radical  proposals 
for  Army  organization  which  had  now 
been  submitted  to  Parliament  showed  that 
the  present  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
did  not  consider  it  altogether  a  success. 
It  would  be  far  more  advantageous  to  dis- 
cuss the  present  organization  scheme  in 
itself ;  and  he  proposed  to  go  somewhat 
closely  into  its  practical  details.  But, 
first,  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  with 
regard  to  the  German  Army,  with  which 
our  present  and  proposed  system  had 
been  so  frequently  compared.  All  re- 
cruits in  the  German  Army  joined  in 
November,  and  they  were  at  once  placed 
under  the  company  officers,  who  had  the 
sole  responsibility  of  drilling  them.  By 
the  end  of  February  the  recruits  were 
inspected  by  the  battalion  commander, 
and  were  passed  as  fit  to  take  their  place 
in  the  battalion.  They  were  then  passed 
in  April  by  the  regimental  commanding 
officer,  and  in  May  or  June  by  the  corps 
commanding  officer.  So  that  by  the  time 
of  the  manceuvres  the  men  who  had 
entered  in  November  were  fit  not  only 
for  battalion,  but  for  Army  Corps  ma- 
noeuvres. But  our  recruits  came  in 
all  the  vear  round,  and  could  not  be 
drilled,  therefore,  in  the  same  way  as  in 
Germany.  It  was  clearly  not  possible 
to  compare  the  two  systems.  Then,  with 
regard  to  the  length  of  service,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  said  that  in  1866  Prussia,  with 
men  between  20  and  23,  totally  de- 
feated the  veteran  troops  of  Austria. 
But  he  believed  no  men  ever  entered 
the  Prussian  Army  under  20^  years 
of  age,  and  none  went  into  active  ser- 
vice under  21.  After  three  years  they 
went  to  the  Beserve,  and  there  served 
four  years,  and  in  that  Beserve  they 
came  back  to  the  identical  battalion  and 
company  which  they  joined  at  first.  The 
battalion,  therefore,  consisted  of  men 
from  21  to  27 — the  finest  age  that  could 
possibly  be  had.  That  not  was  the  case 
in  our  Army.  There  was  no  use  in  com- 
paring ours  with  the  German  Army  be- 
cause they  had  a  system  of  short  ser- 
vice ;  they  might  as  well  say  two  sta- 
tues were  alike  simply  because  they 
were  both  made  of  marble.  Coming 
now  to  the  Memorandum,  he  would 
consider  it  step  by  step.  First,  no  re- 
cruit was  to  be  enlisted  who  had  not 
attained  19  years  or  a  physical  equi-l 


valent.     That  was  a  gpreat  change  for 
the  better,  and  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  was  to  be  congratulated  upon 
it.     But  how  was  the  physical  equiva- 
lent to  be   correctly  ascertained?    He 
had  read   the   medical   evidence  taken 
before  the  Committee,  and  it  went  to 
show  that  medical   experience  was  not 
a  safe  guide  with  regard  to  age.     The 
physiced  equivalent  in  height,  weight,  or 
chest  measurement  that  men  nominally 
19   should  come  up  to  did  not  insure 
that  the  recruit  was  really  of  that  age ; 
and,  therefore,  unless  care  was  taken  we 
might  find  that  our  Army  in  India  was 
being  filled  by  soldiers  too  young  to 
stand  the  trial  of  such  a  climate.     In  the 
case  of  soldiers  in  that  country,  it  was 
proposed  that  service  should  be  extended 
to  seven  years.    That  would,  no  doubt, 
have  the  effect  of  materially  increasing 
the  efficiency  of  the  Army  in  India.     He 
trusted,   however,  that  the  men,  after 
serving  seven  years,  would  be  liberally 
allowed  to  extend  their  service.     It  was 
of  the  highest  importance  that  we  should 
have  in  India  a  very  efficient  Army. 
There  could  be  no  greater  danger  to 
India  than  a  weak  British  Army ;  and 
it  was  to  be  remembered  that  men  of 
the  Sepoy  Army  were  enlisted  for  long 
service,   that  they    were    armed    with 
breech-loaders,  and  that  theywere  pecu- 
liarly skilful  in  musketry.    With  regard 
to  the  rule  by  which  men  were  not  only 
to  be  allowed,  but  to  be  encouraged 
to  pass  into  the  Beserve  for  nine  years 
after  three  years  of  home  service,  he 
feared  that  with   weak  battalions  the 
men  would  not  be  fit  for  the  Beserve 
after  so  short  a  period  of  service.     The 
men  of  the  Beserve  ouffht  to  be  thoroughly 
seasoned  and  driUed,   and    should    be 
good  shots,  which  they  could  not  be  after 
only  three  years  with  the  Colours.  Then 
came  the  vexed  question  of  territorial 
regiments.     He  had  always  been  of  opi- 
nion that  it  was  desirable  that  the  line 
and  the  Militia  regiments  should  be  as 
dosely  connected  as  possible;  but  he 
was  not  prepared,   in  order  to  obtain 
that  connection,  to  destroy  the  identity 
of  every  battalion  in  the  Service.     He 
confessed  that  he  viewed  with  dislike 
and  dread  the  system  of  doing  away 
with  the  numerical  titles  of  regiments, 
and  giving  them  fresh  territorial  distinc- 
tions.   It  would  be  found  in  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Committee  over  which  the 
late  Secretary  of  State  for  War  presided 
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that  it  had  been  repeatedly  stated  that 
regiments  clung  rather  to  their  nume- 
rical titles  than  to  their  actual  numbers, 
and  **  that  the  number  assigned  to  the 
regiment  signifies  little."  Ilowever,  only 
five  officers  gave  evidence  on  that  point, 
and  the  highest  authority  who  gave  evi- 
dence on  the  subject  expressed  an  en- 
tirely contrary  opinion.  Again,  how 
many  regiments  had  nominal  titles  ? 
He  found  that  only  21  regiments  em- 
ployed them  on  parade  instead  of  num- 
bers, and  of  these  2 1 ,  eight  were  Fusilier 
regiments  who  would  have  to  use  num- 
bers if  brigaded  together.  It  had  been 
stated  that,  as  a  matter  of  history,  the 
numerical  titles  of  regiments  had  been 
often  altered.  On  looking  into  that  mat- 
ter, he  found  that  six  changes  had  been 
made  in  1748  and  11  in  1757  ;  that  15 
second  battalions  had  been  converted 
into  new  regiments  in  1758;  that  two 
other  changes  had  been  made  in  1798; 
and  that,  with  tlie  exception  of  the  case 
of  the  Eifie  Brigade,  no  change  of  the 
kind  had  been  made  in  the  present 
century.  It  would  be  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  revert  to  numbers  for  regiments, 
for  the  sake  of  convenience  on  parade 
and  on  active  service.  Supposing  that 
instead  of  having  to  telegraph  the  num- 
bers of  the  three  battalions  which  had 
been  lately  prominently  emplojred  in 
South  Africa,  territorial  designations  had 
been  employed,  what  a  difference  it 
would  have  made  in  the  length  of  the 
telegrams.  The  58th  were  the  Northamp- 
ton and  Hutland  Begiment;  the  60th 
were  the  King's  Royal  Rifle  Corps ;  the 
92nd  were  the  Gordon  and  Sutherland 
Highland  Regiment.  If  he  might  venture 
to  make  a  suggestion,  the  better  plan 
would  be,  as  67  double  battalion  regi- 
ments were  wanted,  to  keep  the  first  25 
regiments  as  they  wore,  and  to  give  the 
other  42  most  distinguished  regiments  a 
second  battalion  each,  thus  only  destroy- 
ing the  identity  of  42  regiments  instead 
of  that  of  1 08.  Next  he  approached  the 
question  of  tlio  proper  strength  of  the 
battalions ;  and  lie  agreed  with  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne) 
that  it  was  most  necessary  to  have  a 
strong  Corps  d*Armee  ready  to  take  the 
field  at  short  notice.  lie  hoped  no  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  would  ever  re- 
duce the  strength  of  the  battalions  for 
foreign  service.  At  the  same  time,  he 
pointed  out  that  of  51  homo  battalions 
the  strength  of  eight  was  only  500  men. 
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and  of  the  48  others  480  men.  Those 
were  simply  depots  to  feed  the  batta- 
lions on  foreign  service,  and  would  be 
able  to  do  nothing  else.  With  such  i 
system  51  depots  were  altogether  unne- 
cessary. Another  objection  to  such 
weak  battalions  was  that  they  were 
in  various  ways  so  reduced  as  to  be 
unavailable,  or,  at  any  rate,  very  in« 
efiicient,  in  case  of  any  national  e^Le^ 
gency.  In  such  an  event,  each  of  them 
would  require  at  least  600  men  from  the 
Reserve,  and  it  would  be  some  monthi 
before,  with  so  many  strangers  in  theiz 
ranks,  they  could  be  regarded  as  in  i 
satisfactory  condition.  In  his  opinion, 
the  weakness  of  the  battalions  was  tha 
worst  feature  in  our  military  systeiiL 
The  system,  in  fact,  was  not  that  which 
would  give  us  the  most  efficient  Army, 
but  was  the  best  which  we  could  affoxd 
He  was  delighted  to  find  that  the  pay  of 
the  non-commissioned  officers  would  be 
increased,  for  he  thought  every  induce- 
ment ought  to  be  given  to  them  to  remain 
contentedly  and  happily  in  the  Army.  He 
desired,  however,  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  noble  Earl  the  Under  Secretaiy 
of  State  for  War  to  the  circumstance 
that  the  lance-corporals  were  to  receive 
no  extra  pay,  and  that,  consequently, 
there  was  nothing  to  induce  privates  to 
accept  that  position,  which  entailed  i 
great  deal  of  hard  work  and  a  great  deal 
of  responsibility.  He  must  now  sayi 
few  words  with  regard  to  the  position  of 
quartermasters.  He  was  sure  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  intended 
to  do  everything  he  thought  was  neces- 
sary for  that  valuable  and  much  injured 
class  of  officers,  who  were,  undoubtedly, 
placed  in  a  very  false  position.  He  con- 
sidered that,  as  reeaids  rank  and  pen- 
sion, they  should  be  placed,  as  far  ai 
possible,  in  a  position  equal  to  that 
which  they  would  have  gained  had 
they  joined  the  combatant  branch  of 
the  regiment.  As,  however,  Colonel 
Alexander  had  so  ably  stated  their 
grievances  in  the  House  of  Conmione, 
he  felt  he  might  safely  leave  thor 
case  in  the  hands  of  the  War  Office. 
The  next  question  he  wished  to  refer  to 
was  that  of  regimental  organization.  A 
very  great  and  serious  change  was  pro- 
posed to  be  made  in  the  organization  of 
the  Infantry  battalions.  That  dianee 
was  not  to  be  made,  however,  simiSf 
because  the  present  organization  mi 
deemed  to  be  faulty,  but  for  the  sake  of 
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equalizing  the  pFomotion  of  the  different 
corps  in  the  Army.    Would  it  do  so? 
Was  it  certain  that  the  Artillery  would 
not  still  have  an  undue  pull  over  the 
Infantry  ?    The  present  system  of  pro- 
motion, which  had  heen  in   force  for 
about  20  years,  was  a  sort  of  military 
leap-frog,  in  which  officers  kept  alter- 
nately hopping  over  each  other's  heads 
—at  one  time  one  branch  of  the  Service 
was  in  front ;  at  another  time  another. 
This  was  the  result  of  piecemeal  legisla- 
tion.    Whenever  the  promotion  of  one 
part  of  the  Army  was  proposed  to  be  ac- 
celerated, inquiry  should  first  be  made 
as  to  how  it  would  affect  that  of  the  rest. 
Beferring  to  the  scheme  of  compulsory 
retirement,  he  expressed  his  belief  that 
it  would  act  very  harshly  indeed  upon 
certain  individuals.     The  intention  of 
the    proposed  change   of    organization 
was  to  prevent  that  compulsory  retire- 
ment ;  but  as  captains  were  to  be  allowed 
to  become  majors  in  larger  proportions 
than  heretofore,  the  compulsory  retire- 
ment would  be  transferred  to  lieutenant- 
colonels  and  colonels.    He  did  not  see 
why  the  term  of  five  years  had  been  laid 
down,  for  there  was  no  reason  why  an 
officer  should  not  be,  like  Sir  Henry 
Havelock- Allan,  fit  for  active  service  after 
an  interval  of  even  nine  years.    More- 
over, according  to  the  present  scheme 
for  retiring  allowances,  the  younger,  and 
consequently,  eaterie  paribus,  the  most 
efficient,  generals  would  be  those  who 
woiUd  suffer  most.  Hepointed  out  differ- 
ences in  the  pay  of  Field  Artillery  and 
Infantry  officers,  and  said  he  was  unable 
to  understand  the  cause  of  the  difference. 
Other  inequalities  also  deserved  to  be  rec- 
tified, and  he  commended  the  matter  to 
the  consideration  of  the  noble  Earl.     He 
entered  his  protest  against  the  proposal 
that  rewards  for  distinguished  service 
should  cease  to  be  tenable  after  retire- 
ment from  the  Active  List.    The  reasons 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
ecretary  of  State  for  War  were  that 
the  officers  holding  them  would,  in  the 
natural  course  of  events,  forfeit  them 
when  they  obtained  a  regiment,   and 
that  they  had  the  option  of  remaining 
on    under    present    conditions  if  they 
pleased.    But  a  large  maj ority  of  officers 
now  holding  good  service  pensions  would 
have  no  chance  of  succeeding  to  regi- 
ments, as,  by  their  position  on  the  list  of 
generals  and  by  their  age,  they  must, 
according  to  actuarial  ciuculations,  die 
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before  such  an  event  could  take  place. 
These  officers  were  now  in   a  position 
superior  to  those  who  had  not  received 
that  reward,  and  drew  £100  a-year  more 
pay.     When  retired,  however,  the  hon- 
ourable distinction  would  be  taken  away, 
they  would  lose  the  solid  advantage  of 
pay  now   enjoyed  by  them,   and  there 
would  be  nothing  to  distinguish  them 
from  those  who  had  not  been  fortunate 
enough  to  earn  this  special  mark  of  Her 
Majesty's  approbation.     Whilst  admit- 
ting that  the  retiring  allowances  were  on 
a  liberal  scale,  he  trusted  that  present 
holders  of  the  reward  might  be  allowed 
to  retain  it  when  retired.     He  could  not 
sit  down  without  making  a  few  remarks 
upon  an  article  which  had  appeared  in 
The  Nineteenth   Century ^  entitled  **  Long 
and  Short  Service. ' '    Questions  had  been 
asked  in   both  Houses  of  Parliament 
regarding  that  article,  and  although  it 
had  not  received  the  actual  approval  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  it  had  certainly  not 
met  with  his  disapproval;   for  he  dis- 
tinctly stated,  when  pressed  on  the  sub- 
ject,  that  the  clause  in  the    Queen's 
Kegulations  forbidding  officers  **  to  give 
publicity  to  their  individual  opinions," 
&c.,  had  been  *'  more  honoured  in  the 
breach  than  in  the  observance."     Now, 
if  that  were  really  the  case,  the  clause 
in  question  should  be  either  cancelled 
or  modified ;  as,  otherwise,  the  truth  of 
the  adage  that  one  person  might  steal  a 
horse,  whilst  another  might  not  look 
over  the  gate,  would  be  brought  pain- 
fully home  to  some  officer  who  might  be 
imprudent  enough  to  follow  a  bad  ex- 
ample.    He  would  venture  to  suggest, 
at  all  events,   that  Staff  officers  who 
might  in  future  write  articles  in  favour 
of  Army  Eeform  should  be  ordered  to 
confine    themselves    to  argument,   and 
should  be  strictly  forbidden  to  hold  up 
to  ridicule  and  contempt  all  those  who 
differed  from  them.      In  the    present 
case  it  was  well  known  that  even  within 
the  walls  of  the  War  Office  there  were 
many  officers   who    entirely  disagreed 
with  the  views  of   the   writer  of  the 
article  in  question.     Those  who  hap- 
pened to  hold  different  views  regard- 
mg  the  present  Army  system  from  the 
writer  were  spoken  of  in  the  following 
terms: — 

"Condemnation  of  short-service  system  is 
owing  to  wilful  ignorance,  prejudice,  and  stu- 
pidity.   It  is  a  diiwase  characterized  by  chronic 
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ariuiGB  and  military  ei-ieiic*  arc  concer 
etanda  alill.  They  or«  ttioBC  who  irould 
wish  to  (Ir.p  the  soldier  as  the  kocptT  dtwa  hi' 
wilful  spaniel." 

He  must  protest  in  the  strongest  terms 
ogaiiiBt  that  pnragrapli ;  it  was  _ 
libel  upon  those  omoere  who,  whilst 
particulfirlj  disliking;  corporal  punich- 
ment,  maintained  that  it  should  be  he- 
taineduntilsome  other  punishment  vhioh 
should  be  eciually  deterrent  could  he 
substituted  for  it. 

"  ThBy  arc  naturally  Conaorvati' 
temleiicioa,  and  conBequantly  view  with  gir-iit 
Buapioion  any  changes  offocted 
by  a  Liheial  Qovcmment." 

The  officers  of  the  Army,  as  a  rule,  took 
but  little  part  in  politics;  and  the  writ  i 
had  no  right  to  charse  them  with  Party 
feelings,  whether  Liberal  or  Conserra- 
tive.    They  were  all  anxious  that  the 
Army  should  be  made  as  efficient  as 
poseible,  and  it  was  a  libel  to  accui 
them  of  such  low  motives,  in  order  i 
account  for  their  general  opposition  to 
the  present  Army  system. 

"An  articU  of  faith  with  avaryBritiah  soldier 
is  that  the  authorities  of  the  Horse  Guards  art 
his  natural  proteetore,  while  the  War  Depart- 
ment officiale  are  his  enemica." 

It  was  scarcely  necessary  to  comment 
upon  the  bad  taste  of  that  paragraph. 

"The  aapiretioDS  of  a  large  proportion  of  our 
very  oldest  officers  do  not  soar  boj-ond  the  crea- 
tion  of  a  standing  Army  of  well-set-up.  perfecll}' 
drilled  Boldiers." 

Had  they  such  an  Army,  he  believed 

the  writer  would  not  have  had  anyoauso 
to  complain  that  the  present  system  did 
not  meet  with  the  favour  of  the  largo 
majority  of  officers  in  their  Service. 

"  Begimental  officers  dislike  ahort  aatvice, 
hscauie  it  adds  conaiderably  to  their  daily  woik. 
Hitherto  the  Army  haa  beoa  a  pleaaant  hone 
for  idle  men ;  now  they  must  make  up  th^ir 
minds  to  a  different  kind  of  eiiitcnre.  lie 
must  miUce  up  his  mind  to  the  constant  drud^rv 
<d  teaohing  hia  own  men,  aa  the  officers  <■! 
the  Qannan  Army  do,  Captains  prefer  dJ 
ftnpid  aorgeanls  to  young  intelligent  ones,  K- 
CAUM  the  former  relieved  thom  of  work  thiit 
ought  to  have  beeo  done  by  thomMlTM." 

He  ventured  to  say  that  a  more  unjuet 
or  more  untrue  accusation  was  never 
penned.  He  could  speak  from  the  per- 
sonal experience  of  many  yeare  in  com- 
mand of  a  rogimont  aa  to  the  regimental 
offloers  of  some  years  ago,  and  he  had 
tord  Chtlmtford 


heard  from  many  BOureea  an  aoooost  of 
those  who  were  at  present  doing  duty 
in  that  capacity.  They  were,  as  a  body, 
as  zealous  and  hard-working,  and  h 
proud  of  their  Profession  as  any  in  the 
Armies  of  the  Continent.  They  would 
gladly  accept  the  condition  of  the  Ger- 
man company  officer ;  and  it  was  be- 
cause their  system  was  so  different  that 
even  the  most  zealous  could  not  help  at 
times  feeliuf^  disheartened.  TheOeriMa 
captain  received  all  his  reoruita  in  the 
month  of  November,  and  before  the 
spring  drills  commenced  they  were  ready 
to  take  their  place  in  the  ranks.  Tha 
full  strength  of  a  German  company  in 
peace  time  was  131 ;  so  that,  deducting 
the  inevitable  casualties,  its  captain  hid 
always  a  sufficient  number  for  tactical 
instruction  during  six  months  of  tha 
year.  He  knew  also  that  the  men  who 
left  for  the  Beservo  at  the  end  of  etd 
year  would  certainly  come  back  to  him 
until  they  passed  to  the  Landwehr  aftn 
four  years  in  the  Beserve,  He  had 
eveiT  inducement  and  every  interest  in 
the  drill  and  instruction  of  the  annssl 
recruits.  What  a  different  position  did 
a  captain  in  our  Army  bold !  Be- 
cruits  coming  in  by  driblets  nil  the  year 
round— company  so  weak  as  to  predade 
the  poGBibiltty.'of  its  ever  being  (billed  ■• 
a  separate  unit — men  who  hod  com- 
pleted one  year's  service  seat  away  to 
Unked  battalion,  never  to  be  seen  anin 
by  those  who  had  been  instrumentiS  in 
instructing  them !  Was  it  wonderfal 
that  now  and  again  a  cry  of  despon- 
dency was  heard,  or  that  an  offioer  occa- 
sionally gave  vent  to  a.  hearty  grovl? 
His  task  was  that  of  Sisyphus  —  no 
sooner  had  he  rolled  the  atone  to  the  top 
of  the  hill  as  a  drilled  soldier  than  it 
tumbled  back  to  the  bottom  in  the  shapeof 
a  raw  recruit.  The  writer  of  the  a^iels 
no  claim  to  be  heard  as  an  authority 
on  r^mental  matters,  for  he  had  done 
but  five  years'  regimental  duty  dariiig 
his  whole  service,  and  only  two  out  ra 
them  as  a  captain.  To  understand  and 
appreciate  the  work  of  reg^imental  offlcoi 
it  was  necessary  that  one  should  have 
commanded  a  regiment,  or  at  least  a 
brigade,  during  peace  time.  There  wu 
but  one  passage  in  the  article  that  h> 
could  heartily  endorse,  and  that  one 
appeared  to  point  to  a  oondnaion  dia- 
metrically opposed  to  all  the  writar'i 
premisses.  It  was  to  be  fbund  in  tha  eon- 
eluding  paragraph — 
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''Without  disciplixie  and  etpn't  de  corps, no 
anny  can  hold  together  on  active  service,  or 
ever  be  worth  much,  and  everyone  who  has 
really  served  in  one  of  our  regiments  during 
war — who  has  commanded  a  company  on  active 
service — knows  as  well  as  I  do  that  our  ad- 
mirable regimental  system  is  above  all  things 
calculated  to  foster  the  growth  and  further  the 
maintenance  both  of  discipline  and  of  ttprit  d$ 
corps.** 

Lord  HIBBLESDALE  said,  he  a^eed 
with  everything  which  the  nohle  Mar- 
quess near  him  (the  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe)  had  ohserved  in  reference  to  the 
merits  of  short  service  as  regarded  re- 
cruiting. In  England  there  would  always 
be  a  difficulty  8%out  recruiting ;  but  he 
thought  it  possible  that  the  disadvan- 
tages incident  to  voluntary  service  might 
be  lessened.  With  regard  to  the  non- 
commissioned officers,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  they  were  not  old  enough  to  keep 
the  men  in  order,  and  that  an  old  ser- 
geant would  keep  up  the  smartness  of  a 
company  better  than  a  young  man  could 
do  it.  The  way  to  increase  the  efficiency 
of  the  Army  was  to  improve  the  position 
of  the  non-commissioned  officers.  It 
would  be  well  if  some  employment  were 
to  be  found  for  them  on  their  discharge 
after  20  years'  service.  The  new  scheme 
proceeded  on  the  correct  principle  that 
in  time  of  peace  the  Beserve  should  be 
fed  by  the  Army,  while  in  time  of  war 
the  Army  should  be  fed  by  the  Beserve. 
He  had  a  command  at  the  time  the 
Beserves  were  called  out,  and  considered 
it  satisfactory  that  only  2  per  cent  of  the 
men  were  missing  at  first,  and  many  of 
them  turned  up  in  three  or  four  days. 
On  the  whole,  he  believed  the  scheme 
was  a  step  in  the  right  direction. 

The  Duke  of  CAMBBIDGE:  My 
Lords,  it  is  difficult,  at  this  time  of  the 
evening,  for  anyone  holding  an  official 
position  to  say  all  that  he  ought  to  say 
on  this  subject.  It  is  a  dry  subject  for 
civilians,  and,  therefore,  hardly  one  ad- 
mitting of  very  dose  discussion  in  a  de- 
liberative Assembly.  Itis  more  a  subject 
for  discussion  by  a  Clommittee,  when  de- 
tails— many  of  them  wearisome  and 
seemingly,  though  not  really,  unneces- 
sary— can  be  brought  forward  and  con- 
sidered from  day  to  day.  The  whole  ques- 
tion is  made  up  of  minute  details,  and 
unless  you  go  deeply  into  them  it  is  im- 
possible to  understand  thoroughly  this 
great  and  important  subject.  I  say 
great  and  important  deliberately,  for  is 
not  the  Army  one  of  the  foundatioiiB 


upon  which  our  Empire  rests?  The 
Army  is  a  very  important  matter  in  every 
country,  but  especially  is  it  so  in  ours, 
and  it  will  be  very  difficult  to  keep  the 
Empire  intact  unless  the  Army  is  m  an 
efficient  condition.  The  question,  I  am 
glad  to  say,  has  been  discussed  to-night 
without  any  show  of  Party  feeling. 
There  have  been  strong  opinions  ex- 
pressed, no  doubt ;  but  certainly  not  in 
a  Party  spirit.  I  hope  the  question  will 
always  be  discussed,  as  it  has  been  to- 
night, as  a  professional  question.  Dis- 
cussing it  simply  as  a  professional  ques- 
tion, I  am  in  a  position  to  express  my 
opinions  with  less  reserve  than  I  should 
otherwise  have  to  maintain.  In  my 
position  it  would  not  be  proper  even 
to  have  the  appearance  of  antagonism  to 
the  views  of  the  Government  of  the  day. 
My  Lords,  a  comparison  has  been  made 
between  our  Army  and  Continental 
Armies;  but,  in  making  that  comparison, 
it  must  never  be  forgotten  that  such 
Annies  are  framed  upon  an  entirely 
different  basis.  In  Bussia,  Prussia, 
France,  and  other  Continental  nations 
their  Armies  are  raised  by  conscription ; 
but  ours  is  raised  voluntarily.  We  are 
attempting  now  to  have  a  short  service 
Army  wiuiout  having  the  foimdation 
afforaed  by  the  i^stem  of  conscription. 
The  absence  of  that  foundation  makes 
the  question  infinitely  more  difficult  than 
it  otherwise  would  be.  But,  comparing 
the  old  system  of  service  with  the  present, 
I  feel  bound  to  say  that  I  very  much 
doubt  whether  it  would  have  been  pos- 
sible to  continue  the  system  of  long  ser- 
vice, owing  to  the  difficulties  of  recruit- 
ing. I  must  plead  guUty  to  a  connection 
with  the  linked  battalion  system.  Being 
more  old-fashioned  than  some  others, 
and  being  imder  the  impression  that  un- 
less some  change  were  made  it  miffht  be 
difficult  to  get  the  needful  number  of 
recruits,  I  urged,  as  it  was  not  desirable 
to  dispense  with  esprit  de  eorpSf  that  some 
such  system  as  the  linked  battalion  sys- 
tem shoidd  be  introduced  experimentally. 
That  system  has  been  much  criticized  and 
abused.  But  there  is  a  great  deal  to  be 
said  for  it,  and  under  it  recruits  ioined 
the  ranks  in  large  numbers.  The  linked 
battalion  system  is  practically  the  same 
as  that  of  double  battalions.  The  two 
systems  are  worked  on  the  same  prin- 
ciple. The  real  difference  between 
linked  battalions  and  double  batta- 
lions is  that  the  feeling  of  the  officers 
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in  a  linked  battalion  regiment   differs 
from    the    feeling  which  characterizes 
officers  in  a  double  battalion  regiment, 
in  which    the    esprit   de  corps    of   the 
regiment  pervades  both  battalions.     In 
regiments  which  are  linked  a  sentiment 
of  antagonism  is,  in  many  cases,  enter- 
tained.  This  is  especially  the  case  when 
one  of  the  two  linked  regiments  has  a 
strong  desire  to  be  linked  with  a  different 
regiment — such  a  desire,  for  instance, 
as  has  been  evinced  bv  some  of  our 
most  distinguished  Highland  regiments. 
Therefore,  the  question  arose,  could  the 
linked  system  continue,  or  ought  we  to 
make  a  great  change?  I  must  say  that  the 
time  had  arrived  when  we  had  to  con- 
sider whether  we  should  unlink  or  amal- 
famate  thoroughly  one  with  the  other, 
think  it  is  to  the  advantage  of  both 
that  the  regiments  should  become  terri- 
torial.    Others  think  that  it  would  be 
better  to  unlink  altogether,  and  to  have 
depots — either  isolated  local  depots,  or 
an  amalgamated  depot,  for  those  batta- 
lions which  should  happen  to  be  serving 
abroad.  I  own  I  have  myself  a  predilec- 
tion for  unlinking;  but  a  change  of  that 
character  would  necessitate  a  very  large 
addition  to   the   establishment  of   the 
Army,  and,  consequently,  a  large  addi- 
tional expenditure.    The  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Powis)  has  referred  to  the  ques- 
tion of  numbering.     That  is,  perhaps,  a 
small  detail ;  and  I  think  it  very  likely 
that  we  shall  have  to  come  back  to  some 
Bort  of  numbering,  and  this  is  one  of 
those  details  which  it  seems  to  me  will 
have  to  be  modified.  Turning  to  another 
point,  I  believe  it  is  the  feeling  of  all 
officers  who  have  advocated  a  short  ser- 
vice system  that  such  a  system  necessi- 
tates the  maintenance  of  a  larger  estab- 
lishment than  that  required  under  the 
old  system.     The  system  renders  more 
drill  necessary,  and  by  the  time  a  man 
has  thoroughly  mastered  his  drill,  and 
has  become  a  thorough  soldier,  he  now 
ffoes  into  the  Heserve.     Unless,  there- 
fore, you  have  a  large  number  of  men 
at  your  command,  it  will  become  diffi- 
cult to  keep  up  battalions  serving  abroad. 
That  is  a  point  which  is  not  quite  acknow- 
ledged by  the  (Jovemment.    Under  the 
short    service    system,    then,    a   larger 
establishment  of  men  than    we    have 
hitherto  maintained  will  always  be  re- 
quired.    That  is  one  of  the  questions 
which  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
will  have  to  deal  with.  My  noble  Friend, 
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the  noble  Maraness,  has  said  fhat  this 
scheme  of  Lord  Cardwell  was  not  tho- 
roughly tried.     I  perfectly  a^i^e  with 
him  ;   but  why  was  it  not  carried  out  ? 
Because  it  would  require  such  large 
sums  of  money.     No  political  Party  is 
disposed  to  incur  the  risks  and  difficul- 
ties which  a  demand  for  large  sums  of 
money  may  entail.     It  should  be  borne 
in  mind  by  those  who  criticize  the  work- 
ing of   the   Reserve  system   that  oar 
system   differs  materially  from  foreign 
systems.  The  moment  a  regiment  goes  on 
service  in  Eussia  or  France  the  Beserreft 
come  out  as  a  matter  of  course.    I  do 
not  see  how  such  a  system  is  to  be  intro- 
duced here ;  but  I  think  the  public  ought 
to  know  the  fact.     On  the  whole,  I  can- 
not but  think  that  the  new  scheme  of  the 
Government  is  fair  and  reasonable.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  has  done  aH 
that  he  could  do  under  the  circumstances 
in  which  he  found  himself.     I  am  not 
going  to  discuss  that  question  at  length. 
But  I  am  glad  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  has  agreed  to  the  term  of  service 
being  seven  years  instead  of  six,  and 
eight  years  in  India ;  and  that  the  Se- 
cretaries of  State  for  India   and  War 
respectively  have  power  to  prolong  the 
term  even  beyond  those   eight  years, 
should  circumstances  in  India  require  it 
These  are  points  which  show  the  direc- 
tion in  which  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  has  been  moving.     I  think  that 
difficulties  will  arise  in  respect  of  that 
part  of  the  recommendationB  of  Lord 
Airey's  Committee  which  refers  to  great 
and  small  wars,  and  provides  that  the 
Beserves  shall  in  future  be  called  oat  in 
wars  of  both  desoriptionB.   Those  recom- 
mendationB will  be  difficult  to  carry  oat 
in  detail,  as  they  will  not  be  aoeeptaUe 
to  the  public,  though,  in  my  opinion, 
absolutely  neoessaiy.     We   have  much 
more  frequently  to  deal  with  small  onei 
than  large  ones.  Of  coarse,  in  large  ware 
both  the  Militia  and  the  Beserves  wonU 
have  to  be  called  out.   I  ventore  to  think 
that  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee  have  been  largely  accepted  by 
the  present  Secretair  of  State.    I  do 
not,  however,  deny  that  we  axe  placed 
in  a  position  of  great  difficulty;  and  I 
think  the  Secretary  of  State  has  done  his 
best  in  the  circumstances.  Then  it  is  aaid 
that  matters  are  not  yezy  satis&ctoiy 
with  respect  to  the  men  themselves.  No 
one  can  deny  that  the  men  who  were 
sent  to  South  Africa  were  not  altogettff 
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as  efficient  as  we  could  have  wished. 
Well,  my  noble  Friend  must  remember 
the  position  in  which  we  were  placed. 
We  were  in  this'  difficulty.  It  took  a 
great  many  more  men  than  had  been 
originally  estimated  for ;  and  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  it  was  difficult  to 
send  them  in  a  shorter  period  than  we 
did.  As  to  the  condition  of  the  men,  it 
is  in  your  Lordships'  recollection  that 
a  Committee  of  distinguished  military 
officers,  under  the  presidency  of  Lord 
Airey,  was  assembled  to  consider  the 
short-service  system,  and  where  it  was 
found  to  be  deficient.  The  question  was 
argued  with  much  ability ;  and  if  it  had 
not  been  for  the  recommendations  of 
that  Committee  we  might  have  been  in 
still  greater  difficulty  as  to  the  course 
to  be  adopted,  as  it  enabled  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  modify  the  arrangements 
which  had,  up  to  that  time,  been  in 
force.  If  you  follow  the  course  of  events 
they  entirely  contradict  and  refute  the 
statement  that  there  has  been  any 
falling  off  in  the  description  of  the 
recruits  enlisted.  My  noble  and  gal- 
lant Friend,  who  has  made  remarks 
which  1  have  heard  with  great  satisfac- 
tion and  pleasure,  quite  acknowledged 
the  difficulty  about  the  men;  but,  then, 
that  leads  us  back  to  the  fact  that  we 
have  no  conscription,  and  that  we  cannot 
raise  more  than  a  certain  number  of  men 
at  any  particular  period.  The  recruit 
takes  from  one  to  three  years  to  be  trained ; 
and  we  are  obliged  to  enlist  our  men  from 
day  to  day.  When  we  send  away  100 
men,  instead  of  having  1 00  to  take  their 
places,  we  are  obliged  to  meet  our  wants 
by  enlistment,  and  wait  for  them  to  be 
trained.  That  is  the  cause  of  a  great 
deal  of  the  difficulty ;  and  then,  in  addi- 
tion to  that,  there  is  the  question  of 
pounds,  shillings,  and  pence ;  and  it  is 
very  difficult  to  make  the  public  under- 
stand that  it  is  not  just  always  to  be 
finding  fault  with  the  militaiy  autho- 
rities for  being  unable  to  do  impossi- 
bilities. It  is  no  easy  task  to  keep  up  a 
larger  body  of  men  for  short  service  in 
i^n  army  of  volunteers.  Now,  I  would 
not  have  your  Lordships  think  that  I 
aim  an  advocate  of  conscription  in  this 
country.  I  am  not  going  in  for  any- 
thing of  the  sort.  I  always  said  it  was 
impossible.  But  I  have  always  been 
strongly  of  opinion  that  you  ought  to 
have  conscription  for  the  Militia.  The 
Militia  ougnt  always  to  be  kept  up  to 


its  full  strength.  I  do  not  care  whether 
you  call  it  conscription  or  ballot,  it  comes 
to  much  the  same  thing.  I  do  not  mean 
that  the  Militia  ought  to  be  called  out 
to  go  to  a  foreign  war ;  but  it  ought 
always  to  be  in  a  condition  to  fill  up  the 
gaps  in  the  Eegular  Army.  On  the 
whole,  my  Lords,  I  think  it  may  be 
as  well  to  accept  the  scheme  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Then  comes 
the  question  of  battalion  organization. 
There  is,  no  doubt,  a  great  deal  to  be 
said  as  to  organization  ;  but  I  hope 
that  there  will  be  no  change  in  this 
respect  in  battalions.  I  am  a  strong 
advocate  for  eight  companies,  and  I  be- 
lieve all  the  best  officers  in  the  Army 
take  that  view.  I  will  now  say  a  few 
words  on  the  question  of  majors.  The 
question  of  the  majors  of  the  Army  was 
a  question  of  simple  justice.  Out  of 
1,000  candidates  entering  the  Line  as 
officers  600  would  have  to  be  compul- 
sorily  retired  as  captains.  Under  the 
present  regulation  it  is  impossible  to 
avoid  this,  because,  otherwise,  you  woidd 
be  doing  a  great  injustice  by  stopping 
promotion  altogether.  Under  the  present 
system  you  have  no  means  of  keeping 
up  a  proper  retirement  for  the  Army 
except  by  compulsory  retirement,  and 
the  consequence  is  that  without  it  there 
would  be  complete  stagnation  in  promo- 
tion. Now  that  purchase  has  been 
abolished  you  must  necessarily  retire 
compulsorily  a  much  larger  number  of 
officers.  I  do  not  at  dSH  advocate  the 
system  of  having  a  too  early  retirement 
of  officers ;  and  unless  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  had  taken  the  steps  he 
now  proposes  to  adopt  a  great  injustice 
would  have  been  done  to  the  great  body 
of  officers  entering  the  Army,  and  we 
should  have  lost  compulsorily  a  large 
number  of  those  who  are  now  serving  ; 
and  we  were,  therefore,  bound  to  find 
some  other  mode  of  obtaining  the  re- 
quired promotion.  We  were  obliged 
to  take  the  course  we  did ;  and  in  the 
accomplishment  of  that  object,  in  my 
opinion,  the  more  decided  the  measures 
that  were  taken  the  better.  Certainly 
it  is  better  to  do  that  than  to  lose 
so  many  good  officers  as  we  certainly 
should  have  lost.  As  to  the  general 
character  of  the  officers  themselves,  the 
history  of  the  country  speaks  for  those 
of  former  times.  We  know  what  they 
have  done;  we  know  the  Empire  we 
happily  possess;  and  we  are  proud  of  it. 
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I  believe  the  officers  of  the  present  day 
will  follow  their  example.   I  believe  they 
are  anxious  to  do  their  duty,  and  to  ac- 
quire knowledge.     Their  gallantry  is  as 
conspicuous  as  ever  it  was  in  the  time 
of  war,  as  my  noble  and  gallant  Friend 
knows.     I  need  not  assure  your  Lord- 
ships that  I  have  all  my  life  taken  a 
zealous  interest  in  the  Service;   and  I 
must  say  I  am  astonished  to  see  how 
much  the  young  officers  know  compared 
with  what  they  knew  when  I  came  into 
tlie  Service.     Look  at  the  classes  which 
they  go  through — signalling,  musketry, 
and  the  various    kmds  of   instruction 
which  they  receive  from  day  to  day  and 
hour  to   hour,   thus   giving  officers    a 
knowledge  in  professional  suDJects  which 
in  former  days  was  never  contemplated. 
And  then,  as  for  conduct,  see  what  they 
have  done.     It  is  said — **  You  mark  the 
officers  by  their  dress,  and  they  are  shot 
down."     It  is  not  the  dress;  but  it  is 
the  leading.     That  is  why  they  are  shot 
down.     I  do  not  mean  that  the  men 
would  hang  back ;  but  it  is  the  spirit  of 
English  gentlemen  that  urges  them  to 
lead  on  in  the  time  of  danger.     Talk  of 
the  young  officers  being  idle !    It  is  a 
calumny  I  am  prepared  to  deny.    I  am 
not  now  entering  into  details.    I  am 
making  some  general  observations  in 
my  military  capacity   as  head  of  the 
Army.     The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Morley),  who  is  well  acquainted  with 
this  whole  subject,  will,  in  his  official 
capacity,  and  with  the  ability  for  which 
he  is  conspicuous,  answer  on  the  various 
points  brought  forward.     I  have  not 
attempted  to  go  into  those   details — it 
is  not  my  province  to  do  so  ;    but  I 
wished  to  make  some  general  observa- 
tions on  what  I  think  the  most  impor- 
tant points  for  the    efficiency  of    the 
Public  Service.  Beforence  has  been  made 
to  the  age  at  which  officers  are  called 
upon  to  retire.     Age  is   one  of  those 
things  as  to  which  men  deceive  them- 
selves.    They  do  not  like  to  believe  that 
they  get  older.    It  is  quite  true  that 
one  man  at  60  or  65  is,  perhaps,  a  less 
active   or  efficient  man    than    another 
at   70-     But,  on  the  other  hand,  you 
must  make  some  rule.    In  doing  so  you 
may  hit  some  men  very  hard;  but  if 
you  wish  to  have  a  flow  of  promotion, 
you  must  make  rules  with  a  view  to  in- 
suring it.    At  a  certain  age  a  man  is 
not  so  active  as  when  he  was  younger ; 
but  you  want  to  bring  young  blood  into 
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the  Army ;  and  unless  yon  lay  down  a 
hard-and-fast  line  you  cannot  do  what 
you  want.  Whether  the  Seoretaxy  of 
State  has  exactly  hit  the  right  age  or 
not  I  will  not  pretend  to  say;  but  I 
think  it  will  be  admitted  that  his  pro- 
posal is  a  fair  one ;  and  I  hope  it  maj 
effect  the  object  in  view.  WiUi  regard 
to  the  system  of  five  years'  commandi  a 
great  deal  may  be  said  upon  it.  I 
should  like  to  see  some  arrangement  by 
which  the  two  lieutenant-colonels  ooold 
have  their  fair  share  of  command.  I 
quite  agree  with  the  Secretary  of  State 
that  what  is  to  be  done  should  be  de- 
cided upon  at  as  early  a  period  as 
possible;  but  I  believe  the  small  de- 
tails will  be  subjected  to  a  general  re- 
view before  they  are  carried  out,  and 
that  modifications  will  be  made.  I  hivt 
to  thank  your  Lordships  for  havinff 
heard  me  with  so  much  attention.  I 
thought  it  my  duty  to  make  these  re- 
marks, occupying,  as  I  do,  the  higheii 
position  which  a  soldier  can  hold  in  this 
country,  and  having  at  heart  the  honour 
of  the  British  Army;  and  I  only  hope 
that  my  observations  may  be  of  some  ser- 
vice in  elucidating  a  subject  so  difficulty 
so  dry,  in  many  of  its  details,  and  yet  ao 
interesting  and  important  for  the  genezal 
benefit  of  the  country. 

YisooTTNT  HABDINaE  said,  ho  was 
very  glad  that  the  present  discussion  had 
taken  place,  although  he  quite  admitted 
that,  inasmuch  as  the  number  of  men 
had  already  been  voted,  it  could  have 
very  little  practical  effect.     When  tha 
Enlistment  Bill  of  1870  was  before  the 
House,  he  had  ventured  to  remark  that 
that  Bill  gave  the  Minister  for  War 
carte  blanche  to  manipulate  the  conditionfl 
of  service  as  he  pleased.     The  conae* 
quence  had  been  that  we  had  had  con- 
stant ohanffes  in  those  conditions,  ao 
that  the  soldier  was  always  kept  in  a 
state  of  uncertainty  as  to  his  positiont 
which  acted  prejudicially  to  the  Scorioe 
generally,     what,  however,   surpriaed 
him  most  was  that  the  War  Office  ahoaU 
have  believed  that  with  short  sarrieei 
pur  et^  simple,  a  proper  supply  of  non- 
commissioned officers  could  De  procured. 
In  this  respect  Lord  Cardwell'e  scheme 
had  signally  failed,  as,  in  the  prsaent 
year,  the  first  step  taken  was  to  improfs 
largely  the  position  of  the  non-commia* 
sioned  officers,  and  to  enlist  them  for 
long    service  with   pennon,   of  wluA 
he  entirely  approved.    He  was  sonj 
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the  noblo  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne)  was  not  now  in  his  place, 
because  he  stated  that  the  short  ser- 
vice  system    had  been  a  success,  but 
qualified  the   statement    by  admitting 
that  it  had  failed,  to  a  certain  extent, 
after  the  disaster  of  Isandlana,  because 
it  had  not  been  properly  worked.     He 
wished  to  ask  the  noble  Marquess  what 
he  would  have  done  if  the  emergency 
had  been  greater  than  it  was.    He  could 
not  have  called  out  the  Beserves,  or  em- 
bodied the  Militia,  because  he  had  not 
the  power  to  do  so,  and  therefore  would 
have  been  compelled,  nolens  voUne,  as 
the  Conservative  Government  had  been, 
to  have  recourse  to  the  pernicious  system 
of   volunteers.     For  himself,   he  was 
strongly  in  favour  of  calling  out  the 
Beserves  in  small  wars.     But  the  noble 
Marquess  said  that  would  interfere  too 
much  with  the  employment  by  the  public 
of  the  Beserve  men.     He  found,  how- 
ever, that  the  Beserve  men,  when  demo- 
bilized, had  no  difficulty  in  getting  back 
to  their  places  on  railways  and  elsewhere; 
and,  therefore,  he  did  not  understand 
why    the    Government    should    be    so 
squeamish  with  regard  to  calling  out  the 
Beserves  when  we  had  little  wars.     The 
noble  Marquess  stated  that  six  years  with 
the  Colours  and  six  in  the  Beserve  had 
worked  very  successfully,  whereas  only 
seven  out  of  122  officers  of  distinction 
had   approved  of  it  in  theif  evidence. 
He  (Viscount  Hardin  ge)  attributed  many 
of  the  present  shortcomings  in  the  Army 
to  the  pernicious  system  of  volunteer- 
ing, which  he  hoped  they  might  never 
see  again.    It  should  be  remembered 
that  it  was    Lord  Cardwell's  original 
intention  that  a  certain  proportion  of 
recruits    should    be    enlisted   for  lone 
service.     The  first  General  Order  issued 
from  the  Horse  Guards  after  the  re- 
organization   of    the    Army   provided 
for  25  per  cent  of  long  service  men. 
Some  time  afterwards  a  new  General 
Order  was    issued    providing   for    the 
enlistment  of  all  men  on  short  service. 
Now,  why,  he  wished  to  know,  were  the 
plans  of  the  War  Office  changed  ?    He 
did  not  believe  that  any  difficulty  would 
be  experienced  in  getting  25  per  cent 
of  the  recruits  to  enlist  for  lone  ser- 
vice. The  evidence,  indeed,  given  oefore 
Lord  Airey 's  Committee  was  all  in  favour 
of  that  supposition ;  and  lie  regretted 
that  the  Simxretary   of  State  for  War 
should  not  have  seen  his  way  to  adopt- 


ing that  principle,  and  so  securing  in 
the  Army  a  certain  proportion  of  those 
seasoned  soldiers  whose  absence  the  wit- 
nesses examined  before  Lord    Airey's 
Committee   so  greatly  lamented.     The 
want  of  seasoned  soldiers  in  the  ranks 
had  been  clearly  demonstrated  before 
that  Committee.     The  evidence  of  Lord 
Chelmsford,    General    Newdigate,    and 
Sir  Evelyn  Wood  had  exposed  the  defi- 
ciency;  and  it  was    well-known   how, 
during  the  South  African  campaign,  the 
young  soldiers  had  failed  to  bear  the 
hardships  of  long  marches,  even  when 
relieved    of    their    knapsacks.      They 
were  told  that  they  must  bear  the  Be- 
serve in  mind ;  but  it  seemed  to  him 
there  was  too  great  a  tendency  to  foster 
the  Beserve  at  the  expense  of  the  Line. 
In  connection  with  the  question  of  short 
service,  it   was  important  to  consider 
what  Lord  Airey's  Committee  described 
as  the  ''  great  waste  "  going  on  in  the 
Army.     We  never  enlisted  in  one  year 
more  than  28,000  men.     The  illustrious 
Duke  said  recruiting  was  going  on  ad- 
mirably ;  but  the  fact  was  that  this  year 
we  had  only  enlisted  25,000  men.    Now, 
according  to    one    calculation,    it   was 
necessary,  in  order  to  secure  an  effective 
addition  of  28,000  men  to  the  Army,  to 
raise  36,000,  the  margiti  being  consumed 
by  desertions,  invaliding,  &c.     Another 
calculation,  based  on  the  enormous  losses 
between  enlistment  and  final  approval, 
fixed  the  number  of  men  which  ought 
to  be  raised  at  54,000.     The  fact  of 
these    large    margins    being    required 
would  be  understood  when  he  stated  that 
within  the  past  six  years  17,000  men 
had  been  lost  through  desertion,  and 
15,000  through  invaliding,   discharge, 
&c.    Not  one  of  those  men  had  gone 
into  the  Beserve,  and  yet  surprise  was 
expressed  that  the  Beserve  should  not 
be  in  a  better  condition.    Then,  again, 
we  had  13,000  men  in  the  Army  under 
20  years  of  age.    Now,  what  was  the 
remedy  proposed  ?    It  was  to  enlist  re- 
cruits between  19  and  20,  of  which  he 
entirely  approved  ;    but  it  should   be 
borne  in  mind  that  it  was  difficult,  if  not 
impossible,  to  ascertain  the  age  of  the 
recruit.    You  could  not  look  into  his 
mouth  as  you  could  into  the  mouth  of  a 
horse.     All  that  could  be  done  would 
be  to  have  more  stringent  regulations 
as  to  chest  measurement,  height,  and 
other  qualifications.      As  a  means  of 
checking  desertion  and  fraudulent  xe< 
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enlistment,  he  saw  no  objection  to  the 
nmrking  of  recruits  by  vaccination.  The 
plan,  indeed,  seemed  to  him  perfectly 
reasonable,  and  he  had  no  sympathy 
with  the  squeamish  ideas  which  one 
sometimes  hoard  expressed  on  the  sub- 
ject. Brigade  depots  were  a  costly  and 
unsatisfactory  contrivance,  though  they 
had  the  redeeming  point  of  affording 
each  other  great  mutual  support.  Of 
the  70  colonels  examined  before  Lord 
Airey's  Committee,  only  20  were  in 
favour  of  brigade  depots  as  they  were. 
It  was  possible,  he  believed,  to  attach 
too  much  importance  to  the  territorial 
connection,  for  the  evidence  of  compe- 
tent observers  was  that  under  the  new 
system,  as  under  the  old,  recruits  would 
always  in  the  main  come  from  one  class 
— the  waifs  and  strays  of  society.  The 
great  objection  to  them  was  that  they 
denuded  the  home  battalions  of  their 
best  men,  and  annihilated  esprit  de  corps^ 
which  had  been  so  clearly  shown  in  the 
letters  of  **  One  Who  Has  Served."  Then 
it  was  said  that  by  their  agency  new 
districts  were  ''tapped;"  but  that  did 
not  appear  to  be  the  case  from  the  evi- 
dence of  Lord  Airey's  Committee.  Again, 
when  the  battalions  became  dislocated, 
there  was  no  means  of  expanding  the 
depot,  which  was  mainly  insisted  upon 
by  Colonel  Stanley's  Committee.  If  we 
could  re-organize  de  novOf  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that  regiments  with  three  bat- 
talions would  bo  the  best ;  but  after  up- 
wards of  £3,000,000  had  been  spent  on 
tliose  brigade  depots,  it  could  hardly  be 
expected  that  the  Government  would  at 
once  sweep  them  away  and  adopt  Lord 
Airey's  alternative,  which  would  entail 
an  expense  of  £700,000  a-year.  With 
regard  to  the  conditions  of  service  in 
India,  Sir  Henry  Norman  and  other 
authorities  had,  he  believed  very  rightly, 
insisted  on  a  period  of  nine  years,  so 
that  tlie  soldier  might  remain  in  the 
country  for  a  sufficiently  long  time  after 
becoming  acclimatized.  For  home  ser- 
vice he  would  infinitely  prefer  eight 
years,  as  recommended  by  Lord  Airey's 
Committee.  He  imagined  that  seven 
years  could  only  have  been  adopted  as 
a  compromise  between  Lord  CardwelPs 
scheme  and  that  of  Lord  Airey.  The 
additional  year  woidd  be  of  great  value. 
In  India  the  expense,  under  the  present 
system,  of  sending  home  the  six  years' 
men  had  been  enormous.  The  expense 
hud  increased  from  £2,000  to  5,000  a- 
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year.  The  proposal  to  keep  the  first  12 
regiments  at  950  was  excellent  in  prin- 
ciple ;  but  such  had  been  the  variations 
of  our  establishments  from  suocessive 
fits  of  economy  that  there  was  no  secarity 
that  these  establishments  conld  be  main- 
tained. And  then  the  reduced  home 
battalions  would  again  become  mere 
nurseries  for  the  foreign  battalions.  Oar 
real  Beserve  was  the  Militia,  which  had 
given,  at  least,  35,000  men  to  the  line  in 
the  Crimean  War ;  and  the  Militia  Be- 
serve  should  at  once  be  recruited  hj 
every  possible  means  up  to  its  establish- 
ment. The  number  of  absentees  from 
training  was  unsatisfactory — 13,000  men 
were  the  numbers  given  ;  and  the  only 
way  to  check  this  was  to  insist  on  evenj 
recruit  on  enrolment  beings  sent  to  the 
depot  to  be  trained.  Where  circumstanoei 
would  admit  of  it,  they  should  be  trained 
with  the  Line,  especially  the  Beserra 
men.  As  the  Miutia  was  short  of  its 
establishment  by  20,000  men,  it  would 
be  desirable  to  offer  additional  indnoe- 
ments  to  recruiting ;  because  it  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  on  the  declaration  of 
war  the  Militia  Beserve  would  have  to 
be  deducted  from  the  strong^  of  the 
Militia  Force.  His  fear  was  that  the 
Government  thought  more  about  the 
Beserves  than  the  fightings  Army,  and 
he  might  remind  them  that  the  Army 
was  not  made  for  the  Beserves,  but  die 
Beserves  for  the  Army. 

The  Earl  OF  GALLOWAY  said,  that 
in  the  comments  on  the  letters  that  had 
appeared  in   The  Times    signed    ''One 
Who    Has    Served" — who    had   been 
alluded  to  in  the  House  of  Commons  bj 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  as  being 
avowedly  Sir  Lintom  Simmons — the  Be- 
port  of  Lord  Airey's  Committee  had  ap- 
parently been  anticipated,  and,  as  ne 
held,  unfairly  handicapped.     Xoforma- 
tion  had,  in  this  instance,  been  withheld 
from  the  public  after  a  newspaper  had 
been  enabled  to  print  inspired  articlei 
on  the  subject.      It  was  a  dangeroni 
precedent  to  decline,  over  and  over  again, 
after  jpressing  solicitation,  to  give  in- 
formation on  a  most  important  subject 
to  Members   of   Parliament  in  eiuer 
House,  while  such  information  was  com- 
municated privately  to   writers  in  the 
public  journals.     The  public  rn\nA  had 
thus  been  poisoned  against  the  teoom- 
mendations  of  Lord  Airey's  Committee 
before  its  Beport  was  permitted  to  see 
the  light  of  day.    He  might  say  hnsAj 
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that  that  Report  might  be  regarded,  first, 
as  a  condemnation  of  the  present  system 
as  to  the  term  of  engagement  for  service 
in  the  Army ;  secondly,  as  a  condemnation 
of  the  mode  of  manipulation  of  recruits ; 
thirdly,  as  showing  tne  unfortunate  want 
of  inducement  to  soldiers  to  attain  to  the 
rank  of  non-commissioned  officers  ;  and, 
fourthly,  as  an  utter  condemnation  of 
the  linked  battalion  or  brigade  depot 
system.  No  one,  he  thought,  would 
deny  that  that  was  the  substance  of  the 
Hoport.  As  regarded  the  term  of  ser- 
vice and  the  inducements  to  non-com- 
missioned officers,  he  entirely  concurred 
in  the  remarks  made  by  his  Royal  High- 
ness the  illustrious  Duke.  The  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne) 
had  remarked,  with  great  seeming  satis- 
faction, that  25,000  men  wore  enlisted 
last  year;  but  he  could  not  help  feel- 
ing that  that  was  a  doubtful  source 
of  gratification,  considering  the  terrible 
waste  in  the  Army  attendant  upon  those 
enlistments.  The  evidence  adduced  be- 
fore the  Committee  showed  that  12 
per  cent  of  all  the  recruits  enlisted  of 
late  years  deserted  within  three  months 
of  their  enlistment ;  and  that  within 
12  months  of  enlistment  the  ratio  of 
desertions  increased  to  something  like 
25  per  cent.  The  country  at  large  oueht 
seriously  to  consider  why  it  was  that  this 
very  rapid  desertion  occurred.  He  be- 
lieved there  was  nothing  so  galling  to 
a  young  soldier  as  to  bo  shunted  and 
hustled  from  one  place  to  another  during 
the  first  few  months  after  his  enlistment. 
It  was  the  amount  of  drill  at  the  begin- 
ning, as  well  as  this  change  from  place 
to  place — all  caused  by  this  unfortunate 
brigade  depot,  including  the  linked  bat- 
talion, system — that  was  the  cause  of 
the  early  desertions  which  were  a  dis- 
grace to  this  country.  On  one  point  he 
ventured  to  differ  from  the  illustrious 
Duke — namely,  with  regard  to  conscrip- 
tion, or  ballot  for  the  Militia — for  he 
conceived  it  was  the  great  ^lory  of  this 
country  that  we  possessed  an  Army 
composed  entirely  of  volunteers.  In- 
deea,  he  had  always  regretted  that  the 
term  ** Volunteer"  should  have  been 
given  to  that  gallant  body  which  was 
raised  in  the  year  1859,  because  it  con- 
veyed the  idea  that  the  Beg^dar  Army 
itself  and  the  Militia  were  not  based  on 
the  volunteer  system.  He  did  not  see 
why  it  should  be  necessary  to  have  re- 
course to  balloting  in  the  Militia.    We 


ought    to    consider    all    these    matters 
thoroughly,  to  use  every  means  to  make 
the  two  Services  popular,  and  to  avoid 
the  introduction  of  continual   changes. 
He  was   convinced  that  the  system  of 
**  territorial  regiments"  was  the  most 
unfortunate  ever  conceived,  and  that  it 
would  never  add  one  effective  soldier  to 
the  Army.    Its  only  effect  would  be  to 
efface  aU  the  old  distinctions  which  sol- 
diers held  most  dear,  and  set  regiments 
at  sixes  and  sevens.     He  trusted  it  was 
not    yet    too    late    to    reconsider    and 
abandon  it,  and  revert  to  the  older  system 
which  it  was  now  threatened  to  replace. 
ViscoxjiTT  BURY  said,  he  should  not 
take  part  in  the  discussion  were  it  not 
that  he  thought  it  right  that  someone 
connected   with  the    late    Government 
should  say  a  few  words  on  the  subject 
before  their  Lordships'  House.     In  the 
new  scheme  of  Army  Organization  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  followed, 
to  some  extent,  the  steps  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment, and  there  were  novel  points 
in  the  scheme  upon  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  to  be  heartily  congratu« 
lated ;  but  there  were  others  upon  which 
he,  for  one,  could  not  altogetner  agree 
with  him.     The  discussion  that  evening 
had  been  of  a  somewhat  desultory  cha- 
racter, as  from  the  nature  of  the  subject 
it  was  bound  to  be ;  but  it  had  served 
in  no  inconsiderable  degree  to  elucidate 
the  subject.    The  question  was,  did  the 
new  scheme  supply  the  defects  of  the 
old,  which  were  patent  and  acknow- 
ledged ?      Many    questioned    whether 
these  defects  were  removed  by  the  new 
scheme  ;    would    it    supply    seasoned 
soldiers  for  the  battalions  abroad  at  aU 
times  ?    Did  it  afford  a  reasonable  gua- 
rantee that  in  sudden  emergencies  the 
reinforcements    we    should    send    out 
should  consist  of  men  of  mature  mili- 
tary age,   of  physical  fitness,   and  of 
thorough  training  ?    The  present  scheme 
was  a  continuation  of  that  brought  for- 
ward by  Lord  Oardwell.     No  one  could 
read  the  Localization  Report  on  which 
the  original  scheme  was  founded  with- 
out seeing  that  something  was  origi- 
nally in  the  scheme  of  Lord  Oardwell 
which  must  have  dropped  out  shortly 
before  the  production  of  that  scheme. 
The  changes  made  by  Lord  Oardwell 
were  in  the  direction  of  the  imitation 
and  the  foUowings  of  foreig^n  Armies ; 
but  the  scheme  was  like  the  play  of 
Samlet  with  the  Prince  of  Denmark 
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omitted.  Some  form  of  compulsory 
service  was  the  backbone  of  the  foreign 
Army  system;  but  it  was  left  out  of 
ours.  There  seemed  to  be  complete 
evidence  that  originally  some  form  of 
compulsory  service  was  contemplated  by 
Lord  Cardwoll.  All  the  calculations  as 
to  the  numbers  of  the  Militia  were  based 
upon  the  assumption  of  so  many  men 
per  head  of  the  population.  There  were 
various  other  points  that  irresistibly  led 
to  the  same  conclusion.  He  heard  with 
pleasure  the  illustrious  Duke  say  that 
compulsory  service — service  in  the  sense 
of  conscription — was  utterly  foreign  to 
English  modes  of  thought,  and  impos- 
sible for  our  Indian  Army ;  but  that 
some  form  of  compulsory  service  for 
home  battalions  and  the  Militia  might, 
without  any  undue  strain  upon  the  feel- 
ings of  a  free  people,  bo  admitted  among 
us.  The  new  soneme  dealt  efficiently, 
and  in  the  main  very  fairly,  with  the 
question  of  Army  promotion.  The  diffi- 
culties of  former  Governments  had  been, 
on  the  whole,  very  fairly  and  success- 
fully mot  by  tho  new  scheme  in  this 
respect,  and  also  as  regarded  the  im- 
provement of  tho  condition  of  non-com- 
missioned officers.  As  a  matter  of  de- 
tail, ho  would  suggest  that  corporals 
should  be  allowed  to  go  until  they  had 
earned  a  pension.  It  would  be  a  great 
improvement  if  it  were  possible  to  enlist 
men  at  19  instead  of  18,  so  that  they 
might  be  20  before  being  sent  to  India ; 
but  if  simultaneously  there  were  to  be  a 
diminution  of  chest  measurement  that 
would  neutralize  the  other  change,  and 
we  should  still  find  men  of  17  and  18  in 
tho  ranks.  The  main  point  was  whe- 
ther the  new  scheme  would  do  better 
than  tho  old  in  point  of  bringing  fully 
developed,  matured  soldiers  into  the 
ranks,  and  he  did  not  think  it  would. 
Under  the  old  system  the  home  batta- 
lions were  denuded  by  constant  draffcs 
until  they  became  mere  skeletons  of 
young  and  untrained  men,  and  they 
were  sent  on  foreign  service  at  the  very 
moment  when  they  were  in  the  most 
unfit,  denuded,  and  forlorn  condition. 
The  idea  of  linked  battalions,  one  at 
home,  and  one  abroad,  was  not  carried 
out ;  the  stress  of  exigencies  did  not 
allow  even  iTr.  Cardwell's  Government 
to  realize  it.  The  numbers  in  the  linked 
battalions  at  home  and  abroad  should 
have  been  even  ;  but  that  was  never  the 
case.    A  recent  Betum  showed  that  in 
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1871  there  was  a  dislocation  of  one  bat- 
talion ;  in  1873,  one ;  in  1874,  three ;  in 
1875,  one;  in  1876,  five;  in  1877,  five; 
in  1878,  13;  in  1879,  31;  in  1880,  19; 
and  this  year,  19.  We  had  now  a  total 
of  80  battalions  abroad  and  61  at  home, 
showing  a  dislocation  of  19.  The  dislo- 
cation of  31  battalions  implied  that  the 
battalions  at  home  became  less  and  less 
able  to  furnish  even  their  own  links, 
and  when  their  turn  came  for  foreign 
service  they  were  utterly  xmable  to 
obey  the  caU.  The  results  of  this  dislo- 
cation might  be  illustrated  by  an  official 
Heport,  which  showed  that  when  the 
21st  Hegiment  was  ordered  to  Zululand 
it  was  supposed  to  consist  of  800  rank 
and  file.  Of  this  number  843  had  to  be 
left  behind.  By  drafts  from  vaiioTU 
regiments  the  number  was  made  np  to 
798;  but  of  these  119  were  under  20 
years  of  age,  and  803  of  lesa  than  12 
months'  service.  In  the  case  of  the 
91st  Hegiment,  also,  874  men  were  re- 
quired to  bring  it  up  to  the  Cape  estab* 
lishment,  and  the  men  were  drafted  from 
1 1  different  regiments.  At  the  hour  of 
embarkation  these  men  were  total  stran- 
gers to  one  another.  It  would  be  well,  he 
thought,  for  thepublic  to  understand  that 
we  could  not  have  an  efiicient  Army- 
numerous  enough  for  our  wants  and  suit- 
able in  every  way — under  present  condi- 
tions. The  conditions  of  an  efficient 
Army  had  not  been  satisfied  by  Lord 
Cardwell's  system,  because  for  the 
money  the  people  were  willing  to  give 
suitable  men  could  not  be  obtained  in 
sufficient  numbers.  Unless  the  ooontxy 
was  willing  to  pay  the  necessary  price 
we  could  not  have  the  best  Army  pos- 
sible. There  were  three  courses  open 
to  us.  We  must  be  content  with  a  sys- 
tem inferior  to  the  best,  or  we  must  go 
into  the  labour  market  and  give  a 
higher  price  for  the  article  we  required, 
or  we  must  submit  to  some  form  of 
compulsory  service,  not  for  the  foreign 
Army — for  that,  he  beliered,  would  ds 
impossible — but  for  the  Home  Armyr 
that  was,  the  Militia  and  Yolunteen. 
Heferrlng  to  the  Reserves,  he  asked 
whether  any  legislation  was  contem- 
plated with  regard  to  them  ?  At  present 
the  Heserves  were  only  to  be  called  oat 
in  great  national  emergenoies.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  intended  to  go  ot 
with  the  system  which  had  been  began 
by  Lord  OardweU.  The  main  reMon 
urged,  he  said,  was  that  the  oountiji 
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in  consequence  of  Lord  Cardwell's  mea- 
Bures,  was  committed  to  an  expenditure 
of  £3,500,000.  But  that  could  hardly 
be  expected  to  have  much  weight  with 
those  who,  like  himself,  had  opposed 
Lord  Cardwell's  scheme.  The  scheme 
now  before  their  Lordships  was  not 
the  re- organization  scheme  which  some 
of  its  enthusiastic  admirers  had  pro- 
mised. It  was  not  a  scheme  wnich 
settled  the  condition  of  the  Army  for 
ever  and  a  day.  It  was  merely  a 
scheme,  good  in  some  points,  and  good 
as  far  as  it  went,  but  which  merely 
touched  the  fringe  of  this  great  ques- 
tion. It  was  a  mere  re-shuffling  of  the 
same  cards,  so  much  money  and  so 
many  men,  and  as  former  schemes  had 
broken  down,  so  he  took  the  responsibi- 
lity of  saying  the  scheme  would  break 
down  again.  Would  these  territorial 
brigades,  he  asked,  when  completed, 
answer  their  purpose  ?  Would  they 
draw  to  regiments  on  foreign,  and  espe- 
cially on  active  service  a  full  proportion 
of  seasoned  men,  and  steady-going  He- 
serves?  That  was  the  main  question, 
for  these  small  wars  to  which  he  had 
referred  might  be  called  our  normal 
condition.  Durinj^  the  last  40  years  we 
had  been  at  war  S>r  35  years.  For  16 
of  these  years  we  had  two  wars  at  a 
time;  during  eight  years,  three  wars; 
and  during  two  years  we  had  no  fewer 
than  four  wars  on  hand  at  the  same 
time  in  various  parts  of  the  world.  The 
reason  why  he  thought  the  new  scheme 
would  not  be  better  than  the  old  one 
was  that  it  depended,  as  Lord  Oard- 
well's  also  depended,  upon  an  exact 
balance  between  the  battalions  at  home 
and  the  battalions  abroad ;  and  if  in  any 
one  year  one  of  those  wars  came  upon 
us  and  took  one  single  battalion  away 
from  home  to  the  seat  of  war,  from  that 
moment  the  whole  scheme  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  dislocated,  as 
Lord  Cardwell's  was  dislocated,  as  at 
the  time  of  the  Zulu  War,  and  the 
whole  thing  would  get  into  inextricable 
confusion.  It  was  also  absolutely  ne- 
cessary for  the  success  of  the  scheme 
that  ihe  establishment  should  remain 
during  a  term  of  years  exactly  at  the 
same  point.  But  nejlther  of  these  two 
conditions  had  hitherto  been  fdlMed; 
and  he  did  not  see  why  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  anticipate  that  he 
should  be  more  fortunate  than  firmer 
War  Secretaries,  and  that  he  diould 


find  successive  Parliaments  more  com- 

Eliant  than  former  Parliaments  had 
een.  Nor  did  he  believe  that  the 
hopes  expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman of  the  efficiency  of  Corps  d^Armie 
would  be  realized.  He  felt  sure,  also, 
that  there  would  be  great  difficulty  in 
maintaining  the  establishments  in  a 
state  of  efficiency.  A  fit  of  economy 
would  come,  and  then  the  establish- 
ments would  come  down,  and  with  them 
the  whole  fabric  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's scheme.  If  they  must  have 
a  territorial  Army,  let  them  keep  the 
depots  at  home.  With  reference  to  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  as  to  having 
a  local  Indian  Army,  he  did  not  see  the 
advantage  of  trying  to  have  a  scheme 
which  on  the  very  face  of  it  appeared 
not  to  be  an  extremely  useful  one.  As 
to  the  waste  of  the  Army,  he  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
framed  his  Estimate  with  regard  to  the 
requirements  of  the  number  of  recruits 
for  the  Army.  Short  service  would  only 
be  felt  in  1882  ;  and  when  that  time  ar- 
rived it  would  take  38,000,  instead  of 
25,000  men,  to  keep  up  the  Army  to  its 
present  strength,  and  the  waste  of  the 
Army  went  on  to  such  an  extent  and 
with  such  rapidity  that  in  order  to  ob- 
tain those  38,000  or  35,000  soldiers  they 
would  be  obliged  to  enlist  54,000  men. 
There  were  several  respects  in  which 
the  scheme  of  the  Government  was  a 
good  one;  but  in  other  directions  he 
certainly  thought  there  was  reason  to 
complain.  He  should  be  glad  to  know 
whether  it  was  intended  that  in  case  of 
war — a  minor  war,  not  sufficient  to  call 
out  the  Beserve — the  brigade  depots 
should  be  expanded  into  a  provisional 
battalion,  and  whether  the  Secretary  of 
State  would  be  able  to  call  out  the  Re- 
serve Militia  of  a  district.  He  did  not 
see  anything  in  the  new  scheme  which 
would  attract  the  private  soldier  to  the 
Service.  The  condition  of  the  non-com- 
missioned officer  and  the  officer  had 
been  improved ;  but  that  of  the  private 
soldier  had  been  altered  rather  for  the 
worse,  because  he  was  asked  to  extend 
his  term  of  service.  He  approved  of 
that  extension ;  but  we  should  not  at- 
tract private  soldiers  without  giving 
them  greater  inducements. 

Thb  Eabl  of  MOBLEY  begged  to 
thank  the  noble  Lord  who  had  brought 
forward  the  subject  and  thus  initiated  a 
most  valuable  debate.    Uany  of  the  sug- 
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gestions  made  by  noble  Lords  of  great 
military  experience  would  be  most  useful 
in  determining  many  details  of  the  scheme 
now  under  consideration.  He  acknow- 
ledged that  the  criticisms  from  both  sides 
of  the  House  had  l)een  useful,  and,  on 
the  whole,  friendly  to  the  scheme.  He 
would,  in  the  first  place,  refer  to  that 
part  of  the  scheme  which  dealt  with  the 
officers.  There  was  no  intention  of  in- 
terfering with  any  officer  under  the  In- 
dian guarantee,  as  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site seemed  to  suppose.  Colonels  of 
Artillery  and  Engineers  in  India  had  a 
better  scale  of  retirement  than  English 
officers  in  the  same  arm  of  the  Service ; 
and,  therefore,  any  improvement  in  the 
retiring  pay  of  English  officers  would  be 
inapplicable  to  officers  in  the  Indian  Ser- 
vice. One  of  the  main  objections  urged 
against  the  new  regulations  was  that 
general  officers  would  be  retired  at  an 
earlier  ago  than  at  present.  But  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  to  have  some  limit 
at  which  officers  in  the  various  ranks 
should  retire  from  the  Service  or  from 
the  several  ranks.  It  should  be  re- 
membered that  by  keeping  one  man  in 
they  kept  another  out.  Every  scheme 
of  promotion  and  retirement  aimed  at 
two  things — to  secure  that  officers  should 
be  of  such  an  age  as  to  be  able  to 
give  efficient  service  in  their  rank ;  and, 
secondly,  to  create  such  a  flow  of  promo- 
tion as  would  encourage  officers  in  the 
hopes  that  they  would  reach,  within  a 
reasonable  time,  the  higher  grades  in 
their  Profession.  For  that  purpose,  he 
did  not  think  the  rule  unfair  which  would 
compel  a  general  officer  to  retire  from 
the  Service  after  five  years'  non-employ- 
ment, particularly  when  it  was  proposed 
to  increase  the  pensions  of  retiring  gene- 
rals. The  whole  difficulty  in  framing 
any  scheme  for  the  promotion  and  re- 
tirement of  officers  consisted  in  equitably 
balancing  the  interest  of  officers  in 
various  positions  in  the  Service.  The 
illustrious  Duke  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  had  paid  a  high  compliment  to  the 
officers  of  the  British  Army,  which  he 
wished  in  the  fullest  manner  to  endorse. 
During  all  the  changes  which  had  re- 
sulted from  the  recent  Army  reforms — 
and  changes  must  be  harassing — the 
officers  had  loyally  and  energetically 
performed  their  duty.  In  doubling  the 
number  of  majors  in  the  Cavalry  and 
Infantry,  the  Government  had  no  desire 
to  press  on  a  determination  of  the  ques- 
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tion  of  large  or  small  companies.  That 
was  a  question  of  organization  on  which 
military  authorities  had  not  expressed 
a  unanimous  opinion ;  but  if  the  large 
company  organisation  were  ever  adopted, 
the  new  establishment  of  officers  would 
be  suitable  for  it — if  not,  they  would,  at 
least,  save  a  number  of  captains  from 
being  compelled  to  leave  the  Service, 
because  they  had  failed  to  obtain  pro- 
motion within  the  period  prescribed  by 
the  existing  warrant.  Passing  to  the  im- 
portant questions  relating  to  non-com- 
missioned officers  and  men,  he  should 
repeat  what  the  illustrious  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Cambridge)  had  stated,  that 
there  was  no  analogy  between  the  Eng- 
lish and  the  German  Army.  Not  omj 
was  the  one  recruited  by  conscriptioni 
and  the  other  by  enlistment;  but  the 
one  had  a  large  part  of  its  Army  abroad, 
while  the  other  had  no  foreign  army  at 
all.  The  object  of  the  recent  changes 
was  not  to  assimilate  our  Army  to  the 
German  Army,  but  to  provide  a  Beserve, 
and  without  a  short  service  system  a  Be- 
serve  was  impossible.  The  defects  which 
were  alleged  against  the  short  service 
system  were  that  in  the  battcJions  there 
was  too  large  a  proportion  of  young 
soldiers ;  that  there  was  a  deterioration 
in  the  non-commissioned  officers;  that 
the  Eeserve  had  not  grown  as  fast  as 
had  been  anticipated,  and  that,  in  con- 
sequence of  desertions,  dismissals,  and 
other  causes,  a  very  larg^  number  of 
men  were  lost  to  the  Service  between 
their  enlistment  and  the  termination  of 
their  service  with  the  Colours.  Some 
of  those  defects  might  be  due  to  the 
state  of  transition  in  which  the  Army 
had  been  during  the  past  nine  years. 
It  should  also  be  remembered  that  the 
late  Government  had  attempted  to  cany 
on  two  wars  with  a  peace  establishment, 
and  he  wished  to  £now  how  it  oould 
have  been  expected  that  any  mtem 
could  have  stood  such  a  strain  without 
showing  signs  of  weakness;  and,  fur- 
ther, some  of  these  defects  were  common 
to  the  long  and  short  service,  and  could 
not,  therefore,  be  fairly  attributed  en- 
tirely to  the  latter.  The  extreme  youth 
of  recruits  had  been  urged  as  one  of 
the  results  of  the  short  service  qrs- 
tom ;  but  the  fact  was  that  the  age  of 
the  recruits  was  constantly  rising.  The 
average  age  of  recruits  during  this  year 
was  20  years  and  seven  months.  It  wts 
true  that  the  growth  of  the  Beserfe 
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less  rapid  than  had  been  expected ;  but 
the  short  service  system  had  been  insti- 
tuted in  1870,  and,  consequently,  the 
first  men  were  passed  into  the  Beserve 
in  1876  who  had  completed  six  years' 
Colour  service ;  so  that,  practically,  the 
system  had  only  been  in  force  for  Byo 
years,  and  during  that  time  more  than 
1,000  men  had  been  summoned  to  rejoin 
the  Colours.  Moreover,  a  considerable 
number  of  men  who  would,  in  ordinary 
circumstances,  have  passed  into  the  Be- 
serves  were  still  with  the  Colours  in  India. 
It  had  been  suggested  that  a  system  of 
vaccination  would  be  a  check  on  deser- 
tion ;  butif  itcouldnotbedoneefifectually, 
80  as  to  produce  a  distinctive  mark,  no 
greater  mistake  could  be  made  than  to 
adopt  it ;  and  the  medical  authorities 
admitted  that  in  many  cases  vaccination 
did  not  take  in  the  case  of  adults ;  and 
in  those  oases  it  was  obvious  that  it 
would  not  cause  a  scar  by  which  a  de- 
serter could  be  identified.  With  respect 
to  the  length  of  service  which  had  been 
fixed  upon,  he  would  remind  their  Lord- 
ships that  it  did  not  differ  very  materially 
from  that  recommended  by  Lord  Airey's 
Committee.  The  regular  term  of  enlist- 
ment would  be  for  seven  years  with  the 
Colours,  followed  by  five  years  in  the 
Beserve ;  and  it  was  proposed  that  there 
should  be  an  extra  year  in  India  always, 
and  also  in  the  Colonies,  when  the  ISe- 
cretary  of  State  thought  it  expedient  to 
extend,  the  time.  Becruits  were  not  to 
be  accepted  before  the  age  of  19.  It 
might  be  desirable,  if  possible,  to  raise 
the  age  of  recruits  to  20  years;  but  then 
they  would  incur  the  risk  of  checking 
recruiting,  or,  still  worse,  of  getting  men 
who  had  failed  in  civil  careers.  They 
proposed  that  no  man  should  serve  in 
In^  before  he  was  20  years  of  age, 
and  had  had  served  for  at  least  one  year 
at  home ;  and  the  statistics  of  mortality 
showed  that  the  beet  length  of  service 
for  men  in  India  was  about  seven  years. 
After  that  length  of  service  in  India,  the 
figures  quoted  by  Lord  Airey's  Com- 
mittee proved  conclusively  that  the  rate 
of  mortality  and  of  invaliding  increased 
very  rapidly.  It  could  further  be  ar- 
ranged oetween  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  and  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  that  in  certain  cases,  which  it  was 
believed  would  not  be  numerous,  the 
men  should  be  allowed  to  serve  some* 
what  longer  in  India ;  but  not  beyond  the 
original  term  of  enlistment  for  12  years. 


It  was  also  proposed,  in  certain  cases,  to 
allow  men  in  the  home  battalions  to  pass 
into  the  Beserve  after  three  or  four  years. 
It  had  been  asked  to  what  regiments  that 
principle  would  be  applied.  It  would 
not  be  applied  to  the  first  12  battalions, 
which  would  form  part  of  the  first 
Corps  A^Armie,  How  far  it  would  be 
applied  must  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
Secretary  of  State.  The  object  was  to 
g^ve  as  much  elasticity  as  possible  to  the 
system.  It  remained  to  be  seen  what 
the  effect  of  the  new  limit  of  age  would 
have  on  recruiting.  It  was  an  experiment 
which  was  generally  admitted  to  oe  in  the 
right  direction.  If  it  failed  it  would  be 
possible  to  recur  to  the  limit  of  18  years ; 
out  he  hoped  and  believed  that,  with 
the  advantages  to  be  given  to  non- 
commissioned officers,  and  with  the 
other  advantages  held  out  to  the  Army, 
and  with  improved  recruiting  agencies 
and  the  greater  publicity  wmch  it  was 
proposed  to  g^ve  to  the  advantages  of 
the  Army,  the  recruiting  would  be  kept 
up,  and  that  in  the  next  few  years  they 
would  be  fully  able,  as  in  the  past,  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  their  establishment. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  organiza- 
tion, Lord  Airey's  Committee  had  recom- 
mended, but  not  unanimously,  that  regi- 
ments should  be  unlinked.  On  the  other 
hand,  a  few  years  ago  an  influential 
Committee,  presided  over  by  the  late 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  when  he  was 
Financial  Secretary,  unanimously  re- 
commended that  the  linking  system 
should  be  carried  to  its  legitimate  con- 
clusion, and  that  the  regiments  should 
always  be  double  b&ttalion  regiments. 
That  was  the  system  which  they  pro- 
posed to  carry  into  effect.  There  were 
many  objections  to  the  single  battalion 
system;  they  would  render  necessary 
depots  of  12,000,  16,000,  or,  perhaps, 
20,000  men  to  supply  the  foreign  reliefs 
even  in  time  of  peace.  Unless  the  Home 
Army  was  to  be  increased  by  that  num- 
ber of  men — a  supposition  that  was  not 
likely  to  be  realized — it  was  clear  that  a 
corresponding,  or  a  nearly  correspond- 
ing, reduction  must  be  made  in  tho 
home  battalions ;  but  the  battalions  now 
on  the  roster  were,  in  the  opinion  of 
many  officers,  too  weak  already;  and, 
consequently,  the  only  alternative  would 
be  to  reduce  the  number  of  regiments — 
reduction  which   would    amount  to 


a 


nearly  20  regiments  800  strong.     This 
would  clearly  weaken  the  Army,  by  des* 
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troying  bo  many  eadre^  whioh,  though 
weak  in  times  of  peace,  could,  by  an  in- 
fusion of  Eeserve  men,  be  expanded  into 
serviceable  regiments  in  times  of  emer- 
gency and  danger.  On  the  other  hand, 
double  battalions  had  great  advantages 
— they  would  facilitate  reliefs  for  India 
enormously,  and  would  enable  us  to  ob- 
tain the  full  service  of  seven  years  from 
each  healthy  man  in  that  country.  It  was 
all  important  that  we  should  have  a  force 
at  home  which,  coupled  with  the  regi- 
ments in  the  Mediterranean,  would  form 
a  Corps  (?' -4  rwie'd  which  would  be  prepared 
to  take  the  field  at  any  moment.  Re 
was  somewhat  surprised  to  hear  the 
statement  that  the  territorial  depots  had 
been  useless  for  recruiting,  as  the  Beport 
of  the  Inspector  General  of  Eecruiting 
seemed  to  show  the  contrary.  He  had 
now  endeavoured  to  point  out  the  main 
principles  on  which  the  new  scheme  was 
based.  It  was  not  of  a  new  or  an 
original  character.  Its  principles  were 
those  on  which  Lord  Cardwell  had 
acted,  the  details  had  been  modified 
with  a  view  of  correcting  the  defects, 
and  of  strengthening  the  weak  points 
which  the  experience  of  the  last  10  years 
had  discovered  in  the  system  on  which  our 
Army  was  organized.  The  most  impor- 
tant changes  were,  as  he  had  stated,  the 
lengthened  term  of  service  and  the  locali- 
zation scheme,  both  of  which  presented 
complicated  and  difficult  problems  that 
had  not  been  worked  out  without  very 
grave  deliberation.  He  confidently  be- 
ueved  that  the  result  of  these  changes 
would  be  the  attainment  of  the  object 
they  all  desired — ^namely,  the  increase 
of  the  efficiency  of  the  Army. 

Lord  STRATHNAIRN  briefly  called 
attention  to  the  ill-effects  of  too  early 
enlistment,  and  pointed  out  that  recruits 
were  not  physically  fit  for  service  until 
they  had  reached  the  age  of  20.  How- 
ever, the  Army  was  filled  with  recruits 
under  18  down  to  15  years  of  age,  and 
that  was  the  cause  of  the  great  waste  in 
the  Service.  Ho  hoped  his  noble  Friend 
opposite  and  his  riglit  hon.  Friend  in 
the  other  House  would  direct  their  most 
serious  attention  to  devising  a  remedy 
for  this  great  evil. 

CHARITABLE   TRUSTS   ACTS   AMENDMENT 
BILL   [lI.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  tho  Charitable  Trusts  Act, 
1853,  and  the  Acts  amending  the  same — Was 
presented  hy  The  Lobu  Chancellor  ;  read  1». 
(No.  69.) 

Th^  Earl  of  MarUy 


STOLmr  GOODS  BILL  [h.L.^ 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  respecting  the  te- 
ooTcry  of  Stolen  Articles — ^Was  pre$enttd  by 
Tho  iJoRD  CuANCBLLOu  ;  read  1*.     (No.  60.) 

House  adjoamed  at  a  qnarttf 

past  Twelve  o'clock,  uU  To- 

morrow,  Eleven  o'clock. 


.     V"^    %        ^  Bi*^  * 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  5th  April,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Pritate  Bill  (4y  Order)— Setoiti 
Reading — Committed  to  a  Select  Committee^ 
Jjondon  City  Lands  (Thames  Embankment). 

Public  Bills — First  Reading — Whiteboy  AcU 
Repeal*  [134]. 

Report — Metropolitan  Commons  Sopplemental* 
[99] ;  Inclosure  Provisional  Orders  (Scotton 
ana  Ferry  Common)  •  [116];  Indoanxe  Pro- 
visional Orders  ( Wibsey  Slack  and  Low  Moor 
Commons)*  [lU]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


LONDON   CITY   LANDS   (THAMES  EM- 
BANKMENT) BILL  [Xorrff]  (4y  Order,) 

SECOin)    BEADUrO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoBed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  FIETH  said,  he  had  placed  as 
Amendment  upon  the  Paper  in  reference 
to  this  Bill,  which  he  begged  to  more— 
namely,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  on  that  day  six  months.  The  Bill 
was  introduced  this  year  by  the  Corpora- 
tion of  the  City  of  Ix)ndon  as  a  PnTsta 
Bill ;  but  his  contention  was  that  it  ought 
to  have  been  introduced  as  a  public  mea- 
sure, so  that  a  better  opportunity  wodU 
have  been  afforded  of  discussing  it  thsa 
the  House  could  possibly  have  in  iti 
present  form.  The  main  object  of  the 
measure  was  the  sale  by  the  Corpwa- 
tion  of  tho  City  of  London  to  the  Com- 
missioners of  Public  Works  of  certain 
land  on  the  Thames  Embankment  for 
the  purpose  of  erecting  a  new  Mint.  Tht 
question  of  erecting  a  Mint  on  the 
Tliames  Embankment  had  been  coa- 
sidored  by  the  House  before^namslyi 
in  1871,  when  the  subject  underwent  * 
very  careful  examination.    Al  that  timt 
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a  Bill  was  bronght  forward  for  this  pur- 
pose wliioli  was  a  Public  Bill ;  but  the 
measure  was  rejected  by  118  to  95.    It 
was  now  proposed  to  purchase  a  site  for 
the  same  purpose,  which,  if  carried  out, 
would  have  fche  effect  of  overriding  the 
decision  arrived  at  in  1871 ;  and  it  was 
further  proposed  to  effect  this  object 
through  the  medium  of  the  Private  Bill 
now  before  the  House.       The  Bill  set 
out  and  confirmed  an  award  which  had 
been  given    by    Mr.    Edward    Norton 
Clifton,  architect,  of  London,  by  which 
three  acres  of  land  on  the  Thames  Em- 
bankment were  to  be  sold  by  the  Corpo- 
ration of  the  City  of  London  to   Her 
Majesty's  Commissioners  of  Works  and 
PubUc     Buildings,    for    the     sum    of 
£254,475.    In  some  sense  it  might  be 
alleged  that  the  Bill  was  merely  to  carry 
out  this  award.    He  believed  that  the 
late  Administration  were  the  means,  or, 
at  any  rate,  they  were  parties  to  the 
award  being  made ;  but  he  had  always 
understood,  and,  indeed,  a  distinct  pledge 
was  given  by  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  that  the  whole  matter  should 
be  submitted  to  the  careful  considera- 
tion and  decision  of  Parliament.     One 
question  for  inquiry  was  whether  the 
land  the  Government  sought  to  acquire 
was  worth  the  money  proposed  to  be 
given  for  it.    Although  Mr.  Clifton  had 
decided  that  these  three  acres  of  land 
were  worth  the  sum  of  £254,000,  it  was 
probable  that  an  independent  investi- 
gation would  result  in  showing  that  it 
was  worth  much  less.  At  any  rate,  there 
were   two  observations  that  might  be 
made  upon  the  matter.  In  the  first  place, 
in  1871  the  value  of  land  nearly  close 
to  this  was  fixed  at  a  much  lower  figure 
than  it  was  now  proposed  to  give.    Sir 
Henry  Hunt  valued  the  land  in  that  | 
year  at  £40,000  per  acre ;  but  it  was  now 
proposed  to  give  £80,000  per  acre  for  it, 
or  exactly  double.  He  had  endeavoured 
to  ascertain  what  the  cost  of  this  land 
was,  and  he  had  asked  more  than  one 
Alderman  of  the  Corporation  of  the  City 
of  London  ;  but  they  represented  them- 
selves as  possessing  no  knowledge  upon 
the  matter  at  all.    He  believed  that  tnat 
was  a  true  representation ;  but  he  had 
been  informed  that  for  the  whole  eight 
acres  of  land  possessed  by  the  Corpora- 
tion of  London  in  this  locality,  a  less 
sum  had  been  given  than  was  now  pro- 
posed to  be  given  out  of  the  Public  Ex- 
chequer for  three  acres  only.    This  was 


a  serious  matter,  and  it  was  most  desir- 
able that  there  should  be  some  sort  of 
public  discussion  whether  so  large  a 
sum  ought  to  be  given  for  a  purpose  of 
this  kind.      When  the  proposal    was 
made  in  1871,  it  was  a  commercial  pro- 
position for  building  a  Mint  on  two  acres 
of  land,  for  which  £80, 000  was  to  be  given, 
while  £60,000  was  to  bo  expended  in 
the  building  and  £400,000  machinery, 
making  a  total  of  £180,000.    As  the 
three  acres  of  land  on  which  the  Mint  now 
stood  was  stated  to  be  then  saleable  for 
£180,000,  the  account  in  that  case  would 
be  squared,  and  there  would  be  no  loss 
to  the  Exchequer  at  all.    But  the  House 
of  Commons  deliberately  rejected  that 
proposal,  and  the  proposition  now  made 
was  of  a  far  less  commercial  character. 
In  the  first  place,  the  value  of  land  on 
Tower  Hill  had  lessened  rather  than  in- 
creased in  value.    It  had  lessened  for 
this  simple  reason — that  it  was  formerly 
available    for    the    building    of  large 
bonded    warehouses;    but    such  ware- 
houses were  now  generally  built  by  the 
Bailway  Companies  at  their  termini,  and 
the  present  site  of  the  Mint  would  be  worth 
much  less  now  than  it  would  have  been 
some  years  ago.    In  addition,  the  cost 
of  erecting  the  building  would  be  much 
larger  than  the  originid  estimate.     He 
had  seen  the  elevation  of  the  proposed 
building  for  the  Mint  on  the  Thames 
Embankment.    It  would,  no  doubt,  be 
a  very  fine  building ;  but  it  was  absurd 
to  suggest  that  it  would  be  erected  for 
£60,000,  or  for  anything  like  that  sum. 
But,  supposing  that  it  was  possible  to 
erect  it  for  £60,000,   and  to  put  up 
the  machinery  for  £40,000  more,  the 
cost,  including  the  site,  would  amount  to 
£354,475 ;  and  if  the  building  and  site 
at  Tower  Hill  produced  £180,000,  there 
would  be  an  actual  loss  of  £174,475. 
Surely  a  loss  of  that  kind  ought  not  to 
be  incurred  without  careful  considera- 
tion.     As  a  matter  of  fact,  however, 
there  was  every  reason  to  believe  that 
the  loss  would  be  more  than  £200,000. 
In  1871  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
suggested  that  the  new  Mint  should  bo 
erected  upon  the  Thames  Embankment, 
because  it  might  be  built    compactly 
upon  two  acres  of  land.     The  proposal 
now  before  the  House  was  to  purchase 
three  acres,   so  that  the  argument  of 
having  the  building  compact  upon  two 
acres  would  no  longer  apply.     When 
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was  placed  near  the  Tower  because  it 
was  considered  convenient  to  have  the 
troops  at  hand  in  case  of  an  attack 
being  made  ux)on  it,  and  also  that  it 
might  bo  near  to  the  Bank  of  England. 
Whatever  might  be  the  value  of  these 
two  acres,  he  presumed  that  the  site 
on  the  Thames  Embankment  would  not 
be  more  commodious  than  the  site  on 
Tower  Hill.  Moreover,  it  could  be 
demonstrated  to  a  certainty  that  the 
Mint  could  be  rebuilt  on  its  present 
site.  He  was  aware  that  there  were 
people  who  objected  to  that  proposition; 
but  there  were  more  than  three  acres  of 
land  on  Tower  Hill,  and  there  could  be 
no  difficulty  in  rebuilding  the  new  Mint 
gradually.  The  coinage  would  not  suf- 
fer, because,  so  far  as  the  silver  and 
copper  coinage  was  concerned,  it  had 
been  repeatedly  put  out  by  contract  at 
Birmingham  and  other  places ;  and  with 
respect  to  the  coinage  of  gold,  if  build- 
ing operations  going  on  at  the  same  time 
were  likely  seriously  to  affect  it,  there 
was  this  to  be  said — that  for  some  time 
the  coinage  of  gold  had  been  susjiended. 
He  believed  there  had  been  no  gold 
coined  for  nine  months,  and  that  from 
last  July  they  did  not  propose  to  coin 
any  until  the  present  month.  In  the 
course  of  another  nine  months  the  re- 
building of  the  Mint  could  be  far  pro- 
gressed; and  it  must,  therefore,  be 
admitted  that  the  difficulties  which  for- 
merly existed  did  not  exist  now.  The 
nuisance  arising  from  the  smoke  and 
fumes  of  the  smelting  operations  would 
be  no  greater  than  they  were  at  present; 
and  the  noise  by  working  with  leverage 
and  new  machinery  would  hardly  be 
equal  to  that  met  with  in  the  Western 
Prairies  when  they  approached  one  of 
the  great  stamping  mills.  The  com- 
mercial aspect  of  the  question  appeared 
to  him  to  be  one  which  ought  to  be 
carefully  considered.  There  were  one 
or  two  other  points  connected  with  the 
Bill  to  which  he  ought  to  make  allusion. 
In  the  first  place,  the  Bill  empowered 
the  Commissioners  of  Public  W  orks  to 
sell  the  Basinghall  Street  buildings  to 
the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  London 
for  the  sum  of  £93,500.  This  was  the 
site  of  the  old  Bankruptcy  Court,  which 
the  Corporation  wished  to  use  for  what 
they  termed  a  temporary  purpose.  It 
was  not  for  him  to  suggest  that  it  was 
not  desirable  that  the  Corporation  of  the 
City  of  London  should  temporarily  go 

Mr.  Firth 


into  the  Bankmptoy  Oonrt.  He  agreed 
with  an  observation  made  rather  wittily 
— having  regard  to  the  place  in  which  it 
was  made — in  the  Court  of  Common 
Council,  that  unless  the  City  altered  its 
ways  it  would  have  to  take  up  more 
than  a  temporary  residence  in  a  Court 
of  that  kind.  The  City  proposed  to 
purchase  the  old  Banlmiptcy  Couxt, 
which  was  near  to  the  Ghiildhall,  and 
the  purchase  formed  part  of  the  trans- 
action that  was  to  be  carried  out  in  the 
Bill.  There  was  also  a  proposal  to  sell 
to  Sion  College  a  piece  of  land  on  the 
north  side  of  the  Thames  Embankment 
for  a  sum  of  £31,625.  It  did  not  i^ 
pear  in  the  Bill  how  it  became  requisite 
that  the  consent  of  Parliament  should 
be  given  to  such  a  sale  as  this;  and, 
certainly,  if  the  consent  of  the  House  of 
Commons  was  necessary,  he  thought  the 
House  should  be  put  in  possession  of 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and 
be  told  for  what  purposes  Sion  Collsge 
required  this  land.  Sion  College  wu 
founded  250  years  aeo  by  Dr.  White^ 
for  certain  specified  objects — namely,  for 
the  maintenance  of  a  popular  preacher 
at  St.  Dunstan's,  for  the  erection  of 
alms-houses,  the  incorporation  of  leo- 
turers  or  curates,  the  holding  of  quarterly 
dinners,  and  the  propagation  of  pure 
truth  and  doctrine.  At  the  present  nio> 
ment  he  was  not  aware  whether  or  no 
there  was  a  popular  preacher  at  St 
Dunstan's ;  there  was  certaiolY  no  alms- 
house, and  no  incorporation  of  lecturers* 
or  curates.  He  knew  nothing  about  the 
quarterly  dinners ;  and  if  pure  truth  and 
doctrine  continued  to  be  propagated,  it 
was  not  through  any  speciad  action  of 
Sion  College.  He  believed  Uie  only  thing 
tliat  existed  now  in  connection  with  Sion 
College  was  a  library  of  some  60,000 
volumes,  which,  he  believed,  was  estab- 
lished by  one  of  the  executors  of  Dr. 
White.  The  House  ought  to  be  told 
what  was  the  object  of  this  sale,  and  if 
it  was  necessary  that  they  should  give 
their  sanction  to  it,  no  doubt  they  wooU 
give  it.  These  were  the  whole  of  the 
proposals  contained  in  the  Bill.  There 
was  a  power  to  the  Corporation  of  the 
City  of  London  to  sell  other  lands,  and 
he  certainly  did  not  see  why  that  power 
was  necessary.  It  ouffht,  he  thou^iti 
to  be  explained,  and  also  the  power  to 
purcliase  other  lands.  With  respect  to 
the  whole  question  of  the  sale  and  pur- 
chase  of  important  lands  bj  the  Cor* 
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poration  of  London,  it  most  be  borne  in 
mind  that  the  entire  position  of  the  Cor- 
poration was  at  the  present  moment  auh 
judicBy  and  it  was  a  matter  for  considera- 
tion whether  transactions  of  this  sort 
ought  to  receive  the  sanction  of  the 
House  of  Commons  until  that  question 
was  settled.  As  to  the  application  of 
the  purchase  money,  one  of  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill  provided  that  the  money  pay- 
able by  the  Commissioners  to  the  Cor- 
poration should  be  paid  into  the  Bank  of 
±!nffland  as  if  it  were  paid  in  imder  the 
69th  section  of  the  Land  Clauses  Con- 
solidation Act  of  1845.  He  was  fully 
aware  of  the  difficult  position  which 
the  Government  occupied  in  the  matter. 
When  they  came  into  Office  the  ques- 
tion had  been  already  referred  to  an 
Arbitrator,  and  that  Arbitrator  had  now 

g*ven  his  award.  To  a  certain  extent, 
er  Majesty's  Government  might  feel 
themselves  called  upon  to  support  that 
award;  but  he  held  that  the  proposal 
was  one  which  was  entirely  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House ;  and  he  ven- 
tured to  think  that  no  wise  Administra- 
tion would  associate  itself  with  a  decaying 
body  like  the  Corporation  of  the  G&j  of 
London.  He  had  thought  it  necessary 
to  put  the  case  clearly  and  fully  before 
the  House,  inasmuch  as  the  earning  out 
of  the  scheme  proposed  by  the  Bill  would 
result  in  a  loss  of  not  less  than  £250,000. 
It  would  be  much  better  that  such  a  mea- 
sure should  be  brought  forward  and  dis- 
cussed in  a  Public  Sill.  He  begged  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
on  that  day  six  months. 

Mr.  brand  begged  to  second  the 
Amendment  which  had  been  moved  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Chelsea 
(Mr.  Firth).  His  hon.  Friend  had  fully 
explained  the  reasons  why  this  Bill 
oueht  to  have  been  introduced  as  a 
public  measure  and  not  as  a  Private 
Bill.  The  Bill  seemed  to  be  a  very 
simple  and  a  very  insignificant  measure. 
It  was  a  Bill,  in  fact,  to  enable  the  Cor- 
poration of  the  City  of  London  to  sell, 
and  Her  Majesty's  government  to  buv, 
certain  lands  on  the  Thames  Embank- 
ment and  elsewhere.  Now,  he  did  not 
wish  to  oppose,  or  in  any  way  to  restrict, 
the  freedom  of  the  Corporation  of  the 
City  of  London  in  buying  or  selling 
land,  because  he  did  not  object  to  the 
Corporation  and  all  its  works  in  the 
same  way  that  his  hon.  Friend  did.  But 
ho  objected  to  the  Bill  because  by  the 
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1  st  clause,  and  by  the  first  part  of  the  1  st 
schedule,  Her  Majesty's  Commissioners 
of  Works  and  Public  Buildings  were 
enabled  to  buy  of  the  Corporation  of 
the  City  of  London  certain  lands  on  the 
Thames  Embankment.    Any  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  casually  looked  at  the  Bill  would 
not  discover  from  anything  contained  in 
it  what  was  the  real  intent  and  object  of 
the  measure.   The  real  intent  and  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  enable  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  build  upon  the  site  thus 
purchased  of  the  Corporation  of  the  City 
of  London  a  new  Mint.    Now,  if  this  was 
the  first  occasion  upon  which  such  a  pro- 
posal had  ever  been  brought  before  the 
House  of  Commons,  he  might  still  object 
on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  a  more 
legitimate  and  expedient  course  to  have 
brought  the  measure  before  the  House  of 
Commons  as  a  Public  Bill.    But  the 
case  was  very  different.     This  question 
was  discussed  in  1871.  It  was  discussed 
then  upon  a  Public  BiU,  and  in  1871  the 
House  of  Commons  rejected  the  proposal 
by  a  maj  ority ,  and  rej  ected  it  on  the  ground 
that  even  then  it  would  cost  a  large  sum 
of  money  to  the  English  taxpayer.  That 
being  so,  this  was  distinctly  an  attempt 
— and  this  was  his  objection  to  the  Bui 
— it  was  distinctly  an  attempt  to  reverse 
the  decision  come  to  by  the  House  of 
Commons  on  a  public  measure  by   a 
Private  Bill.    He  maintained  that  it  was 
a  very  inexpedient  course  to  pursue. 
His  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasux^  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish), 
or  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  "Works  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre), 
who  would  answer  for  the  Bill,  would 
say,  he  presumed,  that  the  circumstances 
were  different  now  from  what  they  were 
in  1 87 1 .    It  was  perfectly  true  that  they 
were  different  in  this  sense,  that  the  eco- 
nomic arguments  that  were  pleaded  for 
the  Bill  of  1871  were  no  longer  appli- 
cable.  What  was  the  condition  of  things 
then?    The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, in  1871,  proposed  to  buy  a  site  on 
the  Thames  Embankment,  the  value  of 
which  was  £80,000.     It  was  proposed  to 
erect  upon  that  site  buildings  that  were 
to  cost  £100,000,  and  competent  autho- 
rities stated  that  the  sale  of  the  old  Mint 
building  would  more  than   cover  the 
whole  of  the  expenses  of  the  new  build- 
ing.    The  case  was  very  different  now. 
The  land  was  to  cost  not  £80,000,  but 
£254,000,  and  he  maintained  that  that 
altered  the  whole  of  the  circumstances, 
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and  that  the  Bill  ought  to  be  submitted  as 
a  public  measure  to  the  consideration  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  There  were 
only  two  other  small  points  upon  whicli 
he  would  touch.  It  might  be  said  that 
there  was  a  necessity  for  a  now  Mint. 
It  might  bo  so.  He  did  not  dispute  the 
contention  ;  but  he  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  engineers  had  stated  that 
it  was  impossible  to  adapt  the  old  Mint 
to  the  now  requirements.  At  any  rate, 
it  was  a  question  for  the  consideration  of 
a  Select  Committee,  and  if  the  necessity 
did  exist  it  would  not  justify  the  intro- 
duction of  this  Bill  as  a  Private  Bill. 
He  believed  that  the  history  of  the  Bill 
was  this — the  award  was  accepted  by 
the  late  Government ;  and,  therefore, 
the  present  Government  thought  they 
were  bound  in  honour  and  good  faith  to 
bring  the  matter  forward  in  this  way 
before  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
fully  admitted  that  it  was  so  ;  but  there 
was  no  reason  why  the  House  of  Com- 
mons should  confirm  the  award,  and,  at 
any  rate,  there  was  no  reason  why  the 
question  should  not  have  been  brought 
before  the  House  of  Commons  in  a 
Public  Bill.  For  these  reasons  he 
seconded  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr,  Firth,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Sib  THOMAS  CHAMBEBS  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Chelsea  (Mr.  Firth) 
had  failed  to.  adduce  a  single  argument 
which  was  not  an  argument  in  favour 
of  the  Bill  being  submitted  to  a  Com- 
mittee upstairs ;  and  the  whole  proposi- 
tion now  before  the  House  was  that  the 
Bill  should  be  read  a  second  time  with  a 
view  to  its  being  considered  in  Commit- 
tee in  the  ordinary  course.  He  believed 
the  House  had  been  informed  that  the 
Bill  had  already  been  investigated  by  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Ijords,  and, 
having  passed  that  House,  it  now  came 
down  to  the  House  of  Commons.  Its 
object  was  to  carry  out  an  arrangement 
which  had  been  entered  into  between 
the  Corporation  of  the  City  of  London 
and  Her  Majesty's  Government,  with 
regard  to  the  acquisition  of  a  site  on  the 
Thames  Embankment  for  the  erection  of 
a  new  Mint.  He  had  read  over  the 
correspondence  which  had  taken  place 
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between  the  Gk>vemment  and  the  Cor- 
poration upon  the  subject.  It  extended 
over  several  years,  and  it  showed  thti 
the  Corporation  had  throughout  been 
reluctant  to  sell ;  but  that  pressure  had 
been  placed  on  them  by  the  Goverxi- 
ment  to  compel  them  to  sell  these  ihrea 
acres  of  land  which  they  were  in  poasM- 
sion  of  upon  the  Thames  EmbanKment 
The  negotiations  arose  in  1874  in  con- 
sequence of  a  wish  expressed  by  the 
Corporation  to  purchase  the  site  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Court  in  Basinghall  Street, 
the  business  of  the  Court  naving  been 
removed  to  Lincoln's  Inn  Fields.  After 
these  negotiations  had  g^ne  on  for  some 
time,  the  Government  sounded  the  Oor> 
poration  as  to  their  willingness  to  sell 
the  land  on  the  Thames  Embanbneni 
Well,  the  Corporation  were  very  reluc- 
tant to  do  so,  and  their  objection  to  sell 
these  three  acres  of  land  to  the  Goven- 
ment  was  because  they  were  i^raid  thit 
the  erection  of  the  Mint  on  the  Thames 
Embankment  might  be  the  means  of 
creating  a  nuisance  to  the  adjoining  pro- 
perty by  the  fumes  from  flie  works,  the 
pollution  of  the  air,  the  noise  of  tke 
manufacturingprocesses,  and  theconsttnt 

Sassing  of  a  large  number  of  workmen 
uring  certain  periods  of  the  day.    & 
was  only  after  these  objections  had  been 
entirely  removed  by  the  frankness  ud 
fulness  with  which  the  Gt)y6mment  es- 
plained  the  whole  matter,  and  by  the 
Keports  of  two  very  able  scientific  men, 
one  of  whom,  a  chemist,  reported  upon 
the  effect  which  mi^ht  be  produced  upon 
the  air  by  the  establishment  of  a  Mint 
upon  the  Embankment ;  while  the  other, 
Mr.  Bramwell,  the  eminent  engineer, 
reported  upon  the  other  points  of  diffi- 
cultv.    It  appeared,  from  the  Bepozti 
of  these  gentlemen,  that  there  was  no 
foundation  whatever  for  the  apprehen- 
sions that  were  entertained  as  to  the 
erection  of  the  new  Mint  on  this  pu^ 
ticular    site    being    a    nuisance.     jIm 
Corporation,    when    they    were    satii- 
fied    upon    that    head,  at    once  with- 
drew their  objection,  and  became  will- 
ing parties  to  the  negotiations  for  the 
sale.     As  soon  as   Ihey  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  Mint  might  properly 
be  constructed  on  the  Embankment,  the 
Corporation  referred  the  matter  to  thctf 
own  City  Architect,  while  the  Goren- 
ment,  on  their  paxt,  referred  it  to  an 
eminent  surveyor  and  valuer,  and  tiieee 
gentiemen  appointed  as  Arbitrator  ta- 
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other  architect  and  valuer,  Mr.  Clifton. 
As  the  result  of  that  reference  to  arbi- 
tration,  Mr.  Clifton  ultimately  gave  his 
award,   and  it  was  to  carry  out  that 
award  that  the  present  Bill  had  been 
introduced.     He  failed  to  see,  inasmuch 
as  it  was  purely  a  local  matter  for  the 
purchase  and  sale  of  a  piece  of  land, 
why  the  Bill  should  necessarily  have 
been  brought  in  as  a  public  measure. 
It  appeared  to  him  much  more  natural 
that  it  should  be  introduced  as  a  Private 
Bill.    There  could  be  no  technical  ob- 
jection to  the  scheme  being  carried  out 
in  a  Private  Bill ;  and,  therefore,  it  was 
submitted  to  Parliament  in  a  Private 
Bill.  It  had  already  passed  through  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  its  sole  object  was 
to  carrv  out  an  arrangement  in  regard 
to  which,  in  the  first  instance,  the  Cor- 
poration had  been  extremely  reluctant 
to  negotiate.    Ultimately,  their  objec- 
tions were  removed,  and  they  had  made 
what  they  considei^Bd  to  be  a  fair  and 
equitable  arrangement.    The  only  ques- 
tion now  was  whether  the  Government 
would  be  allowed  to  complete  a  nego- 
tiation which  had  been  carried  on  for 
the  last  five  or  six  years,  and  whether 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
should  have  the  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing the  circumstances  of  tiie  case,  and 
expressing  an  opinion  upon  it.     His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Bylands)  had  another  Amendment 
on  the  Paper,  in  which  he  proposed,  in 
the  event  of  ^e  Bill  being  read  a  second 
time,  to  refer  it  to  a  Special  Committee, 
with  special  instructions  to  regulate  their 
inquiry.     He  believed  that  neither  Her 
Majesty's  Government  nor  the  Corpora- 
tion of  the  CSty  of  London  had  any 
objection  to  the  proposal  of  his  hon. 
Friend  ;    and,  on  the  whole,  he  (Sir 
Thomas  Chambers)  thought  the   best 
course  would  be  to  read  the  Bill    a 
second  time,  and  then  to  refer  it  to  a 
Select  Committee  constituted  in  the  way 
in  which  his  hon.  Friend  suggested. 

Mr.  HYLANDS  said,  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Becorder  of  the  Cilr 
of  London  had  made  a  speech  which 
no  one  in  that  House  could  take  the 
slightest  objection  to.  At  all  events,  he 
(I^*.  Bylanas)  did  not  intend  to  take  the 
slightest  objection  to  the  statement  made 
by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  He 
entirely  repudiated  any  disposition  to 
charge  the  Corporation  with  anything 
in  connection  with  the  proposal  before 


the  House  which  reflected  upon  the  course 
they  had  pursued.     So  far  as  they  were 
concerned,  ho  quite  admitted  that  the 
first  movement  in  the  matter  was  on  the 
part  of  the  Government.  He  remembered 
the  debate  which  took  place  on  the  matter 
in  1871,  and  he  had  watched  it  narrowly 
ever  since.   It  was  a  most  singular  thing 
that  outside  the  Government  a  certain 
amount  of  constant  pressure — whether 
one  right  hon.  Gentleman  or  another 
occupied  the  position  of  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  or  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  —  a  constant  pressure  was  put 
upon  the  Government,  oy  somebody  out- 
side the  Ministry,   to  induce  them   to 
take  a  step  which,  in  the  judgment  of 
the  House  in  1871,  and,  certainly,  in 
his  (Mr.  Hylands')  judgment,   was   a 
step  not  only  unjustifiable,  but  which 
would  entail  on  the  country  a  very  large 
expenditure,  without  any  corresponding 
benefits.     He  must  say  he  entertained 
a  strong  feeling  that  the  Bill  which  was 
now  before  the  House  ought  not  to 
have  been  introduced  as  a  Private  Bill, 
especially  after  what  had  occurred  last 
Session  and  in  previous  Parliaments. 
It  was  a  remarkable  thing  that  a  Bill, 
the  effect  of  which  was  to  reverse  the 
deliberate  decision  of  the  House,  should 
have  been  introduced  in  an  unostenta- 
tious manner  in  the  House  of  Lords  as 
a  Private  Bill,  and  then  brought  down 
to  the  House  of  Commons  without  a 
word  of  explanation  from  the  Govern- 
ment, seeing  that  it  proposed  to  commit 
the  country  to  a  large  expenditure  which 
the  House  had  already  refused  to  sanc- 
tion.   He  ventured  to  say  that  no  hon. 
Member  who  was  not  conversant  with 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  would  gain 
the  slightest  knowledge  of  the  nature  of 
the  measure  from  a  mere  examination  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  itself.     When 
the  matter  was  before  the  House  on  a 
former  occasion,  there  was  only  a  very 
partial  and  insufficient  inquiry.     The 
Clommittee  reported  in  favour  of  the  re- 
moval of  the  site  of  the  Mint  from  Tower 
Hill  to  the  Thames  Embankment.     His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Muntz),  whose  absence  from  the 
House  on  account  of  ill-health  they  all 
regretted,  took  a  prominent  part  in  the 
debate  which  followed ;  and  he  was  able, 
from  his  great  knowledge  of  the  subject, 
to  adduce  substantial  reasons  against  the 
adoption  of  the  Bill.  The  House  divided 
agamst  the  Government,  and  rejected 
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the  Bill  by  a  majority.  What  happened 
then  ?  The  matter  was  settled  as  far  as 
the  House  was  concerned,  and  as  far  as 
the  Government  were  concerned.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  then  came  into  Office, 
and  the  same  pressure  was  put  upon 
him  as  was  put  upon  his  Predecessor  to 
remove  the  site  of  the  Mint.  With  his 
known  good  nature,  the  right  lion.  Gen- 
tleman was  induced  to  give  way,  and 
negotiations  were  entered  into  with  the 
Corporation  of  the  City  of  London.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  recollect 
that  he  (Mr.  Eylands)  put  a  Question  to 
him — ho  thought  it  was  in  1879 — asking 
him  whether  it  was  the  fact  that  nego- 
tiations were  going  on  between  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  Corporation  with  a 
view  to  obtain  a  site  for  the  new  Mint. 
He  further  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man if  he  would  give  an  undertaking 
that  the  House  should  not  be  committed 
to  the  purchase  of  a  new  site  without 
having  an  opportunity  for  fully  discuss- 
ing the  question.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman very  fairly  told  him  that  nego- 
tiations were  going  on,  that  they  were 
not  concluded,  and  that  he  would  take 
care  that  the  House  should  not  be  bound 
by  the  negotiations,  or  precluded  from 
considering  the  whole  matter.  The 
House  were  now  in  this  position.  They 
were  entitled  to  consider  the  whole  mat- 
ter; but  they  had  certainly  expected 
that  no  Bill  would  be  brought  m  for 
dealing  with  it  except  a  Public  Bill,  and 
on  that  ground  he  might  have  been  pre- 
pared to  vote  against  the  present  mea- 
sure. At  the  same  time,  he  had  placed 
a  proposal  on  the  Paper  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  strong  Committee,  with  a 
special  Heference  to  such  Committee, 
which  would  enable  them  to  take  the 
whole  circumstances  of  the  case  into 
consideration,  and  to  see  whether  or  not 
it  was  desirable  to  remove  the  Mint  from 
its  present  site,  and  whether  an  improve- 
ment to  meet  the  necessities  of  the  case 
could  not  be  made  upon  the  existing 
site.  He  thought  that  a  strong  Select 
Committee,  with  such  an  extended  He- 
ference, might  be  able  to  sil%  the  matter 
thoroughly.  He  understood  that  the 
Government  had  no  objection  to  his  pro- 
posal; and  he  thought  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Chelsea  (Mr.  Firth),  in  view 
of  that  proposition,  might  not  feel  dis- 
inclined to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a 
second  time,  on  the  distinct  understand- 

J/r.  Iiyland(t 


ing  that  a  Committee  with  an  extended 
Reference  would  be  appointed. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  only  wished  to  say  a  few  words.  No 
doubt,  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Rylands)  had  correctly  stated  what  hid 
transpired  on  the  subject.  At  the  same 
time,  he  (Sir  Stafford  Northeote)  wished 
to  state  to  the  House  what  his  positioii 
had  been  in  the  matter.  It  was  one 
which  had  been  constantly  before  him, 
and  to  which  he  had  given  very  anxiou 
attention,  with  every  disposition  to  avoid 
the  spending  of  the  larg^  sum.  of  money 
which  the  operation  was  sure  to  cost 
But  he  had  tiie  conviction  entirely  forced 
upon  him  that  there  really  was  a  neoet- 
sity,  and  a  gprowing  necessity,  for  a  com- 
plete alteration  of  the  Mint  btiildings; 
and,  as  far  as  he  had  been  able  to  con- 
sider the  Question  and  investinte  it,  hi 
did  not  believe  that  the  alterations  which 
were  required  could  bo  carried  into  efiert 
on  the  site  of  the  present  building.  He 
meant  by  this  that  if  they  were  aUe  to 
shut  up  the  Mint  for  a  certain  time  and 
carry  on  the  operations  of  the  Mint  some- 
where else,  it  was  possible  to  re-construct 
the  buildine  on  the  present  area.  Bui 
if  they  could  not  do  this,  the  inconve- 
nience and  loss  to  the  public  would  be 
such  that  it  almost  seemed  impossible  to 
do  what  was  necessary  without  obtaining 
a  new  site.  There  had  been  a  greet 
many  difiBicultieB  in  the  way  of  ffettmg  t 
new  site,  arising  principally  m>m  the 
prejudices  of  those  to  whom  the  pRH 
posed  site  belonged,  or  the  persons  who 
lived  in  the  neiffhbourhood.  That  hid 
been  one  of  the  aiffioulties  in  the  way  of 
the  arrangement  which  had  been  pio- 
posed ;  but  he  hoped  that  they  were  nor 
able  to  see  their  way  to  a  satisfacfcoij 
arrangement  in  the  future.  At  thenme 
time,  ne  was  not  at  aJl  disposed  to  con- 
test the  observations  of  the  non.  Member 
for  Burnley,  that  it  was  reasonable  theie 
should  be  another  inquiry.  There  hid 
already  been  a  formu.  inauiry  before  i 
Committee  of  the  House  ;  out  he  saw  no 
objection  to  the  appointment  of  another 
Committee  if  the  Government  enter- 
tained no  objection  to  it.  Therefore,  the 
course  now  proposed  bv  the  hon.  Member 
for  Burnley  appeared  to  him,  on  the 
whole,  to  be  the  most  aatisfactoiy  one- 
The  object  they  had  in  yiew  was  a  pnUic 
object  of  very  great  importance-  Atsaj 
moment  the  most  serious  inconvenieae^ 
might  arise  in  consequence  of  ihebresk- 
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ing  down  of  the  existing  machinery. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  if  the  Bill  was  allowed  to 
be  read  a  second  time,  and  was  then 
referred  to  a  Committee  with  some  such 
instruction  as  that  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley,  tney  might  be  able 
to  see  their  way  to  a  satisfactory  solution 
of  the  difficulty. 

Mr.  Alderman  LAWEENOE  faQed 
to  see  the  force  of  the  argument  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Eylands),  that  the  Bill  ought  to  have 
been  brought  in  as  a  Pubuc  Bill.  It 
was  a  simple  Bill  for  carrying  out  an 
arrangement  for  the  sale  of  a  portion  of 
land  belonging  to  the  Corporation  of 
the  City  of  London  to  the  Grovemment, 
and  the  sale  of  another  portion  of  land 
by  the  Government  to  the  Corporation. 
As  the  learned  Becorder  for  the  City  of 
London  (Sir  Thomas  Chambers)  had 
well  stated,  the  arrangement  was  to  be 
carried  out  for  the  convenience  of  the 
Government,  and  the  Corporation  of  the 
City  for  a  long  time  were  unwilling 
sellers.  It  was  only  after  strong  pressure 
that  the  Government  were  persuaded  to 
sell  the  Bankruptcy  Court  to  the  City, 
and  that  the  Corporation  were  induced 
to  sell  to  the  Government  the  land  which 
they  held  in  their  possession  6n  the 
Thames  Embankment.  That,  he  con- 
tended, had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question  whether  it  ought  to  be  a  Pri- 
vate or  a  Public  Bill.  No  mention  of 
the  word  "  Mint"  was  contained  in  the 
Bill.  It  was  simply  a  Bill  to  enable  the 
Government  to  purchase  a  certain  quan- 
tity of  land  from  the  Corporation ;  and, 
in  order  to  enable  them  to  build  a  new 
Mint,  it  would  be  necessary  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  bring  in  a  fresh  Bill,  and 
obtain  the  sanction  of  the  House  to  the 
arrangements  for  the  erection  of  a  new 
public  Mint.  So  far  as  the  Corporation 
were  concerned,  the  Government  might 
use  the  land  for  any  other  purpose. 
There  was  no  limit  in  the  conditions  of 
sale,  and  no  compulsion  whatever.  So 
far  as  the  opposition  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Chelsea  (Mr.  Firth)  was 
concerned,  it  was  quite  sufficient  for  his 
hon.  Friend  that  the  Corporation  pro- 
posed to  sell  anything  or  to  buy  any- 
thing. His  hon.  Friend  was  quite  ready 
to  oppose  any  object  they  might  desire 
to  carry  out;  and,  no  doubt,  from  his 
hon.  Friend's  great  knowledge  of  the 
value  of  property  in  the  City  of  London, 


and  particularly  in  Chelsea,  his  views 
upon  the  matter  were  worthy  of  con- 
sideration. The  House,  however,  would 
bear  in  mind  that  the  opinion  of  very 
eminent  men  had  been  consulted  as  to 
the  value  of  this  land,  and  that  the  Bill 
only  carried  into  effect  the  award  of  the 
Arbitrator  who  had  inquired  into  the 
whole  question.  If  the  views  of  his 
hon.  Friend  were  to  be  adopted,  the 
Government  ought  to  have  no  dealings 
whatever  with  tne  Corporation  of  Lon- 
don, and  all  the  property  belongine  to 
the  Corporation  ought  to  be  kept  list- 
ened up  until  the  hon.  Member's  views 
in  regiurd  to  the  establishment  of  a  great 
Metropolitan  Municipality  were  carried 
out.  In  the  meantime,  this  particular 
portion  of  the  property  of  the  Corpora- 
tion would  have  to  remain  an  open  space 
probably  for  the  next  60  or  100  years. 
He  believed  that  that  was  the  real  object 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  and  he  had  no  fault 
to  find  with  it.  If  it  amused  his  hon. 
Friend,  it  certainly  did  not  injure  the 
Corporation.  "With  respect  to  the  Bill, 
if  it  were  sent  to  a  Select  Committee, 
the  Committee  would  have  all  the  merits 
placed  before  them.  If  the  House  should 
then  decide  that  the  Mint  should  not  be 
removed  from  its  present  site,  and  that 
it  should  not  be  built  upon  the  Thames 
Embankment,  the  Corporation  of  Lon- 
don would  have  nothing  more  to  say  in 
the  matter.  The  only  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  carry  out  the  arrangement  which 
had  been  entered  into  with  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government;  and  the  question 
whether  the  Government  were  to  carry 
out  their  present  intention,  and  build  a 
Mint  upon  the  new  site,  would  have  to 
come  before  Parliament  in  a  regular 
form  after  the  arrangement  with  the 
Corporation  was  completed.  When  that 
was  done,  it  would  be  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  adduce  arguments  to  satisfy  the 
House  as  to  the  advantages  which  would 
arise  from  building  the  Mint  on  the  Em- 
bankment. 

Lord  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
remarked,  that  there  were  various  im- 
portant questions  involved  in  the  present 
Bill.  He  thought  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Chelsea  (Mr.  Firth)  had 
done  ^od  service  in  calling  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  measure ;  but 
he  could  not  agree  with  his  hon.  Friend 
that  the  BiU  ought  to  be  rejected  be- 
cause it  was  a  Private  Bill.  If  the  Bill 
was  rejected  on  that  ground,  it  would 
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not  determine  the  question  whether  or 
not  a  new  Mint  was  to  bo  erected  on 
what  was  called  the  Thames  Embank- 
ment site.  If  it  did,  then  he  should  be 
quite  prepared  to  agree  with  his  hon. 
Friend  that  the  matter  ought  to  be  dealt 
with  by  a  Public  Bill.  But  even  if  the 
present  Bill  passed,  the  House  would 
still  have  to  consider  and  settle  that 
question.  The  necessity  for  the  mea- 
sure arose  from  the  fact  that  the  Cor- 
poration of  the  City  of  London  were  the 
owners  of  a  certain  plot  of  land  on  the 
Thames  Embankment,  which  the  Oo- 
yemment  were  anxious  to  obtain  for 
public  purposes,  and  they  had  no  power 
to  sell  it  without  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
The  question  whether  a  Mint  was  to 
be  erected  on  the  site  would  haye  to 
be  decided  when  the  House  was  asked 
to  yoto  a  sum  of  money  for  the  cost 
of  the  building.  The  only  question 
at  present  raised  was  whether  the 
Corporation  should  haye  power  to  sell 
and  the  Goyernment  power  to  pur- 
chase. The  House  would  always  haye 
another  opportunity  of  passing  a  judg- 
ment upon  the  question  of  erecting  a 
new  Mint.  He  wished  to  explain  now 
why  it  was  that  the  Goyernment  felt 
themselyes  bound  to  support  the  Bill, 
and  why  they  felt  themselyes  bound  to 
confirm  the  arrangement  entered  into 
by  their  Predecessors  in  OfEce  with  the 
Corporation  of  the  City  of  London. 
They  felt  that  it  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  one  Goyernment  should  adhere 
to  the  engagements,  in  matters  of  this 
kind,  that  were  entered  into  by  another, 
so  that  anyone  who  transacted  business 
with  one  Goyernment  would  know  that 
the  arrangements  made  would  not  be 
disturbed  by  another.  Indeed,  it  would 
bo  absolutely  impossible  for  Public 
Business  to  be  conducted  if  each  suc- 
ceeding Goyernment  could  release  itself 
from  the  engagements  entered  into  by 
its  Predecessors.  It  was,  therefore, 
perfectly  clear  that  the  Goyernment 
were  bound  to  support  the  present  Bill. 
But,  while  the  Goyernment  were  bound, 
the  House  was  free ;  because,  in  the  ar- 
rangement entered  into  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment, there  was  a  special  Proviso 
that  an  Act  of  Parliament  would  be 
necessary  to  make  it  obligatory,  and  all 
the  engagements  were  to  be  conditional 
on  the  obtaining  of  that  Act.  The 
House  was,  therefore,  perfectly  free  in 
the  matter,  and,   at  the  proper  time, 
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would  be  able  either  tx>  oonfirmorto 
reject  the  proposal  for  the  erection  of  a 
new  Mint  on  the  Thames  Embankment 
He  hoped,  however,   that  the  Hooie 
would  not  refuse  its  assent  without  grsYe 
consideration ;  and  he  would  Tenture  to 
suggest  a  few  reasons  why  the  matter 
should  be  more  fully  considered  than  it 
was  possible  that  it  could  be  on  this,  the 
second  reading,  stage  of  the  Bill,  and 
why  he  hoped  the  Motion,  which  bii 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Bumlef 
(Mr.  Bylands)  intended  to  make  after 
the  Bill  had  been  read  a  second  time, 
would  be  accepted.    The  whole  questioa 
was  carefully   considered   by  a  Select 
Committee  in   1870,  and   the  Govern- 
ment of  that  day  were  fully  impreeeed 
with  the  absolute  necessity  of  a  greet 
improvement  being  made  in  the  Ijlni 
buildings.    The  present  Mint  buildiogi 
were  erected  at  the  beginning  of  the 
century.    The  demands  upon  the  Mint 
had,   however,   largely  increased,  and 
the  present  Mint  was  altog^ether  unable 
to  meet  the  demands  that  were  made 
upon  it.    It  was  quite  true  that  within 
the  last  few  years  the  demands  made 
upon  the  Mint  had  been  much  smaller 
than  usual  owing  to  various  causes.  Bat 
it  was  not  likely  that  the  demands  upon 
the  Mint  would  remain  in  that  position 
much  longer;  and  it    was    necessary, 
therefore,  to  make  provision  for  meeting 
all  the  demands  that  were  likely  to  be 
made  upon  it.    In  the  year  1 872  the  de- 
mands which  were  made  upon  the  ICnt 
were  such  that  the  Mint  was  unable  te 
fulfil  them,  and  the  Government  were 
obliged  to  enter  into  contracts  with  pri- 
vate firms  for  assistance  in  the  copper 
and    silver  coinage,   and   g^at  inoon- 
venience  might  have  been  the  result 
There  was  also  another  consideratioB 
which  rendered  it  necessair  that  there 
should  be  an  improvement  in  the  exist- 
ing building^.     The  gold  coinage,  he 
was  sorry  to  say,  was  by  no  means  in  i 
satisfactory  condition.     The  proportioa 
of  light  coin  was  very  large,  and  it  wie 
absolutely    essential    that   the   whole 
question  of  the  gold  coinage  must  be 
taken  in  hand  before  verylong.    Bat 
it  might  and  had  been  said  by  some  d 
his  hon.  Friends  that  the  requirement! 
might  be  met  on  the  present  site,  and 
that  it  was  perfectly  possible  to  improfe 
the  existing  Mint.     I^'ow,  that  waa  not 
so  easy  a  matter  as  might  itppear  at  fint 
sight.    It  would  by  no  mewas  be  ea^to 
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extend  the    Mint  while  its  operations 
were    being  carried   on.     In  the  first 
place,   there   were  grave  oVjections  to 
the  closing  of  the  Mint  for  any  lengthened 
period.    The  Mint  was  obliged  to  con- 
yert  into  coin  all  the  bullion  that  was 
sent  to  it ;   and  the  closing  of  the  Mint 
for  six  months  or  for  a  year  could  not, 
under  ordinary  circumstances,  be  safely 
undertaken.      Then,    again,    the  gold 
coinage  was  a  very  delicate  operation. 
It  required  to  be  carried  on  with  the 
greatest  accuracy  and    nicety ;    and  it 
would  be  impossible  to  conduct  such  a 
coinage  amid  all  the  turmoil  and  bustle 
of  pulling  down  one  part  of  the  building 
and  rebmlding  another.    Therefore  he 
did  not  believe,  under  ordinary  circum- 
stances, that  it  would  be  possible   to 
make  extensive  alterations  m  the  pre- 
sent Mint.    But,  on  the  other  hand,  it 
was   perfectly    true   that   the    circum- 
stances had  very  greatly  changed  since 
the  proposal  for  the  erection  of  a  new 
Mint  was  originally  made  by  the  present 
Lord  Sherbrooke,  who  was  then  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.    It  was  then 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  be 
able  to  obtain  the  site  on  the  Thames 
Embankment  for  £80,000 ;  its  present 
value  had  been  estimated  at  £254,000. 
The    hon.  Member    for    Chelsea  (Mr. 
Firth)  said  the  present  moment  afforded 
a    remarkably  favourable  opportunity 
for  improving  the  present  Mint.    It  so 
happened   that   the    amount    of   gold 
coinage  held  by  the  Bank  of  England 
was  larger  than  it  had  ever  been.    The 
amount  of  gold  coin  held  by  the  Bank 
of  England,    under    ordinary   circum- 
stances,  varied    from    £10,000,000    to 
£12,000,000 ;  but,  at  the  present  moment, 
it  stood    at  £17,500,000.      Under  all 
these  circumstances,  it  certainly  appeared 
to  him  that  the  Mint  question  might 
advantageously  undergo  tne  careful  con- 
sideration of  a  Select  Committee.    He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  the  House  would 
consent  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time, 
and  that  it  would  then  refer  it  to  the 
Select  Committee  which  would  be  pro- 
posed  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Burnley. 

Mr.  FIBTH  said,  that  after  the  ob- 
servations which  had  been  made  by  his 
noble  Friend  he  would  not  press  the 
Amendment.  The  object  he  had  in 
moving  it  would  be  completely  attained 
by  the  appointment  of  the  Uommittee 
suggested  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 


ber for  Biimley;  and,  on  the  understand- 
ing that  that  Committee  would  be  ap- 
pointed, he  would  now  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber propose  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment? 

Mr.  FIETH  :  Yes. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eoni' 
mitted  to  a  Select  Committee,  to  consist 
of  Fifteen  Members,  Ten  to  be  nomi- 
nated by  the  House,  and  Five  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instraction  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  they  consider  and  report  apon  the 
condition  of  the  buildings,  machinery,  and 
appliances  of  the  Royal  Mmt,  and  whether  such 
alterations  and  improvements  as  may  be  re- 
quired in  them  can  be  made  upon  the  present 
site  of  the  Royal  Mint,  or  whether  it  is  desir- 
able that  new  buildings  should  be  erected  upon 
the  site  proposed  to  be  sold  by  the  Corporanon 
of  the  City  of  London  under  the  provisions  of 
the  London  City  Lands  (Thames  Embankment) 
Bill,  or  elsewhere. 


ROYAL  U^nVERSITY  OF  IRELAND. 

Copy  presented, — of  Scheme  for  the  Or- 
ganisation of  the  University  as  adopted 
by  the  Senate  [by  Act]  ;  to  lie  upon  the 
Table. 

QUESTION  8. 

— ^0^ — 

BARONIAL  WORKS  (IRELAND)— 
BALLYDEHOB,  CO.  CORK. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  pay  clerk  to  the  Baronial 
Works  at  Ballydehob,  county  Cork,  is 

Eaid  a  salary  of  £4  per  week  ;  whether, 
eing  principal  merchant  of  the  barony, 
he  supplies  all  the  tools,  wheelbarrows, 
picks,  crowbars,  &c.,  to  the  workmen 
employed  on  the  Baronial  Works ;  whe- 
ther the  amount  of  wages  paid  to  some 
of  the  labourers  is  not  frequenUy  as  low 
as  9«.  and  4«.  per  week ;  whether  the 

gayments  of  wages  to  labourers  are  not 
requently  paid  in  an  irregular  manner, 
so  as  practically  to  bring  about  the  truck 
system,  inasmuch  as  the  labourers  have 
to  deal  with  the  clerk  for  provisions, 
ftc. ;  and,  whether  the  labourers  at 
Oappaglass,  Dirrindnord,  and  Dirri- 
oonnell,  within  about  two  miles  of  Bally* 


751 


Army-- 


(OOMMONS)       Segimmid  Oi^mtuthm.    752 


dohob,  after  being  at  work  durinp^  five 
weeks,  had  only  received  two  payments 
of  wages  in  that  time — one  payment 
being  made  on  the  27th  February  and 
the  other  on  the  2nd  March,  both  pay- 
ments being  thus  made  in  the  same 
week  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE:  I  find,  on 
inquiry,  that  the  division  to  which  the 
Question  refers  is  not  comprised  in  the 
jurisdiction  alluded  to.  As  far  as  the 
rate  of  salary  paid  is  concerned,  I  find 
that  for  similar  services  the  Board  of 
"Works  do  not  pay  more  than  from  25«. 
to  30«.  per  week ;  but  I  do  not  know 
that  the  committee  in  tliis  case  cannot,  if 
they  choose,  sanction  the  payment  of  a 
higher  scale.  It  is  the  duty  of  the 
county  surveyor  and  the  standing  commit- 
tee to  attend  to  these  matters.  It  is  open 
to  all  persons  aggrieved  to  make  com- 

flaints  to  the  Board  of  Works  or  the 
rish  Executive,  and  in  the  event  of 
their  so  doing  such  complaints  will  be 
fully  inquired  into. 

MALTA— SALARY  OF  THE  GO^^ERNOR— 

FOOD  TAXES. 

Mr.  mac  IVER  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  give  any  practical  efi'ect 
to  such  portion  of  Sir  Penrose  July  an' s 
Eeport  in  regard  to  Malta,  as  recom- 
mended, that  some  considerable  portion  of 
the  salary  of  His  Excellency  the  Governor 
should  beoharged  upon  Imperialresources 
in  consideration  of  Military  services;  and 
also  as  regards  his  recommendation  that 
the  existing  exemption  at  present  en- 
joyed by  the  British  garrison  from  the 
whole  of  the  food  taxation,  borne  by  the 
Maltese,  should  no  longer  form  a  source 
of  profit  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer  at 
the  cost  of  the  Native  inhabitants,  who 
require  to  make  good  the  deficiency  ? 

Mr.  GEANT  duff  :  No,  Sir.  Her 
Majesty^s  Government  has  no  intention 
of  making  alterations  either  in  the 
arrangements  with  respect  to  the  Go- 
vernor's salary  or  the  supply  of  the 
garrison. 

CORONERS    (IRELAND)— ELECTION   IN 
WEXFORD  COUNTY. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  If  it  is  the  case 
that  in  the  elections  for  coroner  in  Wex- 
ford county,  the  Parliamentary  electors 

Mr,  Uealy 


of  the  Boroughs  of  Wexford  and  New 
Koss  (who  pay  much  of  the  rates  towards 
his  salary)  have  no  voice  ;  and,  whether 
the  same  disability  exists  in  boroughs 
in  any  other  Irish  county ;  and,  if  bo, 
whether  the  Gbvemment  will  take  steps 
to  amend  the  Law  on  the  subject  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  tob 
ntELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  The  right,  Sir, 
to  vote  at  the  election  of  a  Coroner  in 
Ireland  is  vested  by  statute  in  those 
residents  in  the  district  who  are  entitled 
to  vote  at  the  election  of  Members  A 
Parliament  for  the  county ;  and  as  the 
county  franchise  is  much  higher  than 
the  borough  i&anchise,  it  follows  that 
borough  electors,  merely  as  such,  cannot 
at  Wexford  or  elsewhere  vote  at  tiie 
election  of  a  Coroner.  With  regard  to 
the  last  Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  I 
have  to  say  that  this  matter  is  connected 
with  the  question  of  Irish  county  go- 
vernment, which  the  Government  bai 
under  its  consideration. 

TREATY  OF  BERLIN— AETICLE  61- 
ARMENIA. 

Mb.  BAXTEB  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  AfiEiEdrs,  If 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  conjune- 
tion  with  the  Governments  of  the  otha 
Great  Powers,  have  considered^  or  will 
consider,  the  desirability,  as  the  moit 
efficacious,  if  not  the  only  practicsl, 
mode  of  giving  effect  to  the  l^xty-fint 
Article  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  of  tiyiog 
to  obtain  for  Armenia  an  administratiai 
similar  to  that  which  has  worked  K) 
satisfactorily  in  the  Lebanon  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  As  I 
have  stated  on  a  former  occasion,  it  htf 
been  considered  advisable  to  postpoas 
discussion  on  reforms  in  Armenia  nnd 
the  settlement  of  the  Oreek  Frontier 
Question.  When  the  proper  time  aniiw 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  be  lesdj 
to  consider  any  proposal  that  appetn 
likely  to  bring  about  an  improvement  is 
the  condition  of  the  Armenian  subjects 
of  the  Sultan. 

ARMY— REGIMENTAL  ORGANIZATIOX. 

Lord  EDWAED  CAVENDISH,  wbo 
had  given  Notice  of  a  Question  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  as  to  whe- 
ther he  will  take  into  considenition  the 
effect  the  proposed  changes,  as  dotaiM 
at  page  7  in  the  Memorandum  lat^ 
issued  on  Begimentai  Orgaaialioiii  w 
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have  on  the  proepecta  of  tho  senior  cap- 
tains in  the  Line  who,  under  the  esist- 
ing  Eegulations,  would  in  a  short  time 
become  mounted  majors  ?  said,  he  would 
not  put  the  Question  in  the  form  in 
which  he  had  put  it  on  the  Faper,  but 
would  ask  whether  the  House  would 
hare  an  opportuuity  of  discussing  the 
Bcbeme  before  it  was  finally  adopted  ? 

Mr.  CniLDERS;  I  am  glad  my 
noble  Friend  has  not  put  the  Question 
of  which  he  has  giren  Notice,  inasmuch 
as  it  is  extremely  intricate  and  involTed, 
In  asking  that  he  will  communioate  with 
me  personally,  may  I  say  that  when, 
after  the  Recess,  the  Army  Votes  come 
on,  there  will  be  ample  opportunity  for 
diBcnsaing  the  queations  which  he  wished 


Me.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHT  (for  Mr. 
Dawbon)  asked  the  Chief  Seoretaiy  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther bis  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
following  occurrences  ;  —  On  Sunday, 
20th  March  last,  the  Sub-Inspector  of 
Police  at  Carlow,  having  drawn  the 
attention  of  Constable  Colter  to  the  fact 
of  a  chimney  being  on  fire,  the  constable 
on  going  to  the  HouBe  said  "  Oh !  it  is 
only  a  Land  Leaguer's  chinmeT,"  and 
on  second  thoughts  said  "  Perhaps 
though  we  had  better  rap  them  up ; " 
and,  if  he  is  unaware  of  these  circnm- 
Btancee,  whether  he  would  cause  them 
to  be  inquired  into  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESrEB :  My  attention 
has  not  been  called  to  the  matter,  except 
by  the  Notice  of  the  hon.  Member,  whose 
absence  I  regret ;  because  I  should  like 
to  tell  him  £at,  in  my  view,  the  occur- 
rence is  not  one  which  ought  to  be  made 
the  subject  of  a  QnestioD  in  this  House, 
or  ought  to  ooonpy  its  time. 

NAVY— COEPOEAL  PUNISHMENT. 

Aduibai.  Sm  JOHN  HAY  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
corporal  punishment  has  recently  been 
inflicted,  with  the  approval  of  the  Board, 
on  three  mutineers  on  board  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Prison  Ship  "  Liffey ; "  and,  in 
case  the  Naval  Discipline  Bill  nhould 
become  Law,  what  pnitishment  will  be 
nubstitutod  in  like  cases?  The  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  also  asked, 
Whether  tt  is  intended  to  make  piovi- 


aion  in  the  Naval  Discipline  Act  Amend- 
ment Billj  for  the  corporal  punishment 
of  boys  in  Her  Majesty's  Navy,  with 
birch  or  other  instrument  ? 
1  Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  The  Board  has 
'  been  advised  that  the  punishment  in* 
flicted  on  the  three  men  on  board  Her 
Majesty's  ship  Liffey  was  in  accordance 
with  existing  law  and  regulations  ;  and, 
accordingly,  it  was  not  disapproved  by 
the  Board  when  reported  to  them  from 
Coquimbo.  The  Naval  Discipline  Amend- 
ment Bill  does  not  alter  the  power  which 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  at  present  pos- 
sesses to  lay  down  rules  for  the  discipline 
of  naval  prisons.  Boys  are  punished 
under  the  regulations  for  minor  punish- 
ments which  the  Board  of  Admiralty  is 
empowered  to  lay  down  by  Section  52  of 
the  Naval  Diadplina  Act;  and  we  are 
advised  that  they  will  continue  to  be 
punished  under  those  regulations  if  the 
Amending  Bill  becomes  law  in  the  shape 
in  which  it  is  presented  to  Parliament. 
There  is  certainly  a  much  stronger 
legislative  sanction  for  these  punish- 
ments than  for  the  flogging  at  Eton  and 
Harrow. 

AEMY— THE  BRIGADE  OF  GUARDS. 

Sni  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether,  in 
the  event  of  his  entertaining  favourably 
the  propositioa  of  the  honourable  and 
gallant  Member  for  North  Leicester  to 
add  two  battalions  to  the  brigade  of 
Quards,  he  will  grant  to  these  new  bat- 
talions an  Irish  designation  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  say  that  should 
two  battalions  be  added  to  the  Foot 
Quards  his  suggestion  would  be  con- 
sidered; but  I  have  no  present  inten- 
tion to  increase  the  strength  of  the 
Guards. 

LICENSIKG  (METH0P0LI8). 
8iK  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  he  will  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  recommending  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  introduce  a  measure  transferring 
to  some  administration  responsible  to  the 
Government  and  to  the  Country,  the 
power  to  grant  licences  for  the  sale  of 
spirituous  liquors  and  for  the  opening 
of  music  halls  and  other  places  of  amuse- 
ments in  the  immense  area  now  under 
the  joriadiotioD  of  the  "  Middlesex  nut- 
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gistrates,"  a  body  appointed  by  an  in-  '  eoners.    He  will  be  treated  under  pre- 

dividual,  and  responsible  alone  to  the  '  cisoly  the  same  rules  as  other  prisoners 

Lord  Chancellor  in  case  of  proved  mal-  confined  under  the  same  Act. 

feasance  ?  Mb.  HEALT:  Will  he  not  be  allowed 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  I  can-  an  opportunity  of  clearing  himself  of  the 

not  say  that  the  Goyemment  have  it  in  charge  ? 

contemplation  to  deprive  the  Middlesex  Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  :  Like  other 

magistrates  of  their  present  jurisdiction  prisoners  confined  under  this  Act,  he 

as  far  as  the  granting  of  licences  is  con-  will  have  an  opportunity  at  the  end  of 

cemed.  three  months  of  having  his  case  con- 

sidered 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION— THE  NEW  Mb.  HEALY  also  asked  the  Chief 

SCHEME— MAJORS  OF  ROYAL  ARTIL-  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 

LERY  AND  ENGINEERS.  land,  Whether,  in  laying  upon  the  TaUe 

Me.  CAEINGTON  asked  the  Secre-  o^  *^®  House  the  statutable  particulin 

tary  of  State  for  War,  What  wiU  be  the  as  to  the  men  airested  under  the  Coe^ 

conditions  under  which  Majors  of  the  ^^^^  -^.ct,   he  will  cause  to  be  added 

Eoyal  ArtUlery  and  of  the  Royal  Engi-  thereto  a  statement  showing  how  many 

neers  who  were  promoted  to  that  rank  ^^  t'^®  prisoners  are  town  councillorB, 

before  October  1,  1877,  will  be  compul-  PO^r  ^^w  guardians,  and  students  of  the 

sorily  retired  ?  learned  professions,  with   the  walk  or 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  As  there  has  been  condition  in  life  in  each   case,  and,  if 

a  ffood  deal  of  misapprehension  on  this  ^^^,^®"'  ^^^  ^^^y  *^®*  ^^  ^^^  ^^ 

subject,   I  will  at    once  say  that  Ma-  hold  r 

jors  of   the    Artillery  and    Engineers  ^»-  ^'  ^'  FORSTER :    I  do  not 

appointed  before  October  1,  1877,  will  think  it  my  duty  to  add  to  the  Retuns 

be  retired  at  50.     The  seven  years'  rule  anything  beyond  that  which  is  set  forth 

does  not  now  apply,  nor  is  it  intended  to  ^^  *^®  ^^^  which  has  been  passed. 
make  it  applicable  to  them. 

ACCOUNTANT   GENERAL'S  OFFICE  VS 

PROTECTION    OF    PERSON    AND    PRO-  CHANCERY  (IRELAND). 

PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881— PAT-  Mb.  FINDLATER  asked  Mr.  At- 
RICK  DOWNEY.  tomey  General  for  Ireland,  If  his  it- 
Ma.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre-  *®^*i^^  ^^j^®^.,^?^®^  ^  ^^P^^  ^ 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  ^^^  ^^^^  ^V  ^^^*,?^»  f'  T^*^:  ^  ,• 
If  he  will  state  whether  Patrick  Downey,  recent  number  of  the  "Insh  Times 
of  Castletown  Bere,  who  was  previously  newspaper,  from  which  xt  appears  dut 
arrested  and  brought  for  trial  before  the  ^,  eohcitor  having  ascertained  fr^  • 
magistrates  on  the  charge  for  which  he  ^^/f^  ^^  **^^  Accountant  General's  Office 
was  subsequently  arrested  under  the  of  the  Coiut  of  Chancery,  who  innocen^ 
Coercion  Act,  was  afforded  any  oppor-  made  the  disdosure  that  a  sum  of  £8,000 
tunity  of  giving  evidence  in  his  own  de-  was  lying  tiiere  uuclainaed,  commum- 
fence  at  the  Petty  Sessions  Court;  and,  ^?*«?  ^^*^  the  parties  interested  sad  ' 
if  not,  whether  he  will  now  give  the  ootamed  from  them  a  third  of  the  fund 
prisoner  this  opportunity  of  clearing  ?»  *^®  P"^  ^*  giving  informatioE^  of 
himself  of  the  charge  ?  ^^  existence ;  and  to  inquire,  havug 
Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  In  answer  to  ^l^^^,^  *?®  judgment  of  the  Master d 
a  previous  Question  put  to  me  on  this  ^^^  ■^^^^  ^^  ^^^*^  *^®  says- 
subject,  I  stated  this  was  one  of  the  "Hohoped  that  this  was  the  last  oocaaioiias 
cases  in  which  a  norson  was  arrfifttftd  nn  ^^"^h  either  in  caaual  convenMtion  or  bydeasa 
cases  m  wnicii  a  person  was  airesteaon  any  such  communication  would  be  made,  and  hi 
suspicion  and  dismissed,  m  the  belief  also  hoped  that  some  steps  would  be  taken  to 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  obtain  compel  the  |>ublication  of  the  accounts  Temain- 
evidence  against  him  owing  to  tho  state  i°ff  derelict  in  the  Accountant  General's  Office, 
of  tho  country.  He  has  since  been  ar-  '^^^^^^^^^  wer  toV^"^  T^-''  "  ^f  "^  wS 
rested  under  the  Protection  Act  In  reply  J"^^^^  J,^Zth  at^g  should^  toTft 
to  the  second  part  of  the  hon.  Member  s  was  monstrous  for  a  solicitor  of  the  Comt  o< 
Question,  I  have  to  state  that  it  is  not  Chancery  to  trade  on  the  Aoooontant  GensiTi 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  treat  Books ;  * 

this  prisoner  differently  to  other  pri-  and,  whether  it  is  the  intentioii  of  tht 
Sir  Patrick  O'Brien 
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QoTemment  to  brme  in  &  Bill  to  effec- 
tuate the  recommenaatioQ  of  his  Lord- 
ship, or  to  take  steps  by  periodical 
publicatioti  "  of  Uie  accounts  remsining 
derelict,"  to  prevent  the  reouirence  of 
so  grave  a  scandal  ? 

The  attorney  GENEEAL  job 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law):  Yes,  Sir;  I 
have  seen  the  report  of  the  case 
mentioned  hj  my  noa.  Friend,  and 
hope,  during  the  Becess,  to  make  in- 
quiry into  the  matters  referred  to  by 
tne  learned  Judge  with  a  view  to  oon- 
sider  the  propriety  of  some  legislation 
on  the  subject. 

80IEN0B  AND  AET— THE  GEOLOGICAL 
8URTET. 

Adubal  Sib  JOHN  HAY  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  When  the 
Geological  Surveys  of  England,  Scot- 
land, and  Ireland  will  be  completed  ? 

Mb.  MTJNDELLA  :  I  regret  that  I 
am  not  in  poasesaion  of  the  requisite 
data  to  enable  me  to  fix  a  time  for  the 
completion  of  the  Geological  Survey.  We 
have  carefully  gone  into  the  Question ; 
and,  not  being  satisfied  with  the  present 
rate  of  progress,  we  are  making  arrange- 
ments which  we  hope  will  nJuten  the 
oompletion  of  the  work.  If  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  will  repeat 
the  Question  later  in  the  Session  I  trost 
I  shall  be  in  a  position  to  give  him 
more  precise  information  ;  at  any  rate, 
I  will  make  a  statement  in  moving  the 
Estimates. 


Mb.  CAUSTON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  a  strong  feeling  of  dissatisfaction 
exists  amongst  oertain  Quartermasters 
with  regard  to  their  olasflifioation,  who 
consider  that  their  being  placed  in  the 
subordinate  section  makes  a  distinction 
between  the  officers  who  rise  &om  the 
ranks  and  others,  and  which  they  regard 
as  a  caste  brand  ;  and,  whether  he  will 
place  those  who  by  ability  and  efficient 
have  shown  themselves  worthy  of  saoh 
promotion  in  the  superior  section,  or 
altogether  abolish  the  dtetinotion  be- 
tween superior  and  subordinate? 

Mb.  GHILDEBS  :  I  am  folly  aware 
of  the  objections  which  have  been  raised 
to  the  words  "subordinate  section"  used 
in  a  fbrmar  Warrant,  for  whidi  I  am 
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not  responsible ;  and  the  amendment  of 
that  Warrant,  issued  in  January,  1860, 
will  be  considered  when  other  pressing 
matters  have  been  disposed  of. 


CHINA— MIXED  COURT  OF  SHANGHAI 
—CHINESE  CRIMINALS. 
Mb.  J.  W.  PEASE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  he  is  able  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  a  Return  of  the 
number  of  Ohinese  criminals  who  have 
beentriedat  theHixed Court  of  Shanghai 
during   1676,   and  the  nature  of  the 

Euniahments  inflicted  upon  those  who 
ave  been  convicted;  and,  whether  any 
Report  on  the  nature  of  the  punishments 
inffioted  by  that  Court  has  been  received 
from  Sir  Thomas  Wade,  as  expected  by 
him  in  July  last  year ;  and,  if  bo,  whe- 
ther ha  will  lay  that  Report  upon  the 
Table? 

Sib  0HABLE8  W.  DILEE:  The 
Return  of  Chinese  criminals  tried  before 
the  Mixed  Courts  at  Shanghai  has  not 
been  received ;  but  a  Report  on  the 
nature  of  the  punishments  inflicted  by 
that  Court  has  been  transmitted  by  Sir 
Thomas  Wade,  and  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table. 

NAVY— COURT  MARTIAL  AT  SYDNEY 

—  CASE  OP    0.  P.   STAMP  —  H.MiS. 

"  WOLVERINE." 

Mb.  LAB0T70HEBE  asked  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty,  If  hie  attentioo 
has  been  called  to  a  court  martial  held 
on  board  H.M.8.  "Wolverine"  on  the 
20th  December  last,  when  a  chief  petfy 
officer  waa  sentenced  to  twelve  months' 
imprisonment ;  whether  Captain  Purvis, 
of  H.M.S.  "Danae,"  sat  as  President 
of  the  Court  after  he  had  been  objected 
to,  on  the  ground  that  he  had,  in  reply 
to  a  memorial  &om  the  petty  officers  of 
his  ship,  stated  his  intention  of  doing 
all  he  could  against  the  accused ;  whe- 
ther the  proceedings  of  this  and  of  two 
other  courts  martial  held  on  board  the 
same  vessel  have  been  severely  criticized 
in  the  Sydney  press  ;  and,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  intend  to  take 
any  action  in  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  TREVELYAN:  I  replied  at 
length  some  six  weeks  ago  to  tne  hon. 
Member  for  Stafford  (Mr.  Maodonald) 
about  the  oourt  martial  of  the  Wohtrint. 
My  hon.  Aiend  will  find  the  detail*  in 
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Jfamard  of  tlio  22nd  of  February.     The 
pnsoner  has  not  yet  arrived  in  England  ; 
but  when  he  has  amved,  his  case  will 
be  considered.     Captain  Purvis  sat  as 
President ;  but  no  objection  was  made 
to  his  acting,  and  the  prisoner  pleaded 
guilty.     Nothing  is   known  as   to  the 
Memorial  from  the  petty  officers,  nor  as 
to  the  proceedings  of  this  or  any  other 
court  martial  having  been  criticized  by 
the  Sydney  Press.     The  fact  is  that  the 
courts  martial  on  the  station  have  not 
been  exceptionally  numerous,  and  most 
certainly  their   sentences,    which  have 
been  carefully  examined   at    the    Ad- 
miralty,  have  not  been    exceptionally 
severe.     The  last  court  martial  on  the 
Wolverine  was  held   on    a    gunner    in 
the  Eoyal  Marine  Artillery,  who,  when 
on  shore  for  rifle  practice,  ^ot  drunk, 
knocked  off  the  helmet  of  his  superior 
officer,  and  kicked  it  along  the   road, 
resisted  the   escort  which  was  sent  to 
arrest  him,  tried  to  jump  overboard  from 
the  boat,   and,  when  rebuked  by  the 
lieutenant  in  command,   said — well,    I 
had  rather  not  tell  the  Ilouse  what  that 
gunner  said— and  for  all  this,  the  man 
only  got  14  days'  imprisonment.   I  must 
say    that    if    Her    Majesty's    Govern- 
ment took  any  action  in  tlie  matter  it 
would  not  be  to  the  advantage  of  the 
gunner. 

NAVY— II.M.S.  "  INFLEXIBLE/' 

Mr.  GOURLEY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  When  he  anticipates 
being  able  to  send  the  **  Inflexible  "  to 
sea  ;  and  if.  when  commissioned,  she 
will  have  the  whole  of  her  tuiTet  guns 
on  board  ;  whether  any  are  to  be  breech, 
or  if  all  are  to  be  muzzle-loading  guns  ; 
and,  further,  if  he  will  be  good  enough 
to  state  how  many  men  she  will  carry, 
distinguishing  between  Naval  and  Ma- 
rine olflcers,  engineers,  firemen,  seamen, 
and  Marines  ? 

Mk.  TREVELYAN  :  The  Inflexible 
could  bu  sent  to  sea  in  a  fortnight ;  but 
the  ship  will  not  require  to  be  com- 
missioned for  the  Mediterranean  until 
July.  All  her  turret  guns  are  on  board. 
Shehas  eight  L*0-pouudcr breech-loaders ; 
but  her  8()-ton  turret  guns  are  muzzle- 
loaders.  Being  twice  the  size  of  any 
guns  hitherto  mounted  in  our  Navy,  the 
number  of  seamen  gunners  requires  so 
much  consideration  that  the  details  of 
the  complement  are  not  yet  decided. 

Mr.  Trevehjan 


There  will  be  a  Marine  o£Eicer  on  board* 
if  that  is  what  my  hon.  Friend  wishes 
to  know. 

PARLIA^IENTARY  ELECTIONS  ACT, 
18C8— DISQUALIFICATION  FOR  COR- 
RUPT PRACTICES. 

Mr.  BYLANDS  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  the  diequolifications 
attaching  to  candidates  and  others  found 
guilty  of  corrupt  practices  by  the  repoit 
of  an  election  judge  also  apply  to  llie 
same  persons  scheduled  by  a  Soyal 
Commission;  and,  whether  candidatei, 
aldermen,  and  magistrates  found  guilty 
at  Macclesfield  and  other  Boroughs  will 
be  rendered  incapable  of  sitting  in  Fs^ 
liament,  voting,  &c.  for  seven  years? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Kr 
Hexry  James)  :  There  are  certain  dis- 
qualifications attaching  to  candidates  in 
consequence  of  being  reported  person- 
ally guilty  of  bribery  by  an  Election 
Judge.  These  disqualifications  are  im- 
posed by  31  &  32  Vict.  c.  125,  s.  43;  but 
no  disqualification  of  any  kind  attachsi 
to  any  person  so  reported  other  than  • 
candidate  except  the  prohibition  of  his 
employment  as  an  election  agent  during 
seven  years.  The  reason  for  this  is  to 
be  found  in  the  wording  of  the  45th  sm- 
tion  of  the  Act  I  have  mentioned,  which 
says — 

**  ^Vn^'  person  othor  than  a  candidato  fomii 
c^iiilty  in  any  proceeding  in  which,  after  nctiw 
of  the  charp:e,  he  has  had  an  opportimity  of 
being  heard," 

shall  be  subjected  to  certain  disqualifi- 
cations. It  has  been  determined  by 
Lord  Blackburn,  in  the  decision  giTcn 
by  him  in  the  Bewdley  Petition  case— 
and  it  seems  to  me  quite  correctly  dete^ 
mined — that  a  person  giving  evidence 
upon  the  hearing  of  an  Election  Peti- 
tion has  not  had  "  an  opportunity  of 
being  heard"  in  the  legal  sense,  and 
that,  therefore,  unless  tried  and  con- 
victed before  a  jury  the  disqualificatioDS 
do  not  attach.  The  same  rule  applies 
with  greater  force  in  relation  to  the  Be- 

Sorts  of  Commissioners ;  for  even  can- 
idates  are  subjected  to  no  penalties  or 
disqualifications  in  consequence  of  being 
reported  by  Commissioners  as  person- 
ally guilty  of  bribery.  The  result  is 
that  unless  persona  lie  prosecuted  and 
convicted,  which  they  cannot  be  in  ths 
face  of  a  certificate  of  indemnity,  no 
consequences  of  any  kind  remit  ^ 
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to  anyone  from  being  reported  fniil6y  of 
corrupt  practices  b;  Election  Commis- 
sioners. Ab  I  mentioned  on  Friday,  tbe 
Lord  Cbancellor  lias,  of  his  own  mo- 
tion, taken,  and  ie  taking,  steps  in  rela- 
tion to  magistrates  who  have  been  re- 
ported guilty  of  corrupt  practices,  and  it 
rests  with  Parliament  to  determine  what 
disqualification  it  will  impose  when  Bills 
for  that  purpose  are  presented  to  it,  The 
necessity  for  considering  whether  fur- 
ther disqualification  than  the  usual  one 
of  mere  removal  from  the  register  by 
statute  should  not  be  imposed  becomes 
apparent  when  we  know  that  in  fire  Be- 
porte  20  Magistrates,  12  Aldermen,  and 
47  Town  Councillors  ore  found  te  be 
gnilty  of  corrupt  practicee. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  —  THE  TRAKSVAAL 
COMMISSION— CONDITIONS  OF  PEACE. 

Me.  MAOFAELANE  aeked  the  First 
Iiord  of  the  Treasury,  If,  before 
finally  entrusting  the  Oovemment  of  the 
Transvaal,  and  the  future  welfare  and 
liberty  of  its  laree  native  popnlation  to 
the  Boers,  he  will  instruct  the  Oommis- 
sioners  appointed  to  settle  the  conditions 
of  peace  to  ascertain  by  plebiscite  the 
wisnea  of  the  majority  of  its  people ; 
and  if  the  surrender  of  the  Tnuisraal, 
without  some  suoh  precaution,  to  afight- 
ing  minority  would  be  a  fulfilment  of 
the  "  honourable  engagemeute  entered 
into  with  the  natives  "  to  which  h^  re- 
ferred on  the  25th  of  May  last  as  a 
reason  for  maintaining  the  annexation, 
the  original  policy  of  which  he  con- 
demned ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  It  has  never 
been  the  practice,  as  far  as  I  know,  of 
the  British  Government  to  adopt  a 
plihiteiU  upon  occasions  bearing  any 
analogy  to  the  present.  There  would 
have  been  an  occasion  when  the  Ionian 
Islands  were  surrendered,  which  would 
certainly  have  offered  a  much  easier, 
better,  and  more  certain  opportunity  fur 
the  application  of  such  a  principle  ;  but 
it  was  not  adopted,  and  I  think  was  not 
recommended  oy  anyone.  The  present 
occasion,  in  the  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment, would  be  a  very  suitable  one  for 
attempting  to  bring  into  notice  the  prin- 
ciple of  promiscuous  popular  voting 
partly  among  the  Boers  and  partly 
among  the  Native  population  of  the 
Transvaal.  With  respect  to  the  Ques- 
tion of  which  the  hoa.  Member  has 


given  me  private  Notice,  I  certainly  am 
of  opinion  that  tha  methods  which  we 
are  enge^^ed  in  adopting,  and  which,  of 
course,  are  not  quite  fully  before  the 
House,  are  those  by  which  we  shall  be 
able  m.0Bt  satiafactorily  to  discharge  our 
engagements  to  the  Native  population. 


Mr.  W.  H.  smith  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  arrangements  have  yet  been  made  to 
restore  to  the  commercial  community  of 
Smyrna  the  100  pics  of  harbour  frontage 
free  of  quay  dues  which  was  reserved  to 
them  in  the  concession  granted  by  the 
Porto  to  the  Smyrna  Quay  Company ; 
and,  if  not,  what  stops  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  taken  to  protect  the 
interests  of  British  trade  at  Smyrna  ? 

em  CHAELE8  W.  DILKE :  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  protested 
against  the  closing  of  the  100  pics  at 
Smyrna  in  contravention  of  formal  en- 
gagements entered  into  by  the  Porte; 
and  they  have  called  upon  the  Turkish 
Government  to  restore  the  space  thus 
arbitrarily  closed.  Mr.  Goechen,  since 
Ms  return  to  Constantinople,  has  ad- 
droBsed  a  Airther  Note  to  the  Forte,  to 
which  we  hear  by  telegraph  to-day  tiiat 
a  reply  has  just  bean  received.  The 
Oorrespondeace  will  shortly  be  laid 
before  Parliament . 

PARLIAMENT— RULES  AND  ORDERS— 
QCESTI0N8— PHDrriNO  REPLIES. 
Mb.  LEAEJ:  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether,  in  consideration 
of  the  time  occupied  by  Members  of  the 
Government  in  answering  questions  put 
by  Members  of  the  House,  and  also  of 
the  considerable  difBculty  of  hearing 
many  of  the  replies  given,  it  would  be 
possible,  at  the  discretion  of  Ministers 
giving  such  replies,  to  print  them  and 
put  ^em  in  the  hands  of  Members  at 
the  commencement  of  the  sitting:  ef  tho 
House ;  and,  whether  he  would  con- 
sider, if  such  a  practice  were  adopted,  it 
might  be  sufiicient  for  an  honournblo 
Member,  on  his  name  being  called  by 
Mr.  Speaker,  to  rise  in  his  place  in  silent 
recognition  that  his  question  had  been 
duly  answered  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  cannot  be 
surprised  at  the  feeling  which  lias  in- 
daoed  mj  hon.  Friend  to  put  this  Clues- 
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tion ;  but,  on  the  whole,  I  do  not  think  tion  refers.    U  they  ezist,  it  i«  a  matter 

that  his  object  would  be  promoted  by  of  internal  arrangement  of  which  the 

my  giving  an  answer  in  detail  to  it  at  War  Office  has  no   information.    The 

the  present  moment.     It  appears  to  me  officers  of  Eoyal  Engineers  received  the 

that  some  general  consideration  might  extra  pay  to  which  they  have  alwaji 

very  appropriately  be  given  to  some  of  been  entitled  under  the  Warrant  when 

the  Eules  affecting  the  putting  of  Quos-  employed  on  the  duties  of  their  corpi, 

tions  in  this  House  ;  and  probably  a  re-  but  no  gratuity  or   working  pay.    In 

suit  of  that  general  consideration  might  fact,  the  payments  to  officers  and  men  of 

be  arrived  at  which  would  g^ve  satisfac-  the  Boyal  Engineers  during  the  Zah 

tion  to  my  hon.  Friend.  War — except  the  allowance  of  £1  to  the 

men — have  neen  those  uniformly  aUowed 

ARMY— THE  ROYAL  ENGINEERS  for  many  years. 
(EXTRA  PAT). 

Mr.  LEAKE  asked  the  Secretary  of  BRITISH  BURMAH— CONSUMPTION  OF 

State  for  War,  Whether  the  men  of  the  OPIUM. 

Eoyal  Eneneers  who  were  engaged  m  ^^  j  ^  pjj^gj,  ^^  ^    g^ 

the  Zulu  War  have  been  refused  work-  ^^     ^^  g^^^^  ^     j^^j^    Whether  ha  hu 

mgpaym  addition  to  their  Eepmontal  ^J^^^^  ^  ^opy  of  a  Memorandum  « 

pay    and  whether  they  do  not  receive  the  Ooneumption  of  Opium,  forwarded  i. 

Buch  pay  when  peacefuUy  employed  on  ^^^  ^      ^^  jgSO  U  O.  U.  Aitchim, 

worksathome ;  whether  they  have  been  Esq.,  Commissioner  of  British  bS 

refused  a  gratuity  for  service  m  the  field  4^=^;  Government  of  India ;  whe^erhe 

» jSt'Jr  wf  wf  «nt  J?«^  '  17  "  i°  possession  of  any  info;mation  u  to 

would  seem  to  have  been  entitled ;  who-  ^^     ^^j     ^^^en  by  the  Qovemment  with 

lllTw^rS^  il^^^  w«r«  li»LJr  r^S"^  to  the  Opium  Houses  in  that  Ro- 

during  which  the  men  were  engaged  on  j^     consequent  upon  the  recommend*, 

active  operations  in  the  field  were  not  ^j^^^  contaTned  in^^that  Memorandum; 

kept  by  their  commanding  officers  and  ^^^  whether  he  can  lay  that  Paper,  axd 

forwarded  to  head-quarters ;  and,  if  so  'others  connected  ^th  this  object, 

if  he  could  state  the  purpose  for  which  '^  ^^^  ^able  of  the  House  ?        ^ 

they  were  so  kept  and  forwarded ;  and,  ^^^  Maequess  of  HARTINGTON  : 

whether  the  officers  of  the  Royal  Engi-  ^      j  j^        ^^  j^^              ^  ^^ 

neers  who  were  engaged  m  the  Zulu  ^^^ndum,  and  there  wffl  be  no  diffl- 

r^^.irf„T»«illlTntejfH^/^  ^^  in  laying  it  upon  the  Table  if  the 

a  gratuity  lor  service  m  the  nela  m  ad-    t,^^  \m^^\^^<^  zLz'ti  J^^^^  ^ •*      rm.    ■- 

5      .    -^ ,    .    T)     .        .  ,               J   .«  non.  Member  will  move  for  it.     The  in- 

tion  to  their  Regimental  pay ;  and,  if  ^^^„„^  ^^  xv^  r.^^^^^^*-:^^  ^^ 

«^    :*  v.r.  r.r.,.iA    ^^«i«;«   JTi, ^  ^.^«ro l;i -  croaso  of  the  consumption  of  opium  in 

BO.   if  he  could   explain  why  rewards  g^^j^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^ 


dition  to  their  Begimental  pay ;  and,  if 
so,  if  he  could  explain  why  rewards 
granted  to  the  officers  should  be  with-    (j^derthe^c'^nsideratiJrorSirCto^ 


^^S/^O^H^DERS  :  The  men  of  the  PJ*  o^  ^''-'  -*>^  *^»  --  -'  «*«*• 

Boyal  Engineers  engaged  in  the  Zulu  ^ 

War  did  not  receive  working  pay,  which  mry^Ta    DTSTnuBA vpttq  nw  tup 

is  only  given  to  soldiers,  whether  of  the  fron?™^ 

Eoyal  Engineers  or  of  other  arms,  when  ROiiTlER. 

employed    upon     permanent    military  Baron  HENEY  DE  WORMS  aak«d 

works ;  or  when  performing  services  for  the  Undersecretary  of  State  for  Foreign 

the  various  Army  Departments.    It  is  Affairs,  Whether  any  report  has  been 

not  given  to  them  on  ordinary  military  received  from  H^  Majesty's  Consul  at 

duty  including  the  ordinary  services  re-  Tunis,  relative  to  the  alleg^  outbreak 

quired  of  them  during  a  campaign.  This  on  the  Tunisian  frontier ;    and,   if  io, 

has  always  been  the  rule  in  the  Army,  whether  he  can  communicate  such  in* 

Neither  ofHcers  nor  men  become  entitled  formation  to  the  House  ? 

to  any  gratuity  for  service  in  the  field  Mr.  MONTAGUE  QUEST  asked  the 

in     the    Zulu    War ;    unless,    indeed,  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Formgn 

allusion   is    made  to  an  allowance  of  Affairs,  Whether  the  attention  of.&r 

£1  which  has  been  made  to  each  soldier  Majesty's  Government  has  been  directed 

on  accouut  of  damage  to  clothinc^.    I  to  a  Protocol  of  the  Sublime  Ottoman 

have  no  knowledge  of  the  time  sheets  Porte  of  the  28th  of  July,  1868,  which 

to  which  my  hon.  Friend's  third  Ques-  explicitly  declares  all  foreigners  poe- 

Mr,  QlaMone 
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BeiBing  real  proper^  tbronchout  all  the 
Turkirti  DomioioQ  to  be  Bubject  to  the 
local  Courts  and  local  lavs,  even  where 
all  parties  interested  are  foreigners; 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  has 
always  recognized  the  Begency  of  Tunis 
ae  an  integralpart  of  the  Ottoman  Em- 
pire; and,  if  Her  Majesty's  Qovernment 
officially  congratulated  the  Bey  in  1871 
on  his  obtaining  from  the  Sultan  a  fir- 
man ratifying  and  confirming  that  posi- 
tion ;  whether  this  Protocol  has  teen 
laid  before  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  with  the  Papers  on  the  Enfida 
case,  and  if  they  have  arrived  at  any 
decision  ;  and,  if  Her  Majesty's  Qovern- 
ment will  now  lay  the  Papers  upon  the 
Table? 

Sm  CHAELES  W.  DILKE ;  Her 
Majesty's  Qovernment  have  received  no 
Beport  as  to  the  disturbances  on  the 
Tunisian  Frontier.  With  regard  to  the 
Question  of  my  bon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Wareham,  I  may  state  that  the  Pro- 
tocol in  question  has  been  referred  to 
the  Law  Officers,  whose  Report  has  not 
yet  been  received.  Tunis  has  always 
been  recognized  ae  a  vassal  State ;  but 
it  possesses  the  right  of  self-govern- 
ment, and  of  concluding  with  foreign 
Powers  Treaties  not  of  a  political  or 
military  character.  The  case  has  not 
yet  reached  a  point  at  which  Papers 
can  with  advantage  be  I^d  before  the 
House. 

AHMY— N0N.C0MMIB8I0NED 
OFFICERS. 

Me.  O'CONNOE  POWEB  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  it  is  not 
usual  to  allow  non-commissioned  officers 
of  good  conduct  and  exemplary  charac- 
ter to  remain  in  the  Army  after  the  full 
period  of  twenty-one  years'  service  if 
they  wish  to  remain;  and,  whether  com- 
manding officers  of  regiments  have  any 
authority  to  discharge  such  non-oommis- 
sioned  officers  so  long  as  they  are  able 
and  willing  to  serve? 

Mr.  CHILDEE8 ;  Li  reply  to  tha 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  have  to  say  that  all 
non-commissioned  officers  who  express 
a  desire  to  continue  in  the  Service  after 
the  full  period  of  21  years,  and  whose 
applications  are  approved  by  the  com- 
petent military  authorities,  are  usually 
allowed  to  remain  in  the  Army,  under 
Section  B2  of  the  Army  Discipline  and 
Begulation  Act,  1679.  Should  a  non- 
commissioned officer  not  express  suoh  a 


desire,  his  discharge  is  proceeded  with 
on  the  completion  of  his  term  of  service. 
But  should  he  express  such  a  wish,  it 
rests  with  the  competent  military  au- 
thorities to  approve,  his  commanding 
officer  being  bound  to  forward  his  ap- 
plication to  the  War  Office. 

TTJRKET  AND   GREECE  —  THE 
FRONTIER    QUESTION. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  asied 
the  Under  Secretaiy  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  J£  he  can  give  any  authority  bo- 
sides  that  of  Mr.  Kirby  Oreen  for  his 
statement  that  five-sevenths  of  the  popu- 
lation in  the  districts  proposed  by  the 
Berlin  Conference  to  be  ceded  to  Greece 
are  Greek ;  and,  whether  he  will,  fol- 
lowing the  example  of  the  French 
Foreign  Minister,  M.  Barthebny  St. 
Hilaire,  publicly,  with  or  without  the 
concert  of  Europe,  advise  Greece  to 
moderate  her  excessive  demands  F 

8iB  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  The 
information  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers  was  not  received  &om  Mr.  Kirby 
Green,  to  whose  Eeports,  however,  both 
Her  Majesty's  late  and  present  Govern- 
ments have  attached  great  value,  but 
&om  officers  who  have  visited  the  coun- 
try in  question,  and  derived  their  infor- 
mation  &om  statistics  gathered  on  the 
^t.  With  regard  to  the  second  por- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I 
cannot  state  in  detail  what  is  the  course 
that  is  being  taken  by  the  Powers  at  the 
present  time. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  — THE  TRANSVAAL- 
VIOLATION  OP  THE  ARMISTICE. 
Mh.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  it  is  true  that  a 
severe  engagement  has  taken  place  at 
Pretoria  since  the  Armistice,  and  whe- 
ther the  Qovernment  intend  to  take  any 
notice  of  this  act  on  the  part  of  the 
Boers,  as  well  as  of  their  conduct  at 
Bmnker's  Spruit  and  at  Fotchefstroom ; 
whether  the  Government  have  received 
information  confirming  the  statement  in 
the  "Times  "  and  other  papers  that  the 
gravest  discontent  at  the  terms  of  peace 
prevailed  among  British  Colonists,  that 
the  British  Flag  has  been  insulted,  that 
the  Colonists  propose  to  contioue  the 
struggle  themselves,  and  that  loyal 
Dutch  and  British  settlers  in  the  Trans- 
vaal are  being  persecuted  and  driven 
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from  the  country;   and,  whether  Hat 


Majeatj's  GoTemment  will  take  steps  to 
maintain  the  houour  and  influsnce  of 
Great  Britain  in  South  Africa,  or  whe- 
ther they  will  allow  the  loyal  Dutch 
and  British  reaidoute  in  the  Transvaal 
the  same  privilogo  that  they  gave  to  the 
"friendly"  inhabitants  of  Candahar, 
Tin.  that  of  retiring  with  the  retreating 
British  garrisons  out  of  the  country 
altogether  ? 

Mr.  GEANT  duff  r  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member's  first  Question,  I  hftvo  to 
say  that,  under  the  authority  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  the  CommisBion 
will  consider  what  acts  which  may  have 
been  done  at  Fotchefstroom  or  elsewhere 
are  covered,  and  what  are  not  covered, 
by  the  amnesty.  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member's  second  Quosdoo,  I  have  to 
Bay  "  No."  In  reply  to  his  third  Ques- 
tion, I  have  simply  to  say  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  has  maintained,  is 
maintaining,  and  will  maintain  the  in- 
fluence of  Groat  Britain  in  South  Af- 
rica. 

Lord  COLIN  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  it  is  the  case,  as  reported 
by  telegrams  to  the  "Standard"  pub- 
lished on  the  2nd  instant,  that  the  Boer 
leaders  have  not  observed,  or  aro  power- 
less to  compel  the  observance  of,  tho 
agreement  to  tho  effect  that  there  should 
be  "  no  molestation  for  political  opinion 
OD  either  side,"  and  that  many  who  were 
loyal  to  the  late  Government  are  now 
flying  from  the  country  in  consequence 
oi  the  gross  violation  of  the  agreement ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  tho  Government  will 
represent  to  tho  Boer  leaders  that  such 
a  state  of  things,  if  allowed  to  continue, 
will  render  the  Treaty  ratified  on  the 
23rd  of  March  no  longer  binding  on  the 
Crown? 

Mr.  grant  duff  :  I  will  first  re- 
ply to  my  noble  Friend's  second  Ques- 
tion. I  think  it  would  be  most  un- 
desirable to  Bay,  on  a  hypothetical  case, 
what  it  might  or  might  not  bo  proper  to 
do  if  the  Boor  loaders  did  something 
whioh  we  have  no  evidence  they  have 
done — the  more  especially  as  it  is  my 
duty  to  reply  to  the  first  Question  of  my 
noble  Friend  by  saying  that  we  have  no 
information  confirmatory  of  the  state- 
ment therein  contained.  Of  course,  in  a 
disturbed  country  it  is  purfcutly  possible 
that  violent  thiugs  may  happen ;  and  it 
will  be  tho  duty  of  the  Couiuissiou  to 
Mr.  Aihmead-IlartleU 


review  all  suoh  thinga,  if  bnmgfat  W 
Tore  tbem,  before  a  final  aettlamsnt  u 
arrived  at. 


STATE   OF   IBELAITD- 

MB.  DILLON,  3I.P.,  AT  THUBLIS. 
SiK  HENBT  FLETCHER  aakedtlie 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Ijord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  hasbeeo 
called  to  the  reports  of  the  Bpeeoh  of  tki 
honourable  Member  for  tipperoi;  tf 
Thurles,  in  tlie  "Freeman's  JourBil" 
and  "Nation"  newspapers  of  the  2ndia- 
stant,  where  he  is  reported  to  have  ndI 
as  follows ; — 

"  Ono  farm  empty  and  tumod  into  ■  OB- 
moQHge — ftnd  thtro  were  more  than  one  in  Tb- 

ficniry  lo-day — hnd  more  cfibot  in  bringisitti 
[tndloTdg  to  tcraiB  than  iill  the  talk  on  ij  Iki 
pLitfortoa  in  Tipperary.  Ho  warned  thai* 
kGtp  up  that  Bystem — to  let  the  Lud-gnlite 
know  that,  no  mnttar  what  Air.  Justice  FitxgtnU 
or  Lord  Jiutico  Fitzgibbon  might  Bay.heaml' 
he  Doj'cott^,  and  Boycotted  wane  tliut  ••■ 
he  wna  before  coercion.  Tho  moment  it  wnl  «tf 
that  the  people  arc  afraid  to  Boycott  Um  lu^ 
gmbher,  thnt  moment  they  would  aee  the  iMh 
go  iip  agnin,  and  the  land-grshber  at  liu  wilt 
nieor,  henr.)  He  was  happj  to  lay  thll  s 
Tipporary  no  man  had  taken  a  farm  frcim  wtick 
another  hud  been  evicted  unco  lie  came  intc  tb 
couatry;" 

And,  whether,  having*  regard  ta  tht 
previous  speeches  of  the  hononnlil> 
Member  at  Borrisokane  and  WoodfaJ 
of  the  same  tendency  and  effect,  bi 
proposes  to  take  any  addon  in  refanBE* 
thereto  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TER  :  The  Bepoi 
furnished  to  the  Irish  Elxecutive  bj^ 
Government  reporter  is  Bubstontiil^ 
the  same  as  that  mentioned  by  tiis  boo. 
Baronet,  although  it  does  not  oontiii 
the  words  alluded  to  in  the  report  qnotri 
in  the  House  a  day  or  tvo  ago  dt  A* 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Biiopixt 
(Mr.  Warton).  As  to  what  action  tki 
Government  intended  to  take  in  regirf 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Hembw  te 
Tipperary,  I  do  not  thinh  it  is  fbr  A* 
public  interest  that  Questions  should  ba 
asked,  the  answers  to  which  must  fMW 
tho  Gkiverament  in  tho  fulfilment  <i 
its  duty — tho  preservation  of  lav  aa* 
order  in  Ireland.  I  must,  therefon,  n- 
spectfully  decline  to  anBwer  the  Qui- 
tion. 

NAVY— THE  UABn.-E9L 

Sir  Hinif  EY  FLETCHER  asked  tk 

Secretary  to  the  Adminlfy,  If  it  is  Ibt 
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oaso  that,  whilot  the  promotioa  of  the 
Subalterns  of  the  Ko^  HarineB  is  ad- 
mittedly very  slow,  and  behind  that  of 
the  average  of  other  branchea  of  the 
SeTvioo,  two  Lieutenant  Colonels  have 
been  passed  over  for  command  of  Divi- 
fiions  of  Boyal  Marines,  and  jet  allowed 
to  remain  serving  under  officers  who 
formerly  were  their  juniorB ;  and  that 
one  of  these  snperoeded  officers  has 
months  ago  applied  for  retirement ;  and, 
Trhether  be  Has  takea  the  case  into  hit 
consideration  7 

Ma.  TEEVELYAN:  It  is  the  case 
that  two  lieutenant  colonels  have  been 
passed  over  for  the  command  of  divisiona 
of  the  Mariuee  ;  but  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing that  it  ia  a  pity  to  call  attention  to 
the  fact  in  Parliament,  aa,  where  pro- 
motion by  selection  exists,  the  choice  of 
one  officer  for  promotion  is  no  reflection 
upon  another.  Since  the  Order  in  Coun- 
cil of  18TS,  the  command  of  divisiouB  in 
the  Marines  is  g'iven,  "  without  refer- 
ence to  seniority,  to  officers  whose  sor- 
TJoesand  qualifications  best  justijy  their 
•electioc-"  One  of  the  lieutenant  colonels, 
Bome  months  ago,  applied,  not  to  retire, 
but  to  know  what  retiring  allowance  he 
would  receive  in  case  he  retired. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH— PUTRID  AMBHICAN 
HAMS. 

Mb.  DIXON-HABTLAND  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther he  has  seen  that  at  the  Chiildhall 
Police  Court  on  Friday  last,  Alderman 
W.  Lawrence  ordered  six  casks,  con- 
taining 200  putrid  American  hams, 
weighing  about  18  cwt-,  to  be  destroyed, 
whioh  hod  been  exposed  for  sale  in  the 
Oentrol  Meat  Market ;  and,  whether  be 
it  prepared  to  recommend  that  oom- 
mnnioation  should  be  made  with  the 
American  authorities  with  the  view  to 
their  taking  some  steps  to  prevent 
eimilar  exportations  ? 

Mb.  chamberlain,  in  reply,  said, 
as  far  as  he  was  able  to  gather  the  par- 
ticulars of  this  case  &om  the  Question 
of  the  ban-  Member,  it  appeared  that 
the  existing  law  was  sufficient  for  the 
protection  of  the  consumer.  He  had  no 
information  whether  the  hams  referred  to 
by  the  hon.  Member  were  obtuned  from 
America  in  a  bad  state,  or  whether  they 
became  putrid  in  this  oonntry.  If  the 
latter,  of  course  no  restriction  upon  ex- 
portation would  have  an^  effect;  and  if 
the  former,  he  was  of  opinion  the  action 
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of  the  consignee  would  be  more  influen  - 
tial  upon  the  consignor  than  anything 
Her  Majesty's  Gkivemment  could  do. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS   OF  THE 
HOUSE  — THE    BANKRUPTCY     BILL. 

Mb-  monk  asked  the  President  of 
the  Boarf  of  Trade,  Whether  it  will  be 
in  his  power  to  introduce  the  proposed 
Bill  to  amend  the  Law  of  Bankruptcy 
before  the  Easter  Becess  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  extremely  anxious  to  be  able  to 
introduce  the  Bill  before  Easter,  in 
order  that  its  provisions  might  be  con- 
sidered by  the  House  and  the  country 
during  the  Beceas.  He  was  afraid  that 
would  only  be  possible  if  the  House 
would  be  willing,  as  he  hoped  it  might 
be,  to  take  a  Morning  Sitting  on  Friday- 
If  that  should  be  the  pleasure  of  the 
Houae,  then  it  would  be  necessary  for- 
mally to  make  a  Motion  for  the  intro- 
ductiou  of  the  Bill  on  Thursday  night. 
That  would  be  made  without  debate ; 
the  Motion  would  be  adjourned,  and 
then  it  would  become  the  Order  of  the 
Day  on  Friday  morning. 

EVICnONS  (IRELAND]. 

Mb.  O'OONNOB  POWER  aaked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether,  since  the  Compen- 
sation for  Disturbance  Bill  and  the  Royal 
Commission  refer  to  many  Iriah  rents 
as  excessive,  the  Government  will  bring 
in  a  short  Bill  to  suspend  evictions,  or 
will  refuse  to  lend  the  assistance  of  the 
military  and  the  police  to  the  landlords, 
with  a  view  of  avoiding  further  effusion 
of  blood  ? 

Mb-  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  wish  to  ask, 
in  reference  to  that  unfortunate  a%«y 
near  Ballaghadereen,  county  of  Mayo, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  the  number  of 
wounded  is  not  two,  as  the  right  hon. 
(Jentloman  stated,  but  something  be- 
tween 20  and  30  ;  whether  it  is  true  that 
the  process-server  fired  and  reloaded 
his  revolver  several  times ;  and,  whether 
the  object  of  the  crowd  originally  was  to 
get  possession  of  the  ejectment  processes  ; 
and,  whether  the  tenants  on  the  estate 
were  all  miserably  poor,  and  all  of  them, 
up  to  September  last,  were  in  receipt  of 
relief? 

Me-  W.  E.  FOESTEE  :  I  think  the 
House  will  see  that  it  is  utterly  impos- 
sible for  me  to  answer  such  a  Question 
2  C 
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as  that  without  any  Notice  whatever. 
The  hon.  ^lember  did  not  even  give  me 
private  Notice.      How  is  it  possible  for 
me,    simply   sitting   here,  to  know  the 
exact  position   of  these   tenants  ?         ? 
course,  I  should  have  to  send  to  Ireland 
to  obtain  it.   I  wonder  the  hon.  Member 
did  not,  at  least,  give  me  private  Notice 
of  the  Question.     With  regard  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  collision,   if   the 
House  does  not  object  to  my  repeating 
what  I  stated  yesterday,  I  must  reiterate 
the  statement  that  the  attack  was  made 
upon  four  police  going  in  company  with 
the  process-server,  before  they  reached 
the  place  in  which  there  was  a  consider- 
able body  of  police  for  the  purpose  of 
protecting  the  process-server  in  serving 
the  processes.     But  at  the  time  of  the 
afiPray  there  were  only  four  policemen 
present.     With  regard  to  the  Question 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  put  down  on 
the  Paper,  it  would  be  very  difficult  for 
me  to  answer  fully  without  anticipating 
what  we  might  expect  on  the  immediate 
discussion  upon  the  Land  Bill  of  the 
Government,  and  especially  without  anti- 
cipating the  Statement  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Pi*ime  Minister.  With  regard 
to  whether  the  Government  intend  to 
bring  in  a  short  Bill  to  suspend  evic- 
tions,  it    is  not  the  intention   of  the 
Government  to  do  so.      If  they  were  to 
do  80,  it  could  only  be  by  displacing  the 
Land  Bill  for  a  long  time,  in  all  proba- 
bility putting  ofiP  the  power  of  being 
able  to  bring  that  Bill  before  the  House. 
As  regards  the  second  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion, which  the  hon.  Member  words  in 
this    manner  —  Whether   the   Govern- 
ment 

"Will  refuse  to  lend  the  assistance  of  the 
military  and  the  police  to  the  landlords,  with  a 
view  of  avoiding  further  effusion  of  hlood  P  " 

I  suppose  the  hon.  Member  means  whe- 
ther we  would  give  directions  to  the 
constabulary  and  the  military  not  to 
assist  the  officers  of  the  law  in  the  re- 
covery of  rent  or  debts  by  legal  process. 
The  Government  have  not  the  power  of 
doing  that ;  and  if  they  had  the  power 
of  doing  that,  they  could  not  do  it  with- 
out an  entire  disappearance  of  law  in 
any  district  in  which  it  was  done. 

THE  LEGACY  AND  PROBATE  DUTIES. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
wish  to  put  a  Question  to  the  Prime 
Minister,   of  which  I  have  given  him 

Mr.  W.  E,  Forater 


private  Notice,  with  respect  to  a  state- 
ment in  his  Budget  Speech  of  last  niglit. 
which  appears  not  to  LaTe  been  properlj 
understood.  I  refer  to  the  statement 
with  regard  to  the  proposal  as  to  the 
Legacy  and  the  Probate  Duties.  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  kindly  state  Hot 
ho  arrives  at  the  net  result  that  £390,000 
will  be  gained  on  the  Probate  Duty ;  ako 
what  the  Probate  Duty  would  have  pro- 
duced if  it  had  been  left  alone,  and  wbit 
it  will  produce  as  altered  ?  I  would  also 
put  the  same  Question  as  to  the  Lenn 
buty.  ^^^ 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  thanked  the  rigbt 
hon.  Gentleman  for  giving  him  the  oppo^ 
tunity  of  answering   the   Question,  i§ 
evidentlv,  probably  owing  to  his  own 
fault,  what  he  had  said  had  not  been 
correctly  understood.  The  Probate  Dirty, 
according  to  the   Estimate,    if   it  had 
been  left  alone,  would   have   prodiMcd 
£3,100,000  for  the  year.      As  it  was.  i: 
would  produce,  not  for  the  year,  but  fir 
the  10  months  with  the  two  additioDiI 
months,  £3,613,000,  or  an  augmentatioa 
of  £613,000.    The  Legacy  Duty,  if  left 
alone,  would  have  produced  £3,650,000. 
With  the  alteration  in   operation  for  H' 
months,  it  was  estimated  it  would  m- 
duce   for  the    year    £3,525,000.     fc 
result  was  a  gain  on  the  Probate  Dniy 
of  £513,000,  and  a  loss  upon  Legacr 
Duty  of  £125,000,  leaving  a  net  gain 
of   £388,000,    or,    in    round  numben, 
£390,000.  That,  he  thought,  was  exBcdr 
the  information  which  was  desired,  ua 
it  would  be  understood  that  the  date  on 
which  they  expected  to  bring  the  nev 
system  into  operation  was  the  Ist  June. 
He  might  have  mentioned  that  the  gtis 
upon  Probate  Duty   would  have  been 
much  larger  than  he  had  repreeented; 
but  he  had  taken  the    net  gain  ato 
deducting  £400,000  on  account  of  debfiii 
and  likewise  £30,000  which  represented 
the  loss  upon  small  estates. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRAXSVAAL 
COMMISSION  —  THE    IXSTKUCTIOXS. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCXXTE:! 
wish  to  put  a  Question  to  the  Priffl' 
Ministei  with  regard  to  the  Instructioitf 
to  be  given  to  the  Commissioners  inSonth 
Africa.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told 
us  that  he  would  consult  with  the  Co- 
lonial Secretary  as  to  laying  these  b- 
structions  on  the  Table.  Is  the  Frin' 
Minister  able  to  tell  us  now,  Whether  v* 
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are  likely  to  have  tbeee  Inetrnotione  be- 
fore us  prerioue  to  the  Beoess  ? 

Mr,  GLADSTONE ;  I  mentioned  the 
other  day  that  the  Instructioiis  could  not 
yet  be  laid  before  the  House,  and  the 
Question  was  asked  whether  it  would 
not  be  practicable  to  lay  a  portion  of 
them  upon  the  Table.  I  have  considered 
the  matter  with  my  noble  Friend,  and 
we  find  that  the  InBtructionB  so  com- 
pletely form  a  whole,  and  bein^  now 
only  on  the  way  to  the  Commissioners, 
we  could  not  make  any  separation  be- 
tween them.  To  produce  mem  at  the 
present  time  would  be  disadvantageous 
to  the  Public  Service, 

8iB  MICHAEL  HIOKS-BEACH 
asked,  Whether  the  Government  would 
produce  before  Easter  any  despatches 
which  might  have  been  received  from 
Sir- Evelyn  Wood? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  hoped  before  then 
that  the  Government  might  be  in  posses' 
aion  of  despatches  which  could  be  laid 
before  the  House;  but  they  could  not 
now  speak  positively  on  the  subject. 

EIVERS  CONSERVANCY  AND  FLOODS 
PEEVENTION  BILL. 

In  reply  to  Viscount  Foleestonb  and 
Hr.  Hbneaqe, 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  that  it  was  pro- 
posed, with  the  consent  of  the  House,  to 
refer  this  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  and 
he  should  not  feel  justified  in  departing 
from  the  intention  which  he  had  ex- 
pressed of  bringing  the  measure  forward 
on  the  first  opportunity.  He  could  not 
promise  not  to  take  the  second  reading 
before  Easter. 

PAHUAMENT— ORDER  OF  BUSINESS. 
SibSTAFFOHDNOETHCOTE:  The 
House  is  aware  that  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land] Bill  is  to  be  introduced  on  Thurs- 
day. May  I  ask  what  other  Business  will 
then  be  taken,  and  what  Business  it  is 

Proposed  to  take  on  Friday  morning? 
I  the  Bankruptcy  Bill  to  be  brought 
forward  on  Friday,  and  is  it  intended  to 
have  an  Evening  Sitting  on  Friday  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  On  Thursday  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  will  be  brought 
on,  as  is  well  known,  and  in  case,  as  is 
quite  possible,  the  discussion  upon  it  does 
not  occupy  the  whole  evening — indeed,  I 
rather  conjecture  that  Gentlemen  would 
wish  to  see  the  Bill  in  print  before 
entering  on  its  discussion — there  will 
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be  time  available  for  my  right  hnn. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  to  propose  the  second 
reading  of  his  Bill  (the  Bivers  Con- 
servancy Bill).  As  to  Friday,  a  tentative 
answer  was  given  by  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  the  Question  put 
to  him  with  a  view  to  gather  the  general 
inclination  of  the  House.  Supposing  the 
general  inclination  of  the  House  should 
be  to  have  a  Morning  Sitting  on  Friday, 
then  the  proposal  would  bo  to  bring  in 
the  Bankruptcy  Bill  to-morrow  or  on 
Thursday  evening,  taking  the  usual  stage 
without  discussion,  and  flien  to  read  the 
Bill  a  second  time  on  Friday.  [Murmuri.l 
I  beg  pardon,  I  did  not  intend  to  pledge 
the  House  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill ; 
but  the  discussion  on  the  second  reading 
might  be  begun  on  Friday,  and  the  de- 
bate could  be  adjourned.  Of  course,  a 
Morning  Sitting  on  Friday  would  also 
entail  an  Evening  Sitting;  but  that 
would  be  at  the  discretion  of  the  House. 

ELECTIONS  IN  FOREIGN  COUNTRIES— 

CORRUPT  PRACTICES  AND  THE 

BALLOT. 

MB.OAVENDISH  BENTINCKasked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  will  extend  the  offi- 
cial inquiries  as  to  election  expenses  in 
foreign  countries  which  he  has  promised 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  so  as  to 
include  information  concerning  corrupt 
election  practices  and  the  working  of  the 
ballot  in  those  countries  ? 

Sifi  CHABLES  W.  DILKE:  It  will 
give  me  great  pleasure  to  comply  with 
Uie  valuable  suggestion  of  myright  hon. 
Friend  with  regard  to  information  as  to 
corrupt  practices  in  elections  abroad ;  but 
I  am  unwilling  to  add  to  the  trouble 
which  the  proposed  Circular  will  cause 
to  Her  Majesty's  Bepresentativea  by 
asking  for  particulars  as  to  the  working 
of  the  ballot. 

EVICTIONS  (IBELAMD). 
obsebvations. 
Mk.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  rose  to  bring 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  the  un- 
satisfactory manner  in  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had 
answered  Questions  with  respect  to  affairs 
in  Ireland  addressed  to  him  recently  by 
Members  of  the  Irish  Partr.  He  said 
he  put  a  Question  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  ereningf  which  was  one  of 
2  C  2 
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several  he  had  been  obliged  to  address 
to  him  last  week,  and  his  answers  were 
80  utterly  unsatisfactory  that  he  must 
take  this  opportunity  of  bringing  the 
matter  before  the  House,  and,  in  order 
to  put  himself  in  Order,  he  should  con- 
clude with  a  Motion.  [**  Oh,  oh  !  "]  He 
was  sorry  to  take  this  form  of  bringing 
his  statement  before  the  House ;  but  he 
had  no  other  course  left  open  to  him 
after  the  answers  given  to  his  Questions. 
He  had  reason  to  find  fault  with  the 
general  tone  of  the  answers  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  those  Questions.  The 
whole  tendency  of  the  language  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  to  mini- 
mize, as  far  as  possible,  every  act 
brought  before  him.  For  the  purposes 
of  his  answers,  he  had  derived  his  in- 
formation from  the  police;  while  the 
information  on  which  the  Questions  ad- 
dressed to  him  were  based  was  derived 
from  local  sources  of  a  more  reliable 
character.  He  might  instance  a  case 
which  he  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  the  other  day  in  reference  to 
evictions  on  the  Mountbellew  estate. 
He  then  stated  that  an  old  man,  the 
father  of  one  of  the  persons  about  to  be 
evicted,  had  his  death  occasioned  by  the 
action  of  the  bailifiPs  and  police ;  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  got  up  and 
immediately  stated  that  the  old  man 
knew  nothing  about  the  transaction — 
that  he  was  kept  in  perfect  ignorance  of 
it  before  his  death.  Now,  how  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  know  that  ?  The 
only  means  of  ascertaining  it  he  had 
was  by  the  police  report,  which  he  ac- 
cepted as  thoroughly  hondfidef  and  gave 
to  the  House  as  if  he  were  acquainted 
with  the  factshimself.  Since  he  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  asked  the  Question  he  had 
received  information  from  Mr.  John 
Kennedy,  Secretary  of  the  Land  League 
branch  in  Mountbellew,  a  gentleman 
who  lived  in  the  district,  and  who  knew 
all  the  circumstances,  and  he  stated  that 
the  excitement  caused  by  the  entry  of  a 
force  of  police  with  a  notorious  rascal  of 
a  process-server  into  the  house  in  which 
the  old  man  lived  undoubtedly  accele- 
rated his  death.  He  only  gave  that  as 
one  of  the  many  cases  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  taken  the  statement 
of  the  police  as  gospel,  and  had  endea- 
voured to  minimize  the  evictions  brought 
under  his  notice  as  much  as  possible. 
Whenever  he  ventured  to  call  his  atten- 
tion to  the  number  of  ejectment  pro- 
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cesses  served,  the  unifoim  anBwer  of  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman    had  been  thit 
these  processes  were  rarely  pushed  to 
the  final  extremity.    In  fact,  the  genenl 
tone  of  his  remarks  was  that,  S  there 
were  any  arrears  of  rent,  it  was  became 
the  large  majority  of  the  Irish  tentnti 
were  what  was  called  rent  malingeren- 
He  had  two  telegrams  from  the  Lind 
League  in  Dublin  which  would  bricg  to 
the  mind  of  the  House  some  idea  of  the 
evictions  going  on    in   Ireland  at  the 
present  moment.   Yesterday  he  zeceiTed 
a  telegram  stating  that,  during  the  Iiit 
week,    150  writs,   500    ejectments,  ad 
500  civil  bills  had  been  reported;  ani 
that  morning  he  had  received  a  telegna 
from  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  kt 
Tipperary  (Mr.  Dillon),  stating  that  owr 
100  threatened  evictions  were  repoitri 
to  the  office  that   morning.     From  ill 
parts  of  the  country  the  information  ib 
the  hands  of  the  Irish  Members  w 
exactly  the  same.     He  apnealed  to  Ui 
hon.  Friends  of  the  Irish  JParty  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House  if  their  in- 
formation was  not  the  same  as  hif— 
namely,  that  in  all  parts  of  the  consfiy 
the  landlords  were    serving  notices  (rf 
ejectment  as  fast  as  they  could,  in  orfer 
to  drive  out  as  many  of  their  tenants  u 
possible  before  the  passing  of  the  Lani 
Bill.     He  had  quoted  a  few,  relatiralf 
speaking,  of  the  number  of  ejeetmeot 
oases  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
Land  Leaeue  ;  but  they  by  no  meaai 
represented  all  the  oases.      In  sersnl 

Earts  of  the  country  where  the  Uad 
.eagua  did  not  exist,  and  where  ejeet- 
ments  were  more  numerous  in  eonie' 
quence,  thev  were  never  reported  to  ^ 

Eublic  at  all.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Hen- 
er  for  Tipperary  wrote  to  him  that  ii 
other  cases  notice  of  the  writs  did  n0t 
reach  the  League  for  10  days  after  thtf 
service.  That  was  the  state  of  tfainp 
going  on  all  over  the  country ;  and  vhen 
he  ventured  to  bring  it  under  the  notice 
of  the  Ohief  Secrets^,  the  whole  effnt 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  to  de 
lude  the  House,  and  especially  hii  ovc 
Party,  with  the  belief  that  these  itat^ 
ments  were  so  exaggerated  that,  practi- 
cally, no  evictions  were  going  on  at  alL 
He  had  the  honour  of  addreiiaiDff  • 
meeting  which  was  largely  attended  bf 
his  Orange  fellow-countrymen  in  Bftai*- 
killen  a  few  days  ago,  and  ikomOraag^ 
men,  speaking  from  an  Orange  platfoiiB. 
he  heard  the  statement  that  toe  liB^ 
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lords  in  that  district  were  serving  notices 
as  they  had  never  done  before.  Accord- 
ing, he  might  add,  to  another  telegram 
which  he  had  received,  13  families  had 
been  evicted  in  Mayo,  in  circumstances 
the  description  of  which  would,  he 
thought,  shock  any  human  being.  In 
Ths  Freeman^a  Journal  of  the  previous 
day  he  found  a  heartrending  description 
of  an  eviction  scene  at  Westport  and 
Newport,  where  the  police  in  large  num- 
bers assisted  the  Sheriff  and  bailiffs. 
In  one  case  the  unfortunate  man 
evicted  was  the  father  of  11  children, 
one  of  whom  was  ill  with  fever,  and  it 
was  only  by  the  humanity  of  the  Sheriff 
that  the  poor  girl  was  not  sacrificed  in 
order  to  carry  out  the  details  of  the  law 
enforced  by  English  police  and  soldiers, 
and  supported  by  the  taxes  of  the  Eng- 
lish people.  The  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
that  evening,  when  ne  asked  him  whe- 
ther he  was  going  to  suspend  evictions, 
said  it  would  take  too  much  time  to  pass 
a  Bill  of  that  kind.  If  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  had  known  his  duty  to  his 
Party  and  the  traditions  of  his  Party,  if 
he  had  known  his  duty  to  the  Irish  ten- 
ants, he  would  have  passed  a  Bill  for 
the  suspension  of  ejectments  long  ago. 
When  the  Compensation  for  Disturbance 
Bill  came  down  last  year,  if  he  had  taken 
the  course  of  an  English  Minister 
worthy  of  the  best  Liberal  traditions, 
he  would  have  sent  it  up  again  and 
forced  it  down  their  Lordsnips'  throats. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to 
change  the  attitude  of  his  mind  on  the 
subject  of  the  condition  of  Ireland  in 
exact  accordance  with  Party  and  Mi- 
nisterial exigency.  He  minimized  the 
result  and  extent  of  the  evictions  now, 
and  by-and-bye,  when  it  was  necessary, 
he  would  maximize  them.  That  was  not 
an  honest  or  straightforward  course  for 
a  Minister  of  the  Grown  to  pursue.  He 
ought  to  speak  the  truth  at  all  times 
and  under  all  circumstances.  Some  time 
ftgo  a  gentleman  whom  he  knew,  Mr. 
Patrick  J.  Sheridan,  went  and  found  the 
poor  evicted  tenants  taking  refuse  from 
the  inclement  weather  under  the  bushes. 
He  went  to  Dundalk  and  made  a  speech 
on  those  unfortunate  victims  of  oppres- 
sion, and,  no  doubt,  moved  the  hearts  of 
his  hearers.  On  the  Wednesday  or 
Thursday  following  that  Mr.  Sheridan 
was  within  the  walls  of  Kilmainham 
Gaol.  Thus  the  man,  because  he  was 
generous,  iand  Christian,  and  patriotic. 


and  took  compassion  on  the  poor  crea- 
tures, was  ordered  by  a  Liberal  Lord 
Lieutenant  and  a  Liberal  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  remain  in  prison.  Ho  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  the  warrant 
under  which  Mr.  Sheridan  had  been  im- 
prisoned was  one  of  the  most  scandalous 
and  shameful  documents  that  had  ever 
emanated  from  a  Liberal  Government. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to 
be  quite  another  person  from  the  man 
who  stood  up  in  the  House  of  Commons 
12  months  ago,  and  spoke  so  feelingly 
of  the  sufferings  of  the  Irish  tenants.  It 
would  seem  as  if  he  had  since  thrown 
himself  into  the  hands  of  their  worst 
enemies.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  told  them  that  they  must  wait  for 
the  Land  Bill  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.  He  would  willingly  wait  for 
it,  if  he  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  recognize  the  importance 
of  the  struggle  that  was  going  on.  But 
every  indication  was  against  that  likeli- 
hood ;  and  in  the  meantime  property  was 
being  confiscated  and  lives  lost,  and  by 
the  time  the  Land  Bill  became  law  what 
would  become  of  these  poor  creatures  ? 
The  Chief  Secretary  had  begun  to  maxi- 
mize evictions  the  moment  the  Compen- 
sation for  Disturbance  Bill  was  rejected, 
and  had  continued  to  do  so  up  to  the 
present  time.  But  there  was  another 
document  besides  the  evictions  Betums, 
which  threw  a  strone  light  on  the  situa- 
tion. The  published  Keturns  as  to  emi- 
gp'ation  showed  that  in  the  year  1880 
there  sailed  from  the  Irish  shores 
95,857,  or  nearly  100,000  peasants  out 
of  a  population  of  5,000,000,  an  increase 
of  100  per  cent  on  the  previous  year, 
and  the  largest  number  for  the  last  26 
years.  Since  1 85 1  to  the  end  of  1 880  there 
was  a  total  of  emigrants  from  Ireland  of 
2,631,187,  or  upwards  of  2,500,000,  of 
the  people  who  were  expatriated  by  the 
land  system  ;  and  still  the  cry  was  wait 
for  the  providence  of  a  Liberal  Adminis- 
tration I  The  Chief  Secretary  said  he 
could  not  bring  in  a  Bill  to  stop  eject- 
ments, and  he  said  he  could  not  refuse 
to  give  the  aid  of  the  military  and  the 
pohce  in  order  to  carry  out  the  law. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  on 
one  occasion,  if  he  remembered  rightly, 
that  if  he  found  landlords  carrying  out  a 
harsh,  stringent  law,  in  a  harsh  and  un- 
just manner,  he  would  cease  to  be  the 
executor  of  the  harsh  and  unjust  law. 
Were  they  not  carrying  out  the  law  now 
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in  a  harsh  and  unjust  manner  ?  If  tho 
riglit  hon.  Gentleman's  conscience  re- 
proached him  for  being  the  instrument 
of  turning  dying  people  out  of  their 
homes,  why  did  he  not  refuse  to  be  the 
executor  of  legislation  which  sanctioned 
such  a  proceeding?  "What  wore  they 
going  to  do  with  regard  to  the  people 
who  were  being  evicted?  They  wore 
going  to  biing  in  a  Laud  Bill ;  but,  sup- 
posing it  was  the  best  Bill  in  the  world, 
what  would  become  of  the  people  who 
were  being  turned  out?  What  good 
would  the  Land  Bill  be  to  tho  100,000 
emigrants  and  to  the  5,000  evicted  per- 
sons? Were  they  going  to  take  the 
last  farthing  for  rent  which  they  them- 
selves had  declared  unjust?  He  iound 
it  was  the  opinion  of  the  Committee, 
presided  over  by  Lord  Bessborough, 
that  rent  had  been  increased  since  the 
last  Land  Act  to  an  excessive  degree ; 
and  in  the  Eeport  of  the  Duke  of  Bich- 
mond's  Commission  the  opinion  was 
given  that  there  wore  serious  abuses 
owing  to  tho  arbitrary  increase  of  rents. 
That  was  the  statement  of  the  Conserva- 
tive majority ;  while  the  opinion  of  tho 
Liberal  minority  was  that  there  was 
strong  evidence  that  rents  had  been 
raised  to  an  exorbitant  degree.  Would 
the  Government  aid  unjust  landlords  to 
exact  such  rents?  If  rents  were  not 
excessive,  what  was  the  meaning  of  the 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  Bill  ?  It 
was  brought  in  because  bad  years  had 
rendered  ordinary  rents  excessive,  and 
to  save  the  tenants  who  could  not  pay 
them  from  being  driven  from  their 
homes.  AVell.  the  Cooipensation  for 
Disturbance  Bill  was  thrown  out,  and 
had  the  position  of  the  tenants  im- 
proved? They  were  still  under  what 
had  been  described  from  tho  Treasury 
Bench  as  a  sentence  of  starvation,  and 
.0,000  of  them  had  undergone  that  sen- 
tence by  being  evicted.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  shook  his  head ;  but  he 
would  find  the  passage  reported  in  The 
Times  of  the  6th  of  July — 

"  Thr  act  of  (tO(1  and  the  failure  of  tho  crops 
liad  jilacod  tlio  Irish  oc'cu[)i<.»r  in  tho  same  posi- 
tion in  wliich  lio  stood  ])i'foro  tho  Land  Act. 
lit-'caiiso  lio  was  deprived  of  his  usual  means  ho 
liad  to  undergo  ovictiun,  and  in  consetiuenco  of 
fivictiou  starvation.  Tlic  occupier  might  I'cgard 
a  st.'ntenco  of  eviction  as  coming  very  near  to  a 
Bontcnco  of  starvation." 

Ireland  in  1879  and  1880  was  very  near 
to  the  sentence  of  starvation;  and  yet 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  sat  on  the  Trea- 
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sury  Bench  without  moving  hand  or  foot 
in  order  to  save  the  peo^e  from  that 
sentence  of  starvation.     He  was  at  a 
loss  to  understand  how  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his    Colleagues    could 
reconcile  such   a  position  to  the  most 
elementary  dictates   of  an  honest  eon- 
science.    In  the  case  of  tho  debates  on 
the  Compensation  for  Disturbance  BUI 
they  had  from  the  Treasury  Bench  the 
most  picturesque  accounts  of  the  miseij 
in  Ireland.     He  remembered  the  Chid 
Secretary  for  Ireland  quoting  from  his 
friend,  Mr.  Tuke,  an  excellent  passage, 
in  which  the  Irish  tenant  clin^ng  to  ilie 
soil  was  compared  to    a  saUor  on  the 
beam  clinging  to  the  last  raft.     What 
had  become  of  the  sailor  clinging  to  the 
raft  now?    What  had   become  of  the 
picture  of  misery  drawn  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  last  year  ?     The  Tret* 
sury  Bench  were  in  this  dilemma.  Their 
language  was    either  mere    rhetorical 
flourish,  meant  to  gain  a  petty  victoxy 
in  tho  course  of  debate,  or,  as  he  was 
sure  was  the  case,  it  was  sincere  and 
genuine.     If  it  was  sincere  and  genuine, 
how  could  they  now  leave  these  people 
to  perish?    Ministers  were  either  Bin- 
cere  or  insincere.     If,   as  he  believed, 
they  were  sincere,  then  they  stood  con- 
demned by  their  own  utterances.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  last  night,  in  the 
course  of  his  speech  made  a  remarkable 
statement.     He  said  that  his  Financial 
Account  showed  an  addition  of  £55,000 
under  the  head  of  Irish  Constabulaiy. 
That  was  a  statement  he  could  not  hare 
made  with  satisfaction.     It   showed  a 
state    of    things    which   a    responsible 
Minister  ought  not  to  allow  the  exist- 
ence of  for  a  day.     Ireland  was  now  in 
a  state  of  siege.     The  liberties  of  the 
people  had  been  taken    away.     Hon. 
Members  below  tho  Gangway  assented 
to  the  passing  of  the  Coercion  Bill  in  the 
belief  that  it  was  necessary  for  the  pro- 
tection of  life  and  property.     Woold 
they  have  assented  to  it,  if  they  kner 
that  it  would  be  used  to  enable  land- 
lords to  exact  exorbitant    rents^    and 
others  to  clear  their  estates  ?    Yet,  that 
was  what  tho  Coercion  Bill  was  being 
used  for.    Thoy  were  putting  into  prison 
honest  and  respectable  citizens  like  his 
friend,  Mr.  Walsh,  a  man  of  respectable 
position,  who  had  gained  the  oonfidenee 
of  his  townsmen  in  municipal  mattsra 
Tliat  was  the  use  to  which  £e  Bill  w 
being  put ;  and  the  xigjit  hon.  G«nda- 
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man  the  Chief   Secretary  had   always 
evaded  the  question  whether  the  men 
now  in  prison  were  the  viUage  ruffians, 
the  village  tyrants,  and  the  tnauvais  iujets 
who  he  had  so  eloquently  described  in  his 
speeches.     He  would  ask  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  who  voted  for  the 
Coercion  Bill  against  their  better  judg- 
ment if,  when  they  gave  their  votes, 
they  thought  that  the  Act  would  be 
used  to  put  into  prison    honest    men 
who  were  endeavouring  to  better  the 
condition  of  their  fellow-countrymen? 
Was  it  not  the  contention  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  only  scoundrels  and  miscreants 
would  be  imprisoned  ?    The  question  of 
eviction  had  oeen  pressed  on  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  by  the  senior 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere),  who  sought  to  get  a  clause  in- 
serted in  the  Coercion  Bill  for  the  pro- 
tection of  life  and  property  of  the  Irish 
tenants  as  well  as  of  tne  Irish  landlords. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ipswich 
(Mr.  Jesse  CoUings)  had  endeavoured, 
in  various  ways,  to  get  some  statement 
from  the  Government  with  regard  to 
their  intentions.     His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  County  Longford  (Mr.  Justin 
M'Carthy)  moved  an  Amendment  on  the 
Address  asking  the  Government  to  esta- 
blish some  sort  of  armistice  between  the 
parties  until  the  Government  had  signed 
the  treaty  of  peace.      What  was  his 
reward  ?    The  JE^me  Minister,  in  that 
ungracious  manner  which,  I  am  sorry  to 
say,  he  has  more  than  once  shown  to 
numbers  of  Irish  Members,  using  all  the 
vast  resources  of  his  rhetoric,  replied  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  County  Ix)ngford 
on  mere  points  of  form  and  order,  and 
never  said  a  word  about  the  real  ques- 
tion at  issue — whether  he  would  allow 
force  to  be  used  in  order  to  carry  out 
sentences  of  starvation  against  the  Irish 
tenantry  ?  The  Irish  Members  had  done 
everything  possible  to  bring  this  ques- 
tion forward,  and  the  only  answers  they 
got  had  been  the  minimizing  answers  of 
the  Chief    Secretary,  or  the  oratorical 
flourishes  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury.   With  regard  to  the  observations 
of    his  hon.   ^end  the  Member  for 
Tipperary  (Mr.  DiUon),  he  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  would  be  sorry  to  sajr  that  he 
altogether  approved  of  his  action  or  of 
his  words  with  regard  to  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  or  the  Chief  Seoretaiy 
respecting  the  affair  in  Sligo ;  but  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  was  only 
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expressing  the  bitterness  which  at  that 
moment  was  in  the  hearts  of  the  Irish 
eople  with  regard  to  the  action  taken 
y  the  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  said  that 
the  blood  which  had  been  shed  in  Sligo 
would    be  on  the  heads    of   the    two 
right  hon.  Gentlemen.     He  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  could  not  accept  that  view ; 
but    the  ri^ht  hon.   Gentlemen  them- 
selves would  be  sorry  if  their  tenure  of 
Office  should  bo  associated  with  bring- 
ing to  the  minds  of  the  Irish  people  a 
conviction   of  that  kind.      But  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  did  not  interfere 
in  some  way  to  stop  the  wholesale  evic- 
tions going  on  in  Ireland,  they  would 
be  responsible,  before  impartial  history, 
for  the  blood  that  would  be  undoubtedly 
shed  in  Ireland.     By  no  single  word  or 
action  would  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
do  anything  that  might  tend  to  increase 
the  excitement  now  in  Ireland ;  but  he 
must  say  that  he  was  not  at  all  surprised 
that  when  those  poor  people  were  fight- 
ing for  their  very  existence,  for  their 
homes,  for  the  lives  of  themselves,  their 
wives  and  children,  when  they  found 
themselves  deserted  by  all,  even  by  a 
Liberal  and  friendly  Administration,  it 
was  no  wonder  that  they  fell  into  a  sort 
of  madness,  and  that  such  scenes  as  took 
place  in  Sligo  occurred.    If  such  crimes 
were  there  committed  the  responsibility 
rested,  not  upon  the  people,  who  were 
maddened  by  misery,  but  on  the  Go- 
vernment, which  having  omnipotence  to 
deal  with  their  grievances — and  the  pre- 
sent   Gt}vemment  was    omnipotent   to 
deal  with  them  if  only  it  would  use  the 
strength  that  lay  behind  it  in  the  House 
and  in  the  country — failed  to  deal  with 
them.      He  wished    to    conclude  with 
what  he  thought  was  a  practical  sugges- 
tion.    No  measure  of  Land  Heform,  no 
matter  how  comprehensive,  would  be  of 
the  smallest  use  to  the  vast  mass  of  the 
Irish  tenants  at  the  present  moment 
unless  it  was  of  a  retrospective  character. 
If  they  allowed  the  landlords  to  destroy 
all  this  interesting  soil  which  the  legis- 
lation of  1870  was  meant  to  give,  and 
the  intended  legislation  of  1880  to  en- 
large— ^if  they  ^owed  landlords  to  exact 
rents,  the  exorbitances  of  which  was 
now  admitted  both  by  Conservatives  and 
Liberals,  such  legislation  would  not  be 
of  the  smallest  use  to  the  large  majority 
of  the  Irish  tenants.    If  they  did  not 
attach  to  the  measure  some  provisions 
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dealing  with  the  deeper  evils,  the  legisla- 
tion would  be  of  no  avail.  Their  coer- 
cion might  succeed,  but  their  remedial 
legislation  would  fail ;  and  if  there  was 
to  be  peace  it  would  be  a  peace  of  solici- 
tude, and  if  there  was  to  be  order  it 
would  be  order  of  a  kind,  and  would  not 
much  commend  itself  to  a  wise  Govern- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  concluded  by 
moving  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Tub  O'GOEMAN  MAHON  seconded 
the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{^Mr.  T.  P,  O'Connor.) 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  The  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member  will  show  to  the 
House  how  impossible  it  is  for  me  or  for 
any  Member  of  the  Government  to  follow 
him  into  the  discussion  which  he  seems 
to  wish  to  bring  before  the  House.  In 
his  closing  remarks  he  made  statements 
with  regard  to  the  Land  Bill  which  is  to 
be  brought  in  the  day  after  to-morrow. 
He  asked  me  in  the  course  of  his  speech 
a  question  with  regard  to  the  Land  Bill. 
He  must  bo  perfectly  aware  that  nothing 
would  be  more  contrary  to  custom,  prece- 
dent, or  convenience  than  for  me  to  attempt 
to  answer  such  a  question,  or  to  make  any 
remarks  this  evening  having  reference 
in  any  way  to  the  tenour  or  meaning  of 
the  Land  Bill  to  be  brought  in  the  day 
after  to-morrow.  I  suppose  he  really 
wished  to  show  to  the  House  and  to  the 
persons  outside  what  the  Land  Bill 
ought  to  be ;  but  he  cannot  expect  that 
we  should  make  a  sort  of  partial  state- 
ment of  this  measure  in  consequence  of 
his  Motion  of  adjournment  to-night.  He 
has  made  one  or  two  remarks  with  re- 
gard to  evictions  in  Ireland  at  present, 
and  in  the  early  part  of  his  speech 
he  thouglit  fit  to  allude  to  my  own 
conduct— [Mr.  Biqoar  :  Hear,  hear!] — 
and  he  stated  that  I  had  minimized  this 
year  what  I  had  stated  last  year,  and 
that  he  thouglit  it  would  have  been  a 
more  honest  and  straightforward  course 
if  I  had  B{)oken  the  truth  in  these 
matters.  [Mr.  Bigoar:  Hear,  hear!] 
I  would  wish  the  hon.  Member,  or  any 
hon.  Member,  to  bring  forward  a  single 
statement  in  which  I  have  minimized  or 
maximized 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  I  said  I 
should  be  very  sorry  to  attribute  un- 
truth to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
paid    his    endeavour  was  to  minimize  I 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor 


them,  and  that  is  a  question  of  colour- 
ing. I  denied  all  intention  of  saving 
anything  offensive  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE:  It  is  quite 
true  the  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  did 
not  mean  to  be  offensive;  but,  almost 
immediately  afterwards,  he  said  it  was 
bettor  to  speak  the  truth.  I  am  verj 
glad  the  hon.  Member  is  not  aware  hs 
used  those  words,  because  I  suppoae, 
therefore,  he  did  not  mean  to  use  tnem. 
But  when  I  am  told  it  would  be  better 
for  me  to  have  taken  an  honest  and 
straightforward  course,  I  challenge  hon. 
Members  to  show  where,  throughout 
these  serious  matters,  I  have  in  tlw 
slightest  degree  deviated  from  the  troth. 
He  said  I  attempted  to  minimize  the 
number  of  evictions  directly  after  the 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  Bill  wai 
thrown  out,  and  then  he  brought  for- 
ward this  extraordinary  proof  that  the 
number  of  evictions  were  5,000  and  the 
number  of  caretakers  were  5,000.  The 
hon.  Member  must  be  aware  that  the 
evictions  enormously  diminished  from 
the  very  time  he  said  I  began  to 
minimize  them,  and  I  was  correct  in 
stating  that  evictions  were  diminish- 
ing. He  said  I  had  minimized  them 
during  this  year.  Well,  the  evictions 
in  January  were  43.  I  suppose  I  may 
have  stated  that  fact ;  if  so,  it  was  no 
minimizing,  but  simply  stating  the  pre- 
cise fact.  In  February  they  were  92 ; 
and  lam  now  very  sorry  to  have  to  state 
— but  it  is  quite  as  well  I  should  hare 
the  opportunity  of  giving  the  information 
I  only  received  this  morning — that  thej 
are  increasing  and  have  increased.  In 
March  they  were  215 ;  but  I  defy  the 
hon.  Member  to  show  that  I  have  ever 
attempted  to  minimize  them.  I  look 
upon  evictions  with  the  greatest  poseiUe 
anxiety.  The  hon.  Member  said  my 
uniform  answer  had  been  that  they  were 
not  pushed  to  extremities.  I  have  given 
that  answer  once,  and  I  should  like  him 
to  prove  that  I  have  given  it  more  than 
once.  I  gave  it  in  answer  to  one  par- 
ticular question,  and  in  answer  to  that 
particular  question,  I  believe  it  was 
true.  What  we  have  to  deal  with 
is  a  much  more  important  matter.  It  if 
nut  a  question  whether  evictions  hiTO 
been  minimized  ;  but  an  important  Cut 
is  that  they  are  inoreaaing,  mrn^  it  is  one 
the  Government  are  looking  at  with  the 
greatest  possible  and  anziona  attantioa* 
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The  hon.  Member  made  allusions  to  our 
responsibilities.  We  are  well  aware  of 
them  ;  but  we  are  not  the  only  persons 
who  haye  responsibilities.  He  made  an 
allusion  to  the  remark  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tipperary  (Mr.  Dillon).  I  am 
sorry  the  hon.  Member  made  that  re- 
mark. He  may  have  said  things  of  me, 
and  me  of  him;  but  I  think  he  will 
regp*et  having  made  the  remark.  [A 
Home  Euleb  :  No,  no !]  I  might  know 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  cries  **No!" 
would  not  regret  it.  I  do  not  think  he 
would.  The  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary 
said  the  responsibility  for  the  murder 
of  the  two  men  rested  on  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister and  myself.  [Mr.  Biqoab  :  Hear, 
hear!]  Well,  what  happened  was  this. 
The  four  policemen  were  escorting  a 
process-server  along  the  high  road.  A 
mob  attacked  the  five  men,  and  in  self- 
defence  one  of  them  had  to  fire,  and  was 
almost  immediately  knocked  down  and 
so  injured  that  he  can  hardly  live.  In 
what  way  we  can  be  held  to  be  respon- 
sible for  that  matter  I  cannot  imagine. 
The  hon.  Member  said  these  men  were 
^ing  to  serve  processes  to  recover  un- 
just rents.  Is  there  not  also  this  fact — 
that  a  great  many  persons  have  been 
told  in  Ireland  not  to  pay  rent,  and  that 
there  have  been  refusals  to  pay  rent? 
[Mr.  Healt  :  Unjust  rents.]  Yes,  un- 
just rents;  and  a  great  many  of  the 
poor  people  to  whom  that  is  said  think 
any  rent  unjust;  and  we  know  for  a 
certain  fact  that  since  these  recommen- 
dations have  been  given  there  have  been 
wholesale  refusals  to  pay  rents  which 
were  fair  and  reasonable.  For  the  bad 
state  of  affairs  in  Ireland,  if  there  be 
one  set  of  people  more  responsible  than 
another,  it  is  the  set  who  have  advised 
the  people  to  take  that  course ;  but  we 
cannot  forget  that  there  is  a  great  deal 
of  misery  in  this  matter  all  round.  I 
have  not  had  time  to  inquire  into 
this  particular  case,  and  therefore  I 
will  make  no  further  reference  to  it; 
but  I  will  say  that  many  landlords  and 
other  persons  have  been  reduced  by 
these  refusals  of  rent  to  the  greatest 
poverty  and  want.  These  are  ihe  facts 
— the  sorrowful,  miserable,  and  disturb- 
ing facts — ^with  regard  to  land  tenure  in 
Ireland  with  which  we  have  to  deal. 
They  are  the  facts,  amongst  others,  that 
have  madeus  determine  tomakethe  Land 
measure  for  Ireland  the  great  measure 
of  the  Session— they  are  the  facts  that 


have  made  us  anxious  to  bring  in  the 
Land  Bill  long  before  we  have  been 
able  to  do  so ;  and  if  we  had  had 
the  same  assistance  that  has  been  given 
by  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
for  the  last  two  or  three  weeks  earlier 
in  the  Session,  we  should  have  been 
able  to  have  brought  the  Bill  on  be- 
fore this.  We  are  in  hopes  our  mea- 
sure will  introduce  a  different  state  of 
things  in  Ireland.  We  look  upon  the 
matter  of  evictions  with  the  greatest 
possible  anxiety ;  but  the  House  will 
not  for  a  moment  expect  me  to  make 
any  statement  anticipatory  of  what  we 
should  do  on  Thursday. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'OAETHT  desired  to 
say  a  word  or  two  in  justification  of  the 
course  which  had  been  taken  by  his  hon. 
Friend  near  him,  in  endeavouring  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  serious 
condition  of  things  that  now  existed  in 
Ireland.  There  was  ^eat  truth  in  the 
hon.  Member's  remark  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  had 
changed  his  attitude  towards  the  Irish 
tenants  during  the  last  few  months. 
Until  the  Compensation  for  I>istui*bance 
Bill  was  rejected  in  ''another  place," 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  figured  as 
the  tenant  farmer's  friend ;  but  since 
then  he  had  come  forward  as  the  advo- 
cate of  the  landlord's  rights,  and  upon 
every  possible  occasion  had  spoken  in  a 
spirit  of  hostility  to  the  tenant.  The 
hon.  Member,  therefore,  was  quite  justi- 
fied in  saying  that  there  had  been  a 
complete  change  in  the  attitude  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  that  he  was 
now  disposed  to  minimize,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, the  tenant's  claims.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  expressed  his  anxiety  to 
have  the  Land  Bill  brought  in  without 
delay,  and  had  stated  that  if  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  exercised  throughout  the  Session 
the  reticence  they  had  shown  during  the 
last  two  or  three  weeks,  that  Bill  might 
have  been  introduced  long  ago.  What 
be  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  and  his  hon. 
Friends  complained  of  was  that  the  Land 
Bill  was  not  introduced  at  the  beginning 
of  the  Session.  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  evidently  thought  they  should 
have  observed  a  graceful  reticence  in 
order  that  he  and  his  Colleagues  might 
hurry  through  their  most  unnecessary 
and  wanton  Coercion  Bill,  simply  be- 
cause they  had  a  promise  that  when 
that  was  done  the  Government  would 
turn  their  attention  to  remedial  legis- 
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lation.  But  it  was  tho  paramount  duty 
of  Irish  Members  to  resist  coercive  mea- 
sures, and  in  so  doing  they  considered 
themselves  perfectly  guiltless.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  drawn  a  picture  of 
a  process-server  being  attacked  as  he 
was  going  along  tho  high  road  guarded 
by  several  policemen  in  the  discharge  of 
his  duty. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  :  I  did  not  say 
that  they  were  protecting  him  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duty.  What  I  said  was, 
that  they  were  walking  by  his  side  along 
the  high  road. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
would  take  it  they  were  promenading 
the  high  road ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  omitted  to  state  that  the 
business  of  the  process-server  was  neces- 
sarily and  inevitably  hateful  to  the  people 
of  Ireland.  The  duty  he  was  called  upon 
to  discharge  was  one  which  struck  terror 
into  the  heart  of  every  tenant  and  pea- 
sant in.  Ireland.     The  appearance  of  the 
process-server  was  regarded  as  a  visible 
sentence  of  expulsion  or  an  embodied 
sentence  of   starvation  by  the  people 
he  went  amongst.      The   Government, 
by  carrying  out  their  unjust  and  ty- 
rannical decrees,  had  figured  before  the 
X^opulation  of  Ireland    as    the   friends 
of  the  landlords  and  their  tyrannical 
machinery.     When  it  came  into  Office, 
the  Government  was  almost  omnipotent ; 
it  had  a  majority  loyal  almost  to  the 
depths  of  servility;  and  were  the  Go- 
vernment   now  going  to  say  that  they 
had  no  way  of  interfering  between  these 
extreme  evictions  and  the  people  with 
whom    they    dealt   so   heavily  ?      TJie 
Government  had  not  done  their  duty ; 
almost  every  attempt  made  to  prevent 
the  oppression  in  Ireland  was  met  in  a 
minimizing   tone,  and   often  in  an  in- 
dignant manner,  as  if  to  point  out  the 
Irish  Eepresentatives    as    people  who 
merited  the  hatred  and  contempt  of  this 
House  and  of  all  proper  persons.     He 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  Go- 
vernment had,  by  their  attitude,  lan- 
guage, and  policy  last  Session,  done  all 
they  could  to  foment  this  very  agitation 
all  over  Ireland  of  tlie  tenants  against 
the  landlords.     They  acted,  no  doubt, 
with    the    best    intentions ;    but    their 
action,  their    language,    their  attitude 
did  tend  to   excite   fond  hopes  in  the 
hearts  of  the  Irish  people;  then,  when 
it  served  their  turn,  they  held  off  from 
their  former  attitude,    aenounced    tho 
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very  agitation  they  themselves  had  set 
going,  and  charged  the  movers  in  the 
agitation  with  being  criminals,  and  they 
brought  in  a  Coercion  Bill  which  re- 
pressed by  force  that  very  land  move- 
ment which  they  themselves  had  encou- 
raged and  fostered  and  brought  to  such 
a  crisis.  On  this  ground,  he  thought  the 
Eepresentatives  of  Ireland  were  entitled 
to  complain  of  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
ment;  and  his  hon.  Friend  was  well 
warranted  in  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House,  before  they  broke  up  for  the 
Holidays,  to  the  serious  nature  of  the 
crisis  now  going  on.  He  (Mr.  Justin 
McCarthy)  would  do  all  in  his  power  to 
support  him. 

Ala.  GLADSTONE :    It  appears  to 
me  a  course  unworthy  of  a  Party  who 
think  they  have  such  crimes  and  mis- 
demeanours to  charge  against  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  make  a  statement 
of  these  charges  upon  a  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the   House.      If  tiiese 
are  the  conscientious  convictions  they 
entertain,  it  is  their  dutj  to  put  forward 
these  conscientious  convictions  in  some 
tangible  form  in  which  they  can  be  met 
and  grappled  with — in  which  those  who 
advance    tlie    charges    and    who  axe 
cheered  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Woodstock  can  be   confuted,  and 
the  opinion  of  the  House,  if  necessazj, 
taken  upon  them.     What  says  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  last  sat   down  ?     He 
says  that  in  the  last  Session  of  Pailia- 
ment  we  fomented  tho  agitation  in  Ire- 
land against  the  landlords.    What  proof 
does  the  hon.  Member  adduce  of  that 
fact?     [Lord   Kakdolph    Churchill: 
The  Compensation  for  Disturbance  Bill] 
Compensation    for    Disturbance   Bill. 
Does  the  hon.  Gentleman,   whom  the 
noble  Lord  cheers,  say  that  that  Bill 
fomented  agitation?      If  so,   then  the 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  solitary  cheerer 
must  part  company.     The  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  not  say  that  that  Bill  was  cal* 
culated  to  foment  agitation  against  the 
landlords.    On  the  contrary,  we  knov, 
by  the  very  frank  confession  of  those 
who  act  with  the  hon.  Member,  that  if 
that  Bill  had  passed  it  would  have  vexT 
materially  put  down  that  agitation ;  ana 
it  was  with  the  intention    of  puttinc 
down  that  agitation  that  we  introdnced 
it.    I  do  not  say  that  that  was  the  scde 
intention  with  which  we  introduced  it ; 
but,  at  all  events,  it  was  introdnced  in 
the  interests  of  peace  and  order  in  lit- 
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land,  and  those  interests,  we  believe, 
would  have  been  fully  secured  had  that 
Bill  happily  become  law.  I  must  say, 
in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford, that  from  him  and  from  his  Friends 
we  got  very  little  assistance  in  passing 
that  Bill.  Whether  it  was  because  they 
thought  it  fomented  agitation  or  not  I 
cannot  tell ;  but  I  must  say  that  it  would 
have  been  very  hard  for  an  impartial 
observer  to  make  out,  in  the  course 
which  they  pursued,  whether  they  de- 
sired that  Bill  to  pass  or  not.  However, 
having  first  of  all  abstained  from  giving 
any  efficient  assistance  to  that  Bill  by 
which  we  sought  to  afford  relief  to  dis- 
tress, and  still  more  to  afford  support  to 
public  order,  the  hon.  Gentleman  now 
says  we  did  it  to  foment  agitation  against 
the  landlords — a  charge  which,  in  the 
first  place,  is  totally  without  foundation, 
and  a  charge  which  he  himself  has  not 
ventured  or  attempted  to  adduce  one 
syllable  of  proof  in  support. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHT:  I  did 
not  charge  the  Government  with  bring- 
ing in  that  Bill  to  foment  agitation ;  but 
I  said  that  by  their  attitude  and  speeches 
they  aroused  strong  hopes  and  passions 
in  the  Irish  people,  and  so  fomented 
agitation. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  amounts  to 
the  same  thing.  But  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man ought  to  have  shown  what  he 
meant  by  our  attitude,  and  how  our 
attitude  fomented  agitation.  It  is  easy 
for  any  man,  under  cover  of  words  so 
vague  and  unintelligible,  to  make  any 
charge  whatever ;  and  I  might  say,  if  I 
thought  fit,  that  the  hon.  Member,  by 
his  attitude,  is  doing  anything  I  please 
to  impute.  If  it  is  from  our  speeches 
that  the  agitation  is  said  to  have  pro- 
ceeded, the  hon.  Member  ought  to  show 
from  our  speeches  what  lanmage  it  was 
that  we  used  which  tended  to  foment 
agitation  in  Ireland.  But  he  has  not 
done  so.  Without  having  done  that, 
what  did  he  say  ?  First  of  all,  that  we 
fomented  agitation,  and  then,  he  says, 
as  soon  as  it  served  our  turn,  we  turned 
round  upon  the  promoters  of  that  agita- 
tion which  we  had  fomented.  Why, 
Sir,  how  did  it  serve  our  turn  ?  We 
never  turned  roimd  at  all.  We  pursued 
one  and  the  same  course  all  along.  But, 
oven  supposing  it  could  be  shown  that 
the  course  which  we  have  taken  in  pro- 
posing measures  for  the  security  of  life 
and  property  in  Ireland  was  at  variance 


with  what  we  had  said  and  done  beforoi 
how  did  it  serve  our  turn  ?  Does  the 
hon.  Member  really  think  we  had  a 
political  object  to  serve  in  proposing 
these  measures  on  which  wo  have  spent 
nearly  three  months  of  the  present 
Session  ?  Is  he  so  blind ;  is  he  so  in- 
capable of  observing  what  passes  under 
his  eyes  ;  is  he  so  without  the  faculty  of 
comprehending  —  I  am  sure  he  is  not 
without  the  faculty  of  comprehending 
that  and  a  great  deal  more — the  political 
position  as  not  to  know  that  with  the 
views  with  which  this  Government  took 
Office,  with  the  views  they  entertain  of 
addressing  themselves  to  useful  legisla- 
tion, notlung  could  so  ill  serve  the  turn 
of  the  present  Government  as  to  spend 
three  or  four  months  of  this  Session 
upon  the  coercive  task  which  it  has  been 
our  duty  to  undertake  ?  It  served  our 
turn  to  set  ourselves  against  this  agita- 
tion !  I  really  do  not  recollect  what  was 
the  next  charge  which  the  hon.  Member 
compressed  into  the  short  speech  which 
he  has  delivered,  and  in  which  he  con- 
trived to  concentrate  as  much  of  un- 
founded accusation  as  I  have  almost  ever 
heard  delivered  by  any  Member  of  this 
House  in  an  equally  small  number  of 
minutes.  But,  Sir,  the  hon.  Member 
behind  him  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  has 
spoken  of  my  ungracious  and  discour- 
teous manner  in  conducting  these  con- 
troversies. I  have  only  to  say  in  reply 
to  that  charge  that  if,  upon  any  occasion, 
any  excess  of  language  or  any  defect  of 
courtesy  can  be  pointed  out  to  me  by 
that  hon.  Member,  or  by  any  other  of 
those  with  whom  he  acts,  I  shall  re- 
spectfully submit  myself  to  the  rebuke, 
and  endeavour  to  repair  the  wrong.  It 
may  be  perfectly  true,  for  aught  I  know, 
that  my  manner  has  not  always  been 
gracious  in  the  conduct,  so  far  as  it  de- 
volved upon  me,  of  these  controversies ; 
but  this  I  must  say — that  I  have  exer- 
cised much  self -repression  to  keep  my 
language  within  the  bounds  to  which  it 
has  been  confined.  I  shall  continue  to 
do  so.  I  have  felt  how  great  mischief 
any  man  does,  and  especially  how  great 
mischief  is  done  by  any  man  in  Office, 
who  needlessly  mixes  his  own  excited 
feelings,  or  his  own  private  or  political 
purposes,  with  the  grave  and  serious 
questions  now  depending  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland.  We  have  allowed 
oorselves  to  be  torn  from  the  purposes 
which  we  most  cherished  upon  taking 
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Office,  in  order  to  apply,  what  we  thought,  I 
needful  remedies  to  the  momentary  and 
immediate  wants  of  Ireland,  and  upon 
that  work  we  have  spent  the  first  half 
of  the  Session.  [Mr.  Biggar:  Hear, 
hear  !]  We  are  now  going  to  make  an 
effort  to  deal  with  the  sorest  of  the 
social  wants  and  grievances  of  Ireland  ; 
and  never  in  my  knowledge— I  will  not 
say  what  the  character  of  that  effort  will 
be,  I  will  not  prophesy  its  success — 
but  I  will  say  that  never  in  my  know- 
ledge, extending  over  my  whole  life,  has 
a  Government,  at  any  rate,  bestowed 
greater  care,  labour,  and  anxiety  in  the 
consideration  of  the  proposals  which  we 
shall  have  to  submit  to  the  House.  I 
am  quite  prepared,  after  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member,  to  hear  that  we  have 
done  all  this  to  serve  our  turn.  [Mr. 
Bigg  AH :  Hear,  hear  !]  That  is  the  sort 
of  reception  I  am  taught  to  expect  by 
the  kind  of  sentiment  that  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  has  de- 
livered to-night.  Sir,  that  reception  of 
our  measure  will  have  no  effect  what- 
ever upon  us.  We  shall  endeavour,  as 
we  have  endeavoured  in  the  past,  to 
maintain  the  principles  of  public  law 
and  order,  and  to  apply  to  the  rooted 
evils  of  the  country  those  searching 
remedies  which  justice  and  policy  alike 
demand  at  our  hands. 

Mr.  PAENELL  :  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  has 
attributed  motives  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Longford  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  entertain  in  the  delivery  of  his 
speech.  I  think  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Galway  has  performed  an 
exceedingly  useful  function  in  making 
inquiry  from  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  as  to  the  possible  cha- 
racter of  the  proposed  land  legislation 
of  the  Government.  It  is  true  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
advanced  a  technical  point  when  he  de- 
precated answering  such  a  question  be- 
fore the  introduction  of  the  Land  Bill ; 
but  the  House  will  recollect  that  the 
Land  Bill  which  is  about  to  be  intro- 
duced the  day  after  to-morrow  cannot 
be  discussed  on  that  evening.  In  the 
first  place,  it  will  not  be  printed,  and,  in 
the  second  place,  anything  like  a  gene- 
ral discussion  at  that  stage  of  the  mea- 
sure would  simply  result  in  the  post- 
ponement of  its  introduction  until  after 
the  Easter  Bocess.  It  follows,  then,  that 
some  three  weeks  must  elapse  before  we 
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are  to  have  an  opportunity  of  laying  the 
point  to  which  my  hon.  Friend  has 
directed  the  attention  of  Parliament  be- 
fore the  House  of  Commons,  and  during 
these  three  weeks  immense — enonnont 
— damage  may  be  done  in  Ireland  and 
very  great  suffering  inflicted,  owing  to 
the  possible  want  of  consideration  of 
this  point  by  the  Govemment ;  and, 
therefore,  I  think  the  Irisli  Members 
would  not  have  been  doing  their  duty  if 
they  had  allowed  the  House  of  Commoni 
to  separate  before  the  Easter  Beoea 
without  putting  this  matter  before  the 
Govemment  and  drawing  their  most 
earnest  attention  to  it.  Nay,  more,  not- 
withstanding the  excited  manner  of  the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister,  I  do  trust 
that  between  now  and  the  introdacti<m 
of  that  Bill  the  Gt)vemment  will  give 
serious  attention  to  the  point  which  has 
been  urged  by  my  hon.  Friend  as  to  the 
retrospective  nature  of  their  legislation. 
I  think  that,  to  a  great  extent,  Ireland 
is  entitled  to  have  some  consideratioii 
for  the  throwing  out  of  the  Compensa- 
tion for  Disturbance  Bill  of  last  Session. 
I  am  not  one  of  those  who  oonsider  that 
that  Compensation  for  Disturbance  Bill 
would  have  been  of  very  much  value  in 
Ireland.  Of  course,  regard  to  its  pas- 
sage through  the  House  was  criticized 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  and  he  said  they 
did  not  receive  much  assistance  from  the 
Irish  Members  during  its  passage.  Well, 
I  can  recall  the  House  to  the  fact  that 
while  the  Bill  remained  in  its  original 
condition  the  Irish  Members  did  all  they 
reasonably  could  be  expected  to  do  for 
the  purpose  of  assisting  the  Govemment 
in  its  passage  by  voting  for  the  second 
reading  and  by  remainmg  silent.  The 
right  hon.  GenUeman  the  Chief  Secretan 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  has  told  us  thu 
evening  that  the  Irish  Members  can 
best  assist  Govemment  by  remaining 
silent,  and  more  particularly  with  regara 
to  land  legislation.  I  wiU  only  say  we 
anticipated  this  advice  during  the  earliest 
stages  of  the  Compensation  for  Disturb- 
ance Bill,  and  that  we  assisted  the  second 
reading  of  that  measure  by  our  silence 
and  by  our  votes ;  and  it  was  only  when 
the  Govemment  appeared  to  us  to  de- 
part from  their  original  intention  with 
regard  to  the  measure  that  we  felt  bonnd 
to  protest  and  walked  out  of  the  Honss 
in  a  body  without  voting.  But  hov 
does  the  matter  stand?  1  think  thst 
the  Irish  tenants  who  have  been  qectsd 
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since  the  Government  have  come  into 
Office  are  entitled  to  whatever  protection 
the  land  legislation  of  the  Government 
may  give  them,  because  the  tenants  are 
not  ejected  in  Ireland  if  they  are  able 
to  pay  their  rents.  I  know,  as  a  fact, 
that  even  notwithstanding  land  legisla- 
tion, that  tenants  in  Ireland  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  do  not  submit  to  ejectment 
if  they  can  by  any  possibility  scrape 
together  the  means  of  paying  their  rents. 
Those  tenants  are  ejected  who  have  no 
stock  for  sale  by  the  State,  and  the 
value  of  the  interests  in  their  farms 
is  of  no  use.  If  tenants  have  stock  to 
sell  the  landlords  will  sell  it  by  a 
forced  sale  in  preference  to  ejecting 
them ;  and  if  the  tenant  is  paying  a 
reasonable  rent  the  landlord  will  sell  out 
the  interest  of  that  tenant  in  order  to 
obtain  payment  of  that  rent  rather  than 
eject  him  for  non-payment  of  rent.  Two 
hundred  and  fifteen  tenants  have  been 
evicted  during  the  month  of  March,  the 
month  succeemng  your  Bill  for  protection 
of  Person  and  Fioperty;  215  families, 
numbering  altogether  over  1,000  souls; 
and  taking  that  for  the  average  during 
the  year,  1 2,000  persons  would  be  ejected 
during  the  coming  year  if  this  average 
is  maintained ;  and  I  say  these  persons 
are  tenants,  idmost  without  exception, 
who  are  unable,  either  from  poverty  or 
rack-renting,  to  pay  the  rents  demanded 
of  them ;  and  wny  should  not  these  per- 
sons have  the  protection  of  the  intepided 
legislation  of  the  Government  if  their 
rents  are  hi^h,  too  hieh  ?  If  their  rents 
are  too  hi^,  why  should  they  suffer 
simply  because  the  Gt>vemment  failed  in 
passing  their  Bill  of  last  Session  owins 
to  the  action  of  the  House  of  Lords  r 
Surely  that  is  ^ving  a  premium  to 
similar  action  in  future ;  and  surely  the 
Government  will  consider  the  matter, 
and  will  see  the  very  grave  importance 
of  the  question  which  my  hon.  Friend 
has  brought  under  its  attention.  As  to 
the  right  of  the  Irish  tenants  to  retro- 
spective protection,  I  may,  j>erhaps,  be 
told  that  the  tenants  have  six  months  to 
redeem  their  holdings  after  being  ejected ; 
but  it  is  very  little  use  for  a  tenant  to  be 
allowed  to  redeem  his  holding  after  his 
house  has  been  levelled  to  the  ground, 
and  more  especially  when  it  is  impossible 
for  him  to  pay  the  rent.  These  rents  for 
which  the  tenants  are  ejected  are  rack- 
rents  ;  and  if  your  land  legislation  is  to 
be  of  any  uito  at  all,  it  ieul  have  to  be 


such  as  will  enable  tenants  in  such  cir- 
cumstances to  obtain  a  reduction  of  such 
rents.  If  your  land  legislation  is  to  be 
of  any  use  to  rack-rented  tenants  in  Ire- 
land, it  ought  to  enable  them  to  place- 
themselves  in  that  position  which  would 
render  it  impossible  for  the  landlords  to 
evict  them,  as  they  are  doing  at  the 

E resent  moment.  If  the  Government 
ad  intended  a  month  ago  to  introduce  a 
Bill  having  a  retrospective  character  like 
the  Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
(Ireland)  Act,  what  could  have  been 
more  easy  for  them  than  to  have  an- 
nounced that  fact,  which  would  have  at 
once  prevented  the  bad  landlords  from 
pressing  their  eviction  suits  against  their 
tenants,  because  they  would  have  known 
that  if  they  persevered  they  would  have 
to  come  under  the  penalties,  if  penalties 
are  to  to  be  provided  in  the  proposed 
legislation  of  the  Government  ?  On  the 
other  hand,  it  would  have  tended  mate- 
rially to  smooth  matters  as  regards  the 
action  of  tenants.  The  tenants  would 
have  known  that  they  were  going  to  re- 
ceive some  protection  in  the  proposed 
legislation  of  the  Government,  and  would 
not  have  been  driven  in  their  despair 
forcibly  to  resist  the  serving  of  processes. 
They  would  have  submitted  more  peace- 
ably and  tranquilly  to  the  enforcement  of 
the  law,  and  we  would  not  have  such 
scenes  as,  unhappily,  occurred  the  other 
day  in  the  county  of  Sligo.  I  admit  it  is 
exceedingly  inconvenient  to  raise  a  ques- 
tion of  this  kind  on  a  Motion  to  adjourn 
the  House.  I  do  not  wish  to  make  any 
charge  against  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ;  I  wish  to  hold  my  opinion  as  to 
the  proposed  legislation  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  suspense  until  I  see  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  before  the  House.  But 
I  think  we  have  a  right  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  this 
matter  before  they  introduce  the  Bill ; 
because  I  often  see  that  when  a  strong 
Government  introduces  a  good  measure 
they  do  not  like  to  entertain  representa- 
tions afterwards  ;  and  I  trust  that  what 
we  have  said  to-night  may  bear  fruit, 
and  that  if  the  Government  had  not  in- 
tended that  the  legislation  should  be 
retrospective,  that  uiey  wiU  give  the 
matter  their  most  careful  consideration 
within  the  next  few  days,  with  a  view 
of  seeing  whether  they  can  satisfy  the 
justice  of  the  case  by  leaving  the  12,000 
persons  who  were  evicted  last  year  with- 
out the  protection  which  they  propose  to 
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afford  to  the  tenants  in  future,  and  by 
leaving  those  215  families  who  were 
evicted  during  the  month  of  March  with- 
out the  protection  of  the  proposed  Land 
Bill. 

Mr.  HEALY,  referring  to  a  Reso- 
lution which  had  been  passed  in  the 
House,  declaring  that  the  serious  con- 
dition of  the  West  of  Ireland  deserved 
the  attention  of  the  Government,  said, 
that  the  Resolution  was  passed  on  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
(Mr.  O'Connor  Power),  and  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  so  far  as 
he  was  concerned,  allowed  tlie  Resolu- 
tion to  remain  a  dead  letter.  The  Chief 
Secretary,  when  he  assented  to  the  Re- 
solution, must  surely  have  had  some 
intention  of  doing  something  with  re- 
gard to  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  charged  Members  connected  with 
the  Land  League  ih  Ireland  with  a 
great  deal  of  responsibility  in  connec- 
tion with  the  present  evictions.  He 
would  read  to  the  House  the  words  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr. 
Courtney),  another  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment, as  to  what  the  action  of 
himself  and  his  fellow-Members  had 
been  in  Ireland.  It  was  quite  true  that 
they  told  the  tenants  not  to  pay  unjust 
rents.  He  (Mr.  Healy)  himself  had  told 
some  of  the  poor  people  in  a  remote 
part  of  the  County  Cork  (Castletown- 
Berehaven)  not  to  pay  any  rent  at  all, 
and*  he  was  prepared  to  reiterate  that 
advice.  [The  hon.  Gentleman  road  an 
extract  from  a  publication  of  a  state- 
ment made  by  Mr.  Courtney  with  regard 
to  Mr.  Pamell  and  his  followers,  in 
which  he  stated  that  he  could  find  no 
fault  with  Mr.  Pamell  in  the  policy 
which  he  had  adopted,  except  in  so  far 
as  he  was  not  sufficiently  explicit  in  his 
meaning,  and  he  could  not  charge  him 
with  any  attempt  to  mislead.]  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
ought  to  have  known  that,  rather  than 
submit  to  ejectment,  the  unfortunate 
tenants  would  be  only  too  glad  to  pay 
their  rents,  no  matter  what  they  told 
them,  and  no  matter  whether  they  were 
just  or  unjust,  if  they  could  only  scrape 
the  money  together.  The  right  lion. 
Gentleman  admitted  that  tlio  evictions 
had  increased  from  92  in  February  to 
215  in  March.  Ho  supposed  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  put  the  blame  of 
that,  not  upon  the  Protection  of  Person 
and  Property  Bill,  but  upon  the  advice 
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given  by  the  Land  League  to  the  Irish 
tenants  before  Christmas.  That  was  an- 
other of  the  advantages  the  Government 
had  in  having  a  Chief  Secretary  in  Office 
who  did  his  duty  by  elosetine  himself 
up  in  Dublin  Castle  whenever  he  visited 
Ireland,  instead  of  taking  steps  po- 
sonally  to  see  what  the  wants  of  the 
Irish  farmers  were.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  Prime  Minister  would 
go  into  the  distressed  districts  of  Ireland 
and  see  for  themselves  the  extreme 
misery  and  destitution  in  which  the 
people  lived  in  their  wretched  hovels, 
eight  or  ten  persons  bein^  huddled  to- 
gether in  one  room,  with  such  domeatie 
animals  as  they  might  possess,  and  often 
havinff  only  one  meal  of  Indian  com  per 
day,  they  would  then  better  understand 
the  stand  which  the  Irish  Members  were 
making  on  behalf  of  those  poor  tenants 
who  were  being  driven  from  their  homes. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted,  in 
the  previous  Session,  that  if  he  had  to 
administer  injustice  he  would  leave  the 
Treasury  Bench  ;  but  though  he  acknow- 
ledged diat  the  law  of  disturbance  was 
unjust,  and  though  he  had  administered 
injustice  since,  he  had  not  left  the  Trea- 
sury Bench.  Not  only  did  he  do  his  best 
to  resist  every  attempt  made  to  keep  the 
people  in  their  homes,  but  he  had  caused 
an  addition  of  £53,000  to  be  made  to  the 
cost  of  maintaining  police,  presumably 
for  the  purpose  of  additional  weapons 
and  machinery  for  the  carrying  out  of 
evictions.  He  (Mr.  Healy)  was  happy 
to  be  able  to  state  that  the  odious  duties 
which  had  been  thrown  on  the  police  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Government 
had  caused  numerous  resignations ;  and 
in  physique  and  general  character  the 

Solice  force  was  greatly  altered  since  the 
uty  of  driving  the  unfortunate  people 
from  their  homes  had  been  cast  on  them. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  blamed 
his  hon.  Friend  for  bringing  forward  this 
Motion  in  an  irregular  manner ;  but  he 
seemed  to  forget  that  the  course  pursued 
by  the  Government  left  no  other  course 
open  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal  way, 
wlio  was  perfectly  justified  in  seizing 
upon  the  first  opportunity  of  defending 
the  homes  and  property  of  his  countxy* 
men  from  the  destruction  which  the 
Government  policy  permitted  and  en- 
couraged. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  thought  that  the 
indignation  which  had  been  exhibited 
by  the  Gt>verment   that   evening  wu 
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quite  misplaced.  The  good  wliioh  might 
be  found  in  the  promised  Land  Bill  was 
one  thing ;  but  the  protection  of  the  ex- 
isting tenants  in  Ireland  was  quite  an- 
other. If  a  good  Land  Bill  were  passed, 
all  the  tenants  who  might  still  be  m  pos- 
session of  their  holdings  would,  for  all 
future  time,  be  protected  from  non-pay- 
ment of  exorbitant  rents;  but  at  the 
present  moment,  from  inability  to  pay 
exorbitant  rents,  there  were  thousands 
of  the  Irish  tenants  liable  to  eviction. 
He  held  it  to  be  an  error  of  policy  on 
the  part  of  the  Goyemment  to  be  always 
repeating  the  parrot  cry  that  they  were 
only  executing  the  present  law  in  Ire- 
land. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR :  I  rise 
to  Order.  Every  single  Member  of  the 
Government  having  left  the  House, 
there  are  not  40  Members  present. 

House  counted,  and  40  Members  not 
being  present. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Seven  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Wednesday,  6th  April,  1881. 


MINITTES.]— Public  BiLi^Seeond  Reading— 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual) 
(61). 

ARMY  DISCIPLINE  AND  REGULATION 
(ANNUAL)  BILL.— (No.  6L) 
{Th0  Earl  of  MorUy,) 
BEOOITD    HEADINO. 

Older  of  tlie  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
ifig,  read. 

The  Ejjo.  of  ICOBLEY,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  .read  a  second  time, 
said,  he  regretted  that  the  Bill  having 
come  up  late  from  the  Oommona  on  the 
previouB  night  was  not  in  Buch  a  com- 
plete state  as  could  have  been  desired. 
The  Amendments  on  the  Bill  had  not 
yet  been  printed,  and  accordingly  the 
Bill  had  not  been  circulated  among  their 
Lordships. 

Lord  GHELMSFOED  said,  he  under- 
stood that  the  Bill  was  not  on  the  Table 
of  their  Lordships'  House. 


The  Eabl  op  MOELEY  said,  that  it 
had  been  laid  on  the  Table,  and  was 
then  lying  upon  it.  According  to  the 
arrangement  come  to  the  previous  night, 
he  would  propose  to  take  the  discussion 
to-morrow  on  the  Motion  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee, and  before  that  time  the  Bill  in 
its  present  shape  would  be  in  the  hands 
of  their  Lordsnips. 

Moved,  **That  theBill  be  now  road  2*." 
—{The  £arl  of  MorUy,) 

The  Eabl  of  LONQFOED  said,  he 
would  not  oppose  the  second  reading  of 
the  measure ;  but  he  must  repeat  what 
he  had  said  in  former  Sessions — that 
this  Bill  always  came  up  to  their  Lord- 
ships with  a  rope  round  its  neck,  and 
they  were  called  upon  to  dispose  of  it  at 
once.  He  was  aware  Pubhc  Business 
this  Session  had  been  interrupted  in  a 
manner  injurious  to  the  interests  of  the 
country,  both  public  and  private,  and 
that  tlus  Bill  had  accordingly  been  post- 
poned. But  the  present  was  a  very  un- 
satisfactory mode  of  proposing  the  second 
reading  of  such  a  Bill,  and  meems  ought 
to  be  taken  in  future  to  afford  their  Lord- 
ships an  opportunity  for  a  fuller  discus- 
sion. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  that,  instead  of 
speaking  before  the  Motion  for  the  Bill 
going  into  Committee,  he  would  say  a 
few  words  on  the  second  reading,  hav- 
ing just  obtained  a  copy  of  the  Bill.  He 
beUeved  that  if  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  would  have  declared  that  he  con- 
sidered corporal  punishment  necessary 
for  the  discipline  of  the  Army,  the  late 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  would  have  said 
in  1879  that  he  would  support  him.  He 
(Lord  Denman)  had  quoted  from  Horace, 
but  ought  to  have  quoted  the  words 
before— 

"  Nee  vincet  ratio  hoc  tantundem  ut  peccet 

idemque, 
Qui  tencros  caules  alieni  fregorit  horti, 
Et  qui  noctumus  divum  sacra  Icgorit. 
Regula  j)eccatis  qute  pcenas  iju'oget  tequas, 
Ne  scutica  degnum  horribili  secierc  ilagello 

— adsit." 

He  was  of  opinion  that  the  alternative 
punishment  of  flogging  ought  to  be  re- 
stored by  the  insertion  of  a  provision  to 
that  effect  in  the  Bill  before  their  Lord- 
ships. That  punishment  had  been  well 
described  by  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
(Lord  Abinger)  the  other  night  as  exer- 
cised in  the  last  Civil  War  in  America  as 
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a  merdful  substitute  for  death  for  crimes 
of  leaser  gravity  than  murder ;  and  tlie 
proposed  eubetitution  of  impriaonmeiit 
for  flogging  was  rerj  unsatisfactoiy,  iti- 
aamucE  as  where  no  prison  existed,  ka 
was  the  case  in  the  field,  it  took  away 
the  servioea  of  eereral  men  to  attend 
upon  the  soldier  arrested.  This  was, 
in  fact,  a  punishment  to  the  whole 
Army.  If  a  man  got  drunk,  he  ought 
to  be  flogged,  by  which  he  would  at 
once  be  made  sober ;  and  the  unpopu- 
larity of  the  punishment  was  not  n 
sufficient  reason  for  its  abolition.  If 
flogging  in  the  Army  were  given  np, 
we  might  be  expected  to  give  it  up 
in  the  case  of  garrotters  also.  Now, 
if  a  soldier  was  flogged  for  drunken- 
ness, other  soldiers  would  see  that  it 
was  not  worth  their  while  to  get  drunk. 
There  was  an  instance  of  a  man  who  hat) 
become  a  good  soldier,  thanking  the  offi- 
cers who  had  made  him  so  by  the  punish- 
ment  of  flogging;  for  he  had  heart] 
from  Sir  George  Lawrence  of  a  Nativo 
officer  in  India  who,  having  risen  from 
the  ranks,  laid  his  sword  at  Sir  George's 
feet,  and  said  he  owed  his  commissioii 
to  the  good  effects  produced  by  b 
flogging  inflicted  on  him  when  in  the 
ranks.  He  (Lord  Denman)  knew  au 
instance  of  two  brothers,  at  a  long  in- 
terval of  time,  each  thanking  the  sarap 
mother  for  having  whipped  them.  He 
had  seen  a  man  in  Windsor  street 
flogged,  who  scarcely  winced.  He  had 
also  witnessed  in  Windsor  Barracks  part 
of  the  lashing  of  a  private  soldier  of  the 
Guards  punished  for  theft  by  SOO  lashes, 
and  had  seen  the  same  man  in  the  ranks 
with  his  coat  turned.  The  power  given. 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  in  ths 
Bill  was  of  a  most  indefinite  description ; 
and  in  Committee  he  (Lord  Denmanj 
should  move  the  re-insortion  of  the 
flogging  clause. 

Lord  CHELUSFOED  said,  he  would 
not  oppose  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill ;  but  he  must  take  exception  to  their 
Lordships  being  asked  to  pass  it  with- 
out having  before  thorn  the  Amend- 
ments made  in  the  Bill  by  tlie  House  of 
Commons.  Such  a  course  was  most  in- 
convenient. As  their  Lordships'  House 
contained  so  many  officers  who  were 
specially  qualified  to  deal  with  such  a 
question,  he  was  of  opinion  they  ought 
to  be  afforded  more  time  for  discussing 
a  Bill  gravely  afi'ecting  the  mainten- 
ance of  discipline  in  the  Army  and  the 
Lord  Denman 


Motion  agrtti  to  :  Bill  read  2'  aocoid- 
ingly,  and  commitUd  to  a  Committaa  of 
the  ^Vhole  House  Tb-msrroK',- and  Stand- 
ing Order  No.  XXXY.  to  be  oonudeied 
in  order  to  its  being  dispenaed  with. 

LonD  DENMAN  eud,  he  would  prai 
his  Amendment  for  the  restoration  of  flu 
alternative  of  flogging;  and  if  it  wu 
carried,  he  trusted  ttiere  would  be  a  oos- 
ference  between  the  two  Hoasea  on  tha 
subject,  even  if  it  made  the  Vacation 
shorter. 

Lord  STRATHEDEN  and  OAMP- 
BELL  said,  that  on  the  Paper  tat 
Thursday  were  subjects  for  discusnon 
relating  to  South  Africa,  Baatem  Coiim- 
pondence  and  other  matters.  Consider- 
ing the  varied  of  mattera  f  or  dflbate,|tad 
the  amount  of  Business  to  be  done,  be 
hoped  the  Government  would  consent  to 
the  House  meeting  at  4  instead  of  i 
o'clock.  

The  Eael  of  MOBLKT  said,  thatu 

)ne  of  the  Leaders  of  the  Opposition 
were  present  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
adopt  the  sugsiestion  of  the  noble  Lori, 
tho  understanding  being  that  the  MutinT 


Home  k^j'^'^'ned  st  a  quarter  past  Elmn 

O'clock,  till  TomotTow, 

Eloven  o'dock. 
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Caniidtrtd  at  Biatndtd — InclMore  PmfWoSil 
Onion  (WibMy  Slack  and  Law  Uooi  Cw 
mona)»[lU]. 

Third  Riading — Incloaare  PnmnoiiBl  QiiIbi 
{Scotton  anil  Ferry  Common)  *  [lid] :  HeUO- 
politan  Commou   Bupplemeatal  *  [Ml  aai 

inthdraaii—tm^Bua.  Land  Beguby  [BT]. 
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Me.  T.  p.  O'CONTfOE  said,  he  wialied 
to  put  ft  Question  to  the  Chief  Secretai; 
to  the  Lord  Lisutenaut  of  Ireland ;  but 
in  his  absence  perhaps  the  Solioitor 
General  for  Ireland,  the  only  Membei 
of  the  OoTemment  connected  with  Ire- 
land present,  would  be  able  to  give  him 
an  answer.  He  wished  to  know,  Whe- 
ther the  article  which  appears  in  the 
"Standard"  of  this  morning  purporting 

eiye  a  description  of  the  coming  Land 

'  nay  be  taken  as  on  the  whole  accu- 
/  describinff  the  character  of  the 
Bill ;  and,  whether  he  can  explain  how 
the  "Standard"  has  been  enabled  to 
give  this  sonunaT; ;  and,  whether  the 
explanation  be  that  a  draft  of  the  Bill 
has  been  submitted  to  and  approved  by 
the  Leader  of  the  ConMrratiTe  Forty  ? 

Thk  SOLICITOE  QENEEAL  foe 
lEELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johmson) 
If  the  hen.  Member  will  ask  me  that 
Question  after  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Ur.  Gladstone)  baa  made  his  state- 
ment to-morrow  I  may  be  able  to  an- 


ORDERS    OF   TBE  HAY. 

LANDED  PHOPRIETOHS  (IRELAND) 

BILL.— [Biu  63.] 

(Jfi-.  P.  J.  SmytA,  Mr. Fatritk Martin,  Mr.Faf, 

Mr.  Litten.) 

SXOOKD  KBASinO. 

Order  for  Second  Eeadiug  read. 
Me.  p.  J.  SMTTH :  Ur.  Speaker,  I 
think  I  shall  beet  consult  the  interests 
of  the  House,  and  the  interests  of  the 
cause  which  I  have  so  much  at  heart,  if  I 
refrain  from  availing  myself  of  this  op- 
portunity for  raising  a  aisousslon  on  the 
great  question  whioh  will  be  presented 
to  ufl  to-morrow  in  all  ite  fulseas  and 
details  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa  at 
Uie  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
I  propose,  therefore,  to  postpone  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill.  I  may,  per- 
haps, be  allowed  to  say  a  word  in  ex- 
Slanation  of  the  Bill,  whtoh  was  intro- 
uced  in  the  Session  of  1B75.  Itoonsists 
of  two  parts,  of  whioh  the  one  claims  to 
give  practical  effect  to  the  beneficent . 
clauses  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870,  which 
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are  aseooiated  with  the  name  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright),  and 
the  other  the  utilization  of  the  waste 
lands  of  Ireland,  of  which  there  are  up- 
wards of  4,000,000  acres,  2,000,000  of 
which  are  believed  to  be  ausceptible  of 
reclamation.  I  believe  the  Bill  in  both 
these  details  is  sound  in  principle,  and 
would  be  beneficial  in  its  operation ;  and 
I  postpone  it  in  the  confident  expectation 
that  the  genius  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  bead  of  the  Government  will 
Burmoimtthetremendous  difficulties  that 
encompass  the  Land  Question,  and  will 
show  to-morrow  that  society  may  be 
saved  in  Ireland,  and  the  tenantry  se- 
cured without  the  infliction  of  any  loss 
on  my  fellow-countrymen. 

Me.  SPEAKEB  :  To  what  day  does 
the  hon.  Gentleman  propose  to  postpone 
the  second  reading  ? 

Mb.  p.  J.  SMYTH :  To  the  29th  of 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  said,  he  wae 
sorry  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Tipperary  (Mr.  P.  J.  Smyth)  postponed 
the  second  reading  of  tiie  Bill,  which 
he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  thought  would 
be  very  beneficial,  especial^  to  the 
smaller  classes  of  tenants.  Moreover, 
he  thought  the  reason  for  postponing 
it  was  not  a  good  one — namely,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  wotild  deal  with  the 
question  in  a  satisfactory  manner.  It 
was  by  no  means  proved  that  the  ques- 
tion would  be  dealt  with  by  him  in  a 
satisfactory  manner. 

Seoond  Beading  dtftrrtd  till  Wtd- 
netiat/  29th  June. 

LUNACY  LAW  ASSIMILATION  (IRE. 
LAND)  BILL.— [Bill  75.] 
(Jfr.XiKiHi,  Mr.  FindlaUr,  Sir  Thomat  M'Clare.) 
sEootm  BZAniNO. 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 
Mb.  LITTON,  in  rising  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
laid,  its  object  was  to  improve  the  sys- 
tem underwhich  lunatics,  and  especially 
neglected  and  pauper  lunatics,  were  cared 
for  in  Ireland,  by  adopting  certain  por- 
dons  of  the  English  and  Scotch  ^stem ; 
and  he  would  show  that  it  was  a  question 
of  great  social  importance   throughout 
Ireland,  for  he  proposed  to  improve  the 
treatment  of  a  class  of  persons,  which, 
2  D 
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of  all  others,  was  entitled  to  the  atten- 
tion, the  care,  and  the  sympathy  of  the 
House  and  the  country  at  large — he 
meant  the  class  of  unhappy  persons 
who  had  once  enjoyed  the  hlessings 
of  health  and  mental  activity,  and  of 
that  other  class  which  was,  perhaps, 
still  more  deserving  of  their  pity — those 
who  were  idiots  or  imbecile,  and  who 
were  not  reached  by  the  existing  law. 
He  would  show  that,  under  the  pre- 
sent law  in  Ireland,  a  large  propor- 
tion of  this  helpless  and  unfortunate 
class  was  either  most  inadequately  or 
totally  uncared  for,  suffering  from  a 
great  amount  of  neglect,  and,  in  some 
cases,  of  cruelty ;  and  the  object  which 
he  had  in  view  in  that  Bill  was  to  apply 
for  their  relief  certain  portions  of  the 
English  law.  The  importance  of  the 
subject  would  at  once  appear  from  a  few 
of  the  matters  which  he  ventured  to  lay 
before  the  House  in  connection  with  the 
subject.  In  the  year  1857  a  Royal  Com- 
mission inquired  into  this  subject  of  neg- 
lected lunatics  and  ''lunatics  at  large" 
in  Ireland.  By  lunatics  at  large  was 
meant  those  lunatics  who  were  not  in 
either  private  or  district  asylums.  At  that 
time  the  lunatics  at  large  were  no  less 
than  3,352;  of  these  1,583  were  re- 
turned as  neglected  lunatics,  the  residue 
being  in  some  way  provided  for  by  re- 
sidinff  with  their  mends  or  families. 
Nothing  had  been  done  to  meet  that 
serious  and  growing  evil  for  a  period  of 
over  20  years,  down  to  the  time  at  which 
the  Commission  of  1879  made  its  Report 
— namely,  in  the  month  of  February  of 
that  year,  and,  he  might  add,  nothing 
had  been  since  done.  That  Commission 
was  entitled  the  Poor  Law  Union  and 
Lunacy  Inquiry  Commission,  and  it  was 
presided  over  by  a  gentleman  of  the 
highest  authority  in  Ireland.  According 
to  that  Beport,  it  was  stated  that  on  the 
31st  of  December,  1877,  whilst  the  num- 
ber of  lunatics  provided  for  in  the  dis- 
trict lunatic  asylums,  in  the  Criminal 
Lunatic  Asylum  at  Dundrum,  and  in 
private  asylums,  was  about  11,000,  the 
number  at  large,  either  inadequately 
oared  for  or  ne^ected,  was  6,709.  Out 
of  this  number  of  6,709,  it  was  stated 
that  1,243  were  epileptic  imbeciles, 
4,479  idiots,  and  987  lunatics.  Of  that 
total  the  asylums  and  workhouses 
afforded  accommodation  to  3,365,  leav- 
ing over  3,000  as  at  large  and  neglected. 
These  figures  showed  that  there  had 

J/r.  Litton 


been  a  great  and  very  serious  increase 
in  this  unfortunate  class  of  persons  since 
1857,  amounting  to  over  100  per  cent 
increase  in  a  period  of  20  years,  as 
would  be  seen  from  a  comparison  of 
the    following  figures: — In    1857    the 
number  at  large  was  3,352,  of  whom 
1,583  were  neglected  ;  in  1877  it  was 
6,709,  of  whom   3,000  wero  neglected. 
So    that,    in    addition    to    11,600,  for 
which    accommodation    was    provided 
in  the  district  lunatic  asylums,  there 
were  no  less  than  about  6,000  uncared- 
for  lunatics — that  was,  uncared  for  in 
the  proper  sense  of  the  word ;    while 
there  were  3,000  of  these  6,000,  speak- 
ing generally,  in  a  state  of  neglect,  as 
against  1,583  in  1857.     Such  was  the 
present  state  of  things  in  Ireland,  and 
that  remarkable  increase  was  very  strik- 
ing, and  showed  that  the  lunacy  admi- 
nistration in  Ireland  had  not  been  such 
as  it  should  have  been.     It  would  be 
instructive  if  he  explained  to  the  House 
how  the  law  stood  at  present  with  re- 
spect to  the  treatment  and  custody  of 
lunatics  in  Ireland.    There  were  several 
Acts  of  Parliament  under  which  the  cus- 
tody and  care  of  lunatics  were  rather 
neglected  than  provided  for.     The  first 
was  the  Act  1  &  2  Oeo.  IV.,  which  es- 
tablished district  lunatic  asylums.    By 
the  1  &  2  Vict,  c.  47,  dangerous  lunatics 
might  be  committed  to  gaols,  and  under 
the  8   &  9   Viet,  they  might  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  Central  Criminal  Asylum 
at  Dundrum.     In  1867,  by   30  &   31 
Fi0^.,    c.   118,   the    first   provision  for 
sending  this  class  of  lunatics  to  gaol 
was  repealed;   and  in  1875,  by  38  & 
39    Vict,,   c.  67,  it  was  provided  that 
chronic  lunatics,  not  being  dangerous, 
might  be  consigned  to  the  poorhoosee. 
Where  there  was  no  attempt  at  dassi- 
fioation  these   poorhouses  only  accom- 
modate 8,365  persons,    so    that  there 
were  still,  as  he  had  already  pointed 
out,  over  3,000  of  these  helpless  and 
unfortunate   persons  neglected  and  at 
large.    The  result  of  that  Act  was  that 
overcrowding  in    lunatic  asylums  was 
to  some  extent    relieved.      He  would 
next  point  out  the  evils  of  the  pre- 
sent system.     The  asylums  were  now 
so  overcrowded  with  chronic  and  incur- 
able cases  that  the  percentaffe  of  cures 
was  very  low,  for  it  was  obvious  that  if 
the  asylums  were  filled  with  chronic  in- 
ciirable  cases  it  was  difficult  to  properly 
provide  remedial  treatment  with  respect 
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to  the  cases  not  cbionicbut  curable,  and 
hence  cure  became  hopeless,  if  not  im- 
possible. The  asylums  were  blocked  by 
cases  which  should  be  sent  to  incurable 
asylums.  A  further  evil  was  the  want 
of  supervision  of  neglected  lunatics 
throughout  the  countiy,  there  being  no 
supervision  or  control  exercised  to  luiow 
they  were  cared  for,  and  the  consequence 
was  that  they  were  generally  utterly 
neglected,  and  in  some  cases  subjected 
to  cruel  treatment.  This  state  of  things, 
which  had  existed  so  long  in  Ireland, 
would  not  be,  and  was  not  tolerated  in 
England.  He  proposed,  therefore,  to 
extend  to  Ireland  the  provisions  of  Sec- 
tions 66  to  68,  Sections  70  to  72,  and 
'  Sections  78  to  81  of  the  English  Act,  16 
&  17  Vict,  c.  97— 

**  To  conBolidate  and  amend  the  laws  for  the 
provision  and  regulation  of  Innatio  aAyluma  for 
counties  and  borongbs,  and  for  the  maintenance 
and  care  of  panper  lunatics/' 

subject  to  certain  changes,  which  were 
explained  in  Clause  2  of  the  Bill.  He 
doubted  that  powers  to  enlarge  the  ex- 
isting asylums  would  meet  the  case, 
and  the  process  would  involve  a  large 
expenditure  in  costly  buildings  and 
would  take  years  to  complete.  The 
Bill  would  provide  that  the  system 
of  boarding-out,  which  had  worked  so 
well  in  En^and  and  Scotland,  should  be 
adopted  in  Ireland,  which  was  impos- 
sible under  the  present  law ;  and  powers 
would  be  given  to  the  Governors  of 
lunatic  asylums,  in  order  to  relieve  the 
present  overfjrowding,  of  placing  luna- 
tics in  the  care  of  their  relatives,  or  other 
private  persons,  upon  conditions  as  to 
their  proper  care  and  treatment.  Due 
provision  was  also  made  for  the  inspec- 
tion of  lunatics  so  boarded  out.  Another 
provision,  which  was  much  wanted,  was 
the  power  among  Poor  Law  Guardians 
in  Ireland  to  a£Ebrd  relief  to  the  head  of 
a  family  one  of  whose  members  was  a 
lunatic  or  idiot,  which  at  present  could 
not  be  done  unless  the  nead  of  the 
family  was  the  person  afiOicted.  In  Eng- 
land the  Poor  Law  Guardians  could 
afford  out-door  relief  where  any  mem- 
ber of  the  family  was  an  imbecile  or 
subject  to  mental  disease.  In  order 
to  snow  the  evils  of  overcrowding  under 
present  circumstances,  the  Beport  of  the 
Commissioners  to  which  he  had  referred 
afforded  ample  evidence.  At  page  62 
it  was  stated  that  the  asylams  "  were 
constantly  overcrowded  with  chronic  and 


incurable  cases."  In  page  66  he  found 
the  following  passage : — 

"  The  annual  Reports  of  the  inspector  contain 
abundant  and  striking  evidence  of  the  recent 
overcrowding  of  the  asylums  with  incurablo 
cases." 

Again — 

**  There  is  the  same  complaint — the  mono- 
tonous repetition  of  overcrowding  with  incur- 
able and  unsuitable  cases." 

These  evils,  although  complained  of  by 
the  Committee  of  1 843  and  the  Eoy  al  Com- 
mission of  1857,  were  still  unredressed. 
One  of  the  causes  of  overcrowding  re- 
sulted from  the  fact  of  a  difference  in  the 
law  in  Ireland  and  England.  It  was 
rather  striking.  It  resulted  firom  the  fact 
that  all  committals  of  dangerous  luna- 
tics which  took  place  throughout  the 
country  on  the  warrant  of  two  magis- 
trates were  bound  to  be  cases  in  which 
the  magistrates  were  satisfied  upon  evi- 
dence that  the  person  was  dangerous, 
and  had,  in  addition,  shown  an  intent 
to  commit  an  indictable  crime.  He  would 
read  the  words  of  the  clause.  The  10th 
section  of  the  Act,  80  &  31  Fict,  c.  118, 
enacted  that — 

"The  lunatic  must  be  shown  to  have  been 
apprehended  under  circumstances  denoting  a 
derangement  of  mind  and  a  purpose  of  com- 
mitting some  crime  for  which  he  or  she  might 
be  indicted." 

The  result  was  that  the  magistrates 
would  not  commit  either  man,  woman, 
or  child,  unless  they  were  satisfied  on 
this  point ;  and  although  in  many  cases 
the  msease  might  be  curable,  they  could 
not  be  committed,  so  that  they  kept  out 
until  their  disease  became  confirmed 
and  their  cure  became  impossible.  The 
law  in  England,  on  the  contrary,  did 
not  require  that  it  should  be  shown  to 
the  magistrates  that  the  person  had  the 
intention  of  committing  a  crime.  The 
consequence  of  the  present  system  was 
that  a  person  suffering  from  mental  dis- 
ease in  its  earlier  stages,  and  being  in  a 
harmless  condition,  was  compelled  to 
remain  outside  the  asylum  until  the  dis- 
ease had  been  confirmed,  at  which  time 
only  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  justices 
to  commit  him  to  a  lunatic  asylum,  in 
which  he  ought  to  have  been  placed 
months  before,  and  where,  had  he  been 
so  placed,  he  might  have  been  cured 
and  restored  to  his  family,  instead  of 
being  sent  to  the  asylum  in  such  a  con- 
dition that  the  chances  of  his  ever  being 
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sent  out  again  were  very  greatly  dimi- 
nished.  ^e  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners asserted  that — 

**  The  Superintendent  of  the  Limerick  Asylum 
attributed  the  small  percentage  of  cures  to  the 
long  duration  of  the  disoaso  before  admission.'* 

In  the  Report  for  1880  of  Dr.  Oscar 
Woods,  the  medical  officer  of  the  KiUar- 
ney  District  Lunatic  Asylum,  it  was 
stated  that  of  the  patients  admitted  into 
the  Irish  asylums  in  1879,  1,277  were 
committed  as  dangerous  lunatics.  Dr. 
Hancock,  in  one  of  his  Reports,  stated 
that  only  three  patients  were  committed 
as  dangerous  lunatics  in  England  and 
Wales,  as  compared  with  1,204  com- 
mitted to  asylums  in  Ireland,  and  that 
the  reason  for  this  was  the  great  delay 
in  making  the  applications  rendered  ne- 
cessary by  the  state  of  the  law  in  Ireland. 
There  was  further  evidence  of  this  state 
of  things  in  the  Report  of  the  Irish 
criminal  statistics,  which  set  forth  that 
of  the  entire  number  of  lunatics  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales  in  1 877  only  three  out  of 
889  were  committed  as  dangerous;  while, 
in  Ireland,  the  number  so  committed 
was  1,204  out  of  1,343,  and  that  while 
77  per  cent  of  those  committed  to  the 
asylums  and  treated  within  three  months 
after  the  symptoms  of  disease  had  first 
shown  themselves  were  returned  from 
the  asylums  to  their  friends  as  re- 
covered, only  20  per  cent  of  those  who 
were  committed  to  asylums  after  a  lapse 
of  12  months  left  the  asylums  as  re- 
covered patients.  There  were  only  two 
conclusions  to  be  drawn  from  these 
facts;  the  first  being  that  the  system 
of  waiting  till  the  patients  had  got  into 
the  condition  of  incurability  was  most 
injurious  to  the  patients  themselves,  and 
had  the  effect  of  olocking  up  the  asylums 
with  persons  who,  under  a  different  sys- 
tem, might  be  speedily  cured,  while  it 
consequently  narrowed  the  circle  of  re- 
lief. The  second  conclusion  to  be  drawn 
was  as  to  the  great  importance  of  the 
boarding-out  system.  This  system  had 
been  adopted  both  in  Scotland  and  Eng- 
land, and  had  in  both  countries  been 
found  to  work  well.  The  measure  he 
had  brought  before  the  House  proposed 
to  extend  the  powers  at  present  in  ex- 
istence as  to  allowing  lunatics  to  be 
taken  out  of  asylums  by  their  friends 
or  relatives,  with  the  approbation  of 
the  authorities,  on  satisfactory  surety 
being  given  that  they  were  able  to 
look  after  the  patients,  and  by  enabling 
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the  Governors  of  asylums  to  board  out 
patients  with  persons  who  might  be 
selected  by  them  on  such  terms  and  con- 
ditions as  they  might  think  desirable. 
The  effect  of  this  would  be  that,  assum- 
ing this  provision  to  be  acted  on  to  the 
same  extent  in  Ireland  as  it  was  in 
England,  taking  the  whole  number  of 
lunatics  in  asylums  in  Ireland  at  11,616, 
which  was  the  number  returned  for  1877, 
and  taking  the  proportional  average  ac- 
cording to  a  similar  number  in  England 
and  Wales,  it  would  be  found  that  9,236 
would  be  in  the  asylimis,  1,730  would 
bo  boarded  out,  and  650  would  be  in 
private  asylums.  So  that  there  would 
be,  under  the  boarding-out  system,  an 
amount  of  relief  given  to  the  accommo- 
dation provided  for  in  asylums  in  Ire- 
land to  the  extent  of  1,730  patients, 
and  there  would  be  vacancies  for  the 
reception  of  a  similar  number.  That, 
he  thought,  was  an  important  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  the  adoption  of  the 
boarding-out  system;  but  the  board- 
ing-out system  would  not  be  adequate 
to  meet  all  the  cases  of  neglected  luna- 
tics, who  were  mostly  of  the  imbe- 
cile class.  He  had  stated  that  they 
were  neglected  in  the  sense  that  they 
were  under  no  supervision  or  medi- 
cal control.  That  was  not  the  case  in 
England.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  medi- 
cal officers  in  England,  in  their  respec- 
tive districts,  to  visit  at  stated  intervals 
every  lunatic  or  imbecile  within  their 
district ;  and  therefore  supervision  was 
one  of  the  matters  for  which,  whether 
the  asylum  accommodation  was  increased 
or  the-  boarding  system  adopted,  the 
necessity  remained  as  strongly  as  ever. 
On  this  part  of  the  subject  the  Oommis- 
sioners,  at  the  conclusion  of  their  Re- 
port, recommended  that — 

'*  The  inspection  of  lunatics  at  lazge  should 
be  made  one  of  the  duties  of  the  (uspensing 
medical  officer,  who  should  be  remunerated  for 
his  trouble,  and  whose  certificate  that  anyone 
of  this  class  is  neglected  or  improperly  treated 
should  be  made  ground  for  action  by  the  lunacy 
authorities." 

Although,  generally  speaking,  there  was 
a  strong  interest  taken  by  the  poor  of 
Ireland  in  these  afflicted  persons,  there 
were,  nevertheless,  cases  in  which  they 
suffered  great  neglect  and  sometimes 
cruelty;  and,  therefore,  it  was  a  most 
necessary  enlargement  of  the  law  that 
supervision  should  be  exercised  over 
them.  At  one  time,  though  happily  not 
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in  recent  years,  a  mode  of  treating  neg- 
lected lunatics  was  to  dig  a  round  hole 
in  the  cabin  floor,  sufficiently  deep  to  just 
allow  his  head  to  appear  above  the  level 
of  the  ground,  and  to  cover  the  entire 
over  with  a  large  wicker  basket.  There 
was  only  one  other  point  to  which  he 
would  call  attention,  and  that  was  with 
reference  to  the  power  proposed  to  be 
given  to  the  Poor  Law  Guardians.  In 
England  the  Order  issued  in  the  year 
1844,  regulating  the  administration  of 
out-door  relief,  contained  these  words — 

"When  such  person  shall  require  relief  on 
account  of  any  sickness,  accident,  or  bodily  or 
mental  infirmity  affecting  such  person  or  any 
member  of  his  family ;  " 

whereas  in  Ireland  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment limited  the  relief  to 

"Persons  permanently  disabled  from  labour 
through  mental  defect.'^ 

Therefore,  when  one  member  of  a  family 
became  afficted  with  lunacy  or  imbecility 
— and  it  might  be  the  principal  bread 
earner — another  member  of  the  family 
was  rendered  non-earning  inconsequence 
of  having  to  take  charge  of  him  or  her ; 
therefore,  out-door  relief  under  such  cir- 
cumstances was  of  the  greatest  impor- 
tance and  necessity.  It  would  be  ad- 
visable, therefore,  to  have  some  provi- 
sion in  .the  BiU  giving  power  to  the 
Poor  Law  Guardians  to  grant  out-door 
relief  in  such  cases  of  that  description 
as  they  might  think  required  it.  He 
accordingly  asked  that  the  House  should 
apply  to  Ireland  those  four  provisions. 
First,  the  supervision  of  neglected  luna- 
tics ;  second,  the  boarding-out  in  suit- 
able places,  under  the  direction  of  the 
Governors  of  district  asylums,  of  such 
patients  as  they  might  select  for  that 
purpose,  in  order  to  open  the  asylums 
to  a  greater  nimiber  of  cases  requiring 
relief ;  thirdly,  an  alteration  in  the  law 
of  committal,  so  as  to  allow  of  patients 
being  committed  before  they  became 
incurable ;  and,  fourthly,  power  to  the 
Poor  Law  Guardians  to  give  out-door 
relief  under  the  circumstances  he  had 
stated.  Those  were  the  objects  of  the 
Bill  which  he  had  the  honour  of  moving 
the  second  reading  of.  He  should  state 
that  he  claimed  no  credit  whatever  for 
the  Bill,  because  it  was  not  his.  With  the 
exception  of  one  clause,  it  was  identicallv 
as  it  was  introduced  in  **  another  place '' 
last  year,  on  the  Motion  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor 


of  Ireland.  Lord  O'Hagab  had  taken 
a  Very  groat  and  anxious  interest  in  the 
matter  of  lunatics  in  Ireland,  and  some 
years  ago  he  applied  himself  with  great 
attention  to  the  study  of  their  case.  He 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  English  system  ought  to 
be  applied  to  Ireland ;  and  he  accordingly 
embodied  them  in  a  Bill  which  he  intro- 
duced into  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
which,  as  he  (Mr.  Litton)  had  said,  was 
identical  with  the  present  Bill,  with  the 
exception  of  one  clause  with  reference 
to  the  summary  jurisdiction  of  Oounty 
Courts  in  dealing  with  the  property  of 
lunatics.  He  would  not  have  presumed 
to  have  brought  the  Bill  before  the 
House  now,  knowing  the  interest  Lord 
O'Hagan  took  in  the  matter,  had  he  not 
his  fuU  assent  to  do  so,  and  an  expres- 
sion of  his  anxiety  that  the  Bill  should 
be  accepted  by  the  House.  The  Bill  had 
also  received  the  approval  of  the  Social 
Science  Congress  Committee.  Moreover, 
it  had  received  the  good  wishes  of  seve- 
ral of  the  officers  of  the  district  lunatic 
asylums  in  Ireland ;  and  Lord  O'Hagan 
had  promised  to  take  charge  of  the 
measure  should  it  be  sent  to  the  House 
of  Lords.  His  Lordship  had  said,  in 
speaking  on  this  subject  in  August, 
1879— 

**  The  want  of  identical  legislation,  when  the 
needs  and  conditions  of  England  and  Ireland 
require  and  justify  it,  is  of  incalculable  mis- 
chief."—[3  Samard,  ccxlTiii.  1824.] 

FuUy  indorsing  that  view,  and  putting 
the  measure  before  the  House  on  the 
ground  of  humanity  to  a  class  of  per- 
sons whose  condition  required  the  ^eat- 
est  consideration,  he  trusted  the  House 
would  assent  to  its  being  read  a  second 
time. 

Sib  THOMAS  M'CLUEE,  in  second- 
ing the  Motion,  observed  that  there  was 
an  urgent  necessity  for  a  change  in  the 
Lunacy  Law  in  Ireland  such  as  that  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton).  The 
consequence  of  the  existing  state  of  the 
law  was  that  the  asylums  which  should 
be  open  at  all  times  for  the  reception  of 
patients  attacked  with  mental  disease 
were  overcrowded,  and  the  mingling  of 
curable  and  incurable  lunatics  greatly 
lessened  the  chance  of  recovery  of  the 
former.  That  was  very  different  from 
the  Scotch  system.  He  had  carefully 
examined  that  system,  and  found  that, 
whenever  the  relieving  officer  became 
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cognizant  of  any  person  being  attacked 
with  lunacy  within  his  district,  he  had 
to  give  immediate  notice  to  the  Commis- 
sioners, who  at  once  caused  the  case  to 
be  inquired  into,  and  took  charge  of  the 
lunatic,  and  the  utmost  was  done  that 
could  be  efiPected  to  secure  his  recovery. 
The  lunatics  in  that  country  were  divided 
into  different  classes,  and  there  were  the 
curable,  and  what  might  be  called  the 
chronic  cases,  the  latter  being  kept 
apart  from  cases  in  which  recovery  was 
thought  likely  or  possible.  Their  ob- 
ject was  to  place  certain  cases  in  sepa- 
rate institutions,  where  they  could  be 
maintained  at  a  less  cost  than  in  the 
asylums,  and  kept  under  restraint ;  and 
when  these  institutions  were  not  to  bo 
had  they  selected  the  workhouses.  That 
was  a  system  which  ought  to  be  adopted 
in  Ireland,  as  well  as  the  boarding-out 
system,  which  had  been  successful,  and 
to  which  his  hon.  Friend  had  referred. 
It  had  been  found  that  the  Scotch  system 
was  far  more  efficient  than  that  of  Ire- 
land, and  that  the  patients  had  a  better 
chance  of  being  cured,  and  so  kept  off 
the  rates ;  while,  on  the  whole,  the  sys- 
tem adopted  in  Scotland  was  also  more 
economical  than  that  which  prevailed  in 
Ireland.  For  the  sake  of  humanity  and 
economy  he  thought  the  Bill  ought  to 
be  carried. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Litton.) 

Sib  HEEVEY  BRUCE  said,  that  as 
a  Governor  of  the  Asylum  at  London- 
derry, he  thought  the  House  and  all 
Governors  of  lunatic  asylums,  and  friends 
of  the  lunatic  class  in  Ireland,  had  rea- 
son to  be  grateful  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton)  for  the  anxiety 
he  had  shown  in  behalf  of  that  class ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  could  not  con- 
cur in  the  necessity  for  the  Bill  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  brought  in,  not  on  ac- 
count of  the  quarter  of  the  House  from 
which  it  proceeded,  because  if  he  (Sir 
Hervey  Bruce)  believed  the  Bill  would 
really  benefit  the  lunatics  of  Ireland,  he 
should  support  it,  no  matter  from  what 
quarter  it  came,  but  because  he  objected 
to  some  of  its  leading  provisions.  He 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  re- 
garding the  mingling  of  curable  and  in- 
curable patients  as  bad;  but  the  Bill 
contained  no  provision  for  the  separa- 
tion of   these  cases,   except    those    of 
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boarding-out,  and  the  power  to  grant 
out-door  relief.  As  to  the  alleged  diffi* 
culty  of  admission  to  lunatic  asylums  in 
Ireland,  he  could  not  agree  with  the 
remarks  which  had  been  made  on  that 
point,  for  he  had  not,  as  Govemor  for 
many  years'  standing  of  one  of  those 
asylums,  found  any  such  difficulty.  On 
the  contrary,  speaking  from  personal 
experience  and  not  from  theory,  he 
had  found  it  very  easy  and  simple.  He 
objected  decidedly  to  the  power  given 
by  sub-section  5  of  Clause  2  to  Gover- 
nors, on  the  representation  of  two 
visitors  who  were  not  required  to  be 
medical  men,  to  order  the  discharge  of 
patients  as  a  provision  fraught  with 
great  danger.  He  also  thought  it  would 
be  a  dangerous  thing,  as  proposed  by 
Clause  4,  to  board-out  patients  in  pri- 
vate houses.  Such  a  power  must  be 
accompanied  by  regular  medical  super- 
vision, and  the  cost  of  this  would  worn 
an  enormous  extra  expense  upon  the 
rates.  Besides,  it  was  not  said  whether 
they  were  curable  or  incurable.  It  was 
a  dangerous  extension  of  what  was  a 
bad  principle.  The  food  provided  in 
the  asylums  was  better  than  the  patients 
would  generally  receive  outside ;  and  he 
held  it  was  better  for  the  patients  them- 
selves, and  better  on  every  ground,  that 
the  lunatics  should  be  kept  in  asylums 
where  they  were  properly  attended  to, 
and  where  they  were  sure  of  good  and 
sufficient  food  and  maintenance.  As  it 
was,  the  Gk)vemors  had  the  power  of 
sending  to  workhouses  those  lunatios 
who  were  not  dangerous;  and,  in  his 
district,  many  lunatics  were  so  sent. 
But,  on  the  whole,  this  system  had  not 
proved  satisfactory,  and  he  had  known 
cases  where  the  lunatics  had  been 
obliged  to  be  sent  back  to  the  asylums. 
He  was  sorry  to  have  to  object  to  the 
main  provisions  of  the  Bill;  but  the 
hon.  Member  had  simply  left  the  curable 
and  incurable  lunatics  as  they  were, 
and  had  made  no  provision  for  super- 
vision. He  believed  the  Bill,  so  far 
from  bettering  the  condition  of  lunatics 
in  Ireland,  would  injuriously  affect 
them. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  thought  the 
last  speaker  (Sir  Hervey  Bruce)  had  en- 
tirely misconstrued  the  raison  tPHrs  of 
the  Bill.  The  boarding-out  provisions 
were  only  part  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  the  justification  of  which  was  mainly 
that  there  were  at  that  moment  about 
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6,000  lunatics  at  large  in  Ireland,  of 
'whom  3,000  were  of  the  class  termed 
neglected,  and,  consequently,  under  no 
supervision.  There  was  no  provision  made 
for  their  support,  or  for  their  beinglooked 
after.  He  argued  that  the  admission  of 
lunatics  to  asylums  in  Ireland  ought  to 
be  altered,  and  made  comformable  to  the 
system  prevalent  in  England.  It  should 
not  be  dependent  on  their  beine  dan- 
gerous, and  he  knew  a  case  in  which  a 
female  patient  was  rendered  a  lunatic 
for  life  entirely  in  consequence  of  her 
having  to  be  taken  before  the  magis- 
trates and  committed  as  a  dangerous 
lunatic  when  she  was  not  in  reality  dan< 
gerous ;  but  that  was  the  only  means  by 
which  she  could  be  sent  to  an  asylum. 
Many  such  cases  happened  thoughout 
the  country.  Of  course,  there  were  pri- 
vate asylums;  but  the  friends  of  the 
patients  could  not  afford  the  expense. 
He  quite  concurred  in  the  view  that 
lunatics  should,  if  possible,  be  separated ; 
and  the  Commission  appointed  by  the 
late  Government  had  recommended  that 
asylums  should  be  set  aside  for  dangerous 
patients,  others  for  curable  patients,  and 
others  for  those  who  were  hopeless  and 
incurable,  and  that,  to  save  the  expense 
of  boarding  out,  workhouses  should  be 
utiUzed.  He  also  thought  every  possible 
step  should  be  taken  to  assimilate  the 
Poor  Law  in  Ireland  to  that  in  England, 
as  regarded  out-door  relief;  for  wherever 
the  former  differed  &om  the  latter  it 
differed  in  point  of  rigour  and  in  elas- 
ticity. He  thought  they  were  entitled 
to  ask  for  the  powers  contained  in  the 
measure,  and  hoped  the  House  would 
accept  the  Bill. 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  he  thought  that 
there  were  many  cases  in  which  lunatics 
could  be  far  better  treated  by  private 
persons  than  in  lunatic  asylums ;  and  he 
therefore  supported  the  Bill,  and  par- 
ticularly that  clause  which  provided  that 
lunatics,  under  certain  conditions,  might 
be  placed  under  the  care  of  their  friends. 
In  Ireland,  persons  mentally  afflicted 
were  regarded  with  great  commiseration. 
One  who  would  be  called  a  "fool"  in 
this  country  would  be  termed  an  "  inno- 
cent "  in  Ireland ;  and  lunatics,  under 
such  circumstances,  were  likely  to  gain 
more  sympathy,  and  to  have  their  in- 
dividual wants  and  peculiarities  at- 
tended to.  As  an  instance  of  the  sort, 
he  would  refer  to  the  case  of  the  lunatic 
colony,  which  had  existed  for  200  years 


at  Ghel,  in  Belgium,  where  the  lunatics 
were  kept  in  a  number  of  farmhouses, 
under  a  system  of  supervision  which  ha^d 
answered  admirably,  the  number  of  cures 
being  far  greater  than  in  most  of  the 
asylums  in  that  country.  Why  not  use 
some  of  the  smaller  poorhouses,  which 
were  at  present  useless,  for  the  purpose 
of  chronic  cases?  He  had  for  a  very 
lonff  time  observed  the  defects  of  a  part 
of  the  system  in  Ireland,  and  that  some- 
thing of  the  same  description  as  existed 
in  Belgium  and  Scotland  was  wanted 
in  that  country.  He  was  therefore  ex- 
oeedin^gly  glad  the  Bill  had  been  brought 
forward,  for  the  changes  proposed  tended, 
in  his  opinion,  in  the  rignt  direction. 
With  regard  to  cost,  he  believed  the 
average  cost  of  the  lunatics  in  the  Bich- 
mond  Asylum  at  Dublin  was  £24  per 
head.  [**  Oh,  oh ! "]  He  spoke  of  some 
years  ago,  and  the  cost  might  be  a  little 
more  now.  He  was  sure  there  was  a 
vast  number  of  people  in  Ireland  capable 
of  efficiently  looking  after  lunatics,  in 
whom  they  were  interested,  for  less  Uian 
the  cost  at  the  Eichmond  Aitylum,  which 
might  now  be  £30  per  head.  He  ap- 
proved of  the  suggestion  that  the  luna- 
tics so  boarded  out  should  be  periodi- 
cally visited  by  medical  officers  or  inspec- 
tors of  asylums.  He  certainly  would 
not  leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Governors  altogether  as  to  what  kind  of 
lunatics  they  would  send  out  either  to 
board  or  discharged  as  cured,  because 
they  might,  witli  the  best  intentions, 
discharge  patients  whom  it  would  be 
better  to  retain.  With  the  general  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,  however,  he  perfectly 
agreed. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  everyone  knew 
the  warm  interest  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  County  (Mr.  Blake)  took  in 
the  subject,  and  they  were  all  obliged  to 
him  for  the  benefit  of  his  experience. 
He  (Mr.  Gibson)  was  also  sure  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton),  who 
introduced  the  Bill,  would  not  miscon- 
strue any  criticism  he  might  offer  on  the 
proposal.  Everyone  must  sympathize 
with  the  object  in  view,  and  appreciate 
the  clear  and  sympathetic  way  in  which 
it  had  been  presented  to  the  House ;  but 
it  was  to  be  regretted  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  found  himself  unable — 
and  perhaps,  as  a  private  Member,  it 
was  not  in  his  power — to  present  to  the 
consideration  of  the  House  any  of  those 
limportaut  and  valuable  proposals  con- 
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tained  in  the  Report  of  that  Royal  Com- 
mission to  which  he  had  referred.   That 
Commission  went  into  the  question  ex- 
haustively, and  examined  a  vast  amount 
of  evidence  in   every  part  of  Ireland ; 
and  their  proposals,  whether  they  com- 
manded unanimous  approval  or  not,  at 
all  events  contained  many  suggestions 
of  a  valuable  nature,  and  as  to  which 
there  ought  to  be  no  difference  of  opi- 
nion whatever.     But  in  the  Bill — and  he 
fMr.  Gibson)  very  much  regretted  the 
fact — there  was  not  a  single  clause  carry- 
ing out,  or  attempting  to  give  effect  to, 
the  recommendations  of  that  Commis- 
sion.    The  most  important  of  these  re- 
commendations was  that  one  laid  down 
as  a  vital    necessity  in    all  legislation 
dealing  with  lunatics,  and  regarded  by 
the  Commissioners  as  a  cardinal  matter 
— the  principle  of  classification.      But 
the  Bill,  which  was  entitled  to  be  spoken 
of  with  much  respect,  as  being  so  well 
meant,  did  not  propose  one  single  step 
towards  classification.     On  the  contrary, 
it  would  render  the  absence  of  classifica- 
tion more  faring  than  it  was  at  present. 
His  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Litton)  said  the 
Bill  was  not  his  own,  but  a  kind  of 
bantling  adopted  from  **  another  place." 
Everyone  must  respect  the  philanthropy 
of  Lord  O'Hagan  in  introducing  the 
Bill ;  but,  after  all,  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  only  introduced  it  into  the 
House  of  Lords  as  a  protest  that  some- 
thing should  be  done,  and  pending  an 
authoritative  dealing  with  the  proposals 
of  the    Royal    Commission,    and    not 
exactly  as  proposals  he  was  prepared  to 
recommend  for  the  adoption  of  Parlia- 
ment.    The  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone 
also  said  that  the  Bill  came  commended 
with  the  approval  of  several  superinten- 
dents of   lunatic    asylums  in  Ireland. 
The   opinion  of  those  superintendents, 
many  of  whom  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  knew, 
was  entitled  to  a  good  deal  of  weight ; 
but  on  this  subject  so  largely  affecting 
their  own  duties,  it  should,  of  course,  be 
regarded  as  not  exactly  decisive.     He 
would  not  say  anything  about  the  Social 
Science  Congress,  which  had  been  rather 
hesitatingly    mentioned    by    the    hon. 
Member  for  Tyrone.     That  was  a  body 
which  was  coming  to  Ireland  next  Oc- 
tober; and,   in   view  of  that  fact,  he 
(Mr.   Gibson)  should  be  sorry  to  say 
anything  that  would  arouse  even  a  mo- 
mentary feeling  of  hostility.    There  were 
two  proposals  in  the  Bill  about  which 
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he  wished  to  say  a  word  or  two.  The 
first  was  as  to  the  boarding -out  of 
patients.  That  was  a  matter  requiring 
immense  caution.  It  was  obviously 
susceptible  of  the  greatest  abuses.  He 
was  not  against  boarding-out  per  $e ;  bat 
it  was  a  question  that  required  to  be 
considered  with  the  gpreatest  care,  for  it 
might  lead  to  the  greatest  abuse  as 
against  the  lunatics.  That  was  a  point 
of  view  &om  which  they  must  all  view 
the  question.  The  figure  of  £24,  which 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Blake)  had  men- 
tioned as  the  nominal  expense  of  main- 
taining a  lunatic  at  the  asylums,  was,  he 
believed,  under  the  mark ;  £26  or  £27 
was  nearer  the  correct  figure.  Now,  a 
lunatic  could  be  maintained  as  a  pauper 
at  a  workhouse  for  less  than  half  that 
sum ;  and  there  would  be  g^at  tempta- 
tion for  the  Governors,  who  were  allowed 
great  discretion  in  the  matter,  to  make 
a  contract  to  board  out,  by  which  they 
might  be  substantial  gainers,  though  it 
might  be  rather  against  the  interest  of 
the  lunatic.  That  was  a  circumstanoe 
to  be  strongly  borne  in  mind.  Ag^ain,  it 
was  hardly  enough  to  say  that  the  poor 
boarded-out  pauper  lunatics  woula  be 
sufficiently  protected  by  an  occasional 
visit  &om  the  dispensary  doctor,  unless 
they  provided  that  the  houses  where 
they  were  to  be  boarded  out  must  be 
licensed,  and  have  a  recognized  status. 
He  was  not  at  all  opposed  to  the  proposal 
to  give  legitimate  aid  and  assistance  to 
those  who,  by  temporary  infirmity,  were 
unable  to  work.  Indeed,  he  thought  the 
Poor  Law  might  well  be  more  generous 
in  that  respect  than  it  was.  But  these 
provisions  were  not  really  the  principle 
of  the  Bill.  The  more  important  clauses 
were  those  contained  in  tne  earlier  part 
of  the  Bill ;  and  if  the  Bill  was  to  be  read 
a  second  time,  and  afterwards  considered 
in  Committee,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
have  an  understanding  of  what  was 
the  proposal  contained  in  those  earlier 
clauses.  For  his  part,  he  thought  they 
were  of  a  very  sweeping  character.  They 
would  work  a  very  great  change  in  the 
existing  lunatic  arrangements  in  Ireland, 
and  they  ought  to  be  examined  with  the 
greatest  caution.  The  drafting  of  the 
Bill  was  open  to  the  objection  that,  in 
adopting  several  sections  from  an  Eng- 
lish Act,  it  did  not  show  at  a  glance 
what  the  meaning  of  those  sections 
was ;  and,  moreover,  no  changes  were 
made    to    adapt    them    to    the   Imli 
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system.  It  was  necessary  that  the 
House,  referring  to  those  sections,  should 
know  exactly  what  they  had  to  consider, 
and  whether  they  were  suitable  for  im- 
mediate adoption  in  Ireland.  Immense 
powers  would  be  given  by  the  Bill  to  a 
series  of  classes — magistrates,  relieving 
officers,  and  clergy — to  make  orders  for 
admission  into  lunatic  asylums.  That 
was  an  immense  power  to  give,  and  the 
House  ought  to  reflect  seriously  on  the 
consequences  it  might  entail  on  the  rates, 
the  Treasury,  and  the  discipline  of  the 
establishment  that  might  be  affected. 
He  did  not  propose  to  make  anv  criticism 
on  those  clauses ;  but  he  thought  it  rieht, 
if  the  House  adopted  that  legislation, 
that  it  should  know  clearly  that  it  was 
giving  a  power  which  was  practically 
without  restraint  to  a  great  many  classes 
in  Ireland  to  send  people  to  district 
asylums.  It  also  gave  them  the  power 
to  send  to  hospitals  and  licensed  houses. 
The  English  Act  of  Parliament,  the 
sections  of  which  were  adopted  in  the 
Bill,  alluded,  over  and  over  again,  to  the 
existence  of  places  called,  not  district 
asylums  or  asylums,  but  hospitals  and 
licensed  houses,  and  the  hon.  Member 
proposed  to  keep  these  t^rms  in  the 
present  Bill.'  But  where  was  the  machi- 
nery to  erect  these  hospitcds  or  licensed 
houses?  He  (Mr.  Gibson)  could  not  find 
it ;  but  if  it  was  there,  at  whose  expense 
were  they  to  be  erected  ?  Were  they  to 
be  erected  at  the  expense  of  the  rate- 
payers, or  the  long-suffering  Treasury  ? 
These  were  matters  of  great  importance, 
and  showed  the  inconvenience  of  present- 
ing a  Bill  to  the  House  which  did  not 
contain  on  the  face  of  the  clauses  their 
full  intent  and  meaning.  There  was 
another  point  to  which  he  should  like  to 
direct  attention.  He  agreed  that  the 
present  state  of  the  law  was  not  satis- 
factory ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  he  did 
not  tlunk  that  the  Bill  dealt  with  the 
subject  in  a  satisfactory  manner.  The 
way  in  which  it  proposed  to  deal  with 
the  Medical  Profession  was  such  that,  if 
it  had  been  known,  they  would  have 
heard  something  from  that  quarter.  The 
unfortunate  dispensary  doctor  in  Ireland 
was  not  at  present  very  well  paid ;  but 
the  Bill  would  require  him  to  visit  the 
pauper  lunatics  in  the  district  for  the 
handsome  remuneration  of  2$,  6d.,  and 
for  that  sum,  in  addition  to  the  visit,  he 
was  to  send  a  list  reporting  the  name, 
and,  he  (Mr.  Qibson)  supposed,  some  par- 


ticulars in  reference  to  the  case.  The  mere 
statement  of  this  unfair  mode  of  treating 
the  Medical  Profession  was  enough  to 
command  the  attention  of  the  House. 
There  was  another  matter  which  required 
attention.  At  present  the  Treasury  gave 
a  subvention  of  4«.  per  head  per  week 
on  each  lunatic  kept  in  these  asylums. 
It  was  very  proper  that  such  a  payment 
should  be  made ;  but  if  the  Bill  became 
law,  and  the  check  of  requiring  two 
doctors  to  give  a  certificate  was  removed, 
and  if  the  magistrates,  the  relieving 
officers,  and  the  clergy  were  to  have  the 
power  of  sending  people  to  district  lunatic 
asylums  in  Ireland,  that  was  a  circum- 
stance that  would  have  to  be  taken  into 
account  in  the  reduction  of  any  surplus 
there  might  be  next  year.  He  personally 
approved  of  subventions  in  Ireland,  and 
he  should  be  glad  if  the  4«.  was  made 
58, ;  but  it  was  a  circumstance  to  be 
borne  in  mind.  He  did  not  know  what 
course  the  Government  intended  to  take 
in  reference  to  the  Bill ;  but  he  was  dis- 
posed to  think  that  the  question  was  one 
which  ought  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  lines  of  the  more  impor- 
tant proposals  of  the  Koyal  Commission. 
If  the  Bill  was  to  be  read  a  second  time, 
with  a  view  to  its  being  referred  to  a 
Oommittee,  he  would  not  oppose  that 
course;  but  he  hoped  the  Committee 
would  be  appointed  at  a  time  when  the 
question  could  be  thoroughly  sifted,  so 
that  Amendments  might  be  proposed 
which  would  remove  some  of  the  objec- 
tions he  had  referred  to.  One  very  small 
matter  he  would  be  glad  to  have  con- 
sidered in  reference  to  criminal  lunatics. 
At  present,  if  a  lunatic  was  arrested  for 
a  murder  in  Ireland,  and  was  committed 
for  trial,  he  was  bound  to  be  committed 
under  a  warrant  of  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant to  a  district  lunatic  asylum  in  the 
place  where  the  crime  was  committed, 
until  he  was  discharged  in  due  course  of 
law  to  be  brought  up  for  trial.  That 
form  of  bringing  him  up  had  to  be  gone 
through,  although  he  would  be  imme- 
diately acquitted,  on  the  ground  that  he 
was  not  answerable  for  his  actions,  and 
would  be  ordered  to  be  detained  during 
the  Lord  Lieutenant's  pleasure.  He 
thought  it  would  be  desirable  in  any  new 
legislation  to  provide  that  that  painful 
form  should  be  abolished  in  cases  where 
there  could  be  no  question  about  the 
man's  lunacy,  proper  safeguards  being 
always  insisted  upon. 


Bid    TMHa^!/  Zaw  Assimilation      fCOWMONS] 


(Trslani)  Bill.  gSO 


Mr.  SHAW  thought  the  subject  was 
too  wide  to  be  dealt  with  by  a  private 
Member,  and  he  hoped  the  Government 
might  take  it  up.  lie  agreed  with  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Alember  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson)  that  if  the  boarding-out 
system  were  adopted  it  should  be  sur- 
rounded with  complete  and  perfect  safe- 
guards. He  had  seen  unfortunate  people 
of  tliis  class,  who  had  been  at  large,  made 
subjects  of  great  persecution  and  annoy- 
ance every  time  they  went  out  of  the 
house.  The  part  of  the  Bill  relating  to 
that  subject  he  regarded  m  very  imper- 
fect indeed.  There  were  other  points 
referred  to  by  the  Royal  Commission, 
the  most  important  among  which  was 
classification.  In  the  Cork  poorhouses 
there  were  between  3,000  and  4,000, 
and  there  were  hundreds  of  lunatics  who 
could  not  be  admitted  into  the  workhouse 
lunatic  asylum,  and  he  believed  they 
were  not  cared  for  at  all  in  any  proper 
manner.  There  was  no  classification, 
and  it  was  hardly  possible  to  have  even 
separation ;  and  it  was  seldom  tliat  the 
medical  officer  had  a  special  faculty  for 
treating  this  particular  malady — in  fact, 
the  medical  officers  of  the  workhouses,  as 
a  general  rule,  were  overworked,  and  in 
large  and  small  poorhouses,  the  latter 
especially,  lunatics  were  allowed  to  mix 
generally  with  the  paupers.  He  believed 
the  state  of  the  lunatics  in  these  work- 
house asylums  was  deplorable,  and  re- 
quired immediate  attention ;  but  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  not  hesi- 
tate to  deal  with  it,  because  they  had 
ample  materials  before  them  already  in 
the  Evidence  and  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sion. If  they  would  bring  in  a  Bill  deal- 
ing with  the  whole  subject,  or,  at  any  rate, 
with  the  material  parts  of  the  Report,  they 
would  get  support  from  hon.  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  and  the  measure 
would  be  a  real  benefit  to  Ireland.  The 
subject  of  granting  out-door  relief  was 
one  which  must  commend  itself  to  the 
mind  of  every  right-minded  person.  The 
cases  might  bo  few  ;  but  the  real  object 
they  should  have  in  view  was  clas- 
sification. They  had  in  Ireland  a  large 
number  of  poorhouses  which  were  per- 
fectly useless.  Why  not  use  some  of 
those  poorhouses  as  schools,  such  as  had 
been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  County  (Mr.  Blake)?  They 
were  generally  in  healthy  country  places, 
where  all  the  surrounding  country  would 


tend  to  the  cure  of  the  j^atients,  instead 
of  cooping  them  up  in  immense  estab* 
lishmonts  where  cure  was  almost  impot- 
sible.  He  hoped  the  QoTemmentwoold 
take  up  the  measure,  and  if  they  did  »; 
he  was  sure  the  hon.  Member  for  Tvione 
(Mr.  Litton)  would  withdraw  his  Bill  and 
allow  them  to  deal  with  the  matter. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  said,  he  perfedy 
agreed  with  the  last  speaker  (SCt.  Sbaw; 
that  a  Bill  dealing  with  such  a  subject 
was  for  the  Government  to  take  up.  Ai 
to  the  Bill  now  before  the  House,  he 
strongly  objected  to  sub -section  5  of 
Clause  2,  by  which  any  two  GoTemon  of 
a  district  asylum,  if  the3*'  agreed,  would 
have  the  power  to  discharge  a  lunatic 
from  the  asylum  on  the  understanding 
til  at  his  friends  would  take  care  of  him. 
By  that  provision  any  two  of  the  Go- 
vernors might  discharge  a  patient,  al- 
though all  the  other  GoTcmors  wen 
against  such  a  course.  The  usual 
course,  when  it  was  proposed  to  dis- 
charge a  lunatic,  was  to  hare  the  case 
brought  before  the  Board  of  Governon, 
who  investigated  the  facts  and  consulted 
the  medical  officers.  But  although  the 
Board  might  in  this  way  decide  not  to 
discharge  a  particular  lunatic,  it  would 
be  possible  tor  any  two  Governors,  ont 
of  perhaps  16  or  17,  to  contravene  the 
decision  of  the  Board  and  allow  the  dis- 
charge. He  elIso  objected  to  Clause  4, 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  not  desirable 
to  multiply  private  lunatic  asylums  in 
Ireland  ;  but,  under  the  clause,  it  would 
be  competent  for  the  Governors  to  hand 
back  a  lunatic  to  the  care  of  his  re- 
latives, paying  the  latter  for  his  main- 
tenance, so  that  it  might  happen  that  a 
lunatic  who  would  not  now  be  sent  fixnn 
home  would  be  sent  to  an  asylum  for  a 
shoi*t  time,  in  order  that  application 
might  afterwards  be  made  by  nis  rela- 
tives for  his  return  and  the  allowance 
for  his  keep.  Then,  again,  Clause  5,  he 
observed,  provided  for  the  maintenance 
in  the  worKhouse  of  those  mentally  un- 
fit for  work,  by  which  was  meant,  he 
supposed,  harmless  idiots;  but  there 
were  already  quite  a  sufficient  number 
of  those  in  the  workhouses,  and,  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cork 
(^Ir.  Shaw)  suggested,  they  should  be 
supported  in  some  of  the  superabundant 
Irisli  workhouses.  In  the  last  Parlia- 
ment, he  obtained  a  Royal  Commisaion 
to  investigate  the  subject  of  workhouses, 
with  a  view  to  the  division  of  the  lunatic 


821    Zunaey  Law  AinmHaiioH    (April  6,  1881 ) 


(^TrOafuT)  -Ml 


832 


classes  into  dangerous,  curable,  and  in- 
curable. If  the  Government  would  take 
up  the  subject  with  the  evidence  then 
collected  before  them,  and  legislate  on  the 
lines  suggested  by  that  evidence,  they 
might  effect  a  material  improvement  in 
the  administration  of  the  Irish  Lunacy 
Laws,  and  to  such  a  proposal  he  hoped  his 
hon.  Colleague  (Mr.  Litton)  would  agree. 

Me.  FINDLATEE  said,  he  was  afraid 
that  the  desire  expressed  by  the  Oppo- 
sition, that  the  Government  should  take 
the  question  up,  really  arose  from  a 
wish  to  delay  legislation  altogether. 
The  boarding-out  system,  which  had 
been  so  much  objected  to,  had  proved 
highly  successful  in  Scotland.  Out  of  a 
total  of  11,535  pauper  lunatics  in  that 
country,  2,097  were  harmless,  and  were 
boarded  out.  The  provisions  of  the  pre- 
sent BiU  were  intended  only  for  harm- 
less lunatics.  As  to  the  objection  made 
to  boarding-out,  he  pointed  to  the  suc- 
cess of  the  system  in  Scotland.  Dr. 
Mitchell,  who  had  devoted  much  atten- 
tion to  the  subject,  and  was  an  acknow- 
ledged authority  upon  it,  did  not  ap- 
prove of  laree  asylums,  and  pronounced 
in  favour  of  institutions  of  a  moderate 
size.  Of  course,  he  admitted  the  neces- 
sity of  classification,  and  the  separation 
of  the  dangerous  from  the  harmless 
class  of  lunatics ;  but  why,  then,  did  not 
the  Government  take -it  up,  and  why 
should  the  Bill  be  thrown  out  because  it 
did  not  provide  all  that  was  required  ? 
Why  on  earth  they  in  Ireland  should 
be  in  a  worse  position  than  the  people 
of  England  he  could  not  conceive.  He 
thought  that  hon.  Members  would  admit 
that  a  real  and  substantial  Irish  g^ev- 
ance  had  been  brought  before  them  on 
the  present  occasion,  and  he  trusted  they 
woiud  assist  in  every  possible  way  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Litton)  in  carrying  the 
Bill  through  the  House.  He  deserved 
credit  for  ue  efiforts  he  had  made,  and 
Ireland  would  be  grateful  to  him.  If 
the  Government  did  not  see  their  way  to 
dealing  with  the  whole  question  at  once, 
they  might  accept  the  present  measure, 
which  would  deal,  as  he  thought  effec- 
tively, with  some  branches  of  the  ques- 
tion which  were  crying  evils  in  the 
country,  and  demanded  immediate  at- 
tention. He  therefore  hoped  the  Bill 
would  be  read  the  second  time  and  al- 
lowed to  go  to  a  Committee. 

Mr.  FITZPATBIGK  said,  that,  in  his 
experience,    during  the  last  10  years 


there  had  been  three  dangerous  lunatics 
at  large  in  the  district  in  which  he  lived. 
They  had  to  be  looked  for ;  and,  when 
found,  were  in  a  most  destitute  and 
frightful  condition,  but  were  brought 
back  by  the  police.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  unless  a  very  careful  classification 
was  made  dangerous  lunatics  must  often 
break  loose.  In  the  wild  country  dis- 
tricts of  Ireland  it  was  impossible  for 
the  police  to  watch  every  case  ;  and 
surely  it  would  be  better  to  place  these 
lunatics  in  asylums  where  they  would  be 
carefully  guarded  and  properly  attended 
to.  He  approved  of  the  principles  of 
the  Bill ;  but  he  considered  that  the  sub- 
ject involved  was  one  which  ought  to  be 
dealt  with  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. It  was  altogether  too  large  a 
subject  to  be  dealt  with  in  such  a  harum- 
scarum  and  cursory  manner.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Findlater) 
had  imputed  to  those  on  the  Conser- 
vative side  of  the  House  motives  which 
he  had  no  right  to  impute.  They  were 
just  as  anxious  as  he  was  to  have  the 
question  settled,  but  they  wanted  it  settled 
on  a  good  and  permanent  basis.  Im- 
mense interests  were  involved.  A  great 
outlay  of  money  was  involved,  and  the 
necessary  machinery  under  a  Bill  of  that 
kind  must  be  very  great.  He  would, 
therefore,  respectfully  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  bring  in  a  Bill  themselves — 
to  bring  it  in  as  soon  as  possible — and 
to  take  into  consideration  what  had 
been  gathered  together  by  all  the  Com- 
missions there  had  been  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  foe 
IREIjAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  oppose  the 
Bill  going  into  Committee ;  but  it  must 
be  distinctly  understood  that  he  offered 
no  approval  whatever  of  the  principle 
involved  in  the  measure.  He  felt,  how- 
ever, bound  to  express  the  opinion  that 
it  would  require  very  large  amendment 
in  Committee  to  make  it  workable ;  and 
he  must  reserve  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  the  power,  which,  of  course, 
the  Government  would  possess,  to  oppose 
it,  in  case  they  thought  it  necessary  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  themselves  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  was  informed  by  those  in 
charge  of  the  Department  that  there 
were  several  matters  not  merely  of  ad- 
ministration, but  of  great  importance, 
going  to  the  root  of  tne  svstem,  which 
ought    and  muist  be  dealt  with,   and 
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which  it  was  impossible  in  the  present 
state  of  the  law  to  deal  with.  He 
regretted  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton)  had  not  drafted 
the  Bill  himself,  because  he  was  con- 
vinced that,  from  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
accuracy  and  professional  ability,  he 
would  have  been  able  to  have  framed  a 
better  Bill  than  by  adopting  parts  of 
other  Acts.  It  was  an  inconvenient 
mode  to  take  out  parts  of  Acts  re- 
lating to  another  country,  and  worked 
on  a  different  principle  and  by  an  en- 
tirely different  class  of  people,  and  set 
about  making  a  patch-work  Bill.  The 
English  Act  which  was  proposed  to  be 
incorporated  by  the  referential  section 
was  an  Act  grounded  on  the  English  Poor 
Law  which  was  wholly  different  from  the 
Poor  Law  in  Ireland ;  and  he  thought  the 
result  of  the  present  Bill  would  be  to 
increase  the  charge  to  the  amount  of 
£50,000  per  year,  of  which  the  local 
rates  would  have  to  bear  £28,000,  and 
the  Treasury  the  difference  between  that 
and  £50,000.  At  present,  from  what- 
ever cause  he  was  unable  to  say,  he  was 
assured  that  the  lunatics  in  Ireland  in 
these  lunatic  asylums  had  increased 
during  the  last  six  years  at  the  rate  of 
2,000  in  number.  That  was  an  alarm- 
ing state  of  things ;  but  he  could  not 
accept  the  explanation  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Monaghan  (Mr.  Findlater),  that 
because  he  found  a  large  number  of 
figures  in  one  county  and  a  small  num- 
ber in  another,  that  necessarily  all  the 
large  number  of  figures  were  those  of 
lunatics  who  ought  to  be  admitted  into 
asylums.  He  was  afraid  that  those 
lunatics,  whose  friends  found  it  incon- 
venient to  keep  them,  were  becoming 
to  be  considered  dangerous;  but  what 
would  go  to  the  root  of  the  system  was 
really  the  classification  of  the  lunatics 
under  the  head  of  dangerous  or  incurable 
or  curable.  It  appeared  to  him  that,  in 
any  amendment  of  the  Lunacy  Laws, 
they  ought  to  keep  that  fundamental 
condition  in  view  as  the  groundwork  of 
amendment.  The  present  Bill  failed 
in  that  respect,  because  it  dealt  more 
with  matters  of  detail  than  with  funda- 
mental principles.  With  regard  to  the 
supervision  which  the  Bill  suggested,  he 
felt  bound  to  point  out  that  the  medical 
men  were  excessively  hard  worked  and 
notoriously  under-paid,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  the  Bill  was  upon  this  point 
so  satisfactory  as  it  might  be.     With 
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reference  to  the  boarding-out  system,  he 
thought  the  matter  was  one  which  ought 
to  be  very  carefully  considered  by  the 
House.  He  did  not  propose  to  offer  any 
opinion  on  the  part  of  the  Gt>yemm6nt ; 
but,  generally  speaking,  he  was  afraid 
the  system  would  be  open  to  very  giafe 
abuse.  He  really  belieyed  that  many 
of  those  persons  who  now  had  the  means 
of  keeping  their  relatives  affected  men- 
tally, but  nevertheless  harmless,  would 
put  them  on  the  country  and  still  main- 
tain them  at  home.  The  ratepayer  was  a 
very  heavily  burdened  person  in  Ireland. 
Whether  it  was  that  money  was  scaroe 
or  rates  were  heavy  he  did  not  know ; 
but  the  fact  remained  that  they  wers 
heavily  burdened,  and  while  everyone 
would  desire  that  those  who  were  men- 
tally unable  to  take  care  of  themselyeB 
should  be  taken  care  of  by  society,  it 
would  be  rather  a  dangerous  measoreto 

Eut  the  power  of  boarding-out  in  the 
ands  of  the  Governors  of  lunatic  asy- 
lums. In  England  the  power  was  worked 
by  the  Guardians.  The  Guardians  were 
persons  who  were  locally  acquainted 
with  all  the  requirements  of  lunatics; 
but  the  Governors  of  district  asylums 
were  totally  different.  A  district  asylum 
was  a  building  erected  and  maintained 
to  supply  the  wants  not  merely  of  a 
county,  but  of  a  combination  of  countiei, 
and  Governors  were  appointed  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant;  and,  therefore,  al- 
though those  Governors  in  some  in- 
stances came  possibly  from  the  locali- 
ties, they  would  not  have  as  intimate 
an  acquaintance  with  the  wants  of 
the  individual  lunatics  as  the  Guardians 
would  locEiUy  have.  He  would  repeat, 
in  conclusion,  that  he  would  not  oppose 
the  Bill  going  into  Committee.  It 
would  require  very  large  amendment; 
but  he  hoped  it  would  be  in  the  power 
of  the  Government  to  introduce  a  Bill 
themselves  of  larger  scope,  and  supply- 
ing not  only  the  fundamental  wants,  out 
the  administrative  improvements,  which 
it  was  found  were  necessary  to  the  fair 
working  of  the  system. 

Mr.  LITTON  thanked  hon.  Memben 
on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  for 
the  manner  in  which  they  had  received 
the  Bill,  and  said  he  would  name  a  dis- 
tant day  for  the  Committee  stage. 

Question  put,  and  agr0ed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  oommUM 
for  Wednesday  Ist  June. 
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MIDDLESEX  LAND  REGISTRY  BILL. 

{Mr.  Sopwood,  Mr,  Gregory t  Sir  Thomas  Cham- 

bert,  Sir  Sydney  JTaterlow,  Mr,  Lewie.) 

[bill  87.]      SBCOIO)  BEABINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
Baid,  he  did  not  conceive,  considering 
the  well-worn  nature  of  the  topic,  that 
it  was  necessary  for  him  to  ofiPer  any 
lengthened  remarks  to  the  House  in 
commending  the  Bill  to  its  attention. 
The  House  probably  was  well  aware 
that  for  more  than  a  century  and  a-half 
a  Land  Eegistry  had  existed  in  Middle- 
sex, and  that  the  experiment  was  made 
at  very  nearly  the  same  date  in  York- 
shire, first  in  one  Biding  and  then  in 
another.  In  recent  times  there  had 
been  inquiries  into  the  Middlesex  Be- 
fi^stry ;  but,  so  far  as  he  knew,  they  had 
led  to  no  legislative  Acts  for  the  im- 
provement of  its  procedure.  That  had 
gone  on  down  to  the  present  time ;  the 
old  state  of  things,  which  was  a  rather 
cumbrous  mode  of  registerine  the  as- 
surances or  deeds  in  regard  to  land,  had 
continued  without  change.  What  might 
have  been  a  useful  mode  of  registration 
in  the  time  of  Queen  Anne,  when  the 
Begpstry  was  established,  must  obviously 
be  inadequate  when  they  considered  the 
enormous  growth  of  population  in  the 
Metropolitan  area,  accompanied  as  that 
was  by  the  distribution  and  the  division 
of  landed  property  of  every  kind  in  the 
shape  of  house  property,  garden  pro- 
perty, and  small  plots  of  land  of  every 
description.  What  had  happened  had 
been  tois,  and  it  had  been  long  pointed 
out  in  regard  to  the  Middlesex  Begistry. 
The  system  was  that  the  purchasers  of 
property — or  anyone  who  took  a  mort- 
gage on  property — accepted  the  transfer 
of  it,  and  for  his  own  security  should, 
and  was  by  the  statute  of  Anne,  bound 
to  register  the  fact  and  the  deed  in  some 
form  in  the  Begistry.  He  did  that, 
generally  speaking,  by  a  very  full  me- 
morial, setting  forth  the  names  of  the 
parties  to  the  deed  with  some  description 
of  the  property.  That  was  all  that  was 
done ;  but  u  they  considered  the  enormous 
sub-division  of  property  that  had  taken 
place  in  Middlesex,  especially  through 
the  operations  of  spirited  building  socie- 
ties from  time  to  time,  they  found  that 
these  purchases  and  these  assignments 
were  multiplied  in  extraordinary  num- 


bers, and  the  sole  index  to  them  was 
the  name  of  the  purchaser.  Anyone 
who  had  had  to  re&r  to  the  Middlesex 
Land  Begistry  for  a  client,  or  for  him- 
self, knew  that  such  a  mode  of  registra- 
tion became  perfectly  useless.  There 
were  such  names  as  Smith  and  Jones 
multiplied  enormously  in  London ;  and 
although  there  might  be  added  the 
first  name  of  George  or  John  to  Smith, 
yet  as  Smith  was  the  guide  in  the 
Index,  it  was  impossible  to  identify  the 
property  to  ascertain  whether  it  was  or 
was  not  that  which  you  were  searching 
for.  In  the  same  way,  with  such  enor- 
mous estates  as  those  of  the  Duke  of 
Westminster,  the  moment  one  knew 
that  he  must  seek  for  information  under 
the  nominal  appellation  of  the  Duke  for 
some  key  to  an  assignment  of  estate  he 
gave  it  up  as  hopeless.  It  was  the  same 
with  such  names  as  Cubitt  and  others, 
who  had  covered  the  Metropolis  with 
buildingB,  and  sub-divided  property  to 
the  enormous  extent  they  saw.  That 
beings  the  state  of  things,  the  law  in 
Midolesex  saying  that  you  should  re- 
gister an  assignment  made  to  you,  and 
that  if  you  did  not  someone  else  might 
get  the  advantage  of  you,  acted  very 
cruelly  on  the  whole  of  those  who  had  to 
resort  to  the  Begistry  to  ascertain  what 
it  was  safe  for  them  to  buy,  and  how  far, 
their  own  deeds  being  registered,  were 
made  evidence  so  strong  that  anyone 
would  be  prevented  from  dealing  with 
such  property  with  forged  leases  or 
transfers.  There  had  been  in  the  Metro- 
polis a  number  of  forgeries  by  skilled 
agents,  enjoying  sometimes  professional 
knowledge,  which  they  had  turned  to 
account  oy  forged  dideds  in  respect  to 
the  same  property  in  such  a  way  as  to 
multiply  mortgages  and  assignments 
upon  them,  each  time  acquiring  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  purchase  money  or  other 
consideration.  That  had  been  done  by 
men  whose  names  had  been  familiar  to 
the  House  in  past  times.  There  was 
one  case  especially  within  the  last  few 
years  in  which  an  adventurer  named 
Dimsdale  succeeded  in  mortgaging  some 
property  at  Penge,  in  Surrey,  22  times 
over,  and  on  each  occasion  he  obtained 
some  valuable  consideration  for  the 
mortgage  or  assignment.  That  oc- 
curred outside  the  area  of  the  Middlesex 
Land  Begistry.  It  was  in  a  part  of 
Surrey  adjacent  to  Middlesex,  but  which 
was  not  under  the  Middlesex  Begistry, 
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He  BUGceeded ;  and  that  lie  should  have 
chosen,  and  that  all  the  other  forgers  he 
(Mr.  Hopwood)  had  alluded  to  should 
have    chosen,    a    district    outside    the 
Middlesex  Eegistry  was,  he  thought, 
silent  testimony  of  a  very  strong  cha- 
racter that  the  Middlesex  Ee^stry  was 
of   considerable  benefit  to  those  who 
were  accustomed  to  lay  out  what  money 
they  had  in  investments  in  land.     There 
had  been,  no  doubt,  others  who  acted  in 
the  same  way,  who  had  not  been  dis- 
covered ;   and  he  thought  it  would  be 
found  that  they  had  invariably  chosen  a 
limit  of  the  Metropolis  which  was  not 
within  the  bounds  of   the   Middlesex 
Eegistry,  and  that  their  reason  for  that 
was  that  the  Land  Eegistry  did  consti- 
tute additional  safeguard  to  the  holders 
of  property.     That  furnished  one  with 
two  arguments — first,  that  the  registra- 
tion in  Middlesex  was  so  far  valuable, 
and  would  be,  as  he  conceived,  much 
more  valuable,  if  the  Eegistry  was  of  a 
practical  character,  so  that  it  could  be 
made  use  of  as  the  Bill  proposed  ;  and, 
secondly,  that  the  Bill  should  rightly  be 
extended  to  the  district  which  it  named. 
The  Bill  proposed  to  extend  the  dis- 
trict for  registration  of  assurances  and 
deeds  of  assignments,  so  as  to  include 
not    only  Miadlesex  proper,   to  which 
the  original  Eegistry  was  limited,  but 
the  whole  Metropolitan  district  included 
under  the  Metropolis  Management  Act. 
It  also  proposed  to  improve  and  amend 
the  existing  Eegister,  by  a  provision  that 
the  index  should  not  only  be  an  index  to 
names,  but  also  to  the  districts  in  which 
the  property  was  situated.    The  situa- 
tion of  the  property  should  also  be  in- 
dicated by  reference   to  the  Ordnance 
Map,  so  that  anyone  wishing  to  ascertain 
whether  a  property  had  been  already 
the  subject  of  assignment  or  assurance 
to  anybody  else  would  be  able  at  once 
to  find  it  out.     For  a  fixed  fee,  the  appli- 
cant might  receive  a  certificate  of  the 
state  of  the  Eegister  in  regard  to  incum- 
brances on  the  property  about  which  he 
was  inquiring.  Thus  the  Eegistrar  would 
certify  as  to  the  last  registered  incum- 
brances on  the  property,  and  the  appli- 
cant might  proceed  with  confidence  to 
make  the  investment,  or  might  decline 
it.     That  was  the  state  of  the  question 
as  regarded  the  Eegistry.    With  regard 
to  any  alteration  in  the  law,  he  thought 
the  only  point  he  need  enter  upon  was 
this — and  it  was  a  matter  upon  which 
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some  arg^ument  might  be  proaonted— 
whether  the  fact  of  tne  entry  of  the  deed 
or  assurance  and  its  ownership,  being 
once  entered,  should  be  conclusive;  or 
whether  he,  having  the  right  in  all  other 
respects  to  enter  the  fact  of  the  assign- 
ment to  himself,  having  heard  that  there 
was  an  equitable  mortgage  in  someone 
else's  hands,  he  should  be  permitted-^ 
as  the  Bill  proposed — to  go  to  the  Ee- 
gistry, and,  getting  his  on  the  Eegistiy 
first,  take  priority.  He  believed  he 
was  right  m  saying  that  a  complete 
system  of  registration  prevailed  in  Ire- 
land and  Scotland,  and  the  Eegistzy 
was  held  to  be  conclusive,  and  afforded 
all  information  to  an  intending  pur- 
chaser as  to  the  devolution  of  property. 
Then  he  came  to  the  ways  and  means  of 
the  question.  The  state  of  the  case  was 
this.  An  Act  having  been  passed  insti- 
tuting this  Office  as  long  ago  as  the 
reign  of  Queen  Anne,  a  number  of 
Eegistrars  had  been  &om  time  to  time 
appointed.  At  one  time  the  number  was 
five ;  but  when  they  came  down  to  1867 
they  found  there  were  three,  but  in  that 
year  one  of  the  number  died.  In  1872 
another  died  ;  and  between  those  veais 
an  arrangement  was  made  by  whicui  the 
vacancies  were  not  filled  up,  except  by 
the  Queen's  Eemembrancer,  as  Trustee 
for  the  Crown ;  and  the  Treasury  suc- 
ceeded to,  or  was  invested  with,  the  right 
to  receive  all  the  fees  accruing  from  time 
to  time.  At  present  Lord  Truro  was  the 
sole  Eegistrar ;  the  Crown,  or  the  Trea- 
sury, or  the  nation  was,  in  fact,  the  other 
Eegistrar,  and  between  the  two  there 
was  a  considerable  sum  to  be  divided 
annually.  In  1877  it  appeared  that  the 
amount  received  by  each  was  £4,835. 
The  amounts  received  by  the  Eegistiy 
had  been  increasing  from  1867,  when 
the  receipts  were  £13,000,  down  to  1877, 
when  they  were  £14,000.  The  last  Ee- 
tum  showed  about  £15,000,  the  net 
receipts  being  somewhere  about  £10,000, 
and  divided  between  the  Crown  and  Ee- 
gistrar. The  Office  was  at  present  a 
sinecure.  There  was  a  Eegistrar  who 
was  entitled  to  receive  his  share  of  the 
money,  and  was  not  bound  to  g^ve  any 
service  in  return.  The  Bill  arranged  for 
the  future ;  it  provided  that  the  Eegistrar 
should  be  pensioned  off  with  a  sum  cal- 
culated on  the  not  amount  received  by 
him  annually  during  the  10  years  pre- 
ceding, and  it  empowered  and  regulated 
the  appointment  of  a  new  Eegistrar  and 
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officers  under  the jguidanoe  and  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Lord  Uhancellor,  by  rules  to 
be  prescribed  by  him.  He  submitted  that 
he  had  first  shown  that  that  Middlesex 
Begistry,  imperfect  and  complicated  as 
it  was,  still  afforded  some  protection  to 
those  who  were  bound  to  register  there. 
That  had  been  shown  by  the  fact  that 
the  forgers^  on  a  large  scale,  had  found 
it  more  safe  to  extend  the  field  of  their 
operations  to  portions  of  the  Metropolis 
outside  the  limits  of  the  Act,  and  so 
avoiding  that  which  was  subject  to  the 
law.  Having  shown  that  there  was  that 
advantage  in  the  Eegistry  ;  finding  that 
there  were  ample  funds  derived  from  it 
which  were  paid  by  those  who  had  the 
benefit  of  it,  and  that,  therefore,  the 
institution,  as  he  might  call  it,  was  self- 
supporting,  he  put  it  to  the  House  whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  useful  to  extend  its 
limits  to  all  portions  of  the  Metropolis, 
and  whether,  if  the  principle  of  extension 
were  once  acceded  to,  it  would  not  be 
wise  to  choose  for  the  purpose  the  unit 
already  instituted  by  previous  legisla- 
tion— the  Metropolitan  area  ?  He  next 
showed  that  the  process  was  simple — 
that  it  was  a  mere  question  of  a  mode- 
rately good  index.  The  answer  might 
be  made — quite  independently  of  whe- 
ther the  Bill  was  sufficient  or  not — that 
that  was  part  of  a  large  subject.  In 
reference  to  a  Bill  discussed  the  other 
day  on  another  large  subject  connected 
with  the  Land  Question — he  meant  the 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act  Amendment 
BUI — the  Government  said  that  although 
they  were  pledged  to  deal  with  that  siib- 
ject,  they  woiud  not  be  dogs  in  the 
manger  to  oppose  an  instalment  of  it, 
for  they  could  see  that  the  Bill  could 
be  made  a  useful  Bill.  So,  in  this  case, 
he  knew  the  Government  had  an  im- 
mense variety  of  matters  to  attend  to, 
and  were  not  likely  to  be  able  to  redeem 
their  pledge  to  deal  with  the  whole  sub- 
ject of  land  transfer;  but  why  should 
thev  put  anything  hke  a  veto  upon  the 
Bill,  which,  he  submitted,  was  useful 
and  practical,  and,  as  long  as  it  lasted, 
even  if  it  were  but  a  temporary  measure, 
would  be  useful  to  the  community,  and 
would  not  in  the  least  obstruct  any  larger 
idea  of  registering  titles  instead  of  as- 
surances, or  any  other  beneficial  action 
the  Government  might  think  it  right  to 
take  in  regard  to  the  transfer  of  land. 
That,  ho  believed,  was  what  might  be 
in  the  mind  of  the  Government ;  but  he 


thought  he  had  shown  that  those  who 
dwelt  in  Middlesex,  or  made  assignments 
or  instalments  in  Middlesex,  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  have  this  Begistiy  improved ; 
that  it  was  by  their  very  hardly  extracted 
monev  that  the  office  was  kept  going; 
and  that  a  very  considerable  surplus  now 
went  annually  to  the  Treasury.  If  they 
did  not  approve  of  the  extension  outside 
Middlesex,  at  least  let  them  have  so 
much  of  the  Bill  as  provided  for  an  im- 
proved index,  and  the  right  to  obtain  a 
search  certificate,  and  all  other  working 
and  administrative  improvements  sug- 
gested by  the  Bill.  He  trusted  the  Go- 
vernment would  accede  to  the  proposal, 
and  allow  them  to  have  the  sanction  of 
the  House  to  the  Bill,  so  far  as  that 
might  be  said  to  be  obtained  by  passing 
the  second  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Hopwood.) 

Mb.  W.  FOWLEE  said,  that  the  Bill, 
though  extremely  modest,  was  a  very 
important  one.  He  wished  to  know 
what  the  effect  of  the  Ee^trar's 
search,  as  proposed  by  the  Bill,  would 
be,  because  it  seemed  at  present  that 
if  the  Eegistrar  made  any  mistake  in 
his  certificate,  there  would  be  nothing 
to  protect  the  purchaser  from  the  con- 
sequences of  that  mistake.  The  Bill 
appeared  to  him  defective  in  not  pro- 
vimnp  for  registration  of  titles,  his  im- 
pression being  that  there  could  be  no 
good  and  workable  system  of  registra- 
tion unless  it  included  both  titles  and 
instruments.  He  should  not  oppose 
the  second  reading;  but  he  had  great 
objection  to  extending  its  provisions 
without  more  consideration  to  the  City 
of  London,  where  land  was  sold  not 
at  so  many  pounds  per  acre,  but  at 
so  many  thousands  of  pounds  per  acre. 
In  fact,  it  had  become  of  such  fabulous 
value  that  any  attempt  to  deal  with  its 
transfer  ought  to  be  seriously  considered. 
He  thought  the  Bill  defective,  inasmuch 
as  it  only  provided  for  the  registration 
of  documents.  He  also  anticipated 
that  it  would  entirely  destroy  equitable 
mortgages.  It  was  desirable  that  money 
should  be  borrowed  on  land  with  sim- 
plicity ;  but  the  Bill  would  create  great 
inconvenience  in  that  respect.  He  looked 
forward  to  a  groat  system  of  registra- 
tion, and  doubted  the  utility  of  dealing 
with  a  single  case  by  a  separate  BiU, 
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He  could  not  help  thinking  that  they 
were  touching  the  fringe  of  a  great  sub- 
ject, and  that  they  would  have  to  deal 
with  it  on  a  large  scale.  Other  parts  of 
the  world  had  dealt  with  the  subject  of 
registration  with  great  success.  He  did 
not  know  why  we  could  not  do  the  same. 
Registration  in  Middlesex  had  done 
some  good ;  but  if  we  were  to  have  a 
real,  complete,  and  proper  system  of 
registration  the  true  principle  would  be 
to  provide  for  the  destruction  of  all 
documents  which  were  not  registered  as 
affecting  the  title,  so  that  no  unregis- 
tered document  should  affect  title ;  and 
he  believed  that  if  they  once  applied  the 
system  to  the  whole  Kingdom  it  would  be 
self-supporting,  and  would,  at  the  same 
time,  confer  immense  benefit  upon  the 
community.  He  should  vote  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  although  he  objected 
to  the  idea  of  abolishing  by  a  side  wind 
all  the  power  of  equitable  mortgage. 

Mr.  GREGORY  cordially  agreed  with 
the  principle  put  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.W.  Fowler), 
that  no  document  wluch  did  not  appear 
upon  the  Registry  ought  to  have  any 
value  in  regard  to  landed  property ;  but 
no  doubt,  if  that  principle  were  carried 
out,  it  would  have  the  effect  of  abolish- 
ing the  power  of  equitable  mortgage. 
That  was  a  power  which  he  would  not 
be  sorry  to  see  done  away  with,  for 
within  his  own  experience  he  had  known 
repeated  instances  of  double  transactions 
upon  the  same  property.  The  doctrine 
of  tacking  was  monstrous.  Under  it  a 
third  mortgagee,  by  acquiring  the  in- 
terest of  the  first  mortgagee,  could  tack 
his  third  mortgage  to  the  first  mort- 
gage, and  squeeze  out  the  second  mort- 
gagee. A  proper  registration  would 
prevent  that,  because  every  deed  would 
appear  on  the  register ;  and  that  fact,  he 
thought,  would  fully  justify  an  attempt 
to  have  a  register  of  deeds.  We  had 
registration  in  Yorkshire  and  in  Scot- 
land. As  far  as  he  knew,  the  frauds  to 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Stockport  (Mr.  Ilopwood)  alluded  had 
not  taken  place  in  a  register  county. 
He  knew  few  things  that  had  given 
greater  rise  to  fraud  than  the  system  of 
equitable  mortgage.  He  asked  whe- 
ther it  was  right  that  a  man  should 
stand  as  the  owner  of  a  largo  property 
which  he  really  did  not  own,  and  he 
ventured  to  think  that  equitable  mort- 
gages should  not  stand  in  the  way  of 
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an  efficient  system  of  regifltration.  Sadi 
a  system  would  prevent  fraud  in  oon- 
neotion  with  land.  He  admitted  that 
he  would  greatly  prefer  a  general  sjt* 
tem  of  land  registration  to  a  purely  looal 
one  of  this  character;  but  he  wonld 
point  out  that  such  a  genercd  system  for 
the  whole  of  the  land  could  only  be 
carried  out  by  the  Government  and  not 
by  a  private  Member,  and  he  accepted 
the  measure  as  an  instalment  in  the 
right  direction.  The  step  proposed  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Menober  was,  lie 
believed,  perfectly  feasible,  and  ho 
trusted  it  would  receive  the  support  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Me.    OOUETNEY    said,    the  Land 
Transfer  Commission  reported,  in  1870, 
that  the  system  of   roistering  deedi 
caused  great  expense,  uiat  it  afforded 
no  additional  security,  and  that  it  oagbt 
not  to  be  continued.     They,  therefore, 
recommended  that  the  reg^stracy  ofliee 
should  be  closed,  so  far  as  concerned 
deeds  executed  after  a  certain  date.  The 
late  Lord  Chief  Justice,  therefore,   re- 
fused to  fill  up  one  of  the  two  regisfarar- 
ships  which  fell  vacant.     There  were 
now    only   two    nominal    Heg^strars— 
namely.  Lord  Truro  and   the  Qaeen'f 
Remembrancer ;  and  Lord  Truro's  shire 
of  the  fees  was  £4,000   a-year.    Wa 
Lordship  admitted  that  he  never  went 
to    the    office,    because    it    was  more 
trouble  than  profit,  and  simply  inter- 
fered  with    the    clerks,    and    said  he 
thought  it  was  better  to    stop  awaj. 
The  office  involved  a  considerable  tax 
of  money  and  expense,  without  any  oor 
responding  benefit  whatever  to  persosi 
interested    in  ;land    in  Middlesex.    It 
only  resulted  in  the  exaction  of  feei 
from  the  purchaser.     Yet,  by  this  BiD, 
it  was  proposed  to  recast  and  renovate 
this  useless  and  injurious   institution, 
which  seemed  to  exist  only  for  the  pur- 
pose of  taking  fees.  He  could  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Sussex 
(Mr.    GFregory)    in  thinking    that  the 
system  of  equitable  mortgage  was  to 
be  condemned.     Although,    of  course, 
there  were  frauds  in  connection  with  it, 
as  there  were,  perhaps,  in   connection 
with  other  transactions,  yet,  comparing 
the  number  of  frauds  with  the  number 
of  transactions,  the  former  were  smaU. 
Tlie  hon.  Member  for  East  Sussex  had 
spoken  of  the  immense  advantage  of  a 
registry  of    deeds;  and  if  all  property 
was  held  by  fee  simple,  and  if  there 
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were  no  transactionB  but  purchase  or 
mortgage,  it  would  be  easy  to  ascertain 
by  looking  at  a  Eegister  what  the  exact 
title  was;  but  if  a  varity  of  charges 
were  allowed,  portions,  jointures,  terms 
of  years,  and  so  on,  wmch  occurred  in 
all  settlements  of  family  estates,  people 
would  not  by  registration  of  deeds  be 
able  to  obtain  that  certainty  which  they 
looked  for.  They  would  have  to  trust 
to  a  lawyer  to  ascertain  what  the  exact 
title  was  at  the  moment  of  their  examin- 
ing the  property.  The  system  of  regis- 
tration of  deeds  would  not  present  at  a 
glance  the  exact  state  of  a  title.  He 
aeclined  to  admit,  therefore,  as  a  gene- 
ral rule,  that  the  registration  of  deeds 
would  secure  that  convenience  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Sussex  had 
claimed  for  it.  With  regard  to  the 
doctrine  of  tacking  which  had  been  al- 
luded to,  he  (Mr.  Courtney)  did  not  de- 
fend it;  but  that  doctrine  might  be 
abolished  without  requiring  deeds  to  be 
registered,  and  a  simple  Bill  of  one 
clause  might  put  an  end  to  it.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  registration 
of  title  had  been  advocated  by  many 
great  law  reformers  in  this  country,  and 
was  the  aim  for  which  Commission  after 
Commission  had  strenuously  striven.  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Sussex  appeared 
to  give  up  that  scheme  as  being  imprac- 
ticable, and  he  might  be  right ;  but  the 
Government  had  not  come  to  that  con- 
clusion. It  was  impossible  for  them  to 
accept  the  principle  that  the  registra- 
tion of  deeds  was  the  policy  which  they 
were  to  pursue  in  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion of  the  transfer  of  land.  I^n  con- 
clusion, he  hoped  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Hopwood)  would  rest  content  with  the 
reception  which  had  been  given  to  his 
Bill  that  day,  and  not  press  it  any  fur- 
ther. 

Mr.  hopwood  said,  he  would  con- 
sent to  withdraw  the  Bill  in  the  hope 
that  the  discussion  that  day  would  be  an 
additional  incentive  to  deeding  in  future 
with  the  subject. 

Mr.  OSBOENE  MORGAN  remarked, 
that  it  had  been  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment during  the  present  Session  to 
have  dealt  in  a  comprehensive  way  with 
the  question  of  land  titles  and  transfer 
in  England.  No  one  could  be  asto- 
nished that  they  had  been  unable  to  do 
that;  but  the  fact  that  they  had  been 
obliged  to  put  it  off  did  not  prove  that 
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they  were  not  going  to  deal  with  it.  The 
matter  would  come  on  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity under  the  consideration  of  the 
Government,  and  then  Parliament  would 
have  to  decide  between  the  system  of 
registration  of  deeds  and  the  registration 
of  title. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Bill  withdrawn, 

COPYHOLD  ENFRANCHISEMENT  BILL. 

{Mr.  Wauffh,  Mr.  George  Howard,  Mr,  Stafford 

Motvardf  Mr.  Ainsworth^  Mr.  Ferguton.) 

[bill    117.]      SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  WAUGH,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
it  had  for  its  object  the  simplification  of 
the  enfranchisement  of  copyholders,  with 
a  view  to  the  abolition  of  copyhold 
tenure  as  far  as  possible.  The  subject 
had  been  before  tne  House  of  Commons 
ever  since  1838,  when  a  Select  Com- 
mittee made  a  Beport  upon  it.  On  that 
Committee  sat  the  late  Sir  Bobert  Peel, 
Mr.  Goulburn,  Sir  James  Graham,  Mr. 
Cobbett,  and  other  distinguished  men. 
In  1841  an  Act  was  passed  appointing 
a  Commission  to  carry  out  the  enfran- 
chisement of  copyholds,  a  form  of  tenure 
which  was  ill  adapted  to  the  wants  of 
the  present  day,  and  which  was  a  blot 
on  the  legal  system  of  the  country. 
Little,  however,  was  done  under  that 
Act,  which  was  voluntary  in  its  opera- 
tion; and  in  1851  anoUier  Committee 
was  appointed  to  consider  the  question, 
which  reported  much  in  the  same  terms 
as  the  previous  one  had  done.  They 
declared  that  copyhold  tenure  was  an 
impediment  to  improvement  of  land, 
and  inconvenient  to  the  lord  of  the 
manor  as  well  as  to  the  tenant,  and 
they  recommended  that  enfranchisement 
should  be  made  compulsory.  In  1852 
an  Act  was  passed  by  which  enfranchise- 
ments were  made  partly  permissive  and 
partly  compulsory ;  but  the  machinery 
of  the  measure  proved  too  cumbrous,  and 
failed  to  have  the  desired  effect.  In 
1858  another  Act  was  passed,  giving 
greater  facilities  for  enfranchisements  ; 
but  its  provisions  also  were  insufficient. 
No  great  deal  had  been  done  towards 
enfranchisement  under  that  Act,  for 
although  the  area  of  copyhold  tenure 
was  diminishing,  he  doubted  whether 
the  number  of  customary  tenants  was 
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diminishing.  The  object  of  the  present 
Bill  was  to  bring  that  matter  to  a  con- 
clusion. In  a  short  time,  perhaps  10 
years,  the  Ordnance  Survey  would  be 
ready ;  and  if  copyholds  were  also  ex- 
tinguished, they  would  then  have  the 
course  clear  for  a  proper  registration  of 
all  the  lands  in  this  country.  The  hon. 
Member,  having  explained  in  some  detail 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  remarked  that 
after  nearly  40  years  it  seemed  that  the 
period  had  arrived  when  an  entire  en- 
irancisement  ought  to  be  eflPected  within 
a  reasonable  time,  and  one  not  longer 
than  a  lifetime.  He  concluded  by  moving 
the  second  reading  of  the  measure. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (i/r.  Waugh,) 

SiE  GABRIEL  GOLDNEY,  in  moving 
that    the   Bill    be  read  a  second  time 
that  day  six  months,  said,  that  people 
in  the  South  and  West  of  England  were 
much  wedded  to  the  copyhold  system 
which  existed  there,  on  account  of  its 
great  simplicity  and  of  the  facilities  it 
afforded  for  the  transmission  of  their 
property.     A  compulsory  Bill,  like  the 
present  one,  therefore,  ought  not  to  be 
applied  to  those  who   did  not  wish  to 
have  it  forced  upon  them.     Morepver, 
almost  all  the  measures  proposed  in  con- 
nection with  copyhold  enfranchisement 
had  hitherto  been  introduced  as  part  of 
a  g^eat  scheme  by  the  Ministry  for  the 
time  being,   and  also  founded  on  the 
Report  of  a  Commission.  He  maintained, 
further,    that   the    existing   legislation 
with  regard  to   the  voluntary    enfran- 
chisement of  copyholds,  instead  of  being 
inoperative,  had  been  very  largely  acted 
upon,   and  transactions   of   that    kind 
involving  several  millions'  worth  of  pro- 
perty had  been  carried  out  at  a  very  small 
cost.     He  had  no  objection  to  the  details 
of  the  Bill,   if  the  principle  were   ac- 
cepted ;  but  he  must  protest  against  the 
principle   of   compulsion.     Since  1838, 
the  period  of  the  great  Land  Commis- 
sion, the  question  had  been  dealt  with 
and  reported  upon    on    four  different 
occasions,  and  the  enfranchisement  had 
been  left  optional  to  the  copyholders  and 
the  lords  of  the  manor  under  the  Act 
of  1858.     He  therefore  thought  it  had 
best  be  left  with  them,  for  they  best 
knew  their  own  interests.  The  Copyhold 
Commissioners  had  stated  that  since  1 857 
there  had  been  no  less  than  14, 147  volun- 
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tary  enfranchisements,  of  whicli  650  had 
been  done  during  the  last  year.    The 
amount  of  money  invested  in  those  trans- 
actions was  large  enough  to  show  thai 
the  process  was  going  on  with  reasonable 
quickness  and  sufficient  to  negative  the 
prophecies  that  if  people  were  left  alone 
they  would  do  nothing,  and  there  was  no 
need  to  accelerate  the  natural  process. 
He  could  instance  two  large  parishes 
and  districts  which  were  known  to  him- 
self, and  upon  each  of  which  there  might 
be  2,500  copyhold  tenants.     The  mode 
of  dealing  with  that  was  exactly  the 
mode  Lord  Brougham  spoke  of  in  his 
speech  on  Land  Law  reforms.     The  man 
who  had  actual  possession  of  the  land 
simply  went  to  the  steward's  office,  or  to 
the  Court,  and  said — *'  I  agree  with  Mr. 
Jones  to  sell  my  property  for  £5,000." 
The  steward  turned  to  the  registry  of 
the  copyhold  manor,  and  found  that  the 
name  of  the  person  who  came  to  him 
was  there  as  a  tenant  on  the  roll.   With- 
out any  investigation  of  title,  and  with- 
out   any  further  inquiry,    beyond  the 
purchaser  being    willing    to    pay    the 
money,  the  vendor  there  and  then  sur- 
rendered the  property  to  the  purchaser, 
the  money  was  paid  over,  and  ho  simply 
made  a  declaration  to  regulate  the  ad 
valorem  stamp,  and  the  whole  matter  was 
completed.     The  people  in  the  parishes 
he  had  referred  to  knew  the  custom,  and 
were  in  the  habit  of  dealing  with  their 
property  under  it ;  and  he  (Sir  Gabriel 
Goldney)  said,  with  confidence,  that  al- 
though that  large  quantity  of  property 
on  an  average  passed  from  hand  to  hand, 
either  by  death  or  by  sale,  once  every  I IJ^ 
years,  he  did  not  know  of  any  dispute 
having  occurred  in  any  portion  of  that 
property,  nor  had  any  person  expressed 
dissatisfaction  with  reference  to  it  for  a 
period  of  35  years.  The  Bill  sought  to  pro- 
vide that  after  next  December  no  person 
should  be  able  to  transfer  his  property 
in  the  mode  he  had  spoken  o^     That, 
he  thought,  was  unnecessary,  as  enfran- 
chisement was  proceeding  fast   enough 
under  the  present  Acts  m  force.      He 
hoped  this  measure  would  not  be  pressed 
upon  the  House,  but  that  it  would  be 
withdrawn,  as  it  only  touched  part  of 
a  very  large  question.     It  was  the  more 
advisable  to  do  so,  inasmuch  as  a  mea- 
sure dealing  with  the  whole  question  of 
land  tenure  was  in  prospect.      The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  moving  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  Bill. 
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Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon 
this  day  six  months."  —  {Sir  Qahriel 
Goldney.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  GRAJraHAM  said,  he  objected 
to  the  Bill  as  an  attempt  to  interfere 
unduly  with  the  liberty  of  the  subject, 
and  to  force  compulsory  enfranchisement 
upon  people  who  had  no  particular  desire 
to  be  forced,  and  who  would  find  it  diffi- 
cult to  make  the  requisite  compensation 
to  the  manorial  lords.  In  exceptional 
cases,  such  as  some  of  the  copyholds  of 
Cumberland,  such  legislation  might  be 
justifiable ;  but  it  could  not  be  justified 
as  universally  applicable.  It  could  not 
be  said  that  the  present  Acts  were  in 
any  way  dead  letters ;  for  the  question 
was  settling  itself,  and  under  the  exist- 
ing system  the  voluntary  enfranchise- 
ments were  as  numerous  as  the  compul- 
sory. Manors  were  becoming  smaller 
and  smaller  every  year,  and  it  was  much 
better  to  allow  the  provisions  of  the  Acts 
which  were  in  force  to  exert  that  quiet 
influence  which  they  were  exerting  on 
the  country.  In  the  case  of  land  near 
towns,  which  was  in  a  transition  state 
between  agricultural  land  and  building 
land,  great  injustice  might  be  done  both 
to  lord  and  tenant  if  enfranchisement 
took  place  before  the  land  was  properly 
developed,  or  had  reached  a  value  to 
which  it  was  rapidly  tending.  The  lord 
would  not  get  proper  compensation  for 
probable  increased  fines,  or  the  tenant 
for  prospective  improvement  in  the  value 
of  his  land.  If  the  existing  Acts  were 
not  strong  enough  to  insure  enfranchise- 
ment, let  them  be  amended  by  all  means ; 
but,  although  he  disliked  copyholds,  he 
could  not  say  that  it  would  be  to  the 
interest  of  the  countrv  that  a  compulsory 
Act  such  as  this  should  be  passed. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  thought  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Chippenham's  (Sir 
Gabriel  Goldney's)  objection  to  the  Bill, 
on  the  ground  that  it  only  touched  part 
of  a  large  question,  was  really  an  argu- 
ment in  its  favour.  Before  dealing  with 
the  Land  Question  as  a  whole,  the  Go- 
vernment thought  it  better  to  deal  sepa- 
rately with  some  questions  of  land  re- 
form, and  this  was  one  of  them,  the 
object  being  to  convert  copyhold  tenure 
into  common  socage  tenure,  thus  making 


the  different  tenures  uniform.  The  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Mid  Surrey  (Mr.  Grantham)  was  also 
in  reality  an  argument  for  the  Bill.  One 
great  obstacle  in  the  way  of  land  reform 
was  that  so  much  of  it  was  held  by  copy- 
hold tenure.  As  Fellow  of  a  College,  he 
had  had  some  experience  in  one  case  of 
the  obstacles  which  copyhold  tenure  pre- 
sented to  the  development  of  land.  His 
College  possessed  some  property  in  the 
North  of  London,  admirable  as  building 
land,  but  which,  until  the  passing  of  the 
College  and  University  Estates  Act,  it 
had  been  impossible  to  turn  to  a  good 
account.  As  an  illustration  of  how  the 
copyhold  system  operated,  he  would 
mention  that  in  the  case  of  a  certain 
manor,  a  person  going  over  it  could 
detect  and  separate  by  sight  parts  of 
the  land  which  were  enfranchised  and 
those  parts  which  were  not  enfranchised, 
merely  by  comparing  the  uses  to  which 
the  land  was  put ;  so  that  enfranchise- 
ment was  to  be  promoted  on  the  ground 
of  public  benefit.  The  principle  of  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cocker- 
mouth  (Mr.  Waugh)  was  that  the  course 
of  enfranchisement  hitherto  had  been 
too  slow,  and  he  wished  to  accelerate  it, 
and  to  convert,  as  soon  as  possible,  the 
whole  of  the  copyhold  land  into  the  con- 
dition of  common  socage  tenure.  With 
that  aim,  he  (Mr.  Courtney)  entirely 
agreed,  sympathizing  with  him  in  the 
object  he  proposed.  It  might  be  a  matter 
of  consideration  with  the  Committee 
whether  the  term  fixed  upon  was  not 
too  short,  and  there  were  other  matters 
which  would  require  consideration — for 
example,  under  the  Srd  clause  difficul- 
ties might  arise  in  the  preparation  of 
marriage  settlements  and  wills,  as  it  was 
proposed  to  abolish  trusts  in  respect  of 
the  copyholds.  He  confessed  he  did  not 
understand  how  that  would  work  in  the 
case  of  copyhold  trust.  He  would  also 
point  out  an  apparent  blot  in  the  20th 
clause,  which  saved  to  the  lord  of  the 
manor  compensation  for  fine  even  after 
enfranchisement  was  effected.  If  that 
was  the  meaning  of  the  Bill,  then  un- 
doubtedly the  mischief  of  copyhold  was 
preserved  even  after  enfranchisement 
was  effected.  Another  difficulty  might 
arise  in  regard  to  marriage  settlements, 
and  in  respect  to  that  the  measure  should 
be  a  little  more  elastic,  so  that  as  settle- 
ments were  often  drawn  up  in  a  hurry, 
conveyance  might  take  place  even  after 
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tbe  date  of  the  marriage  settlement. 
These,  however,  were  only  details,  which 
might  be  amended  in  Committee ;  and 
he  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  fix  a 
convenient  day  for  that  stage.  He  had 
great  pleasure  in  accepting  the  Bill  as 
an  honest  and  fair  proposal  to  accelerate 
enfranchisement,  which  it  had  been  the 
aim  of  the  Legislature  to  promote  ever 
since  the  first  Land  Commission,  and  he 
should,  therefore,  support  the  second 
reading. 

Mr.  GEEGOEY  agreed  with  the  object 
of  the  measure ;  but  would  call  attention 
to  the  case  of  tenures  other  than,  but 
similar  to,  copyholds,  such  as  freeholds 
of  manors  held  by  heriots  and  quit 
rents,  which  also  required  to  be  dealt 
with. 

Sib  GABEIEL  GOLDNEY  said,  that 
he  did  not  wish  to  press  for  a  division, 
and  would,  therefore,  ask  leave  to  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Wednesday  1st  June. 

PETTY  SESSIONS  CLERKS  (IRELAND) 
BILL.— [Bill  4L] 
{Mr,  Litton^  Mr,  James  Richardson.) 

SEOOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Mb.  LITTON,  in  moving  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  its  ob- 
ject was  to  apply  to  the  petty  sessions 
clerks  of  Lreland  the  principle  of  pay- 
ment by  salary,  instead  of  their  remune- 
ration being  dependent  on  the  amount 
of  fees  received  by  the  Courts.  That 
principle  was  adopted  with  regard  to 
justices'  clerks  in  England  in  1877,  and 
petty  sessions  clerks  in  Ireland  corre- 
sponded with  justices'  clerks  in  England, 
being  appointed  under  the  Petty  Sessions 
Act.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  had  power  to 
classify  the  petty  sessions  clerks  in  pro* 
portion  to  the  importance  of  the  districts 
in  which  they  served.  The  salaries  of 
petty  sessions  clerks  were  provided  out 
of  the  fines  and  fees,  and  non.  Gentle- 
men would  thus  see  they  were  open  to 
the  objection  of  fluctuation.  At  the 
end  of  every  three  years,  the  Eegistrar 
of  petty  sessions  cillocated  to  each  class 
of  clerks  a  certain  proportion  in  advance 
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of  the  salary ;  or,  if  it  should  have  so 
happened  that  the  fees  were  not  suffi- 
cient to  cover  the  advance,  a  diminution 
was  made.  That  was  the  objectionable 
part  of  the  system,  and  could  not  be 
better  illustrated  than  by  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Wingfield,  the  Eegistrar  occupying 
an  official  position  over  the  entire  body, 
had  written  a  circular  to  the  petty  sessions 
clerks  of  Ireland,  in  which  he  said  it  was 
evident  that  the  amount  of  salary  must 
depend  on  theamoomt  of  the  fund  arising 
from  the  productiveness  or  not  of  the 
petty  sessions  stamps ;  and  in  case  of 
any  diminution  of  fees,  the  salaries 
would  have  to  be  reduced  in  proportion. 
Mr.  Wingfield  added  that  the  clerks 
would  thus  see  that  the  amount  of  their 
salaries  largely  depended  upon  their  own 
efforts  to  increase  the  fines  and  encourage 
an  increase  of  the  litigious  business  of 
their  Courts.  He  (Mr.  latton)  was  happy 
to  be  able  to  say  that  the  petty  sessions 
clerks  in  Ireland  acknowledged  the  evil, 
and  felt  how  objectionable  the  system 
was,  inasmuch  as  it  placed  them  in  a 
false  position.  They  were  open  to  the 
suspicion,  no  doubt  unjustly,  of  issuing 
two  summonses  instead  of  one  in  cases 
which  were  capable  of  being  regarded 
as  a  double  offence,  although  arising 
out  of  one  transaction,  for  the  purpose 
of  increasing  the  amount  of  the  common 
fund.  In  further  confirmation  of  the 
evil  arising^  from  the  present  system,  he 
would  read  an  extract  from  a  letter  he  had 
received  from  one  of  those  gentlemen, 
whose  name  he  could  not  give,  but  who 
put  the  case  very  fairly  and  strongly. 
The  writer  said — 

"  I  think  it  would  be  jost,  and  an  encouzmge- 
ment  to  hard  working  clerks  who  have  beaa 
endeavouring  for  the  la^t  three  years  to  increase 
the  consumption  of  stamps,  &c.,  in  order  that 
their  salaries  should  be  increased.*' 

So  the  very  reason  why  he  asked  the 
House  to  pass  the  Bill  was  the  fact  that 
it  was  assumed,  under  the  present  sys- 
tem, that  the  clerks  worked  hard  to  m- 
crease  the  fees  and  fines,  and  through 
them  their  stipends.  He  had  said  enough 
to  show  how  objectionable  the  system 
worked  in  Ireland,  and  he  had  only  to 
say  that  his  Bill  had  received  the  ap- 
probation of  all  the  potty  sessions  clerks 
in  Ireland.  Mr.  Humphries,  of  Cork, 
President  of  the  Society  of  Petty  Ses- 
sional Clerks,  and  Mr.  Atkinson,  of 
Maryborough,  the  Secretary,  were  both 
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in  favour  of  the  Bill  as  represent- 
ing the  clerks  of  the  country,  and  they 
had  come  over  here  to  show  their  in- 
terest in  the  passing  of  the  Bill.  They 
had  suggested  one  or  two  Amend- 
ments with  regard  to  superannuation, 
which  he  (Mr.  Litton)  would  be  very 
glad  to  propose  for  acceptance  when  the 
Bill  got  into  Committee.  With  that 
exception,  the  Bill  had  been  universally 
approved  by  all  parties,  and  he  under- 
stood Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  was 
prepared  to  support  the  Bill  in  principle. 
There  was  only  one  objection  to  the 
Bill,  and  that  was  standing  in  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Armagh  (Mr. 
Beresford) ;  but  it  did  not  seem  directed 
against  the  principle  of  the  measure. 
He  had  handed  over  the  duty  of  making 
the  objection  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portarlington  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick).  The 
principle  of  the  objection  was  this — that 
m  order  to  have  a  sufficient  fund  out  of 
which  to  pay  the  salaries,  it  was  proposed 
to  take  advantagiB  of  portion  of  the  dog 
duty.  That  was  a  duty  amounting  to 
£30,000,  and  it  was  objected  that  cer- 
tain local  authorities,  to  whom  portion 
of  the  dog  tax  was  allocated,  might 
be  deprived  of  the  benefit  of  it  towards 
the  relief  of  local  taxation.  The  Town 
Commissioners  of  Armagh  made  an  ob- 
jection to  the  duty  being  so  appropriated 
through  their  Bepresentative ;  out  it 
should  be  remembered  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  already  had  the  power, 
under  the  Dog  Licence  Act,  to  take  a 
portion  of  the  tax  for  the  paymei^t  of 
the  petty  sessional  clerks,  and  hand 
over  the  balance  to  the  local  authority. 
There  was,  therefore,  no  substantial  ob- 
jection to  the  Bill  in  principle,  and  he 
hoped  the  House  would  read  it  a  second 
time. 

Mr.  J.  N.  EICHARDSON  seconded 
tbe  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Litton,) 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  did  not  think 
it  was  desirable  to  interfere  with  the 
progress  of  a  measure  which  was  likely 
to  improve  the  position  of  the  petty  ses- 
sions clerks  in  Ireland.  He  was  aware 
the  Town  Commissioners  of  Armagh  had 
some  objection  to  the  2nd  clause,  on  the 
ground  that  it  interferred  widi  fines 
which  would  otherwise   go   to   them. 


That,  however,  was  a  matter  which  could 
be  dealt  with  in  Committee. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
that,  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  he 
entirely  agreed  with  the  objects  of  the 
Bill.  Nothing  was  more  undesirable 
than  to  have  the  salary  of  any  public 
official  depending  upon  the  contingencies 
of  fees.  At  one  time,  public  officers  were 
generally  paid  by  fees ;  but  it  was  found 
tiie  system  so  interfered  with  the  public 
interest  that,  almost  in  every  instance, 
they  had  been  commuted  for  salaries;  and 
there  was  no  case  in  which  it  was  more 
important  that  fixed  salaries  should  be 
paid  than  in  that  of  petty  sessional 
clerks.  As  regarded  the  opposition 
made  to  the  Bill,  it  would  oe  time 
enough  to  deal  with  the  Amendment 
to  the  2nd  clause  when  they  got  into 
Committee.  On  the  question  of  super- 
annuation, it  was,  he  thought,  only  pro- 
per, in  the  interests  of  the  public,  that 
some  scheme  of  the  kind  should  be  pro- 
vided. Through  the  absence  of  such  a 
fund  at  present  the  petty  sessions  clerks 
were  obliged,  in  some  cases,  to  continue 
in  office  when  they  were  past  work. 
For  these  and  other  reasons  he  would 
agree  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  BYRNE  also  supported  the  se- 
cond reading,  considering  that  it  afforded 
some  measure  of  justice  to  the  petty 
sessions  clerks  in  Ireland.  No  portion 
of  the  remuneration  of  public  officers 
should  be  derived  from  fees.  He  ven- 
tured to  hope  further  that,  in  Committee, 
the  Bill  would  be  improved  in  one  or 
two  directions  with  regard  to  superan- 
nuation, BO  that  those  who  had  devoted 
their  lives  to  this  particular  work  should, 
when  worn  out,  be  rewarded  for  their 
services. 

Mr.  CORRY  was  very  glad  to  find 
that  the  Bill  had  received  such  a  unani- 
mous approval.  He  hoped  that  it  would 
soon  become  law. 

Mr.  fitzpatrick  thought  that 
these  officers  ought  to  have  their  salaries 
fixed.  A  bad  effect  was  produced  by 
fluctuating  remuneration,  such  as  had 
existed,  where  these  officials  were  paid 
by  fees. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

BiU  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Wedneeday  4th  May. 
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SUMMARY    JURISDICTION    (IRELAND) 

BILL.— [Bill  33.] 

[Mr.  Litton  J  Mr.  Errington,  Mr.  Broadhnnt.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  LITTON,  in  moving  that  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  if  the 
Government  would  agree  to  that  course, 
he  was  satisfied  the  Bill  should  go  to  a 
Select  Committee.  The  object  of  the 
measure  was  to  extend  to  Ireland  some 
very  valuable  provisions  of  the  Summary 
Jurisdiction  Act,  passed  in  1879  by  the 
late  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross).  It 
was,  in  his  (Mr.  Litton*s)  opinion,  of 
the  highest  importance  that  the  benefi- 
cial reforms  introduced  by  the  Act  into 
the  English  system  of  Criminal  Law 
should  be  extended  to  Ireland.  The  Bill, 
in  fact,  proposed  to  assimilate  the  law  of 
the  two  countries;  and  there  was  no 
reason  why  these  provisions,  which  were 
good  for  England,  should  not  be  good 
for  Ireland.  He  had  introduced  no  new 
matter  in  the  Bill  except  a  clause,  which 
he  believed  would  meet  with  general 
approval,  with  regard  to  fhe  recovery  of 
small  debts,  which  would  protect  debtors 
from  being  liable  to  such  neavy  costs  as 
they  at  present  were.  It  was  desirable 
to  relieve  the  County  Courts  in  Ireland 
of  a  certain  amount  of  the  business 
with  regard  to  the  recovery  of  small 
debts,  by  giving  a  small  increase  of 
jurisdiction  to  the  Petty  Sessions  Courts. 
The  jurisdiction,  in  case  of  debts,  he 
proposed  to  extend  from  £2  to  £5. 
The  cost  of  proceeding  at  the  County 
Courts  was  much  more  than  at  Petty 
Sessions.  He  had  no  doubt  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gibson)  would  support  the  Bill,  as  he 
did  the  measure  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  in 
the  late  Government.  The  important 
features  of  that  measure  were  that  it 
would  enable  fines  to  be  reduced  at  the 
discretion  of  the  magistrates ;  it  would 
enable  them  to  direct  that  fines  should 
be  paid  by  instalments ;  it  would  allow 
security  to  be  given  for  penalties  or 
fines  ;  it  provided  that  there  should  be 
no  costs  against  the  accused  in  cases 
were  the  fines  fell  short  of  5«. ;  it  also 
provided  that  a  magistrate  might  miti- 
gate or  cancel  the  forfeiture  of  recogni- 


zances; and  included  most  important  pro- 
visions with  reg^ard  to  juvenite  offenderB, 
similar  to  those  which  had  worked  bo  well 
in  England.  Under  the  Act,  magistrates 
also  had  greater  power  of  dischuving 
accused  persons  than  formerly.  Tnere 
was  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  all  these 
beneficent  provisions  were  quite  as  much 
needed  for  Ireland  as  for  England,  and 
he  therefore  hoped  the  Government 
would  allow  the  second  reading,  in  order 
that  the  Bill  might  be  considered  by  a 
Select  Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Litton.) 

Mr.  BEODEICK  said,  he  needed  only 
to  listen  to  the  speech  delivered  by  tiio 
hon.  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton)  to 
know  that  the  question  was  a  very  large 
and  important  one,  and  one  which  comd 
not  be  adequately  discussed  in  the  time 
now  left  to  the  House;  therefore,  he 
should  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  Brodrick.) 

Mr.  hop  wood  regretted  the  Motion 
for  adjournment,  because  the  Bill  was 
founded  on  a  distinct  promise  given  by 
the  late  Government  that  the  Summaiy 
Jurisdiction  Act  of  1879  should  be  ex- 
tended to  Ireland.  The  measure,  more- 
over, was  drawn  on  the  lines  of  that  Bill 
drawn  by  the  late  Government,  and  thus 
assimilated  the  law  of  Ireland  to  that  of 
England.  Under  those  circumstances, 
he  thought  it  was  only  right  they  should 
receive  from  the  Government  an  expres- 
sion of  the  course  they  intended  to  take 
in  reference  to  the  matter. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  fob 
lEELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johwsow),  in 
response  to  the  appeal  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Hopwood),  said,  he  found  it  absolutely 
necessary  to  support  the  Motion  for 
adjournment.  He  demurred  to  the  ac- 
ceptance of  the  general  principle  that 
because  an  Act  existed  in  England  it 
should,  therefore,  be  extended  to  Ire- 
land. He  thought  it  was  desirable  that 
the  matter,  which  was  a  portion  of  a 
large  subject,  should  be  postponed  for 
further  consideration.  The  Bill  imported 
nearly  the  whole  of  the  English  Act  into 
Ireland,  but  there  were  portions  of  tliat 
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Act  which  were  not  applicable  to  Ire- 
lanJ,  being  utterly  unworkable  in  that 
country  ;  while  other  portions  of  it  were 
already  existing  in  Ireland,  and,  there- 
fore, to  enact  thoee  portioaa  would  be  to 
do  that  which  was  absolutely  uuneoeB- 
sftry.  His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  he  believed,  contemplated 
some  alteration  in  the  law  relating  to 
juvenile  offenders,  and  it  would,  there- 
fore, be  wise  to  postpone  any  change  in 
that  branch  of  the  law  in  Ireland  until 
the  publication  of  the  plan. 

Me.  GIBSON  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton)  would 
accede  to  the  Motion  for  adjournment. 
Practically,  the  Irish  people  already  en- 

i'ojed  roost  of  the  benefits  conferred  in 
i^ngland  by  the  Summary  Jurisdiction 
Act.  A  provision  in  reference  to  small 
debts  recoverable  at  Petty  Sessions  was 
introduced  in  the  Act  of  1877,  and  he 
would  like  the  House,  before  making  a 
further  change,  to  consider  how  far  that 
Act  had  induced  the  humbler  classes  in 
Ireland  to  have  larger  recourse  to  the 
Petty  Sessional  Courts. 

Mr.  LITTON  said,  in  the  face  of  the 
feeling  of  the  House,  especially  at  the 
present  hour,  he  had  no  objection  to  the 
adjournment. 
Question  put,  and  agr*«d  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  W»dneiday  11th 
May. 


CHL'ECH  PATRONAGE  BILL.— [Bill  30.] 

(ill:  S.  SlanAnpe,  Mr.  Alitrl  Greg,  Mr.  Stanlty 

Ltighton,  Mr.  Stuart- WorlUy.) 

aXQOND  KXADHTQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  E,  stanhope,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
he  proposed  to  adopt  the  course  lately 
recommended  by  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — 
namely,  to  go  into  Committee  on  the 
Bill  pro  formd,  and  to  cut  it  into  two 
parts.  He  might  add  that  he  had  com- 
municated with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Huddersfield  (Mr.  Leatham),  who  was 
ready  to  renew  the  discussion  on  the 
measure  upon  the  Motion  for  going  into 
Committee.  He  proposed  to  withdraw 
the  1 7th  clause  altogether,  and  he  also 
intended  to  bring  up  a  new  clause  as  a 
safeguard  against  any  evasioD  of  the  i 
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provision  in  the  Bill  for  the  abolition 
of  the  sale  of  next  presentations.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  consent  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  measure.  The 
Bill,  if  read  a  second  time,  would  be 
re-printed,  and  considerable  time  would 
elapse  before  the  House  would  be  asked 
to  discuss  its  principles  in  Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  E.  Stanhope.) 

Mh.  XLLINQWOETH  opposed  the 
Motion.  There  had  been  no  adequate 
discussion  on  the  Bill,  and  at  that  hour 
(20  minutes  to  6)  it  could  not  possibly 
be  discussed.    Besides,  he  did  not  see 


ordinary  manner.  The  Church  was  a 
branch  of  the  Public  Service  of  the 
countiy  as  well  as  the  Army  and  Navy  j 
and  when  abolition  of  purchase  waa  re- 
solved on  in  the  Army  it  was  undertaken 
b^  the  Government,  afid  the  Clerical  Ser- 
vice of  the  State  was  equally  deserving 
the  care  and  protection  of  ihe  Govern- 
ment as  the  Army  and  Navy.  There- 
fore, he,  for  one,  should  regard  the  Go- 
vernment as  failing  in  its  duty  in  the 
most  manifest  manner  if  it  were  to  leave 
this  question  in  the  hands  of  a  private 
Member.  The  great  objection  to  the 
Bill  was  that  it  merely  touched  the 
fringe  of  the  question*. 

And  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  be- 
fore Six  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

QUESTIONS. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
SirSTAFFOED  NOETHCOTE:  Be-, 
fore  the  House  rises,  I  wish  to  ask  a 
Question  of  the  Qovemment.  It  would 
convenient  if  we  could  know  whe- 
ther, supposing  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Bill  is  mtroduced  to-morrow,  we  shall 
be  likely  to  have  the  Bill  in  our  hands 
on  Friday  morning?  It  is  understood 
that  the  House  is  to  rise  for  the  Holi 
days  on  Friday,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment proposes  that  we  should  take  the 
second  reading  of  the  measure  on  the 
very  first  day  after  the  Holidays.  I  do 
not  know  how  far  that  arrangement 
may  be  modified ;  but,  at  all  events,  we 
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clearly  ought  to  have  the  Bill  in  our 
hands  as  soon  as  possible.  I  hope, 
therefore,  it  may  bo  found  possible  to 
circulate  it  on  Friday,  so  that  hon. 
Members  may  have  it  in  their  posses- 
sion before  leavinpf  Ijondon. 

Lord  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that,  as  no  Notice  had  been  given 
of  the  Question,  he  could  not  give  a 
positive  answer.  All  he  could  say  was 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  was  most  anxious 
that  the  Bill  should  bo  in  the  hands  of 
Members  on  Friday  morning.  There 
might,  however,  be  some  delay  in  the 
printing  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  asked, 
whether  it  would  not  be  possible  to  have 
the  Bill  in  the  Bill  Office,  so  that  they 
could  obtain  it  there  ?  He  did  not  un- 
derstand why  they  should  be  always  in 
the  hands  of  the  printers.  They  were 
the  servants  of  the  House,  and  the  ex- 
cuse that  they  were  obstacles  to  hon. 
Members  getting  Mie  Bills  ought  not  to 
be  put  forward.  He  saw  no  reason 
why,  as  it  was  understood,  there  would 
be  no  discussion  on  Thursday,  the  Bill 
should  not  be  distributed  to  Members 
directly  after  the  Prime  Minister's  intro- 
ductory speech. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  believed  there  were  forms  which 
rendered  it  impossible  that  Bills  should 
be  issued  directly  they  were  printed. 
Therefore,  difficulties  might  arise,  though 
he  hardly  anticipated  any.  The  Go- 
vernment, however,  would  do  the  best 
they  could  in  the  matter. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  You 
might  have  it  printed  at  The  Standard 
Office. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  that  what  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  asked  for  was 
only  reasonable.  No  unnecessary  time 
should  be  allowed  to  elapse  before  the 
circulation  of  that  important  Bill,  which, 
he  assumed,  was  now  in  the  hands  of 
the  printer  or  some  printer.  He  would 
remind  the  Government  that  the  Coer- 
cion Act  got  printed  and  issued  before- 
hand. 

House  adjoumod  at  fivo  minutes 
before  Six  o*  clock. 


Sir  8ta£ord  Northcote 


HOUSE    OP    L0BD8, 
Thursday,  7th  April,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bill»— -Fir«<  JUading- 
iDclosure  Provimonal  Ordeirs  (Soottoa  ind 
Fony  Common)  *  (64) ;  Metropolitan  Com- 
mons Supplemental  *  (65). 

C0mmitte€—Se&  Fiaheriei  (Clam  and  Bait  Bedi)* 
(63). 

Committee  —  Report  —  Third  Readin§  —  Axmy 
Discipline  and  Reg^ulation  (Annual)  (61), 
and  patted, 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL- 
MURDER  OF  CAPTAIN  ELLIOTT,  DB. 
BARBER,  AND  OTHERS. 

QUESTIONS.      OB8ERTATION8. 

Lord  BEABOTJHNE  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretaiyof 
State  for  the  Colonies  a  Question,  of 
which  he  had  given  Him  private  Notice. 
He  was  veiy  anxious  to  know,  before 
the  House  rose  for  the  Holidays,  Whe- 
ther his  noble  Friend  had  reoeived  any 
further  details  with  respect  to  what  he 
must  once  more  call  the  massacre  of  a 
detachment  of  the  94th  Hegiment,  in 
South  Africa,  than  had  been  prosontDd 
to  Parliament;  and,  also,  what  flie 
powers  of  the  Eoyal  Commissioii  wen 
on  this  question  ?  He  could  not  under- 
stand how  any  Ministry  could  hare  made 
peace  with  the  enemy  without  insisting 
upon,  in  the  first  place,  inquiry  b«ng 
made  into  the  full  circumstances  of  the 
slaughter  of  that  detachment,  and  the 
infliction  of  condign  punishment  upon 
those  who  had  directed  the  massacre. 
Ho  had  seen  statements  made  that  the 
amnesty  would  include  the  Leaden  of 
the  Boers.  Now,  he  wished  to  know, 
Whether  the  Commander  of  the  Boers 
was  to  escape,  supposing  the  inquixy 
proved  that  the  assault  upon  the  94th 
partook  of  the  character  which  he  had 
attributed  to  it,  and  was  directed  by  him? 
Would  the  Boyal  Oommission  have 
power  to  inquire  into  the  circumstances 
of  the  conflict ;  and,  if  it  was  proved  to 
have  been  beyond  the  usages  of  civilised 
warfare,  would  steps  be  taken  to  bxing 
the  authors  of  it  to  justice  ? 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY,  in  rspty, 
said,  the  Boyal  Commissioners  had  re- 
ceived instructions  to  make  every  eSBtnt  to 
bring  to  justice  the  persons  guilty  of 
the  murder  of  Captain  Elliott  and  Dr. 
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Barber,  and  also  any  other  persons  wlio 
had  been  guilty  of  similar  crimes.  As 
to  the  affair  of  Brunker's  Spruit,  the 
alleged  massacre  of  the  detachment  of 
the  94th  Eegiment,  he  had  only  to  re- 
peat the  answer  which  he  had  already 
given  several  times  in  their  Lordships' 
House — namely,  that,  as  far  as  he  was 
informed,  it  was  covered  by  the  amnesty. 

ARMY  DISCIPLINE  AND  REGULATION 
(ANNUAL)  BILL.— (No.  61.) 
{Th4  Earl  of  Jforley,) 
COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee  read. 

The  Earl  of  MOELEY,  in  moving 
that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee, after  briefly  explaining  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  said,  that  the  G-ovem- 
ment  were  doing  everything  they  could 
to  encourage  a  better  class  of  citizens  to 
enter  the  Army,  and,  besides  giving  ad- 
ditional inducements  for  that  purpose, 
they  were  doing  away  with  anytning 
that  deterred  people  from  enlisting.  He 
hoped  their  efforts  would  be  successful, 
and  that  notwithstanding  the  abolition 
of  corporal  punishment,  against  which 
there  was  the  strongest  feeling  in  the 
country,  the  discipline  of  the  Army 
would  be  maintained  as  heretofore. 

Moved,  *^  That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee." — {The  Earl 
of  Morley,) 

Lord  ELLENBOEOUGH  said,  he 
very  much  regretted  the  abolition  of 
corporal  punishment,  as  essential  to  the 
maintenance  of  discipline,  the  absence 
of  which  rendered  an  army  an  armed 
rabble,  and  could  not  help  thinking 
that  most  puerile  reasons  had  been 
^ven  for  taxing  this  step.  As  to  the 
frequency  of  its  infliction,  there  was 
very  great  misapprehension  existing. 
The  fact  was,  it  was  seldom  inflicted — 
so  much  so,  that  he  might  mention  that 
during  the  eight  years  he  had  com- 
manded a  regiment  there  had  been  only 
three  cases  of  corporal  punishment ;  but 
its  existence  as  a  punisnment  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  the  protection  of  the 
good  men  in  the  Army.  The  new  punish- 
ments, on  the  contrary,  provided  by  the 
Bill  as  it  was  originally  framed,  were 
far  more  degrading  than  flogging.  To 
increase  the  popularity  of  the  Army,  the 


allowances  for  both  officers  and  men 
ought  to  be  increased  in  favour  of  the 
innkeepers. 

Lord  CHELMSFOED  expressed  his 
dissent  from  the  reasons  given  by  the 
Qt>vemment  for  the  abolition  of  the 
deterrent  punishment  of  flogging.  Al- 
though he  considered  that  the  late  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  had  made  a 
serious  mistake  in  giving  way  with 
regard  to  corporal  punishment,  he  could 
not  admit  that  by  limiting  that  punish- 
ment to  offences  punishable  by  death, 
he  had,  as  the  noble  Earl  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  declared,  vir- 
tually done  away  with  it  altogether. 
He  would  read  out  the  list  of  offences 
punishable  by  death,  and  noble  Lords 
would  see  that  it  contained  almost  every 
offence  which  on  active  service  in  the 
field  required  to  be  dealt  with  by  some 
deterrent  punishment.  The  list  was  as 
follows : — Leaving  his  commanding  offi- 
cer to  go  in  search  of  plunder ;  without 
orders,  leaving  his  guard  or  post;  forcing 
or  striking  a  sentry;  impeding  the  provost 
marshal ;  doing  violence  to  inhabitants 
of  countries  in  which  he  is  serving; 
breaking  into  a  house  in  search  of 
plunder ;  being  a  sentinel,  sleeping  or 
drunk  on  his  post,  or  leaving  his  post 
before  being  relieved ;  striking  or  offer- 
ing violence  to  a  superior  officer,  being 
in  the  execution  of  his  office;  disobeying, 
in  such  manner  as  to  show  a  wilful  de- 
fiance of  authority,  any  lawful  command 
given  personally  by  his  superior  officer 
in  the  execution  of  his  office.  In  the 
face  of  such  a  list  as  he  had  just 
read  out,  it  would  be  absurd  to  con- 
tend that  by  limiting  corporal  punish- 
ment to  such  offences  its  death -knell 
had  been  sounded.  Another  argument 
used  for  the  abolition  of  corporal  punish- 
ment was  that  it  would  induce  a  better 
class  of  men  to  enter  the  Army.  He 
quite  recognized  the  force  of  that  argu- 
ment, and  he  was  willing^  to  admit  that 
the  class  of  recruit  had  already  much 
improved.  But  the  abolition  of  cor- 
poral punishment  would  not  prevent  the 
bad  characters  from  entering  the  Army, 
and  it  was  for  them  that  the  punishment 
was  usually  required,  in  order  to  pre- 
vent them  from  setting  a  bad  example 
to  the  well  conducted.  He  failed  to  see 
in  the  Amendments  on  that  Bill  any 
indication  that  an  equally  deterrent 
punishment  would  be  substituted  for 
that  which  was  about  to  be  abolished, 
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and  he  did  not  believe  that  any  could 
be  devised.  The  effect  of  the  abolition 
of  corporal  punishment  would,  there- 
fore, really  be  to  substitute  for  the  mild 
punishment  of  25  lashes  the  awful 
penalty  of  death.  The  Preamble  of  the 
Bill  showed  clearly  the  value  attached  to 
the  maintenance  of  discipline;  and  he 
was  under  the  impression  quite  recently 
that  every  member  of  the  Profession  to 
which  he  belonged  fully  recognized  that 
the  secret  of  success  in  war  depended 
almost  entirely  upon  the  discipline  of  the 
troops.  That  idea,  however,  had  been 
deliberately  challenged  by  one  who, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  was  credited  with  con- 
siderable influence  in  the  council  cham- 
ber of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
In  the  article  which  had  lately  appeared 
in  The  Nineteenth  Century y  entitled  *'Long 
and  Short  Service,"  appeared  the  follow- 
ing passages : — 

"  There  is  a  great  deal  of  talk  of  the  good  old 
times,  of  their  glories,  and  of  the  imagined  mag- 
nificence of  our  soldiers  then ;  of  their  splendid 
physical  appearance,  and  " — 

He  would  ask  their  Lordships  to  notice 
the  following  words : — 

*'  of  their  high  moral  qualities  of  discipline,  &c. 

In  those  days,  as  at  present,  splendid 

success  was  only  secured  when  really  able  and 
scientific  generals  commanded  in  the  field.  .  .  . 
It  should  never  be  forgotten  that  our  Army  that 
■won  Waterloo  was  pronounced  by  its  Commander 
to  he  the  worst  he  had  ever  commanded ;  whilst  I 
think  it  will  bo  freely  admitted  by  the  student 
of  military  history  that  the  physique  and  dis- 
cipline of  the  little  Armies,  which  are  now  only 
remembered  by  reason  of  the  misfortunes  and 
calamities  that  overtook  them,  were  often  of  the 
very  highest  order." 

If  these  views  were  carried  out  to  their 
logical  sequence,  it  followed  that  so  long 
as  a  competent  General  was  at  the  head  of 
our  Army,  the  troops  might  be  inferior  in 
physique,  in  drill,  and  in  discipline — no 
matter,  success  to  our  arms  must  be  the 
result.  Did  Wellington  attach  but  little 
importance  to  discipline  ?  Did  he  rely 
solely  upon  his  own  character  and  mili- 
tary attainments  ?  Let  their  Lordships 
look  back  to  his  speeches,  look  back  to  his 
writings,  and  he  (Lord  Chelmsford)  ven- 
tured to  affirm  that  no  great  Commander 
had  ever  more  fully  recognized  the  abso- 
lute necessity  of  maintaining  in  our  Army 
the  strictest  discipline  that  it  was  possible 
to  enforce.  Waterloo  was  won,  not  by 
the  ability  of  the  Commander,  but  by  the 
discipline  which  was  then  ingrained  in 
our  military  system,  and  whicn  enabled 

Lord  Chelmeford 


our  troops  to  bear,  without  flinching, 
''the  long  and  hard  pounding,"  to  use 
the  Duke's  own  words,  which  they  were 
exposed  to  on  that  memorable  day,  and 
thus  enabled  the  Duke,  at  the  ri^ht  mo- 
ment, to  make  that  counter  attack  which 
decided  the  fate  of  the  day.  He  trusted 
that  in  any  changes  which  were  made  in 
the  Army  Discipline  Act,  full  considera- 
tion woidd  be  given  to  the  effect  which 
such  changes  would  have  upon  the  dia- 
oipline  of  the  Army. 

The  Earl  of  LONGFORD  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  criticize  the  scheme  of 
Army  re-organization,  except  upon  one  or 
two  points  touching  upon  discipline.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  the  Army  org^aniza- 
tion  at  the  present  time  was  most  ineffi- 
cient, as  the  men  were  so  frequently 
moved  from  one  battalion  to  another 
that  all  moral  control  and  superintend- 
ence were  lost  sight  of.  Therefore,  it 
was  all  the  more  necessary  that  the  rules 
of  discipline  should  not  be  too  much  re- 
laxed. The  Army  Discipline  Act,  with 
its  amending  Act  of  this  year,  was  al- 
ready more  confused  than  the  former 
Mutiny  Act  and  Articles  of  War.  He 
was  also  of  opinion  that  the  territorial 
naming  of  regiments,  as  provided  by  the 
new  regulations,  would  in  some  cases 
lead  to  rather  ludicrous  results.  The 
sudden  transformation  of  four  rifle  Mi- 
litia regiments  into  Infantry  with  red 
clothing,  of  counties  with  wluch  he  was 
connected  in  Ireland,  was  most  vexa- 
tious, and  would  entail  considerable  ex- 
pense to  the  public. 

The  Earl  of  NORTHBROOK  said, 
he  was  of  opinion  that  some  of  the  points 
raised  by  noble  Lords  could  be  best 
dealt  with  when  the  House  went  into 
Committee  on  the  Bill.  WTiatever  de- 
fects there  might  be  in  the  organization, 
he  had  the  opinion  of  a  very  high  autho- 
rity that  there  was  no  defect  in  the 
soldier.  He  thought  his  noble  and  gal- 
lant Friend  (Lord  Chelmsford)  entirely 
misapprehended  the  views  put  forward 
by  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  in  the  article 
from  his  pen  which  had  appeared  in  ITie 
Nineteenth  Century,  As  to  the  abolition 
of  flogging,  he  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook) 
did  not,  on  that  account,  entertain  any 
apprehensions  regarding  the  future  of 
our  Army.  He  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  go  into  Committee  on  the  Bill. 

Lord  STEATHNAIRN  held,  on  the 
contrary,  that  those  apprehensions  were 
well-founded,   and  that   to    expect   to 
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maintain  discipline  in  the  Army  without 
the  punishment  of  flogging  was  a  vain 
hope  and  a  miserable  delusion.  He 
thought  corporal  punishment  was  a  ter- 
ror to  bad  soldiers  and  the  hope  of  good 
soldiers;  and  he  was  sorry  to  register 
his  opinion  that  its  abolition  was  a  mea- 
sure neither  conducive  to  the  future  suc- 
cess of  Her  Majesty's  arms  nor  to  the 
safety  and  honour  of  the  inhabitants  of 
the  country. 

The  Duke  of  CAMBEIDGE  said, 
that  as  to  pimishment  in  the  Army, 
however  much  it  might  be  condemned, 
they  could  not  do  without  it ;  but  in  re- 
gard to  flogging,  he  had  seen  for  some 
time  that  the  feeling  in  the  country  was 
very  strong  against  it,  and  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  it  was  one  of  those 
unpleasant  questions  which  arose  from 
time  to  time.  But  there  was  no  doubt, 
also,  that  it  must  be  faced  and  decided ; 
and  as  the  feeling  against  it  was  so 
strong  that  it  was  impossible  to  main- 
tain it  as  a  means  of  discipline  in  the 
Army,  the  practical  question  for  consi- 
deration was  this — what  was  to  be  sub- 
stituted in  lieu  of  it,  now  that  its  aboli- 
tion was  an  established  fact?  Young 
soldiers  required  to  be  more  closely 
looked  after  than  older  ones];  and,  there- 
fore, they  must  be  rather  stringent  in 
regard  to  discipline.  Without  wishing 
to  defend  corporal  punishment,  he  might 
say  that  it  had  this  advantage — that  it 
enabled  the  commanding  officer  in  the 
field  to  deal  very  summarily  with  crimes 
committed  in  the  field  by  bad  and  dis- 
solute characters,  where  the  difficulty 
was  to  punish  men  in  any  other  way. 
And  as  there  would  be  always  bad  cha- 
racters in  the  Army,  he  did  not  see  how 
that  punishment  was  to  be  replaced, 
seeing  that  the  discipline  with  regard  to 
them  should  be  of  a  strict  character. 
He  did  not  believe  that  any  man  was 
deterred  from  entering  the  Army  by  the 
fear  of  corporal  punishment ;  but,  as  he 
had  said,  it  was  useless  to  deny  that 
there  was  a  strong  public  feeling  against 
the  use  of  the  lash ;  and,  that  being  so, 
he  was  of  opinion  that  the  best  ming 
their  Lordships  could  do  was  to  accept 
the  situation,  and  address  themselves  to 
the  question  of  providing  as  effectual  a 
substitute  as  could  be  found.  With  re- 
gard to  leaving  the  matter  to  be  dealt 
with  at  the  discretion  of  the  general 
officer,  it  must  be  remembered  that  the 
general  officer  might  thereby  be  placed 


in  a  false  position,  and  exposed  to  some- 
thing more  than  grievous  censure  in  the 
event  of  his  inflicting  the  punishment 
he  might  think  necessary,  but  which 
might  turn  out  to  be  illegal ;  and  it  was 
essential  that  something  should  be  done 
to  protect  him  against  the  consequences 
in  such  an  event.  He  understood  that 
the  point  was  still  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
In  conclusion,  he  felt  bound  to  maintain 
that  there  had  been  no  falling  off  in  the 
morale  and  good  conduct  of  Qie  British 
Army. 

Motion  agreed  to:  House  in  Committee 
accordingly. 

Clauses  1  to  3,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Summary  punishment). 

LoKD  DENMAN,  having  regard  to 
the  lightness  of  the  punishment  of  the 
lash,  only  25  strokes  being  now  per- 
mitted, suggested  that  they  should  not 
omit  the  word  '*  flogging."  He,  there- 
fore, moved  to  omit  the  words  **  other 
than." 

Mbvedy  in  page  3,  line  26,  to  leave 
out  ("other  than"),  and  insert  ("of"); 
and  after  ( *  *  flogging  "  ),  insert  ( '  *  or  such 
other  punishment.")  —  {The  Lord  Den- 
man.) 

Lord  CHELMSFOED  said,  that 
though  he  did  not  intend  to  oppose  the 
passing  of  the  clause  in  its  present 
shape,  he  desired  to  point  out  tiie  fact 
that  the  substitutes  for  flogging  origin- 
ally provided  in  the  Bill  having  been  with- 
drawn, showed  the  difficulty  of  provid- 
ing a  substitute  for  it ;  and  the  clause  as 
it  stood  threw  on  generals  in  command 
the  inviduous  task  which  the  illustrious 
Duke  said  ought  not  to  be  imposed  on 
them.  They  would  virtually  nave  no 
alternative  but  to  order  the  punishment 
of  death. 

The  Earl  of  MOELEY  hoped  that, 
under  the  conditions  the  Bill  was  pre- 
sented to  the  House,  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Denmcm)  would  not  press  his 
Amendment,  as  the  Government  could 
not  accept  it.  The  rules  that  would  be 
proposed  would  be  amply  sufficient  to 
maintain  the  discipline  of  the  Army 
without  flogging. 

Viscount  BUEY  said,  it  was  pro- 
posed simply  to  abolish  flogging  with- 
out substituting  anything  whatever. 
They  had  not  even  an  undertaking  that 
at  a  future  time  any  substitute  would  be 
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provided.  He  would  ask  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Morley)  to  tell  the  House 
what  would  be  done  in  the  interval 
until  a  substitute  was  provided,  and 
how  the  attention  of  Parliament  would 
be  brought  to  the  matter. 

The  Earl  of  MOELEY  said,  that  it 
was  provided  in  Clause  7  that  the  rules 
should  be  laid  before  Parliament.  In 
the  interval  the  summary  punishment 
inflicted  would  be  of  the  cnaracter  of 
personal  restraint  or  hard  labour,  but 
not  such  as  to  cause  injury  to  life  or 
limb.  It  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that 
the  punishment  of  death  was  abolished 
in  the  Army  for  military  oiffences  which 
were  considered  worthy  of  that  punish- 
ment. 

Lord  STEATHNAIEN  said,  that 
hitherto  we  had  an  essential  guarantee 
for  discipline  ;  but  now  we  were  to  have 
nothing  in  its  place.  He  never  heard 
of  a  more  extraordinary  policy.  He  had 
grave  doubts  as  to  the  effect  of  the  abo- 
lition of  flogging  in  India,  and  espe- 
cially as  to  the  working  of  the  system 
of  restraint  in  the  case  of  mutiny.  In 
that  case,  what  would  be  the  position  of 
the  commanding  officer  ?    If  he  were  to 

Eut  the  offenders  into  prison,  or  to  hard 
ibour,  he  would  have  half  the  Army 
guarding  the  other  half.  A  command- 
ing officer  in  the  field,  with  men  under 
him  who  had  entered  the  Army  because 
they  preferred  a  life  of  adventure  and  of 
action  to  any  other  life,  would,  even  for 
the  protection  of  the  unfortunate  inhabi- 
tants of  the  country,  find  the  power  of 
inflicting  summary  punishment  abso- 
lutely necessary.  He  denied  that  the 
morale  of  the  Army  had  improved  to 
the  extent  as  was  believed  in  certain 
quarters. 

In  answer  to  Lord  Ellenborouoh, 

The  Earl  of  MOELEY  said,  that 
the  Act  would  not  come  into  operation 
out  of  the  United  Kingdom  in  Europe, 
the  "West  Indies,  and  America,  until  the 
3 1st  of  July,  and  elsewhere  not  until  the 
Slst  of  December,  and  between  that 
time  and  the  present,  he  trusted  rules 
would  be  adopted. 

The  Earl  of  GALLOWAY  pointed 
out  that  there  was  no  obligation  on  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  make  any 
rules  at  all.  The  reason  why  the  rules 
were  not  framed  was  that  it  was  quite 
impossible  to  frame  any  as  a  substitute 
for  the  rule  abolished. 

Vitcount  Bury 


Lord  DENMAN  said,  he  had  asked 
a  man,  of  whom  he  had  the  highest 
opinion,  whether  the  existence  of  corporal 
punishment  in  the  Army  would  deter 
him  from  enlisting,  and  he  answered 
that  it  would  not.  He  had  asked  an- 
other man,  whom  he  respected,  hia  opi- 
nion. He  had  been  nine  years  in  tne 
Army,  and  a  non-commissioned  officer 
for  all  the  time  except  three  months ;  so 
his  opinion  against  the  lash  did  not 
carry  much  weight,  as  for  eight  yean 
and  nine  months  he  had  been  in  no 
danger  of  suffering  from  it.  This  was 
not  an  Army  Discipline  Bill,  but  aa 
Army  Eelaxation  of  Discipline  Bill.  The 
safeguard  of  flogging,  which,  perhaps, 
might  never  have  been  called  into  ac- 
tion, ought  to  be  retained,  at  least,  until 
the  new  rules  were  approved.  It  was 
like  the  abolishing  of  turnpikes  before 
any  substitute  was  found,  and  abolishing 
Chiefships  without  arranging  as  to  their 
patronage,  which  required  an  Act  of 
Parliament  on  the  subject. 

Amendment  negatived. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Summary  court  martial). 

Lord  CHELMSFOED  called  attention 
to  the  changes  that  it  was  proposed  to 
make  in  this  species  of  court  martial. 
The  provision  virtually  gave  to  two  sub- 
alterns and  a  field  officer  the  power  of 
life  and  death  over  the  soldier.  Accord- 
ing to  his  reading  of  the  Bill,  any  offence 
might  be  tried  by  this  description  of 
court  martial,  and,  without  appeal  to  a 
higher  authority,  a  sentence  of  death 
could  be  carried  out  at  once  under  the 
orders  of  an  officer,  who  might  be  the 
convening  officer,  the  president  of  the 
court  martial,  and  the  confirming  officer. 
Perhaps  the  power  of  officers  thus  g^ven 
in  the  field  would  not  be  excessive, 
especially  now  that  corporal  punish- 
ment was  to  be  abolished;  but  the 
clause  demanded  further  consideration 
than  was  permitted  by  the  circumstances 
in  which  the  Bill  came  before  the 
House.  

The  Earl  of  MOELEY  thought  that 
the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  (Lord  Chelms- 
ford) had  somewhat  overrated  the  impor- 
tance of  the  clause.  With  the  exception 
of  one  or  two  rules,  the  restrictions  on 
the  action  of  general  field  courts  ynartial 
applied  to  the  summary  courts  maztiaL 
A  summary  court  martial  woidd  onfj 


857 


Zanilord  and 


(Apkil7,  1881] 


TitMHt  {Ir$land).  858 


have  tlie   jurisdiction    of  the  proYOst 
marshal. 

Clause  agreed  to. 
Clause  6  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Eules  made  in  pursuance  of 
this  Act  to  be  laid  before  Parliament). 

Viscount  BURY  hoped  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Morley)  would  give 
some  assurance  to  the  House  that  the 
rules  to  be  prepared  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  prescribing  the  punish- 
ment in  lieu  of  flogp^ing,  would  oe  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  'House.  It  was  very 
important  that  some  limit  of  time  should 
be  fixed.  If  the  assurance  was  not  given, 
he  would  move  that  the  rules  be  laid  on 
the  Table  within  two  months  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act. 

The  Earl  of  MOBLEY  said,  he  could 
not  give  a  definite  assurance ;  but  he 
knew  that  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  was  anxious  to  frame  the  rules  as 
soon  as  possible. 

The  Earl  of  GALLOWAY  thought 
it  necessary  to  press  the  point,  consider- 
ing the  early  date  at  which  the  Act  was 
to  come  into  force. 

The  Duke  of  CAMBRIDGE  pointed 
out  that  a  longer  period  than  two  months 
was  necessary,  as  communications  would 
have  to  be  sent  to  officers  abroad  in  order 
to  ascertain  their  opinion  as  to  the  best 
substitutes  for  corporal  punishment.  It 
would  be  a  great  misfortune  to  press  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  submit 
the  rules  before  any  particular  date. 
The  House  might  be  sure  that  the  rules 
would  be  laid  on  the  Table  as  soon  as 
possible,  and  he  believed  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  War  was  anxious 
to  produce  them  without  imnecessaiy 
delay. 

Earl  STANHOPE  asked,  if  they 
would  not  be  laid  on  the  Table  in  the 
course  of  the  Session? 

The  Earl  of  MORLEY  said,  he  could 
add  nothing  to  what  he  had  said. 

The  Earl  of  GALLOWAY  said,  with 
all  respect  to  the  illustrious  Duke,  he 
could  not  see  that  there  was  anything 
unreasonable  in  what  was  asked.  The 
Act  would  last  only  for  12  months,  and 
that  there  would  then  probably  be  another 
Amendment  Act.  The  new  rules  ought, 
at  any  rate,  to  be  framed  before  the  Act 
came  into  operation.  He  begged,  there- 
fore, to  move  an  Amendment  providing 
that  the  new  rules  should  be  laid  before 


Parliament  on  or  before  the  dlst  day  of 
July  next. 

Moved,  in  page  5,  line  12,  to  leave 
out  all  after  (''as  soon")  to  end  of 
clause,  and  insert  (''on  or  before  the 
thirty-first  day  of  July  next").— (1%^ 
Earl  of  Oalloway,) 

The  Duke  of  CAMBRIDGE  hoped 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Galloway) 
would  not  press  his  Amendment.  He 
could  assure  him  that,  so  far  as  the 
authorities  were  concerned,  there  would 
be  no  unnecessary  delay  in  the  matter  ; 
but  it  was  necessary  to  obtain  informa- 
tion from  different  foreign  countries 
which,  in  all  probability,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  procure  before  the  end  of 
July.  If  possible,  the  new  rules  would 
be  laid  on  the  Table  within  the  time 
named. 

ViscoiTNT  BURY  said,  if  that  was  the 
case,  their  Lordships  were  asked  to  be 
content  with  an  Act  of  Parliament  in 
which  an  important  hiatus  could  not  be 
filled  up.  After  the  statement  of  the 
illustrious  Duke,  he  could  not  but  cor- 
dially agree  to  the  Amendment  being 
withdrawn,  and  would  recommend  his 
noble  Friend  who  moved  it  to  be  con- 
tent with  the  statement  that  there  would 
be  no  undue  delay  in  the  matter  after 
the  necessary  information  had  been  ob- 
tained, and  that  the  new  rules  would,  if 
possible,  be  laid  on  the  Table  before  the 
1st  of  July. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Schedule  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported  without  amendment : 
Then  Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  con- 
eidered  (according  to  order),  and  dis- 
pensed with :  Bill  read  3*,  and  passed, 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND)— 
LORD  ORANMORE  AND  BROWNE. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  OEANMOEE  Aim  BEOWNE 
rose  to  call  attention  to  the  conduct  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster)  in  not  communicating  with 
him  relative  to  a  Question  whicn  had 
been  asked  in  '*  another  place  "  attack- 
ing his  conduct  as  a  landlord.  The 
Question  was,  whether  it  was  true  that 
in  a  case  of  process-serving  which  had 
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lately  occurred  on  the  property  of  Lord 
Oranmore  and  Browne,  the  process- 
server,  on  arriving  at  the  house,  found 
the  man  dead,  and  then  placed  the 
notice  on  the  man's  dead  body  ?  Now, 
even  if  a  process-server  had  acted  in 
that  way,  he  was  a  public  officer  not 
under  his  (Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne's) 
control,  and  he  could  not  be  held  respon- 
sible for  what  he  had  done.  But  the 
real  facts  of  the  case  were  that  the  poor 
man  referred  to,  who  had  been  ill  for  a 
number  of  years,  owed  him  two  and 
a-half  years'  rent  in  November,  and  that 
he  had  not  served  him  with  a  process  at 
all,  so  that  the  whole  thing  was  devoid 
of  foundation.  Having  sent  a  letter 
to  the  Chief  Secretary  explaining  the 
matter,  he  had  thought  it  would  have 
been  only  courteous  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  answering  the  Question  to 
have  read  that  letter  to  the  House ;  but 
that  had  not  been  done,  and  that  was 
what  he  chiefly  complained  of,  seeing 
the  matter  was  one  which  seriously  re- 
flected on  his  character.  He  had  since 
telegraphed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
upon  the  subject,  and  he  had  received  a 
curt  reply  from  him  which,  in  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  thought  was  extremely 
uncivil.  He  thought  this  matter  re- 
quired some  explanation  from  the  noble 
£arl  opposite. 

Eakl  spencer  disclaimed,  on  the 
part  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster),  any  intention  of  being  uncivil 
towards  the  noble  Lord.  The  facts  of 
the  case  were  simply  these.  The  Ques- 
tion which  was  put  upon  the  Paper  did 
not  mention-the  name  of  the  noble  Lord ; 
and  his  right  hon.  Friend,  having  made 
inquiries  in  Ireland,  apparantly  before 
receiving  the  noble  Lord's  letter,  gave 
his  answer  upon  the  official  information 
so  obtained,  which  entirely  disproved 
any  charge  against  the  noble  Lord  in 
regard  to  serving  a  process  on  a  man 
who  was  lying  dead.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, his  right  hon.  Friend  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  connect  the  noble 
Lord's  name  with  the  subject,  and  wrote 
to  the  noble  Lord  to  that  effect.  There 
was,  surely,  in  that  proceeding,  no  broach 
of  the  usual  courtesies  of  political  life. 

Lord  ORANMOEE  and  BROWNE 
said,  he  still  thought  the  conduct  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  in  the  matter  had  been 
grossly  unfair  and  unjust  towards  him. 

Z<yrd  Oranmore  and  Browne 
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Earl  DE  LA  WARE,  in  rising  to 
ask,  Whether  the  attention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  has  been  drawn  to 
the  Protocol  of  the  18th  of  June  1867, 
establishing  the  jurisdiction  of  the  local 
courts  in  the  Hegenqy  of  Tunis  in  cases 
relating  to  real  property ;  and  whether 
any  information  can  be  given  relative 
to  the  alleged  raids  on  the  Tonisiaa 
Frontiers?  said,  so  much  uneasiness 
existed  with  regard  to  it,  that  he  was 
quite  sure  noble  Lords  opposite  would 
excuse  him  if  he  asked  for  such  informa- 
tion upon  it  as  it  was  convenient  to  g^ve. 
From  the  previous  answers  of  his  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs  (Earl  Granville),  he  was 
led  to  believe  that  the  matter  would  be 
settled  in  a  satisfactory  manner  by  the 
usual  Courts  of  Law.  Both  the  French 
and  English  Governments,  he  under- 
stood, agreed  that  it  was  a  matter  in 
which  political  influence  ought  not  to  be 
used ;  and,  further,  the  noble  Earl  stated 
on  the  8th  of  February  last — 

"  At  tho  end  of  last  week  the  French  Go- 
vemment  informed  mo  that  they  had  sent 
orders  to  their  Representative  at  Tunis  nofto 
intervene." — [3  Hamard^  cclviii.  330.] 

This  assurance  produced  a  very  salutaiy 
effect,  not  only  in  this  country,  but  also 
at  Tunis,  as  he  was  informed.  But,  on 
a  recent  occasion,  a  further  statement 
was  made  by  his  noble  Friend  to  the 
effect  that  the  question  was  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown.  Now,  it  was  not  easv  to  under- 
stand where  the  difficulty  of  the  ques- 
tion lay.  The  Eegency  of  Tunis  was  an 
integral  part  of  the  Ottoman  Empire. 
The  Bey  received  investiture  from  the 
Sultan.  He  had  g^ven  contingents  and 
money  in  time  of  war,  and  the  general 
law  of  the  Ottoman  Empire  prevailed 
throughout  the  country.  As  regarded 
this  case,  it  seemed  to  have  been  spe- 
cially provided  for  by  the  Convention 
of  1863  and  tho  Protocol  of  1867.  In 
Ai-ticle  IV.  of  the  Convention  between 
the  Governments  of  Great  Britain  and 
Tunis,  in  1863,  it  was  provided  that  all 
cases  of  litigation  respecting  immovable 
property  and  relating  to  the  ownership 
or  occupation  of  houses  or  lands  between 
a  British  and  a  Tunisian  subject,  should 
be  referred  for  adjudication  to  the  com- 
petent legal  tribunals.     Then,   if  any 
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doubt  existed  whether  this  was  appli- 
cable to  the  case,  when  both  parties  were 
foreigners,  the  Protocol  of  the  18th 
June,  1867,  Article  11.,  cleared  up  the 
doubt,  by  saying  such  persons — that  was, 
owners  of  real  property — 

"  Are  directly  amenable  to  the  Ottoman  Civil 
Courts  in  regard  to  all  questions  relative  to 
landed  property  and  to  all  real  actions,  both  as 
plaintiffs  and  as  defendants,  even  when  both 
parties  are  foreign  subjects,  the  whole  on  the 
same  footing,  under  the  same  conditions,  and  in 
the  same  forms  as  Ottoman  proprietors,  and 
without  the  power  of  availing  themselves  in 
such  matters  of  their  personal  nationality." 

Now,  he  thought  it  would  be  difficult  to 
have  anything  more  decisive  than  that 
with  reference  to  the  Enfida  case.  Both 
parties  were  foreign  subjects ;  but  under 
this  law  they  were  made  directly  amen- 
able to  the  Ottoman  Civil  Courts,  and 
without  the  power  of  availing  themselves 
of  their  personal  nationality.  All  that 
was  asked  was  that  the  case  should  be 
decided  in  the  usual  Ottoman  Courts, 
and  not,  in  any  way,  made  a  political 
question.  There  was  a  further  matter 
upon  which  he  trusted  to  receive  infor- 
mation. Well  authenticated  statements 
had  been  made  relative  to  the  concen- 
tration of  French  troops  on  the  frontiers 
of  Tunis  and  Algeria.  The  avowed  ob- 
ject was  alleged  to  be  to  put  a  stop  to 
the  lawless  acts  of  some  Tribes  in  the 
forest  and  mountainous  districts  lying 
between  Tunis  and  Algeria.  The  Go- 
vernment was  probably  aware  that  other 
motives  had  been  assigned  for  this 
movement  of  French  troops,  and  that  it 
had  created  considerable  alarm.  Eefer- 
ences  had  been  made  in  various  ways 
and  in  various  places  to  the  action  of  the 
Government  of  this  coimtry  with  regard 
to  Tunis,  and  he  could  not  but  think 
that  it  would  be  most  desirable  that  in- 
formation should  be  given  relative  to  the 
future  course  of  Her  Majesty's  Qt)vem- 
ment.  Not  only  in  this  country,  but 
elsewhere,  the  same  feeling  existed.  In 
Italy,  not  a  little  alarm  had  been  caused 
by  events  which  had  been  regarded  as 
menaces  of  the  independence  of  Tunis. 
Friendly  relations  had  long  been  main- 
tained between  the  Sovereign  of  Tunis 
and  this  country,  and  it  was  to  be  hoped 
that  they  might  continue.  Not  less  had 
kindly  feelings  been  shown  by  the  Bey, 
both  by  words  and  actions,  towards  the 
Government  of  France.  But  the  ques- 
tion was  not  confined  to  this  or  that 
country ;  it  was  a  great  European  ques- 


tion. The  geographical  position  of  Tunis 
and  its  possession  of  the  harbour  of 
Bizerta,  which  might  be  converted  pro- 
bably into  one  of  the  finest  naval  sta- 
tions in  the  world,  were,  among  others, 
considerations  which  rendered  it  highly 
important  that  the  independence  of  the 
Bey  of  Tunis  should  be  secured  in  all 
matters  which  did  not  concern  the  sove- 
reign rights  of  the  Sultan. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
said,  that  since  the  question  of  Tunis 
was  last  before  the  House  its  aspect,  in 
a  certain  sense,  had  rather  improved,  on 
account  of  the  assurances  said  to  have 
been  given  by  the  French  Government. 
It  now  appeared  to  have  been  one  of 
French  subjects  rather  than  of  the 
French  Government.  Nevertheless,  there 
was  still  danger  from  the  action  of  the 
French  in  Tunis  and  Algeria.  He  had 
little  doubt  that  the  French  Government 
was  in  ignorance  with  regard   to   the 

Proceedings  of  M.  Eoustan,  the  French 
bnsul  General,  and  of  his  coadjutor, 
the  Tunisian  Consul,  in  Algeria,  who 
was  also  a  Frenchman.  These  persons 
had  much  exaggerated  the  importance 
of  the  disturbance  caused  on  the  Fron- 
tier of  the  Khoumis  Tribe.  It  was,  bow- 
ever,  an  important  question,  as  there 
were  10,000  English  subjects  profitably 
engaged  in  trade  in  the  country,  and  all 
the  communications  between  the  country 
and  Europe  came  through  the  French. 
A  year  ago  the  Bey  sent  3,000  men  to 
keep  order  amongst  them,  and  he  suc- 
ceeded, though  at  that  time  the  French 
only  sent  200  men  to  co-operate  with  the 
Tunisian  troops.  The  Bey  of  Tunis  only 
learnt  from  England  about  the  recent 
disturbance  of  the  Khoumis.  It  was 
now  announced  that  the  French  intended 
to  cross  the  Frontier  on  Sunday  next, 
instead  of  leaving  it  to  the  Bey  of  Tunis 
to  reduce  the  Khoumis  to  order.  If  the 
French  troops  should,  unfortunately,  cross 
the  Frontier,  what  was  now  a  small 
affair  might  become  much  larger,  and 
precipitate  matters  beyond  recall ;  for 
then  the  Arabs  and  inhabitants  of  the 
plains,  seeing  Tunis  invaded,  would  not 
be  able  to  refrain  from  flocking  to  the 
defence  of  their  country.  The  French 
troops  would  then  be  unable  to  avoid 
operations  much  more  extensive  than 
those  contemplated  at  Paris  with  regard 
to  the  Berber  Tribe,  the  Khoumis,  and 
if  they  went  beyond  the  mountains  occu- 
pied by  the  Khoumis,  the  demands  of 
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the  French  in  Tunis  and  Algeria  on 
their  own  Government  would  be  such 
as  it  would  be  most  difficult  then  to 
satisfy.  The  telegraphic  communica- 
tions were  entirely  in  tlie  hands  of  the 
French,  so  that  between  Fridays  and 
Tuesdays,  when  the  Italian  steamers 
sailed,  Tunis  was  cut  oiff  from  communi- 
cation with  Europe.  He  trusted  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  re- 
monstrate, while  there  was  yet  time, 
with  the  French  Government,  and  pre- 
vent all  the  bloodshed  and  misery  of  an 
invasion  of  an  orderly  and  well-governed 
country. 

The  Earl  of  KBEBERLEY  :  I  am 
sorry  to  say  my  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Earl 
Granville)  is  unable  to  be  in  his  place 
this  evening,  and  he  has  asked  me  to 
reply  to  the  noble  EarPs  Question.  I 
will  confine  myself  to  giving  an  an- 
swer to  the  Question  of  which  he  has 
given  Notice.  There  is  no  Protocol 
of  the  18th  of  June,  1867.  There  was  a 
Turkish  law  of  that  date  which  had  the 
object  referred  to,  and  which  was  con- 
firmed by  a  Protocol  of  July,  1868. 
That,  with  the  other  Papers,  is  in  the 
hands  of  the  Law  Officers,  who  have  the 
whole  case  before  them.  With  regard 
to  the  alleged  raid  on  the  Tunisian 
Frontiers,  I  have  to  inform  the  House 
that  the  Foreign  Office  has  not  obtained 
any  official  information  on  the  subject. 

Eael  DE  la  ware  said,  he  be- 
lieved there  was  a  document  such  as  he 
had  described  signed  at  Constantinople. 

The  Eael  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
could  only  repeat  the  information  which 
had  been  given  to  him. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  — THE  TRANSVAAL- 
PEACE  NEGOTIATIONS— PROTECTION 
TO  LOYAL  SUBJECTS. 

QUESTIONS.      OBSEEVATIONS. 

Viscount  BUEY  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whethor  he 
will  lay  on  the  Table  copies  or  extracts 
of  the  Instructions  given  to  the  Royal 
Commissioners  in  the  Transvaal  regard- 
ing the  protection  of  the  rights  and  pro- 
perty of  loyal  English  and  Boors  in  the 
Transvaal,  especially  in  the  case  of  those 
who,  after  the  proclamation  of  annexa- 
tion, and  the  subsequent  declaration  of 
Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  that  the  annexa- 
tion was  irrevocable,  purchased  land  in 
the  Transvaal;  whether  the  Standard 

Zord  Stanley  of  AlderUy 


Bank  of  South  Africa  has  applied  for 
protection  to  Her  Majesty's  (Joyemmeiit, 
and,  if  so,  what  reply  was  returned; 
whether  in  the  interval  between  ths 
surrender  of  sovereignty  on  the  part 
of  Her  Majesty  and  assumption  of  ths 
rights  of  suzerainty  only,  the  "Rngim 
Courts  will  continue  in  operation,  and, 
if  not,  whether  the  Judges  have  been 
recalled,  and  what  provisions  have  been 
made  for  the  administration  of  justice? 
The  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  had  already  said  that 
he  did  not  consider  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
vemment  could  be  called  upon  to  in- 
demnify those  persons  who  purchased 
property  in  the  Transvaal  on  the  faith 
of  British  annexation ;  but  such  a  polioj 
as  that  statement  indicated  mieht  lead 
to  civil  war,  if  means  were  not  found  to 
protect  those  rights.  He  thought  that 
the  Commission  might,  with  advantage, 
be  desired  to  ascertain  the  real  feelmg 
in  the  Transvaal  on  the  subject  of  the 
annexation.  He  believed  that,  if  not 
an  actual  majority,  a  considerable  mino- 
rity of  the  White  population  would  be 
found  to  be  in  favour  of  it.  What  he 
desired  to  know  was,  Whether  the  Royal 
Commissioners  had  been  instructed  to 
inquire  what  was  the  opinion  of  the 
White  population  of  the  Transvaal  at 
that  moment  with  regard  to  the  con- 
tinuance of  British  rule?  His  noble 
Friend  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley) 
might  believe  that  Messrs.  Kruger  and 
Joubert  represented  the  real  feeling  of 
the  Boers  ;  but  he  (Viscount  Bury)  and 
many  others  thought  otherwise.  In  fact, 
he  believed  that  the  action  of  the  gentle- 
men he  had  named  would  ultimately  be 
disavowed.  Turning  to  another  point, 
he  again  urged  the  Oovemment  to  press 
upon  the  attention  of  the  Commissioners 
the  outrages  perpetrated  upon  the  94th 
Eegiment.  The  part  of  his  Question 
relatinjB^  to  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice referred  to  an  extremely  important 
matter.  At  present,  justice  was  ad- 
ministered in  the  Transvaal  by  two 
British  Judges.  The  Commissioners 
could  not  make  their  final  Beport,  and 
decide  what  ought  to  be  the  ultimate 
form  of  government  in  the  Transvaal, 
before  the  lapse  of  several  months. 
Would  the  English  Courts  sit  in  the 
interval,  and  would  Her  Majesty's  writs 
continue  to  run  in  the  country  ?  If  not, 
what  steps  would  be  taken  for  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  during  the  months 
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that  must  pass  before  the  publication  of 
the  Commissioners'  final  Beport  ? 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY,  in  reply, 
said)  the  answer  to  the  first  part  of  the 
Question,  whether  he  could  lay  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  Copies  of  the  In- 
structions to  the  Eoyal  Commissioners, 
must  be  that  it  would  be  very  incon- 
venient and  prejudicial  to  the  PubUc 
Service  to  produce  those  Instructions  at 
the  present  moment,  seeing  that  thev 
were  at  present  on  the  way.  Witn 
reference  to  the  point  on  which  his 
noble  Friend  was  naturally  desirous  of 
obtaining  information,  he  had  to  state 
that  Instructions  had  been  given  to  the 
Commissioners  to  make  full  provision 
for  those  who  during  the  recent  dis- 
turbances had  remained  loyal  to  the 
Queen,  whether  of  British  or  Dutch 
origin.  Then,  as  to  the  last  part  of  the 
Question,  he  apprehended  that  the 
Courts  of  Justice  would  remain  open 
during  the  interval  between  the  present 
time  and  the  final  settlement,  subject  to 
the  agreement  made  by  Sir  Evelyn  Wood 
that  no  civil  action  should  be  taken 
in  reference  to  the  war.  The  other 
Questions,  in  reference  to  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Transvaal  during  the  time 
that  must  elapse  between  now  and  the 
final  settlement,  had  been  referred  to 
the  Commissioners  for  their  considera- 
tion and  report. 

In  answer  to  Lord  Bkaboubne, 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
had  that  day  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  Papers  which  would  be  distri- 
buted before  the  re-assembly  of  the 
House  after  the  Easter  Becess. 


PRIVATE  AND  PROVISIONAL  ORDER  CON- 
FIRMATION  BILLS. 

Ordered,  That  Standmg  Orders  Nos.  92.  and 
93.  be  suspended ;  and  that  the  time  for  deposit, 
ing  petitions  praying  to  be  heard  ag^ainst  Private 
and  Provisional  Order  Ck>nfirmation  Bills,  which 
would  otherwiBe  expire  during  the  adjournment 
of  the  House  at  Easter,  be  extended  to  the  first 
day  on  which  the  House  shall  sit  after  the 
recess. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  Eight 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  qnarUr 

before  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tkufday,  lih  April,  1881. 


VOL.  COLX.      [thibd  ssbiss.] 


MIN  UTES. J  —  Select   Committee— Turnpike 

Acts  Continuance  Act,  1880-81,  nominated. 
Ways  and  Means — considered  in  Committee—^ 

Reeolutiom  [April  4]  reported. 
Public   Bill?  —  Leave  —  Bankruptcy,    debate 

at^'oumed. 
Ordered — First  Reading — Land  Law  (Ireland) 

[135] ;  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  [136]. 
Second  Reading  —  Church  Patronage  [30],   de- 

bate  further  adjottmed. 
Second  Reading — Referred  to  Select  Committee — 

Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention 

[120]. 
Committee — Married  Women's  Property  (Scot- 
land)   (rtf-wmm.)*  [128]— h.p.  ;  Agricultural 

Tenants*    Compensation     [10],     debate    ad' 

journed. 
Committee — Report — Tramways   (Ireland)    Acts 

Amendment  {re-comm.)  [102]. 
Third  Reading — Inclosure   Provisional  Orders 

(Wibsey  Slack  and  Low  Moor  Commons)  * 

[114],  Mi^  passed, 

NOTICE  OF  QUESTION. 


THE  SUEZ  CANAL  COMPANY— THE 
BRITISH  SHARES. 

Baron  HENEY  DE  WORMS  gave 
Notice  that  he  would  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  on  Friday,  April  8,  Whether 
he  still  adheres  to  the  opinion  expressed 
by  him  in  his  speech  at  Q-lasgow  on  De- 
cember 6,  1879,  that  the  purchase  of  the 
Suez  Canal  shares  was  a  '* delusion" 
and  ft  ''  financial  operation  of  a  ridicu- 
lous description ; "  and,  whether,  seeing 
that  the  present  value  of  the  Suez  Caniu 
shares  is  officially  stated  to  be£8,826,000, 
he  proposes  to  take  steps  for  realizing 
by  their  sale  the  accrued  profit  of 
£4,826,000? 

QUESTIONS. 


IRELAND— THE  IRISH  CONSTABULARY. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
How  many  resignations  have  been 
received  from  members  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  and  Metropolitan 
Police  Force,  Dublin,  during  the  six 
months  ending  March  Slst ;  and,  whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  the  men  joining  these 
bodies  at  present  compare  unfavourably 
in  point  of  physique,  height,  &c.  with 
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the  class  of  men  by  which  the  force 
previously  recruited  ? 

Mh.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  :  Sir,  I  havo 
received  a  report  by  which  it  appear.^ 
that  the  number  of  reei^ationa  in  th>? 
Constabulary  in  the  penod  named  was 
1 1 3.  But  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  thai 
there  was  a  larger  number  of  recruits 
than  usual,  and  the  number  of  registered 
candidates  ia  etill  greatly  in  excesa  of 
the  demand.  In  the  aanie  period  thoro 
were  only  neven  resignations  in  the  Me- 
tropolitan Police  Force  ;  and  in  the  past 
year  the  applicationa  for  admission  woro 
most  numerous.  Aa  to  the  physique  and 
height  of  the  men  the  hon.  Member  ie 
misinformed ;  if  anything,  the  men  arp 
of  finer  physique  than  formerly. 


LoKD  EDMOND  FITZMATTKICE 
aslied  the  TJuder  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  If  it  is  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  present 
any  Papers  relating  to  the  Lorenzo 
Marquez  Treaty? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKB:  Sir, 
the  Correspondence  is  very  Toluminoue; 
but  it  is  intended  to  lay  on  the  Table  a 
selection  with  as  little  delay  as  possible. 

CROWN  LANDS  ACT,  1866— THE  FORE. 
SHORE  AT  SHOEBURYNESS. 
LoED  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked  the 
Secretai7  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
is  true  that,  in  cousequence  of  a  disputi 
which  haa  arisen  as  to  the  rights  of  tht 
Crown  to  a  portion  of  the  foreshore  a'. 
BhoeburynesB,  the  new  breech -loading 
43-ton  gun  cannot  be  tested ;  and,  if  so. 
what  steps  he  proposes  to  take  to  facili- 
tate the  conclusion  of  these  trials,  so  ai 
to  hasten  the  adoption  and  manufacture 
of  the  new  ordnance  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  my 
noble  Friend,  I  have  to  state  that  a.  legal 

Suestion  has  arisen  as  to  a  portion  of 
le  foreshore  near  Shoeburyneas ;  but 
that  I  do  not  think  that  much  delay  will 
result.  The  case  being  with  our  Legal 
Advisers,  I  cannot  say  more  at  this 
moment. 

CTPEDS— TAXATION. 

Ma.    EYLANDS   aaked   the    Under 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Coloniea,  with 

reference  to  his   statement  that   '*  the 

taxation  of  Cyprus  was  engaging  the 


attention  of  the  Government  with  a  view 
to  getting  rid,  as  far  as  oircnmstancdB 
will  permit,  of  many  anomalies,"  Whe- 
ther he  is  now  in  a  position  to  give  the 
House  information  upon  this  subject, 
and  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  Papers  showing  the  changea 
contemplated  by  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
ment  in  the  taxation  of  Oyprus,  and 
also  any  improvements  which  it  is  pro- 
posed to  carry  out  in  the  administration 
of  the  Island  to  removo  grounds  of  com- 
plaint and  dissatisfaction  now  existing  F 
Ma.  GEANT  DUFF :  No,  Sir ;  it  is 
not  in  my  power  to  say  more  than  that 
the  fiscal  and  other  questions  connected 
with  the  administration  of  Cyprus  are 
engaging  the  special  and  earnest  atten- 
tion of  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  but  that  I  fear 
some  considerable  time  must  elapse 
before  it  will  be  possible  for  me  to  make 
any  statement  aa  to  what  changes  it  is 
found  feasible  to  make. 

STATE  OF  raELAND— BIOT  AT 
DUNQARVAN. 
Me.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  What  course 
the  Government  intends  to  pursue  with 
regard  to  the  conduct  of  soldiers  in  gar- 
rison at  Dungarvan ;  and  in  particular 
with  regard  to  the  assaults  on  peaceful 
people  and  other  offences  which  have 
been  complained  of  before  the  magis- 
trates of  Dungarvan  P 

Mr.  CHILDEES :  Sir,  I  have  made 
inquiry  into  the  circumstances  of  the 
disturbance  at  Dungarvan  on  the  18th 
of  March,  the  morrow  of  St.  Patrick's 
Day  ;  and  I  will  read  to  the  House  the 
Report  of  Colonel  Panter,  the  officer  in 
command  of  the  regiment — 

"  Od  the  Ibthinat.,  whenafewof  the  aoldien 
'}f  the  detachmont  were  retumia^  to  barracks  tX 
Liliaut  a  quarter  to  10  p.m.,  they  were,  withoot 
liny  notice,  attacked  by  about  1  DO  roughs,  knoini 
rit  Dungarvan  as  '  Comer  Boys  : '  they  ware 
l«ll*d  with  stonofl,  and  called  by  the  most  di«- 
gnating  and  insulting-  epithets.  They  behaved 
with  the  Qtmoat  torboarancc,  and  it  yru  only 
when  two  men  found  thcmsalveB  miToiiiided  by 
ii  mob  of  these  Bemi-Bavages  that  they  turned  on 


n  Baying  that 


the  matter,  and  have  no  hesitatioi 
the  behaviour  of  my  men,  tinder  _ 

"if  (friovouH  provocation,  wM  most  creditable. 
■  An  Army  PenBionrr'  is  said  to  have  given  evi- 
ilence  to  the  eSect  that  the  Boldiers  brooght  th« 
:ittaek  on  themaelvos.  This  Bo-called  'Army 
I'oDBioner.'  I  am  informed,  is  a  man  who  wm 
diamiaMd  from  Her  M^eKy'a  Service.    I  wcnld 
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take  this  opportunity  of  bringing  to  the  notice  by  the  existing  regulations  to  witlidraw 

of  the  Lieutenant  General  commanding,  the  j^jg  ^^n  from  any  place  of  worship  where 
constant  provocation  received  by  the  detach-         tx-     i  i      •  a       j  i.     ai, 

ment,  37th  Regiment,  at  the  hands  of  the  lower  Political  topics  are  entered  upon  by  the 

orders  of  the  population  at  Dungarvan ;  scarcely  officiating  minister  ? 
a  night  passes  without  some  of  the  men  being        Mr.  SEXTON  asked  the  Secretary  of 

pelted  with  stones  on  their  way  to  barracks,  and  gtate  for  War,  Whetlier  the  following 

%'-^^i^,lL^^t!^I^f^^u'^^''i:f^l  statement    published    by  the    London 

at  every  opportunity.    Notwithstanding  this,  I  P^ess  on  the  28th  ultimo,  18  accurate  :— 
have  the  testimony  of  the  police  that  all  this  is        uXn  exciting  scene  occun-ed  during  Mass 

bomo^  with  the  utmost  patience  and  forbear-  yesterday  in  tho  Tarsonstown  Roman  Catholic 

^^^^-  Chapel.     Tho   officiating  priest  was  referring 

The  hon.  Member  has  also  sent  me  the  ^  *^®  ^^^^^^  °^  ^^f  ^^^^  ^Jf^fi^'?  ^""^  ^^^^I 

^ n  -    n  .•  /»  T>  j_'  I-  local  occurrences,  when  an  officer  m  command 

copy  of  an  information  of  one  Patrick  ^^  ^^o  troops  from  Birr  garrison  stood  up,  and 

U  l^arrell  against  a  soldier  for  his  con-  in  loud  tones  ordered  his  men  to  witlidraw.  In- 

duct  on  the  occasion.    Of  course,  I  could  doscribablc  confusion  followed,  women  fainted, 

not  prejudge  the  case:  but  I  may  say,  *°d  a  general  rush  was  made  for  the  door. 

with  reference  to  one  part  of  the  com-  i^^aS^t?  ttrS:^,^!^^;'^^^^^^ 

plaint,    that   the   use   of    obscene    and  immense  crowd,  hooting  and  groaning ; " 
abusive    language    by    soldiers    is    an       .    ^,        .„  ^,  ^  ,  ^     ,, 

offence   against  good  order,   which,  if  ^ether,  if  the  report  be  accurate,  the 

proved,  subjects  them  to   punishment,  officer  acted  in  obedience  to  instructions 

Perhaps  I  may  add,  that  at  Carrick-on-  f^^J"  ^1?  ^^P^^l^^"  J  ^^^^  ^^  ^?,^,*^  ^^  «J?^^ 

Suir  a  disturbance  took  place  on  St.  instructions,  whether  the  nriilitary  autho- 

Patrick's   Day,   and  some  men  of  the  rities  will  take  notice  of  this  proceeding; 

same  regiment  were   assaulted.     Four  whether  the  officer  had  been  only  five 

of   the    offenders    were  convicted    and  months  m  the  service ;  and  whether  he 

sentenced.     The  soldiers  were  not  in  ^^?^*  *^  \^^^  ^®?^  P^*  ^?  command  of 

£^y]^  80  large  a  body  of  men ;  whether,  m  com- 
ing down  the  stairs  which  lead  from  the 

POST   OFFICE— TELEGRAPH   DEPART.  S^^^^Y  o^  t^®  church,  he  met  a  woman 

MENT  DUBLIN.  coming  up,  and  struck  her  in  the  bosom 

TT-nAx-cr    *  1    J   xt      T»    i.       A.  with  such  violeuce  that  she  fell  down 

Me.  HEALY  asked  the  Postmaster  ^nd  remained  insensible  for  some  time, 

General,  Whether  it  is  correct  that  the  ^nd  has  since  been  confined  to  her  room; 

Telegraph  Department  m  Dubhn  and  ^nd,  whether  the  officiating  clergyman 

other  places  have  instructions  to  send  made  any  reference  to  the  Land  League? 
the  originals  or  copies  of  telegranas  for-        -^^  CHILDERS :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 

warded  or  received  by  certain  Irish  gen-  i^^j^  Members  for  Dungarvan  and  Sligo, 

tlemen  to  the  Executive  authorities;  and,  ^^^  ^he  hon.  Member  for  Leitrim  about 

if  so,  whether  he  will  state  under  what  ^ho  withdrawal  of  soldiers  from  Divine 

authority  this  is  done,  and  give  a  list  of  Service  at  Birr  on  the  27th  ultimo,  I 

the  persons  whose  telegrams  are  so  dealt  jj^ve  to  state  that  I  have  made  fuU  in- 

^^S      -n A -TTTi^-nrivn    •  -j     i  quiry  into  the  circumstances,  with  the 

Mr.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  said,  that  following  result:— It  appears   that  on 

no  such  instructions  had  been  given.  Sunday,    the    6th    of    March,    Colonel 

Brodigan,  commanding  the  28th  Eegi- 

ARMY-PFBLIC  WORSHIP-POLITICAL  ment,  was  informed  by  the  officer  who 

SERMONS.  marched  the  Eoman  Catholic  soldiers  to 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secretary  Mass  that  the  preacher  on  the  occasion 

of  State  for  War,  Whether  a  searching  referred  in  his  sermon  chiefly  to  poli- 

inquiry  will  be  granted  into  the  alleged  tical  subjects.     Colonel  Brodigan,  who 

disturbance  of  a  Catholic  congregation  is   a    Eoman   Catholic,   instructed    the 

and  interruption  of  the  religious  wor-  officer  that — 

ship  of  a  detachment  of  Catholic  sol-       <«  if  duly  constituted  authority  was  held  up 

diers  by  an  officer  in  garrison  at  Birr  on  to  contempt  on  any  occasion  in  tho  chapel  his 

Sunday  ?  duty  would  be  to  withdraw  the  men  from  the 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Secre-  "^A^e^cc  of  such  doctrine." 

tary  of    State  for  War,   Whether  the  On  the  27th  ultimo  the  Rev.  P.  Brennan» 

officer  commanding  a  party  of  troops  curate  to  Dr.  Bugler,  the  Yicar  General* 

attending  Divine  Service  is  not  required  who  is  chaplain  to  the  troops,  preached 
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a.  sermon  which,  according  to  his  own  ■  Mh.  W.  E.  F0E8TEB :  I  do  not 
admiBBion,  contained  much  political  '  think,  Sir,  that  the  Question,  vhiohhu 
matter.  According  to  the  report  of  the  !  been  BSreral  days  on  the  Paper,  ought 
officer,  himself  a  Roman  Catholic,  and    '    '        -  '  "  '  "" 

several  Boman  Catholic  sergeants,  he 
not  only  used  political  language,  but 
made  a  violent  attack  on  the  institutione 
of  the  country ;  and  the  officer,  acting 
on  the  instructions  ho  had  received, 
marched  his  men  out  of  chapel.  Dr. 
Bugler  states  that  no  woman  was  struck, 
but  that  one  was  accidentally  pushed 
down  in  the  confusion  which  resulted^ 
but  she  certainly  was  not  inaenaible. 
Colonel  Brodigan  had,  on  the  29th  of 
March,  an  interview  with  the  Vicar 
General  and  his  curate,  and  thoy  agreed 
that  in  future  no  reference  should  be 
made  in  their  sermons  to  political  sub- 
jects when  the  troops  were  attending 
Mass.  There  is  no  printed  regulation 
on  this  subject ;  but  it  is  mani^st  that 
officers  in  command  of  soldiers  at  church 
or  chapel  must  be  allowed  to  esercise 
some  discretion  as  to  permitting  them  to 
remain  there  when  language  is  used  in 
sermons  to  which  soldiers  would  not  be 
allowed  to  listen  if  spoken  at  a  public 
meeting.  In  this  case  no  blame  can  be 
attached  to  Lieutenant  Keatinge,  who, 
though  only  for  five  months  in  the  Ser- 
vice, had  been  for  some  years  a  Militia 
officer.  He  was  only  in  command  of  65 
men  on  the  occasion,  and,  as  I  have 
already  said,  was  detailed  for  that  duty 
as  a  Boman  Catholic. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  whether  the 
only  institution  attacked  was  not  the 
existing  land  system  ? 

Ma.  CHILDERS  said,  it  appeared 
txom  the  Report  that  the  institutions 
attacked  went  far  beyond  the  land 
system.  The  Vioar  Cfeneral  and  his 
curate  admitted  that  the  sermon  con- 
tained much  political  matter. 


LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND)— 
CHAEGE  AGAINST  A.  PRO  CESS  .SERVER. 
Ma.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE,  who  had  the 
following  Question  on  the  Paper: — 

"To  ask  tho  Chiof  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
LienUaant  of  Ireland,  If  he  will  order  the 
diroiiBBal  from  his  ofBce  of  the  process -serrer 
Godfrey,  who,  on  22iid  March,  while  Berving 
pToceases  on  ko.  Mtate  oear  Clammorris,  eDt«red 
the  Home  of  Pat  Uullen,  for  whom  bo  had  a 
process,  and,  flodiiiK  the  man  dead,  laid  the 
process  on  the  dead  body," 


to  be  postponed  any  longer.  The  pro- 
cess-server had  no  process  to  eerre  on 
Fat  Mullen,  and  did  not  enter  the  honaa. 
The  process  was  against  hia  son,  who 
was  served  with  it  ontside  the  house. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— MH.  DILLOSTB 
SPEECH  AT  THUHLES. 
Me.  WAETON  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieatenant  of  Ir»- 
land,  Whether  he  has  now  aaoertained 
that  the  language  used  by  the  honour- 
able Member  for  Tipperary  at  Thurias 
has  been  correctly  reported  in  the 
"Freeman's  Journal"  and  in  the  "Na- 
tion "  newspapers  of  the  2nd  of  April, 
and  was  correctly  quoted  in  the  question 
put  to  him  last  week ;  and,  whether  he 
will  now  state  what  action,  if  aoy.  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  intend  to  take 
thereon  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTBB:  Sir,  after 
the  answn  I '  gave  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Horsham  (Sir  Hann 
Fletcher)  on  this  subject,  I  did  not  tiiinK 
it  would  be  necessoiy  to  ask  a  further 
Question  in  reference  to  it.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  portion  of  the  speech 
quoted  by  the  hon.  Member  was  aocn- 
rately  taken  from  The  FrMmim'i  Journal; 
but  its  accuracy  is  not  confirmed  by  the 
of&cial  report  I  have  received. 


Mb.  BIBEBECE:  asked  the  Fren- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether, 
in  view  of  the  strong  opinions  expressed 
by  the  owners  of  trawling  smacks  before 
the  SelectCommitteeoflost  Session,  and 
their  serious  objections  to  the  red  and 
white  lights  as  proposed  by  the  Depart- 
mental Committee  in  a  Betum  dated 
nth  February  1881,  ho  will  recommend 
the  continuance  of  the  use  of  the  well 
known  one  white  masthead  light  as 
carried  for  many  years  by  trawling 
smacks  when  trawling  ?    

Mb.  ETELYN  ASHLEY,  in  reply, 
aaid,  that  the  Departmental  Committee 
had  again  met  at  the  Board  of  Trade 
and  re-consideied  the  subject.  With 
every  desire  to  meet  the  view  of  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons 
they  wore  unanimously  of  opinion  that 
there  was  an  insuperable  olq'oation  to 
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the  adoption  of  their  recommendation. 
They  had,  however,  made  a  small  modi- 
fication in  the  details,  and  the  Depart- 
ment had  sent  out  a  Circular  Letter  to 
shipowners  asking  questions  on  the  eub- 
ject,  and  they  would  do  the  same  in  the 
case  of  the  foreign  Goyernmentu  who 
had  joined  in  the  Convention. 

CIRCUIT  COURTS   (SCOTLAND). 

Mr.  CAMEEON  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, Whether,  in  filling  up  the  recent 
vacancy  in  the  office  of  Sheriff  Substitute 
in  the  Long  Island,  he  will,  to  meet  the 
public  convenience,  make  arrangements 
BO  as  to  provide  for  the  holding  of  Quar- 
terly Circuit  Courts  in  other  places  be- 
sides Lochmaddy  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Laben)  :  Sir,  the  question  of  the  es- 
tablishment of  quarterly  Circuit  Courts 
has  been  brought  under  the  notice  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secre- 
tary; and  I  can  assure  my  hon.  Friend 
that  Circuit  Courts  will  be  established 
in  Inverness-shire.  I  am  at  present  in 
correspondence  with  the  sheriff  of  the 
county  on  the  subject. 

SCOTLAND— VAGRANCY  IN  COUNTIES. 

Mr.  CAMEEON  asked  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate, Whether  he  will  introduce  a 
Bill  this  Session  to  give  additional 
powers  to  the  rural  police  in  Scotland 
to  enable  them  to  deal  more  effectually 
with  the  growing  evil  of  vagrancy  in 
counties  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M^Laken)  :  I  cannot  do  more  than  as- 
sure my  hon.  Friend  that  the  subject  is 
having  every  attention ;  but  I  am  unable 
to  give  him  any  more  definite  promise. 

SCOTLAND— THE  TREASURY  MINUTE 
ON  SCOTCH  BANKS. 

Mr.  ANDEESON  asked.  If  there  was 
any  objection  to  laying  on  the  Table  the 
Treasury  Minute  regarding  the  Scotch 
banks  in  its  complete  form? 

Lord  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
in  reply,  said,  there  would  be  no  ob- 
jection to  produce  the  Minute. 

ARMY— TROOPS  IN  IRELAND— THE  2nd 
AND  3rd  dragoon  GUARDS. 

Major  O'BEIENE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  If  any  steps  will 
be  taken  this  summer  to  withdraw  from 


the  Irish  garrison  the  2nd  and  3rd  Dra- 
goon Guards,  these  Eegimeuts  being  in 
excess  of  the  usual  Cavalry  force  quar- 
tered in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  CHILDEES  :  Sir,  I  cannot  say 
when  it  will  be  decided  to  reduce  the 
force  in  Ireland ;  but  the  two  regiments 
named  by  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
will  be  among  the  first  Cavalry  regi- 
ments to  be  withdrawn. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— TERMINABLE  AN- 
NUITIES AND  THE  REDUCTION  OF 
THE  NATIONAL  DEBT. 

Lord  GEOEQE  HAMILTON  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  he 
could  inform  the  House  how  much  of 
the  reduction  of  the  National  Debt, 
amounting  during  the  financial  year 
1880-81  to  £5,325,000,  is  the  natural 
effect  of  the  operation  of  terminable 
annuities  and  the  repayment  of  loans 
to  the  Treasury  by  local  authorities 
under  various  Acts  passed  previous  to 
the  meetings  of  this  Parliament,  and 
how  much  due  to  Acts  passed  since  he 
assumed  the  office  of  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  last  April  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  stated  the  most 
important  particulars.  Sir,  in  answer  to 
the  Question  of  the  noble  Lord  on  Mon- 
day last,  when  I  said  that  a  considerable 
payment  was  due  to  the  conversion,  un- 
der the  arrangements  made  at  the  pre- 
vious periods  of  the  year,  of  £6,000,000 
of  Exchequer  Bonds  into  Terminable 
Annuities.  A  very  large  portion  of  the 
payment  was  due  to  the  operation  of  an 
Act  passed  1 5  years  ago ;  but  nothing 
of  wnat  had  been  done  was  due  to  any 
Act  passed  in  the  present  Parliament. 
The  present  Parliament  last  Session 
passed  an  Act  for  the  conversion  of  the 
Post  Office  Savings  Bank  deficiency  into 
such  Annuities;  but  that  Act  has  only 
just  practically  come  into  operation. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— THE  *'FREIHEIT.'» 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether 
any  liability  to  criminal  proceedings 
accrues  to  persons  who  have  contributed 
funds  to  the  maintenance  of  the  "  Frei- 
heit "  newspaper,  well  knowing  the  cha- 
racter and  objects  of  the  paper ;  whe- 
ther it  is  a  fact  that  two  Members  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  did  con- 
tribute under  such  circumstances  to  the 
support  of  the  "  Freiheit"  newspaper, 
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at  a  time  when,  in  the  absence  of  such 
support,  the  newspaper  must  have  ceased 
to  exist ;  whether  the  fact  of  their  being 
Members  of  the  Government  now  in- 
creases or  exempts  them  from  such  lia- 
bility ;  and,  if  the  former,  whether  it  is 
his  intention  to  instruct  the  Public  Pro- 
secutor to  include  them  in  the  criminal 
proceedings  now  being  carried  on  against 
the  **  Freiheit "  newspaper  by  the  direc- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Homo  Department  ? 

The    attorney    GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  :  Sir,  the  House  will  ob- 
serve that  the  noble  Lord  asks  me  if  two 
Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
well  knowing  the  character  and  objet  of 
27ie  Freiheit  newspaper,  have  contributed 
to  its  support.     If  I  had  had  to  reply 
only  to   the  Question   on  the  Paper  I 
should  have  contented  myself  with  acting 
upon  probabilities,    amounting,  in  my 
mind,    to    certainty,    and,   without  in- 
quiring from  my  Colleagues,  should  have 
given  a  denial  to  the  charge  suggested 
by  the  Question  ;  but  the  noble  Lord  has 
with  frankness  informed  me  that  he  in- 
tends to   make   the  charge  it  contains 
against  my  hon.  Friends  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  and  the  Civil  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  (Mr.  T.  Brassoy).     When 
this  communication  was  made  to  me  I, 
of  course,  informed  my  lion.  Friends  of 
it ;  and  now.  Sir,  on  their  authority,  I 
dosiro  to  reply  to  the  noblo  Lord's  Ques- 
tion, and  in  language  the  most  distinct 
and  emphatic  that  Parliamentary  usage 
permits  me  to  employ,  to  say  that  the 
charge  preferred  is  wholly  and  entirely 
without  foundation.  There  is  no  ground 
of  any  kind  upon  w  liich  it  can  bo  made. 
I  must  presume  that  the  noble  Lord  has 
been  imposed  upon,  and  that  someone 
has  placed  before  him  a  fabricated  state- 
ment upon  which  ho  has  thought  right 
to  act.     I  must  leave  it  to   the  noble 
Lord  to  determine  whether  there  are  not 
many  considerations,  some  of  a  public 
nature,  which  ought  to  have  caused  him, 
before  putting  the  Question,  to  test  the 
reliability  of  his  information  by  inquiry 
from  two  Members  of  this  House  on 
whose  word,  from  personal  association, 
he  knows  he  can  rely.     But  in  answer 
to  the  concluding  portion  of  the  Question, 
which  asks  whether  it  is  intended  to 

?ro8ecute  criminally  my  two  hon.  Friends, 
have  to  ask  the  noble  Lord,  both  on 
behalf  of  my  hon.  Friends  and  on  ac- 

Ltn-d  Randolph  Churchill 


count  of  more  general  consideratioiii, 
that  he  shall  forthwith  place  not  only  in 
the  hands  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown,  but  before  this  House  and  the 
public,  the  sources  and  the  nature  of  the 
information  which  have  caused  bim  to 
prefer  a  charge  so  grave,  so  groundless, 
and,  he  must  permit  me  to  say,  so  reck- 
lessly made. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Sir,  I  should  have  preferred,  owing  to 
the  important  statement  which  is  abont 
to  be  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man    the     Prime    Minister,    to    defer 
my  explanation  until  to-morrow  night ; 
but    in    reply   to    the    direct    appeal 
which  has  been  made  to  me,  I  have  now 
to  inform  the  House  and  the  public  that 
the  person  who  gave  me  the  informa- 
tion is  a  Mr.   Maltman  Barry,  who  ib 
prepared  to  state,  if  necessary,  at  the 
liar  of  the  House,  that  he  received  from 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Secretaiy 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  a  subscrip- 
tion for  the  support  of  The  Freiheit.    I 
can  also   produce  the  gentleman  who 
acted  as  treasurer  for  the  funds  of  Hu 
Freiheiij  who  will  be  prepared  to  state 
also,  if  necessary,  at  the  Bar  of  the  House, 
that  he  received  a  sum  of  money  from 
Mr.  Maltman  Barry,  who  told  him  that 
it  was    the    contribution  of   the   hon. 
Baronet,  but  was  to  bo  entered  on  the 
records  in   an  assumed    name.      This, 
Sir,    is  the    information  on    which  I 
based  my  Question ;  and  I  am  perfectly 
prepared,  if  necessary,  to  produce  these 
two  witnesses  to  its  truth.    I  do  not  now 
wish  to  further  detaiu  the  House  ;  but  I 
beg  to  give  Notice  that  I  will  to-morrov, 
at  the  meeting  of  the  House,  ask  the 
permission    of  the  House  to  make  a 
fui-thor    personal   explanation,   and,  if 
necessary,  I  will  conclude  with  a  Mo- 
tion. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  :  Will  the  House  for- 
give me  for  a  moment  while  I  say,  in 
the  absence  of  the  Civil  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  whose  statement  I  have  in 
writing,  that  the  charge  is  entirely  with- 
out foundation ;  that  the  noble  Lord  has 
made  no  mention  or  given  any  reason 
why^ho  charge  should  have  been  made 
against  him. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
I  beg  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentle- 
man*8  pardon  for  the  omission.  The 
fimd  to  which  I  am  informed  the  Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  contributed  was 
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not  the  fund  for  the  support  of  The 
Freiheii ;  it  was  a  different  fund — an 
election  fund,  which  was  being  raised  in 
this  country  to  defray  the  costs  of  the 
election  of  Ilerr  Most  and  his  colleagues 
at  the  dissolution  which  took  place  after 
the  attempted  assassination  oi  the  Em- 
peror of  Germany. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir,  I 
think  it  only  due  to  the  House,  to  my- 
self, and  to  the  Government  of  which  I 
am  a  Member,  that  I  should  say  at  once, 
and  without  waiting  until  to-morrow, 
that  I  never  saw  The  Freiheit  newspaper 
until  I  saw  the  number  which  contained 
the  article  now  the  subject  of  the  pro- 
secution ;  that  I  never  read  any  article 
in  that  newspaper,  except  the  one  to 
which  I  refer;  that  I  never  heard  of 
Herr  Most  or  the  The  Freiheit  newspaper 
until  about  three  or  four  weeks  ago; 
and,  as  it  is  scarcely  necessary  for  me  to 
add,  that  the  statement  which  has  been 
made  is  utterly  untrue. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
All  I  have  to  say  is  that  I  am  very  glad 
to  hear  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Baronet, 
whose  thanks  I  shall  expect  to  receive 
for  having  been  the  means  of  dispelling 
an  injurious  rumour. 

JAMAICA— ITS  GOVERNMENT  AS  A 
CROWN  COLONY. 

Mh.  Serjeant  SIMON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
lonies, Whether  any  information  has 
reached  the  Colonial  Office  of  the  great 
dissatisfaction  generally  prevailing  in 
Jamacia  with  its  present  system  of  Go- 
vernment as  a  Crown  Colony;  and,  whe- 
ther, seeing  that  until  a  few  years  ago 
representative  Government  had  for  two 
centuries  existed  there.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  take  into  consideration 
the  expediency  of  restoring  to  the  people 
some  snare  in  the  management  of  their 
own  affairs? 

Mr.  grant  duff  :  Sir,  in  reply 
to  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend's  first 
Question,  I  have  to  say  that  no  informa- 
tion has  reached  the  Colonial  Office  as 
to  any  great  or  general  dissatisfaction  ; 
but  we  are  well  aware,  of  course,  that 
certain  sections  of  the  community  dislike 
the  present  system  of  government.  In 
reply  to  his  second  Question,  I  have  to 
say  that  I  fear  it  is  quite  impossible  for 
me  to  hold  out  any  hope  of  the  existing 
Constitution  being  altered. 


POST  OFFICE-POSTAL   DELIVERIES 

(IRELAND). 

Major  O'BEIRNE  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  If  ho  would  consider 
the  advisability  of  giving  instructions  to 
the  letter  carrier  recently  appointed  to 
convey  letters  from  Drumsna  to  Bonny- 
beg,  county  Leitrim,  to  proceed  to 
Bonnybeg  from  Drumsna  by  the  road 
that  passes  by  Gortconlon  and  Head- 
ford,  as  some  of  the  residents  living  in 
that  district  have  a  constant  official  cor- 
respondence, and  the  change  of  route 
wiU  involve  no  additional  expense  to  the 
postal  department  ? 

Me.  FAWCETT  :  Sir,  some  misappre- 
hension exists  as  to  the  facts  on  which 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  is  based ;  and  I  would,  there- 
fore, ask  him  to  communicate  with  me 
privately  on  the  subject. 

INTERNATIONAL  BI -METALLIC 
CONFERENCE. 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBAED  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether^this  Country  has  given 
any  reply  to  the  proposal  that  it  should 
be  represented  at  the  International  Bi- 
Metallio  Conference  to  be  held  at  Paris, 
under  the  auspices  of  France  and  the 
United  States ;  if  a  reply  has  been  sent, 
whether  it  is  so  expressed  as  to  exclude 
any  doubt  of  its  being  the  determina- 
tion of  this  Country  to  maintain  its  present 
standard  of  value;  and,  whether  ne  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  any  Correspondence 
whicn  has  passed  upon  the  subject? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  in- 
formed the  Governments  of  France  and 
the  United  States  that  they  could  not 
consent  to  discuss  the  principles  of  a 
double  standard,  and  that  unless  the  in- 
vitations were  so  worded  as  to  leave  to 
each  PowQr  entire  liberty  of  discussion 
Her  Majesty's  Government  must  decline 
to  be  represented  at  the  Conference. 
The  Government  of  India  are  willing  to 
send  a  delegate,  who  would  not,  how- 
ever, be  authorized  to  vote  on  any  ques- 
tion of  the  adoption  of  the  bi-metallic 
system  ;  but  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  will  be  prepared  to  consider  care- 
fully any  measures  calculated  to  pro- 
mote the  re-establishment  of  the  value 
of  silver.  The  question  of  the  separate 
representation  of  certain  Colonies  is  at 
present  uinder  consideration.     Papers  on 
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the  subject  will  shortly  be  laid  on  the  a  fact  that,  under  the  decision  of  Jutiioes 

Table.  Lindloy  and  Matthew,  in  the  case  of  the 

Queen  r.  Edwards,  the  parish  of  Wool- 

THE  CROVrbf  AGENTS  FOR  THE  ^ch  was  put  to  an  expense  of  £1,200 

COLONIES.  in  the  interment  of  the  bodies  of  those 

Mr.  ANDEESON  asked  the  Under  drowned    in    the   lamentable    accident 

Socretaryof  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe-  caused  by  the  running  down  of  the 

ther  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  desig-  "  Princess  Alice ;  "  and,  whether  he  will 

nating  certain  officers  as —  introduce  a  Bill  to  remove  such  a  heavy 

"  Crown  Agents  for  the  Colonies,  and  giving  liability  by  extending  section  1  of  48 
them  an  establishment  in  the  Colonial  Office,  Geo.  3,  C.  75,  to  bodies  which  should  be 
mean  the  public  to  understand  that  these  officers  found,  thrown  in,  or  cast  on  shore  from 
are  servants  of  the  Crown."  the  sea,  or  from  any  river  ? 
and  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  is  The  ATTORNEY  OENEBAL  (Sir 
responsible  for  their  actions ;  whether  Henry  James)  :  I  will  consider  the  sab- 
he  is  aware  that  these  Crown  agents,  on  jectifthehon.  Member  will  communicate 
the  prestige  of  the  position  thus  accorded  with  me  in  reference  to  it. 
to  them,  issue  loans  and  make  contracts 

for  the  Colonies,  and  have  done  so  for  LANDLORD  AND   TENANT  (IRELAND) 

the   Cape  Colony;   whether  he  is  also  ACT,  1870,  COMMISSION  (THE  EARL  OF 

aware  that  they  claim  a  right  to  enforce  BESSBOROUGH'S)— TUE  EVIDENCE. 

these  contracts  in  our  law  courts,  but  in  Sir  HERVEY  BRUCE    asked   the 

a  claim  against  them  they  ignore  our  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 

courts,  and  refer  aggrieved  parties  to  the  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 

Colonial  courts ;  and,  whether  it  is  the  evidence   has  been    published    by  the 

fact  that  a  Colonial  Government  is  not  a  Land  Commission,  presided  over  by  the 

corporation  that  can  be  sued  otherwise  Earl  of  Bessborough,  bringing  charges 

than  by  a  "  Petition  of  Right,"  and  that  against  Ldsh  landlords,  whue  the  names 

as  regards  the  Cape  Government  that  of  the  persons  giving  such  evidence  have 

remedy  is  excluded  by  the  circumstance  been  suppressed ;  and,  whether  he  would 

that  the  Cape  Parliament  never  passed  an  publish  the  names  of  the  witnesses,  or 

Act  authorizing  such  Petition  of  Right  ?  fn  some  way  enable  the  public  to  form  a 

Mr.  grant  DUFF:  Sir,  my  reply  fair  judgment  how  far  the  testimony 
to  my  hon.  Friend's  first  Question  must  may  be  biassed  or  otherwise  ? 
be  in  the  negative.  The  Crown  agents  Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  I  beg  to 
have,  no  doubt,  in  the  interests  of  public  inform  the  hon.  Member  that  neither  I 
convenience,  an  establishment  close  to  nor  any  other  Member  of  the  Govem- 
tho  Colonial  Office  ;  but  they  are  the  ment  have  any  control  over  the  Commis- 
servants  of  the  Colonial  Governments,  gion,  who  conducted  their  proceedings 
paid  from  Colonial,  not  Imperial,  funds,  in  the  way  they  thought  best ;  and, 
nor  is  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  any  therefore,  we  could  not  call  upon  them 
way  responsible  for  their  actions.  In  to  publish  the  names  of  the  witnesses 
reply  to  my  hon.  Friend's  second  Ques-  who  were  called,  neither  could  we  pub- 
tion,  I  have  to  say  that  I  am  quite  aware  lish  them  ourselves.  It  would  have  been 
that  they  issue,  and  have  long  issued,  better,  in  the  circumstances,  to  have  ad- 
loans  for  Colonial  Governments.  In  dressed  this  Question  to  one  of  the  Corn- 
reply  to  his  third  Question,  I  have  to  say  misioners,  either  in  this  House  or  in 
that,  like  the  rest  of  Her  Majesty's  sub-  '«  another  place."  I  believe  the  usosl 
jects,  the  Crown  agents  have  no  power  course  was  adopted, 
to  ignore  the  Courts  of  this  country.  Sir  HERVEY  BRUCE,  in  oonse- 
Perhaps  my  hon.  Friend  will  kindly  quence  of  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
postpone  his  fourth  Question.  hon.   Gentleman,    begged    to    put  the 

Question  to  tho  senior  Member  for  the 

THE  QUEEN  v.  EDWARDS  -THE  PARISH  County  of  Cork,  who  was  a  distinguished 

OF    WOOLWICH  -  EXPENSES    IN-  Member  of  the  Commission,  aid  who 

CTRRED  IN  BURYING  THE  VICTIMS  ^as  now  in  his  place 

OF  THE  *•  PRINCESS  ALICE"  CA.  Mr.  SHAW,  in  'reply,   said,   there 

LAJ^IITY.  were  several  tenant  farmers  who  came 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked  before  the  Commission,  and  on  the  ques- 

Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether  it  is  not  tion  that  their  evidence  should  be  taken 

Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 


881 


Criminal  Law — 


(  Apbil  7,  1881 )        The  "  /rwA  JForW        88i 


down  and  their  names  published,  they 
oxprossed  a  dread ;  they  were  afraid  by 
so  doing  they  would  expose  themselves. 
The  dread  they  expressed  was  not  so 
much  on  the  part  of  their  landlords  as 
on  the  part  of  the  agents  and  under 
agents.  This,  he  thought,  was  a  very 
natural  feeling  under  the  circumstances. 
Their  evidence  was  accordingly  taken  on 
the  express  understanding  that  although 
the  evidence  might  be  published  their 
names  would  bo  omitted.  Special  in- 
quiry was  made  into  the  particulars  of 
the  evidence  given  by  these  witnesses, 
and  it  was  found  to  be  bond  fide.  At  the 
end  of  their  sittings  a  deputation  attended 
representing  the  landlords  of  Ireland, 
who  gave  the  Commission  very  elaborate 
tables  of  expenditure.  They  were  asked 
to  give  the  names  in  addition  to  the 
particulars;  but  they  declined  to  give 
them,  adding  that  they  only  brought 
the  information  to  the  Commission  on 
the  condition  that  they  would  not  pub- 
lish the  names. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  asked 
the  hon.  Member  whether  by  hond  fide 
he  meant  that  the  evidence  was  truth- 
ful? 

Mr.  SHAW  replied  that  the  evidence 
was  carefully  sifted  as  to  its  truth,  and 
sent  to  the  persons  implicated  before  it 
was  published,  eg  that  they  might  have 
replied  to  the  charges  if  they  had  chosen 
to  do  so. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS) 
ACTS— GLANDERS. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  If  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  increasing 
prevalence  of  glanders  amongst  horses 
in  the  Metropolis  ;  whether  there  is  any 
regular  inspection  of  stables  by  veteri- 
nary surgeons  or  other  competent  persons 
acting  under  the  orders  of  the  Privy 
Council ;  if  it  is  not  a  fact  that  the  public 
drinking  troughs  are  a  source  of  infec- 
tion ;  if  it  is  not  the  case  that  the  horses 
in  night  cabs  are  especially  infected ; 
and,  whether  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
compel  all  veterinary  surgeons,  under 
penalties,  to  report  to  the  Privy  Council 
the  existence  of  every  case  of  this  disease 
that  comes  under  their  notice  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  although  the 
Betums  show  an  increase  from  601  oases 
of  glanders  in  1879  to  1,142  in  1880, 
the  Veterinary  Department  is  of  opinion 
that  the  increased  number  of  cases  re- 


ported is  solely  due  to  the  Act  of  1878 
being  rigidly  enforced  by  the  local 
authority,  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  and  not  to  increased  disease. 
The  duty  of  inspection  devolves  on  the 
local  authority,  and  we  have  every  rea- 
son to  believe  that  it  id  efficiently  dis- 
charged. Drinking  troughs  are  one 
means  by  which  the  disease  can  be 
spread;  but  they  are  a  most  humane 
provision,  and,  I  am  told,  have  conferred 
benefits  far  outweighing  any  risk  at- 
taching to  them.  No  doubt,  if  glan- 
dered  horses  are  worked  at  all,  they  are 
worked  at  night  to  escape  detection; 
but  this  entails  penalties  which  have,  in 
many  cases,  been  strictly  enforced.  It 
is  believed  that  it  would  not  be  possible 
to  carry  out  the  suggestions  contained  in 
the  last  paragraph  of  the  noble  Lord's 
Question. 

BOARD  OF  TRADE  —  RESIGNATION  OP 
MR.  R.  GIFFEN. 

Mr.  H.  S.  NORTHCOTE  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  it  is 
the  case  that  Mr.  B.  Giffen,  head  of  the 
Statistical  Department  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  has  resigned  his  office ;  and,  if 
so,  if  he  can  state  to  the  House  the 
grounds  of  the  resignation  of  this  effi- 
cient and  distinguished  public  ser- 
vant ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN :  I  am  sorry 
to  say  it  is  true  that  Mr.  Giffen  has  re- 
signed his  office ;  and,  in  consequence, 
the  State  has  lost  a  most  efficient  and 
distinguished  public  servant.  Mr. 
Giffen  informs  me  that  he  has  left  the 
Public  Service  in  order  to  better  his 
prospects. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— THE  "  IRISH 
WORLD." 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  directed  to  the  ''  Irish 
World'*  newspaper,  printed  and  pub- 
lished in  New  xork;  whether  he  is 
aware,  or  whether  it  is  with  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Government,  that  that  news- 
paper is  circulated  weekly  all  over  Ire- 
land, partly  through  the  agency  of  and 
by  the  officials  of  Her  Majesty's  Post 
Office  Department,  and  partly  through 
other  well-known  channels ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  incitements  to  murder 
Irish  landlords,  land  agents,  and  land 
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grabbers  and  others  are   sot  forth  in  to  carry  out  the  proposals  of  this  scheme, 

every  edition  of  that  paper;  why  i)ro-  or  before  proceeding  to  fix  a  day  for  the 

ceedings   similar   to  those  wliich  have  dissohition  of  tho  Queen's  University  in 

recently     been    dirocted     against     the  Ireland,  under  section  11  of  the  Univer- 

**  Freiheit "  newspaper  in  Ijondon  have  sity  Education  (Ireland)  Act  of  1879? 

not  been  directed  against  those  parties  Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :    Sir,  before 

who  are  concerned  in  tlie  circulation,  the  scheme  is  finally  adopted,  the  House 

sale,   and  distribution   of    tho    **  Irish  will  have  an  opportunity  of  discussing 

World  "  in  Ireland  ;  and,  what  dili'er-  the  whole  question.     The  Queen's  Uni- 

ence,  if  any,  exists  between  incitements  versity  cannot  be   dissolved   until  the 

to  murder  Her  Majesty's  subjects  and  in-  new  TJniversity  is  in  a  position  to  confer 

citements  to  murder  persons  who  are  not  degrees. 
Her    Majesty's  subjects,   which  should 

warrant  a  prosecution  in  the  latter  case  FRA^X'E-T11E  NEW  COMMERCIAL 

and  not  in  the  former  ?  TREATY. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :    I  need  not  ^i^^  JACKSON  asked  the  Under  Se- 

say  that  7%*  in*/*  JfVW  is  not  circulated  ^retary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If 

with  the  sanction  of  Her  Majesty  s  Go-  j^^  can  state  whether,  in  the  event  of  a 

yernment.   I  have  reason  to  believe  that  ^ew   Commercial  Treaty   between  this 

Its  circulation  is  mainly,  if  not  entirely,  Country   and  Franco  being   arranged, 

through  other  channels  than  the  Post  ^he  provisions  of  such  Treaty  will  be 

Office.     As  to  another  part  of  the  Ques-  ^.^do  known  to  the  House  before  its 

tion,  1  should  have  thought  the  noble  fj^j^i  ratification  ? 

Lord  would  have  been  aware  that,  in  g^^   CHARLES   W.    DILKE  :    Sir, 

the  case  of  a  newspaper  which  trans-  ^^r  Majesty's  Government  have  taken 

pesses  the  law,  it  is  very  much  easier  g^eps  to   ascertain   the   wishes   of   the 

to  stop  It  if  printed  m  the  United  King-  Chambers  of  Commerce  and  other  com- 

doiii  than  it  brought  m  from  abroad;  ^^rcial  bodies  in  this  country  with  a 

and  that  it  is  impossible  to  institute  ^.j^^  to  meet,  as  far  as  possible,  their 

similar  proceedings,    m   this  instance,  requirements  in  any  arrangements  with 

to  those  directed   against  Ihe  J^reihett  prance  that  may  eventually  be  come  to. 

newspapel^   I  may  anticipate  a  question  j   ^.^n   say   nothing   further   upon  the 

of  which  Tsotice  has  been  given  by  the  p^j^t  at  the  present  time  beyond  this- 

?i?S;;^?'^^^Tx^'',I''''^""?  V>^  ^^^^'"^  *.^?^  that  every  possible  step  will  be  taken  to 

if  2 he  Irish  World  containing  the  article  ij^f^^^m  tho  House  of  what  is  going  on. 

from  which  ho  has  read  were  published  ^^^  that   every  tiling  wiU  be   done  to 

in  the  United  Kingdom -certainly  if  it  ^void  anything  like  secrecy, 
were  published  m  Ireland— I  should  not 

lose  an  hour  before  taking  the  opinion  PaULIAMENTAUY  OATH  (Mil. 

of  the  Law  Advisers  of  the  Government  nUADLAUGII) 

on  the  subject.     I  am  well  aware  that  ..     o/^TTT^T^Ti.i.i^       ^    \  ^r      . 

tho  circulation  of  The  Irish  World  has  ^^^'  bCIIREIBER  asked  ^Ir.  Attor- 

been  productive  of  evil  consequences ;  ^^>'  General,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 

but  it  has  been  found  by  all  Govern-  by  the  Standing  Order,  No.  1 ,  applicable 

ments  to  be  one  of  the  most  difficult  ^^  ^^^  Appeals  presented  to  the  House  of 

matters  to  prevent  tho  introduction  of  ^^^^^  ^"  ?^'  ^^^^^  "^®  l^t  day  of  Novem- 

mischiovous  newspapers  from  abroad.  "Or  187G,  it  was 


"  ()r(l«.'r«j(l,  That,  except  where  other^i'ise  pio- 
viJrd  by  statute,  no  Petition  of  Appeal  be  re- 


ROYAL    UNIVKKSITV    OF    IKELAND  —  ceivetl  by  thirt  IIoujmn  unlosa  tho  same  beliKlged 

SCIIE^IE  OF  THE  SENATE.  "^  *^^'  rarliament  Office  for  presentation  to  the 

House  within  one  year  from  tho  date  of  the  last 

Mil.  BRYCE  asked  the  Chief  Secre-  decree,   order,  judgment,   or  interlocutor  ap- 

tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  P^'^^^'^  ^'^^'"^  ? " 

Whether  the  Government  will  undertake  and,    whether    he    would    inform    the 

that  an  opportunity  shall  be  afforded  for  House  by  what  statute,  if  any,  the  time 

discussing  the  scheme  of  the  Senate  of  for  appealing  in  Mr.  Bradlangh's  case 

the  Royal  University  in   Ireland,  laid  can  bo  extended  from  ono  vear  to  five  ? 

upon  the  Table  of  tho  House  on  April  Tuk  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 

6th,  before  either  themselves  taking  or  Henry  James)  :  The  hon.  Member  is 

authorizing  the  Senate  to  take  any  steps  quite  right  in  saying  that  the  limit  of 

Lord  Bandolph  Churchill 
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time  for  appealing  to  the  House  of 
Lords  from  the  Court  of  Appeal  is  one 
year.  An  hon.  Friend  near  me  having 
suggested,  as  I  was  speaking,  that  the 
time  was  five  years,  I  adopted  his  state- 
ment at  the  moment  to  avoid  contro- 
versy. 

POOR  LAW  (METROPOLIS)— WORK- 
HOUSE AT  CHAMPION  HILL. 

Mr.  ROUNDELL  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether,  before  finally  sanctioning  the 
erection  by  the  Guardians  of  St.  Saviour's, 
Southwark,  of  a  proposed  Workhouse 
near  Champion  Hill,  he  will  give  the 
Governors  of  Dalwich  College  and  ad- 
joining landowners  an  opportunity  of 
stating  their  objections  to  that  site  ? 

Mr.  DODSON  :  Sir,  the  site  for  the 
proposed  workhouse  has  been  carefully 
inspected  and  approved  by  the  proper 
officials,  and  it  would  be  only  mis- 
leading the  hon.  Member  to  hold  out 
any  hope  that  the  decision  will  be 
changed. 

SOUTH  ;iFRICA  — THE  TRANSVAAL— 
PROTECTION  TO  LOYAL  INHABI- 
TANTS. 

CoLO>'EL  TAYLOE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether,  on  the  evacuation  of  the  Trans- 
vaal, measures  will  be  taken  to  secure 
the  interests  of  those  who,  on  the  faith 
of  the  performance  of  British  rule, 
bought  properties  and  invested  their 
savings  therein  ? 

Mr.  grant  duff  :  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  I 
have  to  say  that  the  Hoyal  Commission 
has  been  instructed  to  consider  the  mea- 
sures to  be  taken  for  this  purpose. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Mr.  ELLIOT  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  a  leading  article  in  the 
*  *  Standard  "  of  the  6th  of  this  month,  pur- 
porting to  give  all  the  particulars  of  the 
Irish  Land  Bill;  and,  if  so,  whether 
such  particulars  are  correct;  whether 
they  have  been  communicated  exclu- 
sively to  that  journal ;  and,  whether  it 
is  in  accordance  with  Parliamentary  pro- 
cedure that  the  substance  of  Bills  should 
be  communicated  to  the  press  before  the 
Bills  are  in  the  hands  of  Members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  ? 


Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  my  attention 
has  been  drawn  to  the  article  in  ques- 
tion. I  am  unable  at  present  to  give 
any  particulars  which  will  throw  any 
light  on  the  origin  of  the  article.  That 
being  so,  perhaps  the  hon.  Member  will 
repeat  his  question  on  some  future  day. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
0*Donnell)  has  als6  a  Question  on  the 
subject ;  but  what  I  have  said  is  the 
only  answer  I  can  give  at  this  moment. 

LOCAL  TAXATION- LEGISLATION. 

Sir  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  deal  with  the  whole  question 
of  Local  Taxation  next  Session  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  Hor  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  very  anxious  to 
deal  with  this  question,  which  they  con- 
sider to  be  both  important  and  urgent, 
in  a  comprehensive  manner.  At  the 
same  time,  we  should  bo  very  bold  at 
this  moment  to  say  what  subjects  we 
intended  to  deal  with  in  the  course  of 
the  next  Session  of  Parliament. 

STATE    OF    IRELAND  — COLLISION    IN 

MAYO. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  has 
received  information  that  women  and 
children  have  been  fired  upofi,  and  one 
young  woman  killed,  at  Ballyhannis, 
county  Mayo,  by  constabulary  engaged 
in  the  service  of  notices  of  ejectment ; 
and,  whether  the  district  of  Ballyhannis 
was  the  scene  of  most  severe  distress 
and  famine  last  year  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  would  answer  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member.  It  appeared  that  a  pro- 
cess-server was  most  violently  attacked, 
and  a  small  body  of  police  who  were 
with  him  were  also  violently  attacked 
and  injured.  The  result  was  that  the 
process-server  refused  to  go  on,  and  the 
police  retreated  with  him.  A  mob  of 
200  or  300  men,  and  also  women  and 
children,  followed  the  police  and  again 
attacked  them.  A  constable  had  to  fire, 
and  he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  was  very 
sorry  to  say  that  a  girl  was  shot  in  the 
leg ;  but  he  was  able  to  state  from  two 
police  reports  ho  had  received  that  she 
was  not  dangerously  wounded.  With 
regard  to  the  last  Question,  he  had  not 
had  time  to  learn  the  exact  facts  with 
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tive  of  thenezt-of-kinof  the  deceased,  and 
without  any  application  in  open  court ; 
whether  the  coroner  is  correctly  reported 
to  have  said  on  the  question  of  adjoom- 
inent  : 


regard  to  Ballyhannis ;  but  he  had  no 
doubt  there  was  distress  there  last 
winter. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  0*Donnell, 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  that  10 
policemen  went  with  the  i)roces8-server; 
and  it  was  not  usual,  under  those  circum- 
stances, for  a  magistrate  to  accompany 
the  process-server. 

AFGHANISTAN   (POLITICAL  AFFAIRS) 
—THE  AMEER. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  a  large  supply  of  small-arms 
ammunition  has  been  granted  by  the 
Indian  Government  to  Abdar  Rahman  ; 
and,  whether  such  supply  of  munitions 
of  war  is  intended  exclusively  for  the 
external  protection  of  Afghanistan,  or  is 
to  be  used  by  Abdar  Rahman  to  repress 
discontent  and  opposition  among  the 
Afghan  people  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
When  Abdurrahman  assumed  the  go- 
vernment of  Cabul  he  represented  to 
the  Indian  Government  that,  owing 
to  the  occupation  of  the  capital  by 
British  troops,  the  arsenal  was  almost 
entirely  emi)ty.  Upon  that  representa- 
tion a  considerable  quantity  of  small- 
arm  ammunition  was  given  to  him  ;  but 
it  is  quite  impossible  for  me  to  say 
to  what  use  he  may  have  put  it.  A 
further  grant  was  made  recently,  in 
consequence  of  the  representations  of 
an  Envoy  of  the  Ameer  at  Calcutta. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— AFFRAY  IN  THE 
COUNTY  SLIGO. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  following  statements  in  the 
** Freeman's  Journal'*  in  reference  to 
the  affray  in  county  Sligo : — That,  as 
the  armed  party  accompanying  the  pro- 
cess-server approached,  a  young  woman 
ran  forward  to  the  police  and  said — 

**  All  we  want  ore  the  processes  and  that  you 
"^nll  leave  the  roofs  of  our  cabins  over  us  for 
another  year," 

and  that,  then,  the  police  suddenly  drew 
across  the  road,  fixed  bayonets,  and  fired 
under  instructions;  that  there  was  no 
stone-throwing,  except  by  a  few  chil- 
dren, when  the  police  then  resorted  to 
these  extreme  steps;  whether  the  coroner 
adjourned  the  inquest,  in  spite  of  the 
protests  of  Mr.  Mannion,  the  rcpresonta- 

Mr.  W.  E.  Fmitr 


**  The  coroner — I  have  received  direcUoof 
from  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown,  from  the  county 
inspector,  and  from  the  sub-inspector,  to  adjourn 
the  inquest  until  Tuesday,  the  24th ;  " 

and,  if  a  coroner  is  thus  justified  in  act- 
ing under  the  directions  and  by  virtae 
of  a  private  agreement  with  the  con- 
stabulary authorities? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  read  the  report  in  Th^  Freeman*i 
Journal,  He  had  only  to  state  that  he 
had  received  official  information  confirm- 
ing the  statement  of  the  police — that 
was  to  say,  he  had  received  statements 
from  the  resident  magistrate  and  the 
county  inspector,  from  which  it  appeared 
that  the  policemen  were  obliged  to  fire. 
The  hon.  Member  asked  whether  the 
coroner  was  justified  in  acting  under  the 
direction  of  the  constabulary  authorities. 
Of  course  he  was  not  justified.  The 
coroner  acted  on  his  own  discretion. 

PRISONS  (ENGLAND)  ACT— MAIDSTONE 

GAOL. 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  a  letter  addressed  to  the 
clerk  of  the  peace  for  the  county  of 
Kent  on  March  2l?nd,  and  signed 
*'  A.  F.  0.  Liddell,"  in  the  following 
terms : 

**  The  Prison  Commissioners  having  reported 
that  it  is  desirable,  with  a  >-iew  to  the  discon- 
tinuance of  Maidstone  Piison,  that  prisoners 
from  Tunbridge  "NVells  should  bo  sent  to  Lowes 
Prison,  I  am  directed  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  request  you  to  move  the  Tunbridge  Wdls 
magistrates  to  commit  prisoners  in  future  to 
Lewes  Prison," 

was  authorised  by  him  ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  still  adheres  to  the  statement 
made  by  him  on  this  subject  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  it  was  not  intended  to  close 
Maidstone  Prison  permanently;  but  it 
would  be  closed  while  alterations  were 
being  made  in  it. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH— SMALL-POX 
(METROPOLIS). 
Sir  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  increasing  number  of  cases 
of  small  pox  within  the  Metropolis ;  and, 
whether  any  sx)ocial  arrangements  have 
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been  made  by  the  Gk>yemmeiit  for  the 
care  of  these  patients,  having  reeard  to 
the  great  danger  of  admitting  8U(£  cases 
into  the  general  hospitals,  and  to  the 
fact  that  the  beds  in  the  small  pox 
hospitals  are  stated  to  be  all  occupied  ? 
Mr.  DODSON  :  Sir,  my  attention 
has  for  some  time  past  been  anxiously 
directed  to  the  prevalence  of  small-pox 
in  the  Metropolis.  The  Government  it- 
self has  no  power  to  take  charge  of  per- 
sons suffering  from  this  disease;  but  the 
Local  Government  Board  has  not  failed 
to  impress  upon  the  several  authorities 
who  are  either  required  or  enabled 
to  provide  hospital  accommodation  for 
smaU-pox  patients,  whether  of  the  pau- 
per or  non-pauper  class,  the  necessity 
of  making  every  arrangement  in  their 
power  to  meet  the  emergency.  I  am 
glad  to  say  that  arrangements  are  being 
made  by  some  of  the  authorities  to  sup- 
plement the  hospital  accommodation  at 
the  disposal  of  the  managers  of  the 
Metropolitan  Asylum  District. 

EJECTMENTS  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  PARNELL  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  can  inform  the  House  of  the 
number  of  ejectments  which  have  been 
executed  in  Ireland  since  the  passing 
into  Law  of  the  Protection  of  Person 
and  Property  (Ireland)  Act ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  can  inform  the  House  of  the 
number  of  ejectments  executed  in  Ire- 
land during  the  period  of  similar  length 
immediately  preceding  the  passing  of 
this  Act  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  in  the  month  of  March  last  there 
had  been  196  decrees  of  ejectments  in 
Ireland,  and  91  had  been  re-admitted 
as  care-takers.  In  the  month  of  Feb- 
ruary there  had  been  83  ejectments^ 
and  32  of  the  tenants  were  re-admitted. 
The  inference  which  he  supposed  the 
hon.  Member  wished  to  be  drawn  from 
these  figures  —  that  this  increase  was 
owing  to  the  Protection  of  Person  and 
Property  (Ireland)  Act — was  not  cor- 
rect, because  the  largest  increase  was  in 
Ulster,  where  the  Protection  of  Person 
and  Property  (Ireland)  Act  was  not  in 
force. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Gibson, 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  ejectments  were  almost 
entirely  agricoltoral. 


PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE  asked 
the  Prime  Minister,  If  he  could  state 
exactly  the  course  proposed  in  Business 
to-morrow  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  did  not 
know  whether  there  would  be  a  debate 
after  the  opening  Statement  upon  the 
Irish  Land  Bill  to-night.  Porfsibly  hon. 
Gentlemen,  on  a  measure  of  that  nature, 
would  think  it  more  convenient  to  re- 
serve their  comments  until  they  had 
the  document  in  their  hands.  The  Bill 
would  be  circulated  not  later  than  to- 
morrow forenoon.  Notice  had  been  given 
of  opposition  to  the  Bankruptcy  BiU; 
and  therefore  he  was  afraid  he  could 
not  state  till  a  later  hour  of  the  evening 
what  would  be  the  course  of  Business 
for  to-morrow. 

SOUTHERN  AFGHANISTAN— PISHIN 

AND  SIBI. 

In  reply  to  Sir  Gsorob  Campbell, 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  that  no  answer  had  been  yet  sent 
to  the  Despatch  of  the  Government  of 
India  upon  the  subject  of  the  abandon- 
ment of  Quettah ;  but  he  did  not  con- 
eider  that  any  action  had  been  taken 
here  or  in  India  which  precluded  the 
occupation  of  Pishin  and  Sibi. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

Ordered^  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  be  post- 
poned until  after  the  Notices  of  Motions  for 
leave  to  introduce  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  BUI 
and  the  Bankruptcy  Bill. — (Mr,  Gladstone,) 

MOTION. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
LEAVE.      FIBST  BEADING. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Mr.  Speaker,  in 
addressing  myself,  Sir,  to  the  exposition 
of,  I  think,  the  most  difficult  and  complex 
question  with  which  in  the  course  of  my 
public  life  I  have  ever  had  to  deal,  I  do 
feel  at  least  some  satisfaction  in  exchang- 
ing the  dreary  work  of  repression  in 
wUch  we  have  been  engagea  for  nearly 
the  whole  of  the  past  three  months  for 
legislation  which,  at  all  events,  we  hope 
will  be  of  an  improving  and  reforming 
character.  At  the  same  time,  I  cannot 
but  contrast  the  circumstances  in  which 
we  address  ourselves  to  this  task  with 
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the  happier  circumBtances  of  the  year 
1870,  when  the  Government  last  at- 
tempted to  deal  with  this  subject.  Wo 
are  obliged  now  to  enter  on  the  con- 
sideration of  a  question  above  all  things 
requiring  tranquillity,  impartiality,  and 
strict  balance  of  mind  in  the  midst  of 
a  state  of  things  in  Ireland,  which  I 
do  not  wish  to  characterize  by  anj- 
strong  language,  and  which  is  now 
happily  in  course  of  mitigation,  but 
which,  at  the  same  time,  we  cannot  call 
less  than  a  disturbed  state  of  things — a 
state  of  things  so  disturbed  as  un- 
doubtedly to  have  influenced  the  minds 
of  men,  not  less  seriously,  perhaps,  than 
the  real  and  permanent  merits  of  the 
question.  It  is  important.  Sir,  at  the 
outset  to  consider  what  are  the  grounds 
on  which  the  Government  are  of  opinion 
that  we  ought  now  to  proceed  to  legislate 
on  Irish  land.  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
there  are  certain  of  those  alleged  or 
supposed  grounds  which  I  must  at  once 
emphatically  disclaim.  It  is  commonly 
said  that  the  iniquity  of  the  Irish  Land 
Laws  is  a  main  reason  for  legislating  on 
Irish  land.  Now,  Sir,  equity  and  iniquity 
may  be  in  great  part  comparative  ;  but 
I  must  say  that,  if  we  are  to  proceed  on 
that  principle  of  comparison,  I  think  it 
is  an  exaggeration  to  describe  the  Land 
Laws  of  Ireland  as  iniquitous.  The 
Land  Laws  of  England  are  laws  under 
which,  at  any  rate,  this  country  has 
lived,  has  remained  contented,  has  made 
extraordinary  progress;  but  the  Land 
Laws  of  Ireland  chiefly  difi'er  from  the 
Land  Laws  of  England  in  the  very 
S2)ecial  provisions  which  they  present  to 
us  on  behalf  of  the  tenant.  Neither, 
Sir,  can  I  say  that  I  think  that  the  more 
extreme  plans  which  have  lately  been 
broached  in  Ireland,  and  which  have 
been  largely  commended  to  the  notice, 
to  the  judgment,  and  to  the  passions  of 
those  who  had  to  consider  them,  con- 
stitute in  themselves  any  very  valid 
reason  for  our  approaching  practically 
the  consideration  of  the  case.  Those 
schemes.  Sir,  I  must  frankly  say,  have 
constituted  in  the  eye  of  the  Government 
a  main  difliculty  in  approaching  it.  I 
do  not  wish  to  ascribe  to  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  or  to  any  proposers 
of  those  schemes  out-of-doors,  a  con- 
sciousness of  their  character  and  ten- 
dency such  as  I  consider  them  to  bo. 
But,  speaking  of  many  of  those  plans 
quite  apart  from  the  motives  and  views 
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of  those  who  propose  them,  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  it  passes  my  ability  to  dis* 
tinguish  them  from  schemes  of  public 
plunder.  I  hold  it  to  be  an  ocoasion  of 
just  praise  to  the  people  of  Ireland  in 
general  that  those  who  have  been  en- 
gaged in  examining  into  the  Land  Ques- 
tion do  not  ascribe  to  that  people  a 
participation  in  views  which  can  be  so 
characterized.  In  the  3rd  paragraph 
of  the  Eeport  of  the  Bessborough  Com- 
mission  the  Commissioners  thus  describe 
the  moderate  views  of  the  tenant  farmers 
of  Ireland.    They  say — 

"  The  tenant  farmers  of  Ireland  declare  that 
they  do  not  desire  the  expropriation  of  the  land- 
lords or  the  confiscation  for  their  own  benefit  of 
the  property  of  others ;  but  that  they  do  desire 
to  cultivate  their  farms  in  security,  and  to 
receive  the  full  profits  of  their  industry  while 
rendering  a  fair  rent  for  the  land  they  occupy 
to  those  whose  means  have  been  invested  in  it." 

And  I  rejoice  to  think  that,  snch  beine 
their  views,  we  have  a  fair  and  a  broad 
basis  on  which  we  may  hopefully  pro- 
ceed. Well,  Sir,  neither,  I  am  bound 
to  say,  should  we  think  it  just  to  pro-* 
pose  legislation  on  this  great  matter  on 
the  ground,  whether  expressed  or  im- 
plied, of  general  misconduct  on  the  part 
of  the  landlords  of  Ireland.  On  the 
contrary,  as  a  rule,  they  have  stood 
their  trial,  and  they  have,  as  a  rule, 
been  acquitted.  The  Beport  of  the 
Bessborough  Commission,  which  cer- 
tainly is  not  deficient  in  its  popular 
sympathies,  in  its  10th  paragraph  de- 
clares that  the  greatest  credit  is  due  to 
the  Irish  landlords  for  not  exacting  all 
that  they  by  law  are  entitled  to  exact ; 
and  it  likewise  points  out  with  perfect 
j  ustice  that  if  they  had  exacted  all  that 
they  would  by  law  be  entitled  to  exact 
they  would  have  been  guilty  of  injus- 
tice ;  they  would  have  appropriated  the 
results  of  their  tenants'  labours  in  the 
improvement  of  the  soil.  Again,  I  find  in 
the  9th  paragraph  a  remarkable  state- 
ment, which  runs  as  follows  : — 

**  It  waH  unusual,"  that  is  to  say,  in  Ireland, 
"to  exact  what  in  England  would  have  been 
considered  a  full  or  fair  commercial  rent.  Such 
a  rent  over  many  of  the  larger  estates,  the 
owners  of  which  were  resident  and  took  an  in- 
terest in  tho  welfare  of  tlie  tenants,  it  has  never 
been  the  custom  to  demand.  The  example  has 
been  largely  followed ;  and  is  to  the  present  day 
rjvther  the  rule  than  the  exception  in  Ireland.*' 

But  while  it  is  satisfactory  thus  to  indi- 
cate the  good  conduct  of  the  great  pro- 
portion of  the  landlords,  there  are  othor 
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features  of  the  case  on  which  we  do  ar- 
rive at  the  conclusion  that  there  is  a 
great  necessity  for  searching  and  com- 
prehensive legislation.  The  first  of  these 
is  that  old  and  standing  evil  of  Ireland 
— that  land  hunger,  which  must  not  be 
described  as  if  it  were  merely  an  infir- 
mity of  the  people  for  it,  and  really 
means  land  scarcity,  still  continues  to 
import  into  the  agricultural  relations  of 
Ireland  difficulties  with  which  as  yet  we 
have  not  been  able  completely  to  deal. 
It  is  this  land  hunger,  aggravated,  no 
doubt,  by  the  bad  seasons  of  the  last  few 
years,  together  with  other  circumstances, 
which  constitutes  the  necessity  for  direct- 
ing the  attention  of  Parliament  to  the 
subject  of  Irish  land  legislation.  I  am 
bound,  Sir,  to  add,  as  a  principal  author 
of  the  Land  Act  of  1870,  that  defects 
have  been  developed  in  that  Act  which 
have  seriously  marred  the  completeness 
of  its  operation.  Some  of  those  defects 
undoubtedly — I  will  not  dwell  on  de- 
tails, it  would  be  invidious — are  due  to 
changes  which  the  Bill  underwent  after 
it  had  left  this  House,  and  in  which  wo 
were  constrained  reluctantly  to  acquiesce. 
But  others  of  them,  I  am  bound  to  say, 
were  involved  in  the  original  construc- 
tion of  the  measure ;  and  even  if  it  had 
passed  into  law  in  the  same  shape  as  it 
passed  this  House,  it  would  not  have 
been  completely  adequate  for  its  pur- 
pose. I  hope.  Sir,  it  will  not  be  thought 
harsh  or  unjust  if,  after  the  tribute  I 
have  striven  to  render  to  the  Irish  land- 
lords at  large,  I  mention,  as  a  third  and 
conclusive  reason  for  this  legislation, 
that  a  limited  number  of  that  class  have 
been  distinguished  by  conduct  different 
from  the  predominating  number.  There 
have  been.  Sir,  both  arbitrary  raisings 
of  rent  and  harsh  and  cruel  evictions. 
It  may  seem  hard,  where  there  are  so 
many  landlords  with  whom  we  have  not 
a  shred  of  title  to  interfere,  were  it  pos- 
sible to  sever  their  case  from  other  cases 
around  them,  that  they  must  be  liable  to 
interference  on  account  of  the  acts  or 
omissions  of  the  few ;  but  so  it  is,  and 
so  it  must  be,  under  the  iron  necessity  of 
public  affairs.  I  remember  an  illustra- 
tion I  may,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to  give 
which  occurred  long  ago ;  it  belongs  to 
the  period  of  my  early  life,  though  I 
think  it  bears  a  marked  analogy  to  the 
case  now  before  us.  I  refer  to  the  time 
when,  in  18^33,  Parliament,  by  a  very 
wise  and  great  act  of  legislation,  deter- 


mined on  the  emancipation  of  the  negroes 
of  the  West  Indies,  and  introduced  a 
period  of  six  years  during  which  there 
was  to  prevail  a  system  of  what  was  called 
apprenticeship,  substantially  founded 
on  freedom,  but  coupled  with  a  quali- 
fied and  limited  degree  of  compulsory 
labour.  Do  not  let  it  be  supposed  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland  that  I  am 
comparing  the  relation  of  the  West  In- 
dian planters  to  the  negroes,  with  that  of 
the  Irish  proprietors  to  their  tenantry — 
it  is  only  for  a  limited  purpose  that  I  am 
quoting  the  illustration.  The  system 
worked  admirably  well  throughout  sdmost 
the  whole  of  the  West  Indies.  Those 
who  had  been  owners  of  slaves,  and 
were  still  owners  of  estates,  entered  into 
the  spirit  of  the  law,  and  the  progress 
made  under  the  system  of  apprentice- 
ship was  very  gratifying.  But  un- 
happily in  one  or  two  islands,  espe- 
cially in  Jamaica,  there  was  a  knot 
of  men  who  could  not  forget  or  sever 
themselves  irom  the  vicious  habits  of 
their  early  life,  and  contrived  to  carry 
the  traditions  and  practices  of  slavery 
into  the  new  legal  condition  which  the 
Legislature  meant  to  be  one  of  freedom. 
This  was  discovered  by  the  vigorous 
philanthropy  of  Mr.  Sturge,  who  em- 
blazoned it  before  the  people  of  this 
country.  It  entered  deep  into  the  hearts 
of  the  people;  and  in  consequence  of  the 
acts  of  a  few,  notwithstanding  the  good 
conduct  of  the  many,  there  was  a  sharp 
and  sudden  interference  with  the  letter 
of  the  contract,  ending  in  the  unrequited 
remission  of  two  years  of  apprenticeship 
in  the  West  Indies.  Well,  Sir,  I  think 
that,  in  the  same  way,  some  few  land- 
lords of  Ireland — generally  the  smaller 
landlords — have  contrived  to  inflict  on 
their  brethren  in  their  own  class  much 
dishonour  and  much  inconvenience. 

These  are  the  reasons  on  which  we 
ground  the  necessity  that  has  led  us  to 
come  forward  and  propose  to  Parliament 
a  measure  which  we  think  of  great  im- 
portance. Let  us  consider,  in  the  first 
place,  what  is  the  guidance  to  which  we 
might  naturally  look  for  our  direction  in 
the  framing  of  a  Bill  upon  Irish  land.  We 
found  in  existence  when  we  came  into 
Office  a  Commission  which  had  been 
appointed  by  the  former  Government — 
a  Commission  with  extraordinary  width 
and  scope — to  investigate  the  working 
of  the  Land  Acts.  The  Eeport  of  this 
Commission  was  sure  to  be  a  conBider«> 
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able  element  in  the  consideration  of  the 
case.  But,  at  the  same  time,  it  would 
hardly  be  expected  that  a  GK>vernment 
formed  from  this  side  of  the  House 
would  be  content  with  the  sole  verdict 
of  that  Commission.  Partly,  therefore, 
because  of  the  gravity  of  the  case,  and 
partly  because  we  thought  it  necessary 
that  a  body  should  be  appointed  which 
might  give  its  undivided  attention  to 
the  thorough  and  searching  investiga- 
tion of  the  Irish  Land  Question,  Her 
Majesty  was  advised  to  appoint  a  second 
Commission,  and  we  have  now  before 
us  the  results  of  both  Commissions.  As 
I  stated,  the  Land  Act  of  1870  achieved 
but  a  partial  success.  I  am  compelled 
to  say  the  same  of  the  Commissions  of 
Inquiry.  From  the  two  Commissions 
we  had  naturally  to  expect  two  Reports ; 
but  instead  of  two  Reports  there  have 
been  a  collection — I  might  say  a  litter 
— of  Reports ;  not  less  than  seven  in  all. 
One  Report  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond's 
Commission,  signed  by  a  considerable 
majority,  is  flanked  or  backed  by  an- 
other Report  of  a  not  inconsiderable 
minority,  including  some  names  of  great 
authority  in  regard  to  Irish  land.  One 
member  of  the  minority,  Mr.  Bonamy 
Price,  is  the  only  man — and  to  his 
credit  be  it  spoken — who  has  had  the 
resolution  to  apply,  in  all  their  unmiti- 
gated authority,  the  principles  of  ab- 
stract political  economy  to  the  people 
and  circumstances  of  Ireland  exactly  as 
if  he  had  been  proposing  to  legislate  for 
the  inhabitants  of  Saturn  or  Jupiter. 
And  when  I  turn  to  the  laboui*s  of  the 
Bessborough  Commission  the  process 
of  sub-division  is  not  less  remarkable. 
There  were  four  Commissioners,  of 
whom  two  signed  a  Report  which,  I 
must  say,  is  one  of  the  ablest  and  most 
interesting  I  have  ever  read,  though  we 
are  far  from  adopting  the  whole  scheme 
they  recommend.  But  of  these  four 
Commissioners  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  County  (Mr.  Shaw) 
has  signed  a  collateral  Report,  which 
undoubtedly,  in  some  important  par- 
ticulars, must  be  regarded  as  a  counter 
Report.  Another — the  O'Conor  Don — 
signed  a  Report  of  his  own,  with  pro- 
posals of  enormous  scope,  more  espe- 
cially for  the  genercd  purchase  of  the 
estates  of  all  willing  vendors  in  Ireland 
by  the  Government-— a  condition  which 
he  appeared  to  make  vital  and  funda- 
mental to  any  proposal  for  which  he 
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would  be  responsible.  Lastly,  there  is, 
completely  separate,  the  Report  <d  lb. 
Kavanagh.  I  will  not  mention  his  name 
in  his  ^sence  without  saying  thai  he 
is  one  of  the  ablest,  if  not  the  ablest, 
Gentleman  coming  from  Ireland  I  have 
ever  known  among  the  Party  opposite. 
Besides  his  abib'ty,  he  is  a  man  of  inde- 
pendent mind  ;  and  I  do  not  scruple 
to  call  him — making  allowance  for  ms 
starting-point — a  man  of  liberal  and  en- 
lightened feelings.  This,  then,  is  die 
result  of  the  sub-division  of  the  Reports. 
The  more  numerous  Richmond  Commis- 
sion produced  three  Reports.  The  less 
numerous  Bessborough  Commission  pro- 
duced four  Reports.  The  total  number 
is  seven.  We  are  greatly  indebted  to 
the  Members  of  the  Commissions  for  the 
disinterested  pains  and  great  ability  with 
which  they  have  addressed  themselves 
to  their  task ;  but  our  gratitude,  I  must 
say,  must  be  mixed  with  some  bewilder- 
ment. Although  the  Commissioners  have 
not  been  able  to  lend  us  the  immense  as- 
sistance which  would  have  been  derived 
from  their  union  in  a  body  of  identical 
recommendation,  yet  allow  me  to  say 
that  we  have  derived  immense  assist- 
ance from  their  Reports.  The  body 
of  their  fundamental  recommendations 
are  of  the  utmost  value,  because  I  look 
not  only  at  the  points  in  which  they 
disagree,  but  still  more  at  those  in  which 
they  agree.  And  what  do  I  find  ?  I  find 
that,  setting  aside  the  single  Report  of 
Mr.  Bonamy  Price,  the  whole  body  of 
the  Richmond  Commissioners  and  the 
whole  body  of  the  Bessborough  Com- 
missioners, without  any  exception,  are 
agreed  in  making  a  recommendation  of 
the  most  vital  importance — I  mean  the 
constitution  of  a  Court  for  the  purpose 
of  dealing  with  the  differences  between 
landlords  and  tenants  in  Ireland  in  re- 
gard to  rent.  It  is  not  for  me  to  fix 
authoritative  interpretations  on  the  lan- 
guage of  public  men  ;  and  therefore  I 
think  it  only  fair,  after  what  I  have 
said,  to  read  the  recommendation  of  the 
Richmond  Commission  on  this  subject. 
It  is  needless  for  me  to  refer  to  the 
recommendations  of  the  minority  of  the 
Richmond  Commission  or  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  Bessborough  Commission. 
They  are  perfectly  clear  and  unequivocal; 
but  I  wish  to  read  to  the  House  what  I 
conceive  to  be  one  of  the  most  important 
portions  of  the  document  before  us — a 
short  passage  ftom  the  prelxxninaiy  Bee 
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port  of  tlie  Duke  of  Bichmond's  Com- 
mission.   It  runs  as  follows : — 

"  Bearing  in  mind  the  system  by  which  the 
improvement  and  equipment  of  a  farm  in  Ire- 
land are  very  generally  the  work  of  the  tenant, 
and  the  fact  that  a  yearly  tenant  is  at  any  time 
liable  to  have  his  rent  raised  in  consequence  of 
the  increased  value  given  to  his  holding  by  the 
expenditure  of  his  capital  and  labour,  the  desire 
for  legislative  interference  to  protect  him  from 
an  arbitrary  increase  of  rent  does  not  seem  un- 
natural. Legislation  properly  framed  to  accom- 
plish this  end  would  not  be  objected  to/' 

Now  in  that  passage  there  is  no  express 
mention  of  the  name  of  a  Court ;  but  I 
think  I  cannot  go  wrong  in  interpreting 
the  passage  to  mean  that  and  nothing 
else.  In  fact,  I  should  say  that  it  must 
either  mean  that,  or  something  more ;  it 
may  be  interference,  for  instancOi  to  give 
perpetuity  of  present  rents  without  any 
increase.  Clearly  this  is  not  what  is 
meant ;  but,  in  pointing  to  the  regula- 
tion by  a  public  authority  of  the  rents 
in  Ireland,  I  conceive  that  I  am  making  a 
fair,  an  impartial,  and,  I  would  cdmost  say, 
a  necessary  construction  of  the  language 
of  the  Commission  when  I  say  that  we 
have  that  Commission,  appointed  by  the 
late  Government,  appointed  certainly 
with  no  special  want  of  regard  for  the  just 
interests  of  the  landlords,  recommending 
that  in  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  Ire- 
land there  shall  belegislative  interference 
to  protect  the  tenant  from  arbitrary  in- 
crease of  rent.  I  do  not  know  to  what 
extent  the  Noblemen  and  Gentlemen 
who  signed  that  Keport  had  considered 
the  ulterior  consequences  of  the  proposi- 
tion which  they  thus  laid  down ;  but  I 
own  it  appears  to  me — and  I  am  not  now 
attempting  to  saddle  them  with  what  I 
am  about  to  state — that  legislative  in- 
terference for  the  regulation  of  rent 
cannot  by  any  possibility  be  severed 
from  legislative  interference  for  the 
regulation  of  tenure  and  from  the  regu- 
lation of  the  principle  of  tenant  right. 
That,  however,  is  by  the  way  ;  for  I  do 
not  attempt  to  avail  myself  of  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  authority  of  this  Com- 
mission, combined  with  all  the  other 
Commissions  upon  this  great  subject, 
further  than  I  have  stated.  But  it  is  plain 
that  the  independence  and  the  difference 
of  the  judgments  which  have  been  arrived 
at  by  the  several  Commissions  give  addi- 
tional force  and  weight  to  the  points  on 
which  we  find  them  ag^ee. 

Now  let  me  state  to  the  House  that 
this  subject  must  be  considered  to  di- 
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vide  itself  into  three  branches,  with 
one  of  which  I  have  little  or  nothing 
to  do.  The  first  is  that  which  is  com- 
monly known  to  us  as  Land  Law — 
the  whole  important  group  of  questions 
connected  with  the  registry,  the  transfer, 
the  devolution,  and  the  nature  of  estates 
in  land.  These  are  matters  which,  sub- 
stantially, I  shall  hardly  touch  to-night. 
I  mention  them  now  in  order  that  the 
omission  may  not  be  supposed  to  testify 
indifference.  It  is  my  firm  beHef  that 
no  more  valuable  gift  could  be  conferred 
on  Ireland  than  sound  and  thorough 
legislation  on  those  subjects ;  but  it  is  not 
our  work  to-night.  Everyone  will  admit 
that  it  would  not  be  possible  to  combine 
such  legislation  with  the  great  and 
complicated  subject  with  which  we  have 
now  to  deal.  The  two  subjects  are 
indeed  so  far  connected  that,  proceeding 
on  the  same  principles  as  we  adopted  in 
1 870,  we  are  endeavouring  to  provide  that 
whatever  operations  are  contemplated 
by  the  measure,  they  shall  be  placed 
within  the  power  of  limited  owners 
of  the  soil.  Consequently  we  may  set 
aside  limitation  of  ownership,  so  far  as 
may  be  necessary  for  our  purpose.  The 
two  great  questions  which  remain  are 
these :  in  the  first  place,  the  relation  of 
landlord  and  tenant  in  Ireland ;  and,  in 
the  second  place,  that  important  group 
of  questions  which  I  may  here  gather 
together  under  the  name  of  subjects 
which  require  advances  from  the  Public 
Exchequer.  These  are  the  two  branches 
of  the  subject  which  it  will  be  my  duty 
to  open,  and  I  must  open  them  with 
many  apologies,  and  with  a  respectful 
appeal  to  the  indulgence  of  the  House. 
In  dealing  with  these  questions  I  can 
hardly  hope  to  be  even  accurate  in  detail, 
still  less  can  I  hope  to  exhibit  the  numer* 
ous  provisions  of  the  measure  in  their 
due  proportion  and  relative  bearing  upon 
the  whole  subject.  I  fear  that  I  may  be 
justly  open  to  the  reproach  both  of  being 
prolix  and  defective  in  the  statement  I 
have  to  make.  But,  relying  upon  the 
patience  of  hon .  Mem bers,  I  will  do  my  best 
to  explain  the  whole  spirit  and  the  main 
provisions  of  the  measure  we  are  sub- 
mitting to  the  House.  I  have  never  as 
a  Minister  felt  overwhelmed  with  as 
great  a  sense  of  the  enormous  import- 
ance of  the  topics  and  the  propositions 
involved  in  it ;  and  there  is  nothing  that 
can  legitimately  be  done  by  the  Govern* 
ment  which  we  shall  hesitate  to  do  foii 
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tlie  purpose  of  promoting  such  legisla- 
tion as  shall  deal  effectively  with  the 
Land  Question  in  Ireland. 

It  appears  to  me  that  the  proposal  to 
create  a  Court,  or  to  allow  of  the  reference 
to  a  Court,  of  most  important  and  numer- 
ous transactions  of  life  between  man  and 
man — I  mean  in  a  material  sense — has 
become,   in  the  circumstances  of  Ire- 
land, and  with  the  authorities  before  us, 
quite  inevitable ;  and  that  being  so,  it 
is  evident  that  it  must  be  a  salient  and 
cardincd  proposal  of  any  measure  into 
which  it  enters.     But  a  question  of  the 
greatest    importance    meets  us  on  the 
threshold.      Is  this  Court  to  be  com- 
pulsory, and,  being  compulsory,  is  it  to 
be  universal,  and  therefore  perpetual  ? 
or  is  it  to  be  a  Court  as  to  which  there 
is  to   be   an   option   reserved  ?      This 
question  I  shall  have  to  argue  before 
the  House ;  but,  before  arguing  it,  I  will 
speak  of  a  matter  as  to  which  we  have 
the  deepest  conviction,  and  with  regard 
to  which  also  I  think  a  great  deal  of 
prejudice  and  misconception  prevail — I 
refer  to  the  subject  of  assignment,  gene- 
rally known  in  the  language  of  the  '*  three 
F's  "  as  Free  Sale.     In  using  the  word 
assignment  I  use  the  word  which  I  be- 
lieve is  best  known  to  law  and  to  history. 
As  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  observe, 
more  objection  has  been  taken  to  the 
legislative  recognition  of  assignment  in 
those    quarters    where    objection    was 
likely  to  be  taken  than  to  the  other 
proposals  of  the  Commission — namely, 
nxity  of  tenure  and  fair  rents,  obtained 
by  the  arbitration  of  a  public  authority. 
It  appears  to  me  that  while  this  par- 
ticular proposal  has  been  most  objected 
to,  and  appears  to  be  the  most  unpalat- 
able in  many  quarters,  it  is  distinctly 
and  decidedly  the  least  open  to  objection 
in   the  circumstances   of  Ireland,   and 
almost  absolutely  ingrained  in  the  neces- 
sities of  the  case  and  in  the  circum- 
stances with  which  we  have  to  deal. 
Now  let  us  see  whether  that  is  or  is  not 
an  imreasonable  statement.  I  will  speak 
of  that  which  is  assigned  as  the  tenant 
right  of  Ireland;  and,  for  the  purpose  of 
my  argument,  the  assumption  is  that 
every  tenant  has  some  right  or  other  in 
his  holding.     What  are  the  elements  of 
that  right  in  Ireland  ?    They  are  more 
easily  traced  there  than  elsewhere.     In 
the  first  place,  you  have  the  unques- 
tioned fa(^t  that  improvements  have  been 
to  a  larger  extent  than  probably  in  any 
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other  country  the  work  of  the  tenant 
himself.     Tenant  right  is  the  result  of 
these  improvements.  Secondly,  you  have 
this    great    fact    in    Ireland  —  a   land 
hunger    coupled    with    land    scarcity. 
With  a  supply  of  land  in  the  market 
so  much  less   than  the  demand,  you 
have  a  state  of  things  in  which  it  ii 
well  worth  the  while  of  a  man,  who  has 
not  got  land  as  a  means  of  obtaining  a 
regular  subsistence  and  livelihood,  to  pay 
for  obtaining  it.  That  willingness  of  the 
incoming  tenant  to  pay  enters  distinctly 
into  the  interest  of  the  outgoing  tenant, 
so  long  as  he  continues  me  tenant,  as 
sometlung  he  has  to  receive.     There  is 
also  a  principle  of  rarer,   but  not  al* 
together    insensible  operation    in    the 
circumstances  of  Ireland  —  that  which 
may  be  called  the  pretium  affeeiionU^ 
the  disposition  of  many  an   Irishman, 
even  after  he  has  left  his  country,  per- 
haps driven  from  it  by  hard  necessity,  to 
find  his  way  back,  and,  if  he  can,  to  settle 
himself  once  more  on  the  soil.    I  may, 
perhaps,  be  permitted  to  mention  an  in- 
stance of  this  kind — no  doubt  an  extreme 
instance,  but,  at  the  same  time,  an  instance 
which  will  help  us  to  see  how  it  is  that 
the  tenant  in  Ireland  thinks  he  has  some- 
thing to  transfer  for  which  he  has  the 
right  to  obtain  what  he  can  get.     A 
landlord  in  the  West  of  Ireland  had, 
amoDg  other  holdings,  a  rather  miser- 
able holding  consisting  of  a  small  tene- 
ment and  an  acre  or  two  of  land,  for 
which  he  received  a  rent  of  five  guineas. 
Repeatedly,  as  he  rode  by  the  spot,  it 
occurred  to  him  that  he  ought  to  reduce 
the  rent ;  but  before  he  had  taken  any 
steps  in  that  direction  a  returned  Irish- 
man from  America  called  upon  him  and 
said  he  was  very  desirous  to  obtain  a 
plot  of  land  on    his    estate ;    he    had 
applied  to  the  tenant  of  this  small  hold- 
ing ;  the  tenant  was  quite  willing  to  sell, 
and  he  was  quite  willing  to  buy ;  and  he 
came  to  ask  the  permission  of  the  land- 
lord.    The  landlord  said — *'  Very  well, 
I  have  no  objection  ;  what  are  you  will- 
ing to  give?"     And  the  man  said  he 
was  willing  to  give  £100  for  this  five- 
guinea  holding.     The  landlord  said,  by 
way  of  jest — **  Then  I  think  I  must  raise 
the  rent;"  but  he  did  not,  and  the  trans- 
action proceeded.      Now  that  was  as 
much  a  case  of  pretium  affeciioni  as  pay- 
ing £10,000  or  £20,000  for  a  set  of  old 
Sevres  or  China  ware.     There  are  spe- 
cialities in  the  case  of  Irish  tenant  right. 
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But  what  I  wish  to  impress  upon  the 
House  is  this — that,  apart  from  those 
specialities,  the  principle  of  assignment 
is  a  principle  rooted  in  law.  By  artificial 
provisions,  introduced  into  agreements, 
through  commanding  position  of  land- 
lords, assignment  has  heen  generally 
prohibited ;  hut  the  assignment  of  the 
tenant's  interest,  whatever  it  be,  is  a 
principle,  not  only  of  Irish,  but  of  Eng- 
lish Land  Laws,  and  of  the  Land  Laws 
of  Europe  generally.  The  Bessborough 
Commission  says — 

<<  For  many  generations  the  great  bulk  of  the 
land  under  cultivation  in  Ireland  has  been  held 
on  small  farms  under  30  acres*  without  leases 
upon  parole  tenancies  from  year  to  year.  In 
these  tenancies,  by  the  Common  Law,  the  tenant 
has  always  had  a  right  of  property  which  he 
might  dispose  of,  and  which  was  only  detcrmin. 
able  subject  to  conditions,  the  principal  of  which 
was  the  requirement  of  six  months*  notice  to 
quit,  recently  extended  by  the  Act  of  1877  to 
12  months.*' 

I  will  quote  a  few  words  from  a  very  able, 
though  concise,  work  of  Mr.  Eichey,  a 
Professor  of  the  University  of  Dublin,  on 
the  Irish  Land  Laws.  He  informs  us  in 
an  early  part  of  that  work  that  yearly 
tenancies,  when  they  first  arose  in  the 
16th  century,  were  commonly  called 
leases  for  the  term  of  a  year  and  onwards 
de  anno  in  annutn,  according  to  the  plea- 
sure of  both  parties ;  and  he  says  that 
the  tenant  was  entitled,  as  any  other 
owner  of  an  interest  in  land,  upon 
this  yearly  holding  to  sell  or  sub-let  his 
farm  to  whom  and  on  what  terms  he 
pleased.  He  then  explains  how  it  was 
that  the  landlord's  consent  came  to  be 
asked;  and  he  says  that,  whether  the 
landlord  assented  or  not  to  the  sale,  all 
the  interest  of  the  previous  tenant 
passed  by  the  sale  to  the  purchaser. 
I  will  quote  lastly  an  extract  with 
which  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  has  supplied  me,  from 
a  work  of  Woodfall  on  Landlord  and 
Tenant,  in  which  it  is  distinctly  laid 
down  that  tenants  for  even  a  less  period 
than  four  years,  but  who  are  possessed 
of  a  certain  quantity  of  interest,  may 
alienate  the  whole  or  any  part  of  it  un- 
less they  are  expressly  restricted  from 
so  doing.  A  tenant  from  year  to  year 
may  therefore  assign  his  term  or  under- 
let ;  but  he  may  not  by  under-letting 
grant  an  interest  exceeding  his  own  in 
point  of  duration.  I  am  anxious  to  call 
attention  to  the  fact  that  this  interest  is 
embodied  in  the  ancient  law,  because  I 


think  that  fact  meets,  in  a  great  degree, 
the  fundamental  objection  which  Gen- 
tlemen are  apt  to  take  to  this  period  of 
tenant  right.  Thoy  say  it  establishes 
joint  proprietorship,  which  they  con- 
sider is  a  bad  thing.  I  do  not  admit 
that;  but  if  it  does  establish  a  joint 
proprietorship,  I  hold  that,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  express  restrictions,  the  old 
law  of  the  country,  corresponding,  I 
believe,  with  the  general  law  of  Europe, 
recognizes  the  tenant  right,  and  there- 
fore recognizes,  if  so  you  choose  to  call 
it,  joint  proprietorship.  Well,  that  being 
the  state  of  the  case,  how  does  it  stand 
under  the  Land  Law  of  1870  ?  It  stands 
thus— that  before  the  Land  Act  of  1870 
the  tenancy  was  determinable  upon  a 
certain  notice  at  the  close  of^  eaeh  year, 
at  the  sole  will  of  the  landlord,  and 
without  any  other  consequence  what- 
ever. What  the  tenant  had  to  assign 
was  so  small  that  the  assignment  was 
little  worth  giving  or  receiving.  But 
in  the  Land  Act — not,  I  must  own,  with 
a  view  to  fortify  the  principle  of  tenant 
right,  but  simply  with  a  view  to  de- 
fend the  tenant  in  possession  of  his  hold- 
ing and  to  render  it  difficult  for  the 
landlord  capriciously  to  get  rid  of  him — 
we  proceeded  to  enact  a  scale  of  compen- 
sation for  disturbance,  without  which  the 
tenant  could  not  be  removed.  That 
being  so,  a  valuable  consideration  was, 
by  the  Act  of  1870,  evidently  tacked 
on  to  every  yearly  tenancy  in  Ireland. 
And,  under  the  Act  of  1870,  whether 
we  intended  it  or  not,  tenant  right  has 
become  something  sensible  and  con- 
siderable. The  actual  sale  of  the  tenant 
right,  as,  I  believe,  is  observed  in  a 
marked  manner  in  the  minority  Report 
of  the  Richmond  Commission,  has  grown 
and  spread  in  Ireland ;  and  the  old  idea 
of  the  people,  running  back  into  times 
anterior  to  tenures  now  prevailing,  has 
in  modern  circumstances  received  autho- 
rity and  acquired  extension  from  the 
legislation  of  this  House.  That  being  so, 
it  ought  also  to  be  remembered  that  the 
recognition  of  tenant  right  is  certainly 
of  very  great  practical  convenience,  pro- 
vided it  can  be  restrained  from  undue  in- 
terference with  the  landlord's  right — of 
which  I  will  speak  presently.  In  the  first 
place,  it  affords  a  means  of  valuing  im- 
provements by  far  the  simplest,  cheapest, 
and  most  rapid  that  can  be  conceived. 
The  improvements  are  worth  that  which 
it  is  worth  the  while  of  the  incoming 
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man  to  give,  and  so  the  matter  is  dis- 
posed of.     Nor  is  it  an  inconsiderable 
advantag^e  that  the  landlord  is  secured 
in  all  his  just  claims  by  the  existence 
and  recof^ition  of  the  principle  of  tenant 
right.     It  is  admitted  to  be  the  first 
charge  on  tenant  right  that  the  rent 
shall  be  paid,  and  that  anything  else 
which  the  landlord  may  have  to  claim 
against  the  tenant — as,  for  instance,  in 
the  case  of  waste — shall  be  defrayed  out 
of  the  money  received  for  the  tenant 
right.     How  does  this  stand  with  re- 
gard to  the  Commissions  ?    For  I  must 
say  that  the   authority  of  these  Com- 
missions is  a  very  important  element, 
as  all  will  feel,  in  our  consideration  of 
the  case.  Every  one  of  the  Bessborough 
Commissioners  —  Mr.  Kavanagh  with 
some  reluctance,  recognized  the  prin- 
ciple of  tenant  right.     The  minority  of 
the    Bichmond    Commission    emphati- 
cally acknowledges  it,  and  the  majority 
have  not    said    one    word   against  it. 
So  we  stand  as  to  authority.     But  be- 
fore passing  from  these  recommenda- 
tions there  is  one  on  which  I  cannot 
refrain  from  dwelling  for  a  moment,  and 
that  is  the  immense  political  advantage 
that  has  been  found  to  attend  the  prin- 
ciple.    I  do  not  think  we  could  have  a 
more  vivid  illustration  of  this  political 
advantage  than  the  state  of  distress  which 
prevailed  just  12  months  ago  in  the  West 
of  Ireland.     At  that  time  there  was  a 
whole  group  of  counties  in  which  there 
prevailed  extreme  distress.    In  most  of 
these  counties  that  extreme  distress  was 
attended  with  great  public  danger.     I 
refer  particularly,  of  course,  to  Mayo 
and  Galway.     But  there  was   another 
county  where  the  distress  was  hardly  by 
a  single  shade  different  from  the  others, 
yet  where  there  was  at  that  time  no 
public    danger,    no    public    agitation, 
no    disquietude    other    than    the    dis- 
quietude   of    humane    and    Christian- 
minded  men  at  the  sufferings  of  their 
fellow-creatures;  and  that  was  the  county 
of  Donegal.    And  the  only  circumstance 
— for  it  is  one  of  the  wildest  counties 
you  have  in  Ireland — that  made  it  differ, 
as  far  as  human  judgment  can  be  formed, 
from  the  counties  near  it,  in  Connaught, 
was  the  circumstance  that  in  Donegal 
you   had  tenant  right,  while  in  Mayo 
and  Galway  you  had  not.     Well,  Sir, 
objections  may  be  taken  to  tenant  right, 
and  I  am  not  about  to  propose  an  un- 
regulated tenant  right.     It  appears  to 
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me  that  it  would  be  very  unfair  to  give 
legislative  force  to  a  tenant  without  leav- 
ing in  the  hands  of  the  landlord,  or  of 
some  public  authority,  the   means   of 
securing  his  own  just  interest.     If  a 
Court  is  to  be  called  on  at  the  will  of  the 
tenant  to  limit  the  annual  receipt  of  the 
landlord,  and  to  fix  what,  in  this  Bill, 
we  call  a  Judicial  Bent,  then  I  do  not  see 
on  what  principle  you  shall  say  that 
the  tenant  right  of  the  tenant  is  to  be 
subject  to  no  similar  and  analogous  limi- 
tation.    There  are  certainly  some  strong 
arguments  other  than  the  interests  of 
the  landlord  in  favour  of  that  course; 
for  it  may  be  very  fairly  said  that  in 
vain  do  you  cut  down  the  landlord's  ja- 
dicial  rent — and  I  am   only   assuming 
that  this  effect  may  be  to  cut  down,  for 
in  some  instances  the  effect  may  be  to 
raise  it — and  take  care  that  the  landlords' 
receipts  shall  be  limited  if,  with  the  land 
hunger  and   scarcity  which  prevail  in 
Ireland,  you  still  leave  it  open  to  anyone 
to  pay  an  extravagant  sum  for  tenant 
right,  and  thereby  to  take  holdings  on 
the  same  virtually  rack-rented  condition. 
I  therefore  hold,  and  we  have  framed 
the  Bill  on  that  principle,  that  to  recog- 
nize duly  the  power  of  the  landlord  or 
of  the  Court  to  raise  the  rent  is  the  due 
and  just  means  of  preventing  the  tenant 
right,  which  we  think  to  be  the  just  right 
of  the  tenant,  from  passing  into  extrava- 
gance, and  from  trespassing  upon  what 
is  the  just  right  of  others.     We  believe 
that  by  bringing  together,  on  fair  con- 
ditions and  in  fair  competition,  the  right 
of  the  tenant  to  assign,  and  the^right  of  the 
landlord  to  get,  what  his  land  is  reason- 
ably worth,  we  shall  be  able  to  obtain  a 
result  agreeable  to  justice  and  aereeable 
to  the  interests  of  both.   I  have  detained 
the  House  at  some  length  on  this  sub- 
ject, because  I  am  extremely  anxious  to 
do  what  I  can  for  the  purpose  of  show- 
ing, in  the  first  place,  that  there  is  no- 
thing strange  or  of  an  innovating  cha- 
racter in  the  recognition  of  this  prin- 
ciple ;    secondly,   that  it  is  rooted   in 
the    history    of   Ireland,    and    in    the 
ideas  of  the  Irish  people ;  thirdly,  that 
it  is  recommended  by  a  multitude  of 
practical  advantages ;   and,  lastly,  that 
it  need  not  entail  injustice  upon  any- 
one. 

Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  the  great  question 
which  I  think  must  constitute  the  salient 
point  and  the  cardinal  principle  of  the 
Bill;  the  institution  of  a  Court  whicb  if 
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to  take  cognizance  of  rent,  and  which,  in 
taking  cognizance  of   rent,   will  also, 
according  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
not  be  debarred  from  taking  cognizance 
of  tenure  and  assignment.     The  ques- 
tion first  to  be  considered  is  as  I  have 
stated  :  Shall  this  Court  be  an  optional 
Court,  or  shall  it  be  universal,  compul- 
sory, and  perpetual  ?    If  it  is  to  be  an 
optional  Court,  there  is  one  vital  matter 
— namely,   that   we  shall    be    assured 
in  our  minds  that  the  option  shall  be 
free.     If  it  could  be  shown  that  in  exer- 
cising an  option  with  regard  to  going 
into  Court  an  Irish  tenant  was  liable  to 
the  same  kind  of  pressure  in  any  degree, 
either  great  or  small,  under  which  he 
now  lies  in  the  land  market  when  he 
bids  for  land,  I  should  say  that  such 
an  objection  would  be  fatal.    But  on 
considering  the  matter,  as  well  as  we 
can,  we  do  not  see  that  there  can  be 
anything  to  interfere  with  the  perfect 
freedom  of  the  tenant  in  this  respect. 
I   mean,  that   if  we  say  that  by  law 
an  Irish  tenant  may  go  into  Court,  it  is 
impossible  for  the  landlord  to  bring  any 
intimidation,  direct  or  indirect,  to  pre- 
vent him  from  doing  so.     The  case  is 
something  like  this.    An  infirm  man  on 
a  public  road  may  be  intimidated  by  a  i 
stalwart  ruffian.  But  the  presence  of  the 
stalwart  ruffian  will  not  interfere  with 
the  freedom  of  the  infirm  man  if  he  sees 
some  policeman  on  the  road;   and  he 
would  call  in   the    policeman  just  as 
freely  as  if  he  had  been  under  no  fear  of 
the  stalwart  ruffian.    It  appears  to  us 
that  the  aid  of  the  Court  may  be  in- 
voked just  as  freely  by  the  Irish  tenant, 
if  there  be    good    reason    for    giving 
it  an  optional  character.     There  is  no 
reason   why  the  policeman  should   be 
glued  to  your  side  for  your  whole  life. 
Therefore  we  say  that  if  the  access  to 
iftie  Court  be  perfectly  free,  and  if  the 
action  of  the  Court  and  the  control  of 
the  Court  be  complete  and  sufficient,  it 
ought  to  rest  with  the  tenant  to  con- 
sider, from  time  to  time,  whether  he 
should  continue  in  the  Court  or  not. 
There  are  other  strong  reasons  for  mak- 
ing the  Court  an  optional  instead  of  a 
compulsory  Court. 

In  the  Bessborough  Beport  there  is  a 
short  passage  which  says — 

''It  seems  desirable  that,  in  the  future,  the 
same  Land  Laws  should  prevail  throughout  Ire- 
land, and  that  a  yearly  tenant,  in  every  part  of 
the  Kingdom,  should  poeseis  the  same  rights, 
and  b«  subject  to  the  fame  obligations.*' 


We  have  not  accepted  that  proposition . 
It  appears  to  us  that  there  are  many 
weighty  pleas  to  be  urged  against  it. 
One  plea  is  this.  There  may  be  tenants 
in  Ireland  who  do  not  desire  the  inter- 
ference of  the  Court.  After  all  that  we 
have  heard  with  regard  to  the  manage- 
ment of  many  estates  in  Ireland,  I  must 
confess  that  I  believe  it  to  be  possible 
— and  even  likely — that  there  may  be 
a  considerable  number  of  tenants  who 
would  rather  be  allowed,  if  they  have 
adequate  protection  from  the  law,  to  con- 
duct their  own  affairs  with  their  land- 
lords than  be  compelled  to  go  into  Court. 
Here,  again,  I  call  in  aid  the  authority 
of  the  Bessborough  Commission,  for  in 
the  79th  paragraph,  notwithstanding 
their  recommendation  of  a  system  uni- 
versal and  compulsory,  they  say  this — 

*'*There  will  probably  be  estates  among  those 
which  have  been  kindly  managed,  where  the 
large  allowances  made  to  improving  tenants, 
the  materials  given  or  sold  under  cost  price,  and 
the  many  other  benefits  conferred  by  a  good 
landlord,  would  be  preferred,  by  some  tenants 
at  all  events,  to  fixity  of  tenure  and  free  sale.'* 

They  say  there  that  everything  like 
fixity  of  tenure  and  free  sale  might  in 
some  cases  be  sacrificed  by  the  tenant 
in  preference  to  abandoning  the  benefits 
of  the  relations  which  exist.  I  do  not 
exactly  adopt  those  words  as  they 
stand ;  but  I  think  they  give  important 
reasons  in  support  of  the  belief  that  it  is 
not  possible  for  us  at  this  moment  to 
form  a  judgment  as  to  what  proportion 
of  the  tenants  of  Ireland  there  may  be 
who  would  rather  keep  in  their  own 
hands  the  management  of  their  own 
affairs  than  invoke  the  compulsory  aid 
of  a  public  authority. 

But,  Sir,  I  own  that  it  appears  to  me 
that  there  are  many  circumstances  in  the 
case  of  Ireland  which  discourage  us  from 
an  attempt  to  procure  what  I  may  call  a 
dead  or  mechanical  uniformity  in  the 
legal  condition  under  which  its  agricul- 
ture is  carried  on.  There  is  no  agricul- 
tural country  in  the  world  the  face  of 
which  is  so  seamed  with  variety  as 
Ireland.  You  have,  to  begin  with, 
all  the  usual  varieties,  and  you  have 
many  varieties  that  are  Irish,  and 
exclusive  Irish  too.  You  have  the 
grazing  and  the  tillage  farms ;  you  have 
the  large  holding  and  the  small;  you 
have  the  large  proprietor  and  the  small ; 
you  have  the  landlord  absentee  and  the 
landlord  resident;  you  have  the  improve- 
ments made  Bometimes  by  the  tenant 
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and  the  improvements  made  sometimes 
by  the  landlord.  For,  happily,  there  are 
and  have  been  landlords  in  Ireland  who, 
in  the  strictest  sense,  are  called  improv- 
ing landlords.  You  have  the  leaseholds 
and  you  have  the  annual  tenancy ;  the 
care-takers  of  land ;  lands  in  conacre, 
and  lands  in  rundale;  you  have  the 
lands  over-rented  through  the  opera- 
tion of  the  great  land  hunger ;  you  have 
the  lands  under-rented  through  the  tra- 
dition of  many  estates,  and  in  certain 
cases  through  the  desire,  and  perhaps 
with  the  express  purpose,  of  excluding 
tenant  right  and  assignment.  You  have 
the  old-fashioned  Irish  landlord  and  you 
have  the  new-fashioned  Irish  landlord  ; 
and  although  the  old-fashioned  Irish 
landlord  was  not  an  impeccable  being, 
yet  many  of  his  sins,  at  least  towards  his 
tenants,  were  sins  of  omission  rather  than 
of  commission,  and  in  some  respects  will 
bear  no  unfavourable  comparison  with 
what  I  call  the  new-fashioned  landlord. 
You  have  land  under  middlemen  and 
land  without  middlemen ;  you  have  les- 
sees in  perpetuity ;  and  then,  above  all, 
you  have  in  Ireland  the  prevalence  of 
local  customs  which  have  taken  deep 
root  in  the  country,  and  which,  in  my 
opinion,  we  should  be  incurring  a  very 
heavy  responsibility  by  gratuitously  en- 
deavouring to  wipe  away  from  the  face 
of  the  land. 

All  these  are  very  strong  reasons,  Sir, 
for  making  it  optional  to  the  tenant  to 
consider  whether  ho  shall  go  into  the 
Court,  or  whether  he  shall  not.  I  am 
bound  also  to  give  some  other  reasons. 
I  have  very  great  doubts  indeed  whether 
— if  we  were,  by  a  compulsory  law,  to 
refer  the  ultimate  regulation  of  every 
bargain  relating  to  land  to  a  Judicial 
Commission  sitting  in  Court — any  judi- 
cial authority  you  could  create  would 
not  break  down  under  the  weight  so 
imposed  upon  it.  I  believe  that  it 
would  probably  prove  to  be  beyond  its 
strength.  Then  I  cannot  help  saying, 
though  I  hope  it  will  not  show  that  I  am 
disloyal  to  tlie  cause  of  reform  in  the 
Land  Laws  of  Ireland,  that  there  is  no 
country  in  the  world  which,  when  her 
social  relations  come  to  permit  of  it,  will 
derive  more  benefit  than  Ireland  from 
perfect  freedom  of  contract  in  land.  Un- 
happily she  is  not  in  a  state  to  permit  of 
it ;  but  I  will  not  abandon  the  hope  that 
the  period  may  arrive.  After  all,  what 
the  Irishman  wants^ — and  I  do  not  mean 


to  say  it  is  his  fault  that  he  has  not  got 
it  —  is  the  habit   of  self-government. 
[^Cheers  from  the  IIom$   Ruler%7\      He 
wants  that  which  the   Scotchman  has 
got — \^Cheer%  and  laughter.'] — and  I  hope 
that  by  interpolating  that  objection,  I 
have  sufficiently  guarded  myself  against 
unwarranted  deductions.     But  I  say  se- 
riously that  the  Court,  after  all,  thoagh 
it  may  be,  and  I  believe  is,  a  right  and  a 
needful  measure  ;  yet  you  must  not  con* 
ceal  from  yourselves  the  fact  that  it  is  one 
in  the  form  of  centralization,  referring  to 
public  authority  what  ought  to  be  trans- 
acted  by   a  private   individual.     That 
may  be  an  infinitely  smaller  evil  than 
some  other  evil  you  may  have  to  con- 
tend with,  and  may  be  therefore  a  thinff 
that  you  ought  to   embrace   with  all 
your  heart    under  the   circumstances; 
but  I  confess  to  great  doubts  whether  it 
is  a  thing  which  you  ought  to  stereotype 
and  stamp  as  far  as  you  can  with  the 
seal  of  perpetuity.     But,  in  any  case, 
it  ought  not   to  be  a  one-sided  Court 
If  a  Court  is  to  interfere,  it  must  inter- 
fere for  the  purpose   of  doing  justice. 
Therefore,  speaking  generally,  we  can- 
not lay  down  the  proposition  that  it  is 
to  interfere  for  the  protection  and  ad- 
vantage of  the  tenant  alone.     We  can- 
not make  those  who  sit  on  the  seat  of 
justice  forsake  justice,  even  with  objects 
in  view  so  high  and  so  important  as  the 
objects  of  Land  Keform  in  Ireland.  Well, 
Sir,  if  that  be  so,  the  proper  conclu- 
sion is  that  we  should  not  force  anyone 
into  the  Court.     We  should  leave  the 
access  to  it  perfectly  free ;  so  regulated 
by  public  authority  that  the   smallest 
tenant  in  Ireland  may  go  into  it  as  fear- 
lessly as  if  he  were  the  greatest.  Another 
conclusion  is  that   we  should  not  by 
compulsion    insure    the    perpetuity   of 
what  is,  after  all,  an  abnormal  system — 
its  perpetuity  under  all  circumstances, 
however  much  they  may  have  changed 
from  those  which  now  prevail,  and  how- 
ever closely  they  may  approximate  to 
the  circumstances    of   other    countries 
where    the   relation    of    landlord    and 
tenant  require  no   such  means  to  be 
employed  in   order  to   their  just  and 
satisfactory   regulation.     We  therefore 
propose  that  the  entrance  into  the  Conrt 
should  be  an  optional  entrance. 

And  now  I  wUl  proceed  to  g^ve  you 
the  words,  which  I  hope  will  be  perfec^j 
clear,  relating  to  tnose  propositions 
which  we  juslly  consider  the  most  nisi 
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and  central  portion  of  the  Bill.  Eyery 
tenant  now  existing  in  Ireland  may  call 
in  the  Court.  The  first  purpose  will  be 
to  find  a  **  judicial  rent ;"  that  rent  will 
be  upon  the  basis  of  a  fair  rent ;  and 
we  have  thought  it  our  duty  to  endea- 
vour to  grapple  with  the  very  difficult 
task — where  none  of  the  Commission 
show  any  particular  readiness  to  deal 
with  it — of  giving  to  the  Court  some 
guidance  in  its  efforts  to  arrive  at  a 
fair  rent.  The  words  themselves  will  be 
found  in  the  Bill ;  but  I  may  describe 
the  principle  of  them.  Possibly  they 
may  oe  open  to  amendment;  but  I  may 
describe  the  principle  of  them  as  con- 
taining a  reference  to  a  solvent  tenant 
on  the  one  side,  and  on  the  other  side  a 
due  regard  to  the  value  of  the  tenant 
right.  When  the  Court  has  fixed  the 
judicial  rent,  that  judicial  rent  will  carry 
with  it  a  statutory  term  of  15  years, 
during  which  there  can  be  no  change. 
During  that  period  there  can  be  no  evic- 
tion of  the  tenant  without  leave  of  the 
tenant  or  the  Court,  except  it  be  for 
breach  of  certain  specified  covenants,  or 
for  the  non-payment  of  rent.  During 
that  period,  there  will  be  no  power  of 
resumption  by  the  landlord,  even  with 
the  leave  of  the  Court,  no  matter  what 
may  have  taken  place  as  between  the 
landlord  and  the  tenant,  or  however 
grave  the  plea  for  resumption  may  be. 
In  regard  to  the  more  purely  legal 
aspects  of  the  Bill — the  event  of  breach 
of  covenants,  or  for  non-payment  of 
rent — the  process  which  will  be  adopted 
will  be  more  fully  explained,  as  the  Bill 
progresses,  by  my  rignt  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  and  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland.  The  gene- 
ral idea  is  that  there  can  only  be  a 
compulsory  sale  of  the  tenant  right  in 
the  case  of  a  breach  of  the  conditions  of 
the  tenant  right  within  the  period  to 
which  I  have  referred  ;  and  at  the  end  of 
that  period  the  tenant  will,  of  course, 
give  up  his  holding.  The  tenant  right 
may  be  sold,  according  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill,  at  any  time  within  the 
period  at  the  end  of  which,  under  the 
present  law,  the  tenant  would  be  finally 
turned  out  of  his  holding.  The  effect 
of  our  proposal  will  be  that  the  tenant 
will  have  allowed  to  him  for  the  sale  of 
his  holding  all  the  time  which,  in  the 
event  of  non-payment  of  rent,  is  allowed 
for  the  contingent  resumption  of  his 
holding  upon  the  discharge  of  all  pay- 


ments to  be  made  him.  At  the  close  of 
the  statutory  term  of  15  years  applica- 
tion may  be  made  for  the  renewal  of 
this  time,  and  that  application  may  be 
made  toties  quotiM  until  a  certain  con- 
tingency, which  I  will  presently  describe, 
arises  in  the  tenancy.  When  it  is  re- 
newed, the  conditions  as  to  eviction  will 
remain  the  same ;  but  after  the  expira- 
tion of  the  next  term  of  15  years  the 
landlord  may,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Court,  and  for  certain  strictly  defined 
and  sufficient  reasons,  resume  posses- 
sion. This  right  of  resumption  by  the 
landlord  will,  when  the  holdings  are  in 
Court,  be  subject  entirely  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Court,  because  we  fully  re« 
cognize  the  importance  of  clear  defini- 
tion in  an  Act  of  this  kind;  but  the 
cases  which  we  recognize  as  fulfilling 
the  definition  of  reasonable  and  suffi- 
cient are  these.  They  must  be  cases 
either  referring  to  the  good  of  the  hold- 
ing, the  good  of  the  estate,  or  the  benefit 
of  the  labourers  in  respect  of  their  cottages, 
gardens,  or  allotments.  The  renewal  of 
the  judicial  rent  may  take  place,  toties 
quotieSf  at  the  end  of  each  of  these  terms, 
as  long  as  the  tenancy  continues  to  be 
what  in  the  Bill  we  define  as  **  a  present 
tenancy."  I  wish  to  draw  the  particular 
attention  of  the  House  to  these  terms, 
because,  as  we  intend,  a  present  tenancy 
does  not  cease  to  be  a  present  tenancy 
simply  on  the  change  of  the  tenant,  and 
the  only  mode  in  which  it  can  pass  from 
a  present  to  a  future  tenancy  are  these. 
If  there  be  a  breach  of  covenant,  and  upon 
that  an  eviction,  the  land  passing  back 
to  the  landlord,  then  a  new  tenancy  arises; 
if  there  be  reasonable  cause  for  resump- 
tion by  the  landlord,  a  new  tenancy  arises. 
We  have  also,  under  the  Bill,  reserved 
to  the  landlord  what  is  called  a  right  of 
pre-emption  in  case  the  tenant  wishes  to 
sell  his  tenant  right.  Not  that  the  land- 
lord can  compel  the  tenant  to  do  so ;  but 
if  the  tenant  wishes  to  sell  his  tenant 
right  the  landlord  may,  under  the  au- 
thority of  the  Court,  apply  for  it  and  pur- 
chase it.  If  the  landlord  does  not,  the 
tenant  becomes  again  the  possessor  of 
the  holding.  But  we  provide  that  his 
becoming  the  possessor  of  the  holding 
shall  not  constitute  any  future  tenancy 
within  the  1 5  years  after  the  passing  of 
the  Act.  Therefore  there  will  be  no 
future  tenancy  created  this  way  within 
the  first  15  years  after  the  passing  of 
the  Act.    la  ccMses  where  what  is  called 
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the  '*  English  system  "  prevails,  or,  as 
we  define  it,  where  the  holding  has  heen 
maintained  and  improved  by  the  land- 
lord, we  have  thought  that  justice  de- 
mands that  the  landlord  should  not  be 
brought  into  a  new  and  exceptional 
state  of  things  which  really  has  no 
application  to  the  relation  which  sub- 
sists between  him  and  the  tenant.  We 
have  left  a  large  power  of  equity  be- 
tween the  landlords  and  their  tenants  ; 
but  I  must  make  an  explanation  to  the 
House  on  this  point  with  reference  to 
the  action  of  the  Court,  because  it  is 
one  of  great  practical  importance.  A 
very  lively  and  just  susceptibility  has 
been  shown  by  JRepresentatives  from 
Ireland  as  to  the  effect  of  the  Act  in 
cases  where  proceedings  with  a  view 
to  eviction  have  been  commenced ;  and 
it  has  been  said  that  if  you  take  the 
cases  of  excessive  rent  which  the  tenant 
has  been  unable  to  pay,  it  would  be 
extremely  hard  that  such  a  tenant 
should  be  deprived  of  the  benefit  which 
this  Act  proposes  to  confer  on  tenants 
as  a  class.  What  we  propose,  therefore, 
is  substantially  that  where  the  process 
has  been  completed,  and  the  redemp- 
tion period  has  expired,  there  should  be 
no  interference ;  but  where  the  pro- 
ceeding is  pending,  where  it  has  been 
commenced,  we  provide  that  the  appli- 
cation of  any  tenant  in  Ireland,  who  is 
under  this  process,  to  the  Court  on  the 
first  day  of  its  sitting  shall  have  the 
same  right  as  if  it  were  made  on  the  first 
day  of  the  passing  of  the  Act.  The 
effect  of  that  will  be  virtually  to  stay  the 
proceedings  to  this  extent — that  it  will 
allow  a  tenant  to  go  before  the  Court  and 
obtain  the  fixing  of  the  judicial  rent, 
and  he  will  thus  obtain  a  tenant  right, 
whether  fixed  or  not,  of  which  he  will 
not  lose  the  benefit  on  account  of  any 
proceedings  taken  before  the  passing  of 
the  Act. 

I  think.  Sir,  that  is  a  tolerably  fair 
account  of  the  main  provisions  relating 
to  the  action  of  the  Court,  with  the 
exception  of  what  I  shall  call  the  **  judi- 
cial lease,"  which  I  shall  explain  by- 
and-bye.  It  is  more  important  that  I 
should  next  submit  to  the  House  the 
case  of  what,  in  the  Bill,  wo  call  "  or- 
dinary tenancies ;  "  because,  as  I  have 
said,  we  do  not  think  it  desirable  to 
make  a  complete  holocaust  of  free  con- 
tract in  Ireland,  but  to  allow  those  who 
are  satisfied  with  the  present  system  to 


remain  under  it.  We  do  not,  therefore, 
deal  with  ordinary  tenancies  held  by 
those  who  have  no  wish  to  avail  them- 
selves of  the  altered  circumstances. 

I  will  now  describe  the  changes  made 
in  their  case  quite  irrespective  of  any 
application  to  the  Court.  The  ordinary 
tenant  will,  like  the  tenant  under  the 
Court,  be  invested  from  the  passing  of 
the  Act  with  the  right  of  assignment. 
He  will  be  able  to  sell  his  tenant  right 
Of  course,  the  landlord  will  have  the 
right  to  refuse  the  purchaser  to  whom 
the  tenant  wishes  to  assign  his  right ; 
but  only  upon  reasonable  grounds; 
and  in  defining  and  determining  these 
reasonable  grounds,  we  have  endeavoured 
to  follow,  as  well  as  we  could,  the  practice 
that  now  prevails  in  Ulster,  and  which 
is  hardened  into  a  sort  of  inflexible  and 
recognized  rule.  The  landlord,  when  the 
tenant  desires  to  quit,  will  have  the  right 
of  pre-emption  of  the  tenant  right  at  a 
rate  fixed,  but  not  by  himself.  He  may 
buy  in  the  open  market,  or  he  may  apply 
to  the  Court  to  have  the  price  fixed  oy 
the  Court.  .When  the  price  of  the  tenant 
right  is  fixed  by  the  Court,  in  all  cases 
where  the  holding  has  been  improved 
by  outlay  on  the  part  of  the  landlord 
the  amount  of  such  improvements  may 
be  treated  as  a  set-off  against  the  tenant 
right,  provided  the  landlord  has  never 
been  remunerated  by  the  rent  paid  or 
otherwise.  I  need  not  say  that  the  land- 
lord's claim  will,  according  to  the  univer- 
sal practice  in  Ireland,  be  satisfied  out 
of  the  purchase  money.  Ordinary  annual 
tenancies  may  be  bequeathed ;  but  they 
must  be  bequeathed  to  one  person  only. 
Of  course  the  House  will,  I  imagine, 
readily  understand  the  object  of  that 
provision. 

I  now  come  to  an  important  point 
of  the  Bill  which  refers  to  cases  in 
which  landlords  propose  frequent  in- 
creases of  rent.  In  cases  of  that  kind 
the  landlord  may  propose  to  the  tenant 
an  increase  of  rent ;  and  if  the  tenant 
accepts  the  increase  the  statutory  term 
ensues,  and  the  rent  cannot  again  be 
increased  for  15  years.  That  is  to  amend 
one  of  the  flaws  of  the  Land  Act  under 
which  unduly  increased  rents  have  been 
placed  on  the  shoulders  of  tenants.  But 
if  the  tenant  refuse  an  increase  of  rent  he 
may  choose  between  three  alternatives : 
he  may  sell  his  tenant  right,  in  which 
case  increased  rent  demanded  wHl  serve 
to  diminish  the  price  he  will  receive  for  it 


913 


ZandZai^ 


(Apkil7,  1881) 


(Irekni)  Bill. 


914 


But  in  cases  where  it  is  shown  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Court  that  the  rent 
was    below    a  fair  rent,  the  landlord 
shall  be  entitled  to  plead  that  fact  as  a 
set-off  against  any  claims  of  the  tenant  in 
respect  of  the  increase;  and  the  Court 
may  dispose  of  any  part,  or  even  the 
whole,  of  that  increase.     We  have  intro- 
duced a  provision  of  this  nature  into  the 
Bill,  the  effect  of  which  may  be  stated  as 
follows.     If  the  landlord  desires  to  raise 
the  rent,  he  will  be  able  to  do  so,  pre- 
suming that  the  tenant  will  agree  to  pay 
rather  than  leave  the  holding.     If,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  landlord  does  not 
desire  to  keep  the  tradition  of  his  pro- 
perty, but  wishes  to  keep  the  rents  below 
a  value  corresponding  to  the  idea  of  a 
fair  rent,  he  shall  not  be  liable  to  have 
that  eaten  up  by  its  going  to  increase  the 
tenant  right ;  but  when  the  tenant  right 
is  claimed,  he  may  establish  the  fact  that 
the  rent  is  below  a  fair  rent,  and  have 
the  difference  set  off  against  the  claims 
for   tenant  right.      So    much  for    the 
tenant's  first  option ;   he  may  sell  his 
tenant  right  and  ask  the  landlord  ten 
times  the  increase.     His  second  option 
is  that  he  may  fall  back   upon  com- 
pensation   for    disturbance    and    com- 
pensation for  improvements.     The  third 
option  he  may  exercise  is  that  he  may, 
upon    demand  for   an   increased   rent, 
exercise  his  right  to  go  into  Court  and 
demand  the  fixing  of  a  judicial  rent.     If 
he  accepts  the  increase  in  the  rent,  he 
obtains,  ipsofactOf  what  we  call  a  statu- 
tory term  of  15  years.     If  he  exercises 
his  option  in  favour  of  taking  compen- 
sation for  disturbance,  then  comes  the 
change  we  propose  to  make.     We  pro- 
pose to  keep  the  scale  of  compensation 
for  disturbance,  but  to  raise  the  rate  with 
regard  to  large  holdings.     I  had  better 
perhaps  read  to  the  House  the  scale  as 
it  will  now  stand.  First  of  all,  we  strike  out 
all  valuation  in  regard  to  compensation 
for  disturbance,  and  we  propose  that  com- 
pensation for  disturbance  shall  be  regu- 
lated entirely  by  the  amount  of  rent.   If 
the  rent  is  under  £30,  the  compensation 
that  may  be  given  for  disturbance  shall 
never  exceed  seven  years'  rent ;  if  under 
£50,   five  years'  rent;  if  under  £100, 
four  years'  rent ;  and  if  over  £  100,  three 
years'  rent.    The  scale  at  present  is, 
that  if  the  rent  is  over  £100,  only  one 
years'  rent  is  to  be  g^ven,  and  if  under 
£10,   seven  years'  rent.     That  is  the 
condition  in  which  we  propose  to  leave 


such  of  the  tenants  of  Ireland  as  do  not 
desire  to  invoke  the  protection  of  the 
Court. 

There  are  other  provisions  of  the 
Bill  to  which  I  will  now  very  briefly  call 
the  attention  of  the  House. 

I  have  said  nothing  as  yet  about  the 
Ulster  Custom ;  and  on  that  sub j  ect  a  lively 
interest  is  felt  by  many  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland.  The  general  principle  of  our 
Bill  as  regards  the  Ulster  Custom  is  this. 
The  Ulster  tenant  may,  if  he  pleases, 
remain  under  the  custom  as  he  is  now ; 
but  if  he  remains  in  that  position,  as 
regards  the  sale  of  the  tenant  right  and 
other  particulars,  he  shall  have  the  pro- 
tection of  the  general  provisions  of  the 
Bill  for  controlling  augmentations  of 
rent.  We  are  convinced  by  the  evidence 
that  there  is,  whether  extensively  or 
occasionally,  a  very  manifest  conviction 
that  the  Ulster  Custom,  if  it  is  to  endure, 
must  have  some  protection;  and  it  is 
desirable  that  if  the  Ulster  tenant  wishes 
to  go  into  the  Court  he  should  be  allowed 
to  do  so.  If  he  accepts  the  increased 
rent,  he  obtains  the  term  of  15  years, 
during  which  he  will  hear  nothing  more 
of  increased  rent.  So  much  if  he  remains 
under  the  custom ;  but  if  he  chooses  to 
pass  from  under  the  custom  and  fall 
back  upon  the  general  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  and  go  into  Court  like  anyone  else, 
he  is  at  liberty  to  do  so.  Speaking 
generally,  we  have  thought  it  no  part  of 
our  duty  to  interfere  with  current  leases 
in  Ireland.  But  as  to  leases  in  Ulster, 
we  believe  their  case  to  be  peculiar ;  and 
we  provide  that  the  Ulster  tenant,  now 
under  lease,  may  claim  compensation, 
as  it  has  been  provided  under  the  clauses 
of  the  Land  Act,  with  the  modification 
now  introduced  when  the  lease  expires. 
I  think  that  is  all  I  need  say  about  the 
particular  case  of  the  Ulster  tenant. 

We  have  endeavoured  to  amend  the 
law  with  regard  to  compensation  for 
improvements.  At  present  the  law  is 
dejfective,  because  it  is  dealt  with  under 
the  phrase  "improvements  effected  by 
the  tenant  or  his  predecessor  in  title  ;  " 
and  a  technical  di&culty,  with  regard  to 
a  breaking  tenancy,  has  had  the  effect, 
in  many  judgments  delivered  in  Ire- 
land, of  depriving  tenants  of  the  title  of 
their  predecessors  as  to  compensation 
for  improvements.  We  have  therefore 
endeavoured  to  make  an  effectual  amend- 
ment of  the  law  on  that  point,  so  as  to 
give  the  tenant  compensation  for  the 
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improTements  effected  by  his  predecessor 
in  title,  and  for  which  he  has  had  to  pay. 

Now  comes  the  question  of  the  leases 
in  Ireland.  We  have  provided  in  the 
Land  Act  of  1870  that  a  lease  for  37 
years  should  exempt  the  landlord  from  the 
provisions  of  the  Act.  But  it  has  been 
stated  that  the  feeble  position  of  the 
tenant  has  been  taken  advantage  of  in 
some  cases — though  probably  not  in 
many — so  far  as  almost  to  compel  his 
acceptance  of  a  lease,  at  a  high  rent,  and 
on  harsh  terms,  and  with  no  remaining 
status  at  the  end  of  the  lease.  Now 
what  we  propose  is  this  :  that  any  lease 
which  is  to  exempt  from  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  must  be  a  judicial  lease,  pre- 
pared or  approved  of  by  the  Court ; 
and  we  have  made  it  the  special  busi- 
ness of  the  Court,  in  preparing  and  ap- 
proving the  provisions  of  a  lease,  to 
consider  the  interests  of  the  tenant  and 
the  valuation  of  his  tenaucy.  So  that  I 
hope  we  have  made  a  sufficient  provision 
as  to  the  terms  of  the  lease.  With  re- 
gard to  the  provision  as  to  the  expiry  of 
the  lease,  the  tenant  will  be  in  the  posi- 
tion of  a  **  future  tenant  " — that  is  to 
say,  he  will  not  have  the  power  of  going 
into  the  Court  and  of  getting  a  judicial 
rent  fixed;  and  the  landlord  may,  if 
he  please,  raise  his  rent  at  the  end 
of  the  lease.  But  in  all  other  respects 
the  tenant  will  be  an  annual  tenant, 
and  will  have  power  to  sell  his  tenant 
right. 

There  is  a  plan  which  it  is  said  some 
of  the  landlords  in  Ireland  are  disposed 
to  adopt  and  some  of  the  tenants  are 
disposed  to  favour,  under  which  there 
is  to  be  what  is  called  a  fixed  tenancy — 
that  is  to  say,  a  tenancy  where  the  hold- 
ing continues,  subject  either  to  a  per- 
petual fee-farm  rent,  without  any  varia- 
tion, or  a  perpetual  fee- farm  rent  with 
a  re-valuation  by  the  Court  at  fixed 
periods,  and  where  all  power  of  resump- 
tion by  the  landlord  from  any  cause, 
however  groat,  and  under  whatever 
authority,  is  taken  away.  We  think 
that  to  make  a  compulsory  law  of  that 
nature  would  be  to  destroy  the  character 
of  proprietor  in  the  landlord  in  its  es- 
sence and  in  its  centre  ;  and  I  do  not 
require  now  to  enter  into  the  many  grave 
arguments,  perfectly  distinct  from  the 
landlord's  interest  and  right  and  includ- 
ing that  interest  and  right,  against  such 
a  proposition.  Our  proposal  is  that,  in 
the  case  of  these  fixed  tenancies,   the 


Court  should  undertake  the  buiden, 
wherever  the  landlord  and  tenaat  an 
agreed,  of  appl3dng  these  provisions. 
We  have  provided,  generally  speaking, 
that  there  can  be  no  power  to  oontract 
out  of  the  terms  of  the  Act ;  and  yet  it 
does  appear  strange  to  impose  a  limitt- 
tion  of  that  kind  upon  what  may  fairly 
be  called  large  holdings.  We  cannot 
here  adopt  the  rule  of  rent,  because  the 
power  to  contract  or  not  to  oontract  out 
of  the  Act  might  yary  with  the  variatioa 
of  rent  in  a  manner  almost  zidiculoos. 
The  valuation  is  more  paramount ;  and 
we  therefore  propose  that  there  should 
be  a  power  to  contract  out  of  the  Act  in 
cases  were  the  valuation  amounts  to 
£150  and  upwards — that  is  to  say, 
speaking  generally,  that  this  power  of 
contracting  out  of  the  Act  shall  only 
apply  in  the  case  of  holdings  of  a  valae 
of  over  £200  a-year.  We  have  also  a 
clause  substituting  arbitration  for  a  de- 
cree of  the  Court ;  and  I  think  that  the 
only  other  point  I  need  make  clear  to  the 
House  is  the  nature  of  the  present  ten« 
ancy.  We  are  desirous  to  obviate  any 
such  supposition  as  that  the  present  ten- 
ancy means  an3rthing  but  a  tenancy  in 
the  hands  of  the  present  owner.  We 
say  that,  if  there  is  no  breach  in  the  con« 
dltions,  it  is  capable  of  bearing  a  con- 
tinuing interest — in  fact,  it  is  capable  of 
passing  on  from  generation  to  genera- 
tion, unless  the  landlord  exercises  the 
power  of  resumption  under  the  sanction 
and  control  of  the  public  authorities. 

After  this  long  enumeration,  I  must 
still  detain  you  for  a  very  short  time 
while  I  say  a  word  or  two  with  regard 
to  the  second  and  far  less  complex 
part  of  this  Bill,  in  which  at  the 
present  time  tho  liveliest  interest  is 
felt ;  I  mean  the  portion  which  I  have 
described  under  the  general  phrase  of 
the  group  of  provisions  requiring  public 
advances.  I  would  just  take  this  op- 
portunity, as  making  these  public  ad- 
vances will  constitute  a  very  large  part 
of  the  duties  of  the  Court,  of  stating 
what  we  propose  as  to  the  constitution 
of  the  Court.  That  which  will  be,  in 
one  point  of  view,  a  Court,  will  be,  in 
another  point  of  view,  a  Land  Commis- 
sion. As  a  Court  it  will  be  charged  with 
tho  final  authority  over  the  decisions  of 
all  land  cases,  and  it  will  be  the  business 
of  the  Court  so  considered  to  lay  down 
rules  for  the  guidance  of  the  Ciyil  Bills 
Courts,  which  will  really  be  the  Courts 
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of  Fii^st  Instance  in  all  land  cases. 
We  did  not  think,  upon  the  whole,  that 
it  would  be  wise  to  dispense  altogether 
with  the  advantage  to  be  derived  from 
the  great  experience  which  the  Judges 
of  the  Civil  Bills  Courts  have  acquired. 
It  would  have  been  very  difficult  to  pro- 
vide a  new  agency  such  as  would  abso- 
lutely justify  us  in  removing  the  pre- 
sent powers  altogether  from  the  field. 
But  we  have  endeavoured,  in  the  first 
place,  to  make  provision  for  calling  in 
the  aid  of  valuers  where  needed,  and 
rendering  that  aid  effective  ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  for  their  being  subject  to 
the  rules  of  the  Land  Commission,  so  as 
to  secure  efficiency  and  uniformity  in  the 
administration  of  a  very  important  law. 
The  Land  Commission  will  thus  be  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  and  will  be  the  master, 
in  what  relates  to  land,  of  the  tribunals 
below.  It  will  consist  of  three  persons, 
one  of  whom  must  always  be  a  Judge  or 
an  ex- Judge  of  the  Supreme  Court.  Its 
proper  seat  will  be  in  Dublin.  But,  in- 
asmuch as  its  operations  may  extend, 
especially  in  cases  of  public  advances  in 
connection  with  land,  beyond  the  power 
of  one  set  of  Commissioners  to  deal  with, 
we  have  invested  it  with  the  power 
not  only  of  appointing  Assistant  Com- 
missioners and  other  officers,  but,  if 
necessary,  of  appointing  Sub-Commis- 
sioners to  sit  in  the  several  Provinces  of 
Ireland,  and  to  conduct  their  functions 
under  the  control  of  the  Central  Com- 
mission. 

So  much  for  the  constitution  of  the 
Court,  which  will  be  charged  with  this 
double  g^oup  of  functions,  each  of  which 
I  think  exceedingly  important. 

Now  I  come  to  describe,  and  I  need 
only  describe  briefly  and  rapidly,  the 
important  subjects  which  connect  them- 
selves with  public  advances.  Do  not  let 
it  be  supposed  that  public  advances  are 
things  unknown  to  Ireland.  On  the 
contrary,  we  find  that  as  regards  agri- 
cultural improvements,  so  far  as  the  de- 
finition of  the  purposes  goes  for  which 
advances  may  be  made,  it  is,  I  believe, 
absolutely  beyond  the  wit  of  man  to  en- 
large them ;  and  the  change  which  we 
propose  to  make  in  the  law  is  not  in  re- 
gard to  the  purposes  of  ag^cultural  im- 
provements, but  in  regard  to  the  agency 
through  which  they  will  be  carried  on. 
The  first  and  most  important  point  is 
that  which  relates  to  the  acquisition 
of  Imd  by  the  tenant.    I  will  not  dis- 


cuss that  interesting  question  at  present 
I  will  only  say  that,  economically,  I 
quite  admit  it  is  open  to  a  great  diversity 
of  view.  It  has  in  some  cases  been 
eminently  successful.  In  Ireland  you 
have  many  owners  of  land  who  have 
shown  a  faculty,  which  we  cannot  but 
admire,  for  it  is  nowhere  excelled,  of 
extracting  the  means  of  subsistence  and 
the  means  of  prosperity  from  very  small 
holdings  or  spaces  of  ground.  On  the 
other  hand,  it  must  be  admitted  that, 
from  whatever  cause,  small  virtual  pro- 
prietorships, under  the  name  of  per- 
petuity leases,  have  not  been  happily 
distinguished  in  the  past  history  of  Ire- 
land. But  I  decline  to  enter  into  the 
economical  part  of  the  subject.  What 
we  desire,  and  what  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan* 
caster,  the  original  author  of  the  sug- 
gestion, desires,  is  the  political  and  social 
advantage  of  the  people.  We  feel  the 
great  necessity  there  is  of  a  serious 
effort  on  the  part  of  Parliament  to  en- 
large the  circle  of  proprietors  of  land 
in  Ireland,  and  to  insist  upon  a  more 
considerable  portion  of  the  community 
being  in  that  body  which  possesses  the 
traditions  associated  and  connected  with 
the  ownership  of  land. 

Now  our  provisions  in  regard  to  the 
acquisition  of  land  by  tenants  are  of 
two  kinds.  In  the  first  place  they  are 
these  :  to  assist  tenants  with  money  for 
the  purchase  of  their  holdings,  without 
any  further  intervention  by  the  Com- 
mission, where  the  tenant  is  able  to  buy 
and  the  landlord  is  willing  to  sell.  I 
must  say,  on  this  point,  that  there  are 
questions  with  regard  to  some  public 
Bodies  in  Ireland — possibly  some  of  the 
Companies  in  the  North  of  Ireland — 
which  may  be  opened  up  in  the  discus- 
sion on  this  Bill,  but  upon  which  I  at 
present  sedulously  refrain  from  giving 
my  opinion.  I  do  not  wish  to  compli- 
cate this  discussion  with  that  matter. 
But  where  a  tenant  can  be  assisted 
and  fortified  in  the  independent  pur- 
chase of  his  holding,  and  where  it 
would  be  fair  to  enable  him  to  do  it,  we 
are  disposed  to  give  him  every  aid  we 
can;  and  this,  whether  he  purchases 
absolutely,  or  whether  he  purchases  with 
the  payment  of  a  fine  and  the  retention 
of  the  fee-farm  rent  on  the  land.  But 
then  what  is  more  important  is  this — that 
the  Commission  is  not  only  to  assist  the 
tenant  in  tliQ  -^xuccJcl^^  ^i\^\i^$^^!b3^%x 
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but  it  18  itself  to  become,  on  reasonable 
terms,  the  purchaser  from  willing  land- 
lords of  their  estates  in  order  to  re-sell 
those  estates.  Perhaps  I  ought,  on  this 
point,  to  say,  without  further  delay,  that 
a  most  important  and  difficult  question 
here  arises.  We  shall  authorize  the 
Commission,  if  the  Bill  be  approved,  to 
purchase  where  the  proportion  of  the 
tenants,  amounting  to  three-fourths  in 
number  and  value,  is  ready  to  re-pur- 
chase, and  to  advance  to  these  purchasing 
tenants  three-fourths  of  the  whole  price. 
And  here  arises  a  very  important  ques- 
tion :  are  these  tenants  to  be  allowed  to 
borrow  the  remaining  fourth?  Well, 
we  came  to  the  conclusion  that,  upon  the 
whole,  they  ought  to  be  allowed  to  do 
BO  ;  and  one  reason  which  I  think  is  con- 
clusive in  favour  of  that  liberal  arrange- 
ment is  this — that  already  under  the 
Bill,  apart  from  any  purchase  of  the  soil, 
they  will  have  the  tenant  right.  Having 
the  tenant  right,  they  will  have  some- 
thing upon  which  they  can  borrow. 
When  they  purchase,  the  tenant  right 
will  merge  in  the  fee ;  and  it  will  be  ex- 
tremely hard  upon  them,  when  they 
have  become  not  only  possessed  of  the 
tenant  right  but  are  absolutely  part 
owners  of  the  soil,  that  when  they  have 
become  the  actual  owners  of  a  piece  of 
land  they  should  lose  the  power  of  bor- 
rowing which  they  possessed  before. 
We  propose  that  those  purchases  shall 
be  entirely  relieved  from  the  difficulty  as 
to  the  legal  expenses  of  the  purchase. 
We  shall  charge  them  a  lump  sum,  and 
that  lump  sum  will  cover  the  law  convey- 
ance and  every  other  charge.  It  will 
be  so  calculated  as  to  do  no  more  than 
fairly  remunerate  the  State  for  the  cost 
and  labour  involved  in  conducting  the 
private  business  of  individuals. 

There  is  yet  a  further  and  not  less  im- 
portant boon  which  we  propose  to  confer. 
Of  course  we  are  obliged  to  provide  that 
while  the  holding  continues  subject  to  a 
charge  it  should  not  bo  sub-lot  or  sub- 
divided. When  it  ceases  to  become  sub- 
ject to  a  charge  the  owner  will  become 
absolute  master  and  landlord.  But  the 
boon  to  which  I  refer  is  this :  we  mean  to 
guarantee  the  title  of  these  purchasers. 
Now  that  is  a  provision  of  great  import- 
ance ;  for,  if  you  recollect,  the  Commis- 
sioners will  not  have  a  Parliamentary  title 
themselves,  but  they  will  have  a  power 
of  investigation,  and  they  will  be  able,  in 
the  enormous  majority  of  cases — almost 


in  every  case — ^to  attain  to  a  moral  cer- 
tainty. That  which  they  will  surrender, 
that  which  they  will  endanger,  by  giving 
this  perfectness  of  title  will  be  something 
very  small ;  that  which  they  will  confer  on 
the  tenant  purchaser  will  be  somediing 
very  great  and  essential. 

This  is  a  brief  account,  a  rude  outline, 
of  what  we  propose  with  regard  to  pro- 
visions for  the  acquisition  of  land  by 
tenants.  8o  far  as  the  rules  of  action 
are  concerned,  with  regard  to  agricul- 
tural improvements,  I  have  already 
stated  that  nothing  can  be  more  libend 
or  comprehensive  than  the  definition 
of  the  purposes  for  which  the  State 
is  authorized  to  advance,  and  desires 
to  make  advances  both  to  owners  and 
tenants  —  including  leases  —  wherever 
they  have  an  interest  sufficient  to  con- 
stitute in  any  degree  a  basis  of  public 
security;  and  to  show  that  I  am  not 
misleading  the  House  in  making  this 
statement,  I  may  observe  that  since  the 
Famine  the  sum  advanced  in  Ireland  for 
the  whole  group  of  purposes  of  this 
kind  appears  to  be  not  less  than 
£17,500,000.  The  change  we  make  is 
this :  we  propose  to  authorize  the  ad- 
vances, not  only  to  owners  and  to  tenants, 
but  likewise  to  solvent  Companies.  Com- 
panies may  be  formed  for  the  purpose  of 
the  reclamation  of  land,  for  planting, 
or  for  other  agricultural  improvements ; 
and  the  condition  which  we  propose 
to  require  is  this — that  our  advances 
shall  not  be  greater  than  one-half  the 
sums  which  the  Companies  themselves 
have  procured  and  laid  out,  except  in 
the  case  where  they  obtain  the  cover 
of  a  baronial  guarantee ;  and  then  the 
sums  we  can  advance,  instead  of  being 
limited  to  one-half,  may  amount  to  as 
much  as  two-thirds. 

There  is  another  subject  which  cannot 
be  omitted ;  but  it  is  one  of  delicacy  as 
well  as  of  importance.  I  mean  the  sub- 
ject of  emigration.  It  is  impossible  for 
the  Government  to  pass  it  by ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  they  are  of  opinion  that 
it  is  a  matter  in  which  there  must  be 
great  caution.  There  must  be  great 
caution  in  dealing  with  anything  like 
what  I  may  call  sporadic  emigration; 
but  there  may  be  well-regulated  emi- 
gration —  emigration  of  communities, 
carrying  with  them  their  local  organiza- 
tion and  traditions  and  domestic  ties, 
which  may  possibly  be  carried  on  to  the 
great  advantage  of  all  parties  and  to  the 
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individuals  themselves.  Keeping  that  in 
view,  we  include  emigration  amongst  the 
purposes  for  which  public  advances  may 
be  made.  This  matter  will  not  be,  like 
advances  for  public  works  and  so  forth, 
under  the  control  of  the  ordinary  ma- 
chinery of  the  Government ;  subject  to 
the  consent  of  the  Treasury,  it  will  be 
under  the  Land  Commission,  which  may 
make  advances  for  this  purpose  either, 
in  the  first  place,  to  Colonial  Govern- 
ments— and  in  the  case  of  Canada  we 
include  not  only  the  Dominion  but  also 
the  Provincial  Legislatures — and,  in  the 
second  place,  to  Companies. 

So  much  for  the  purposes  of  the  ad- 
vances that  we  propose  Parliament  shall 
undertake  in  general  terms  to  make  it. 
It  may  perhaps  be  asked :  what  is  the 
amount  up  to  which  these  advances  may 
be  made?  "Well,  Sir,  we  have  much 
considered  the  matter,  and  we  have 
thought  it  our  duty  not  to  place  any 
other  limit  than  prudential  rule  on  the 
amount  which  Parliament  may  think  it 
right  from  year  to  year  to  give.  Let  us 
take  care  not  to  charge  the  State  with 
duties  which  it  cannot  perform.  Let 
us  take  care  that  when  we  make  ad- 
vances they  are  covered  by  reasonable 
security.  Let  us  take  care  that  we  do 
not  tempt  others  into  foolish  measures. 
But,  adopting  all  the  rules  of  prudence, 
we  should  not  like  to  uay  that  either 
£5,000,000  or  £10,000,000,  or  any  other 
number  of  millions,  was  the  absolute 
limit  which  could  in  no  case  be  passed. 
And  there  is  another  reason  for  this 
course,  which  is  complimentary  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  opposite,  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I  think 
it  was  in  his  time  that  full  recognition 
was  given  to  the  principle  that  these 
advances  of  public  money,  though  they 
are  against  assets,  and  are  upon  secu- 
rity, ought  to  be  kept  under  the  con- 
trol of  Parliament  precisely  like  pub- 
lic expenditure.  1  think  it  was  my 
right  hon.  Predecessor  who  first  gave 
full  efi'ect  to  that  principle,  and  estab- 
lished that  good  and  excellent  system 
under  which  the  annual  prospective 
wants  of  the  State  for  all  these  purposes 
are  now  confided  in  the  Treasury,  and  a 
Bill  is  brouffht  down  to  Parliament  ask- 
ing it  for  whatever  sum  is  shown  to  be 
necessary.  I  should  have  been  sorry  to 
infringe  on  any  good  law  or  mea- 
sures which  I  found   was   due  to   the 

forethought  and  carQ  of  my  Predecessor ', 


and  in  this  case  I  think  the  principles 
of  Parliamentary  control  are  in  happy 
coincidence  with  our  general  purposes. 
I  do  not  hesitate  to  say,  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  that  in  our  opinion 
the  system  of  advances  for  the  several 
purposes  I  have  described  ought  to  be 
tested  by  its  working.  We  ought  to 
be  very  slow  indeed  to  &x  a  merely 
pecuniary  limit  so  long  as  the  bounds 
of  prudence  are  respected,  the  essential 
conditions  are  fulfilled,  and  while  we 
find  the  people  of  Ireland  able  and 
willing  to  avail  themselves  of  the  provi- 
sions of  this  Bill. 

I  think  I  have  now  gone  through 
the  most  important  provisions  of  this 
measure.  I  feel  that  I  have  led  the 
House  through  a  wilderness  of  detail, 
through  which  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther I  can  supply  them  with  a  clue; 
but  I  will,  in  a  very  few  words,  try  to 
sum  up  the  effect  of  what  I  have  said. 
I  ought  perhaps  to  have  stated  before, 
that  as  to  the  descriptions  of  tenancies 
in  Ireland  to  which  this  Act  applies, 
they  are  substantially  the  same  as  those 
contemplated  by  the  Land  Act  of  1870. 
Therefore,  when  I  speak  of  tenancies  in 
Ireland,  I  mean  such  tenancies  as  come 
under  the  Act  of  1870.  We  propose  to 
set  up,  on  the  one  hand,  a  system  of 
limited  and  regulated  freedom  of  con- 
tract between  landlord  and  tenant.  But 
in  consideration  of  the  circumstances  of 
Ireland,  we  propose  that  the  tenant  shall, 
notwithstanding,  be  fortified  by  certain 
provisions  of  the  law  as  to  his  right  of 
sale  and  as  to  guarantees  against  arbi- 
trary increase  of  rent.  On  the  other 
hand,  we  offer  free  entrance  into  Court 
for  the  settlement  of  all  questions  which 
may  arise  between  the  parties,  so  that 
no  matter  relating  either  to  tenure, 
or  to  assignment  of  land,  or  to  rent,  can 
escape  the  supervision  of  the  public 
authority — the  Court — if  the  present 
tenant  desires  it.  The  Court  must  act 
on  general  principles  of  justice;  and 
if  the  improved  general  law  keep  a 
tenant  out  of  Court,  it  will  do  so  because 
he  thinks  it  his  interest  to  remain  out  of 
Court.  I  fully  admit  that  in  the  case  of 
any  country  in  which  the  agricultural 
relations  were  established  on  a  tolerably 
good  and  happy  footing,  it  would  be 
an  extremely  sorry  ofier  to  make,  either 
to  a  landlord  or  a  tenant,  to  tell  him 
that  ho  mij^ht  have  the  privilege  of 
going  into  9»  Court  of  Justice  for  the  ^u]> 
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pose  of  xnakiDg  his  bargain.  Still,  in 
the  peculiar  state  of  affairs  in  Ireland,  it 
is  what  wo  deliberately  and  advisedly 
propose  to  do.  We  have  accordingly 
made  the  entrance  into  Court  an  essen- 
tial part  of  the  Bill ;  indeed,  it  is  the 
very  core  and  centre  of  the  measure  wo 
now  submit. 

On  the  morning  that  this  Bill  passes 
every  landlord  and  tenant  will  be  subject 
to  certain  new  provisions  of  the  law  of 
great  importance.  In  the  first  place,  an 
increase  of  rent  will  be  restrained  by  cer- 
tain rules.  In  the  second  place,  the  com- 
pensation for  disturbance  will  be  regu- 
lated according  to  different  rates.  And 
in  the  third  place — more  important  pro- 
bably than  any — the  right  to  sell  the 
tenant's  interest  will  be  universally  estab- 
lished. These  are  some  of  the  means 
outside  the  Court  which  we  propose ;  but 
there  will  also  remain  to  the  tenant  the 
full  power  of  going  to  the  Court  to  fix  a 
judicial  rent,  which  may  be  followed  by 
judicial  tenant  right.  The  judicial  rent 
will  entail  a  statutory  term  of  15  years, 
the  renewal  of  it  totieg  quoties  to  be  pro- 
vided so  long  as  the  present  tenancy 
exists,  and  the  present  tenancy  not  to  bo 
determined  by  the  mere  change  of  tenants. 
Evictions  will  hereafter,  we  trust,  be 
only  for  default ;  and  resumption  by  the 
landlord,  apart  from  the  default  of  the 
tenant,  will  disappear  from  Ireland,  ex- 
cept it  be  from  causesboth  reasonable  and 
grave,  and  such  as  may  be  brought  into 
question  before  the  Court. 

We  are  sometimes  told  that  it  is  a 
hopeless  business  to  legislate  for  Ire- 
land. I  am  not  of  that  opinion.  Let  us 
consider  what  has  happened  in  Parlia- 
ment in  our  time.  For  half  a  century, 
and  half  a  century  alone.  Parliament  has 
been  intermittently  —  but  still,  on  the 
whole,  not  without  resolution,  and  not 
without  good  intention — engaged  in  the 
attempt  of  applying  to  Ireland  better, 
larger,  and  more  liberal  systems  of  policy 
and  legislation.  And  what  has  happened 
in  Ireland  in  that  time  ?  No  country  has 
reaped  larger  benefits  from  the  great 
transition  between  Protection  and  Free 
Trade  —  benefits  absolutely  unmixed, 
for  the  price  of  everything  that  Ireland 
produced  was  raised.  In  England  the 
tenant  farmer  had  to  face  a  decrease  in 
the  price  of  his  principal  commodity,  on 
which  ho  had  always  mainly  and  unduly 
relied  for  the  payment  of  his  rent — 
ztamely,  his  wheat.    But  Ireland  is  a 
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country  whioh   imported   more   whett 
than  was  grown.    The  benefit  to  her 
accordingly,  in  that  respect,  has  been 
unmixed,  and  from  other  causes  it  hii 
been  abundant.     Look  at  the  improved 
condition  of  the  people.     What  old  mm 
is  there  in  Ireland  now  who  can  compsie 
unfavourably  the  condition  of  the  people 
at  present  in  every  part  of  Ireland  witb 
what  it  was  half  a  century  ago  ?  or  wlio 
can  overlook  the  great  transformatioii 
that  has  taken  place    in   the  countiy 
without  thanking  God  for  what  has  oe- 
curred  ?    Look  at  the  increase  in  wagee ; 
to  say  that  they  have  doubled  in  many 
cases  would  be  saying  what  is  yeiy  £u 
within  the  mark.     Look  at  the  diminu- 
tion of  crime.     The  homicides  of  Ireland 
have  shrunk  to  a  mere  fraction  of  what, 
within  my  recollection,  they  habitoaUy 
were.  The  small  holdings — the  very  knot 
of  the  difficulty,  not  yet  overcome — have, 
after  all,  kept  on  a  steady  progress  of 
diminution.    In  1851  they  were  280,000 ; 
in   1861    they  were  269,000.     [IromMl 
cheers.']     1  am  now  speaking  of  holdings 
under  15  acres,  and  I  believe  they  are 
a  source  of  great  difficulty  in  Ireland. 
I  have  no   aversion  to  small  holdings. 
In  England  I  delight  to  see  them.    I 
may  say  I  abhor  the  system  which  has 
prevailed  in    Ireland  —  the   system  of 
what  is  called  the  wholesale  consolida- 
tion of  farms.    Still  I  have  no  doabt 
that   the  diminution  of  small  holdings 
in  Ireland  is  a  sign  of  the  prog^ress  of 
the  country.     In  1851,  as  I  have  said, 
there  were  280,000;  in  1861  they  were 
269,000;   in   1871  they  were  246,000; 
and  in  1879  they  were  227,000.     That 
cannot  be  said  to  be  a  violent  diminu- 
tion ;  nor  can  I  wish  to  see  a  diminution 
in  any  respect  resembling   that  which 
succeeded  the  Famine.     That  which  has 
taken  place  seems  to  me  to  be  a  diminu- 
tion under  the  influence  of  gentler  and 
more  natural  causes;  and  if  by  those 
causes  the  diminution  can  be  carried  far- 
ther, especially  in  a  few  districts  of  the 
country,  I  have  no  doubt — in  fact,  it  is 
proved  in   evidence  —  that   it   will  be 
greatly  for  the  advantage  of  the  people 
of  Ireland.     On  the  other  hand,  hold- 
ings above  15  acres  have  increased  con- 
siderably in  number.    In  1851  they  were 
149,000;  in  1879  they  were  171,000. 

And  here,  Sir,  there  is  another  state- 
ment which  I  wish  to  notice,  although 
it  comes  from  a  source  not  particu- 
larly  sympathetic   or   gentle   towards' 
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me.  Indeed  the  pamphlet  from  which 
I  quote  rather  violently  denounces  the 
.  Land  Act  of  1870,  for  which  I  am 
greatly  responsible.  It  is  a  pamphlet 
which  is  called  Facit  and  Figures ^  pub- 
lished by  the  Land  Committee  of  Ire- 
land, and  I  assume  nothing  on  its  be- 
half except  its  good  faith  and  the  com- 
petency of  the  people  who  wrote  it. 

Now  here  are  some  very  interesting 
facts  on  which  I  cannot  but  think  reliance 
may  be  placed;   and  if  they^be  facts, 
they  will  tend  to  correct  a  mischievous 
misapprehension  that  has  gone  abroad, 
to  the  effect  that  changes  and  raisings  of 
rent  have  become  more  frequent  during 
late  years  in  Ireland,  at  least,    as  far 
as  the    larger    estates   are   concerned. 
For  these  facts  and  figures,   and  the 
operations  of  the  Land  Committee,  do 
not  profess   to   have    a   great   deal  to 
do  with,   or  to  speak  for,  the  smaller 
estates.     What  they  state  is  this.     They 
give  an  account  of  4,703,000  acres  of 
land  in  Ireland,  which  makes  an  area 
80  large    that    we   cannot   suppose    it 
not  to  be  representative  of  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  entire  country.  From  page 
19  of  the  pamphlet  from  which  I  quote 
you  will  find  the  following  figures : — 
In  the  10  years  between  1850  and  1860 
the  rents  were  changed,  that  is  to  say 
raised,  for  that  is  evidently  the  meaning 
of  it,  on  1,515,000  acres.  In  the  10  years 
between  1860  and  1870  the  rents  were 
raised  on  868,000.     And  in  the  10  years 
between  1870  and  1880,  that  is,  during 
the  period  since  the  Land  Act  was  passed, 
the  rents  were  only  raised  on  326,1)00 
acres,    or  less  than  one-fourth  of  the 
acreage  on  which  the  rents  had  been 
raised  in  the  decade  of  20  years  be- 
fore. 

Take  next  the  case  of  evictions,  which 
is  the  last  test  I  will  apply,  to  show 
that  we  have  some  reason  to  think  that 
the  labour  of  Parliament  has  not  been 
altogether  wasted  in  Ireland.  I  take 
the  15  years  from  1854  to  1868,  and 
I  compare  them  with  the  eight  years 
since  the  Land  Act  of  1870,  and 
before  the  unhappy  seasons  of  1878 
and  1879.  In  these  15  years,  end- 
ing in  1868,  the  maximum  number 
of  evictions  was  1,825;  the  minimum 
was  459,  and  the  average  932.  In  the 
eight  years  between  the  Land  Act  and 
1878  the  maximum  number  of  evictions 
had  fallen  from  1,825  to  592,  the  mini- 
mum number  from  459  to  868,  and  the  I 


average  number  from  982  to  467,  or 
exactly  one-half. 

Those  figures  are  a  great  encourage- 
ment to  us.    There  may  be  other  facts, 
Sir,  which  are  disheartening  enough; 
but  those  which  I  have  quoted  are  such 
as  ought  to  teach  us  neither  to  despair 
nor  even  to  despond.     And  there  is  a 
higher  and  a  nobler  encouragement  still 
than  this,  and  one  to  be   enjoyed  by 
all  men  who  have  faith  in  certain  prin- 
ciples of  action.     It  is  said  that  our 
legislation  has  failed  in  Ireland.    I  do 
not  admit  failure.     I  admit  the  suc- 
cess to  be  incomplete.     I  am  now  asked 
how  it  is  to  be  made  complete.     I  say 
by  patient  perseverance  in  well-doing ; 
by  steady  adherence  to  the  work  of  jus- 
tice. We  shall  then  not  depend  upon  the 
results  of  the  moment.     It  will  not  be 
what  to-day  may  say,  or  what  to-morrow 
may  say.     It  will  be  rather  what  fruits 
we  shall  reap  in  the  long  future  of  a  na- 
tion's existence.     In  dealing  with  that 
we  proceed  upon    a   reckoniug   which 
cannot  fail.     Justice,  Sir,  is  to  be  our 
guide.     And,  as  it  has  been  said  that 
love  is  stronger  than  death,    even  so 
justice  is  stronger  than  popular  excite- 
ment, stronger  than  the  passions  of  the 
moment,  stronger  even  than  the  grudges, 
the  resentments,  and  the  sad  traditions 
of  the  past.     Walking  in  that  path  we 
cannot  err.     Guided  by  that  light — that 
Divine  light — we  are  safe.     Every  step 
that  we  take  upon  our  road  is  a  step  that 
brings  us  nearer  to  the  goal,  and  every 
obstacle,  even  although  for  the  moment 
it  may  seem  insurmountable,  can  only 
for  a  little  while  retard,  and  never  can 
defeat,  the  final  triumph. 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  concluded 
by  moving  for  leave  to  bring  in  the 
BUI. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  I 
only  rise.  Sir,  for  the  purpose  of  express- 
ing my  own  strong  sense,  and  I  hope  it 
will  be  the  opinion  also  of  the  House, 
that  it  is  due  both  to  the  importance  of 
the  subject  and  also  to  the  great  impor- 
tance of  the  speech  to  which  we  have 
listened  with  so  much  attention,  and  I 
may  say  with  so  much  admiration,  that 
we  should  for  the  present  postpone  any 
discussion  of  the  principles  which  are 
involved  in  this  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  matter  is  one  of  the  very 
highest  national  importance ;  the  con- 
siderations involved  are  of  the  most  deli- 
cate character;  and  ^q  mvj  ^^aL^ — 
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eyen  after  so  full  a  description  as  has 
been  given  us — misunderstand  in  the 
first  moment  the  application  and  bearing 
of  some  of  the  proposals  which  have  been 
made.  I  hope,  therefore,  it  may  be  the 
feeling  of  the  House  to  abstain  now  from 
anything  in  the  nature  of  discussion; 
although,  of  course,  it  may  be  right  that 
questions  should  be  put  on  any  point 
that  seems  to  require  elucidation.  For 
my  own  part,  I  limit  myself  to  express- 
ing the  hope  that  we  may  very  soon  be 
favoured  with  the  Bill  itself,  in  order 
that  we  may  have  full  time  to  consider 
it.  I  understand  that  the  Government 
propose  to  commence  the  discussion  on 
the  second  reading,  which  can  hardly 
be  short,  on  the  first  Monday  after  the 
Easter  Becess.  I  give  no  opinion  upon 
that ;  but  we  shall  certainly  require  a 
good  deal  of  time  fully  to  master  all  the 
details  of  the  measure.  I  am  sure  that 
the  House  will  address  itself  to  this 
great  question  in  a  spirit  of  calm  deli- 
beration, with  a  desire  to  do  justice  to 
its  merits,  and  also  to  the  economic  and 
the  social  considerations  to  which  our 
attention  has  been  directed,  bearing  in 
mind  that  what  is  not  economically  true 
may  be  plausible  but  not  really  satis- 
factory. But  I  trust  the  House  will 
consider  that  these  are  matters  that  are 
carefully  to  be  weighed  and  discussed 
without  passion  or  prejudice,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  without  any  premature  readi- 
ness to  yield  too  quickly  to  anything  in 
the  nature  of  mere  emotion  and  senti- 
ment. I  must  personally  thank  my  right 
hon.  Friend  for  observations  which  he 
made  in  the  course  of  his  speech.  I  am 
sure  that  in  the  matter  to  which  he  re- 
ferred there  can  be  but  one  desire  on  the 
part  of  all  who  are  interested  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  financial  questions,  that  we 
should  do  the  best  we  can  to  insure  regu- 
larity of  proceeding  and  responsibility 
in  Parliament.  Certainly  the  application 
of  the  principles  which  he  has  indicated, 
if  accepted  by  the  House,  will  amply 
test  the  powers  of  financial  administra- 
tion. I  abstain,  however,  myself,  and 
I  hope  it  will  be  the  disposition  of  the 
House  to  abstain,  from  anything  like 
lengthened  discussion  on  this  occasion. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  it  was  not  his  inten- 
tion to  attempt  anything  like  a  discussion 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  He  con- 
curred entirely  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  in 
deprecating  a   hasty  decision    ou    the 


questions  inyolred  in  a  measure  of  ilitt 
great  importance.    At  the  same  time, 
speaking  generally,  the  second  part  of 
the'  Bill  had  been  explained  so  simply 
and  fully  that  he  must  say  he  believed 
it  would  be  looked  upon  by  the  peopb 
of   Ireland  as  being  of    a  satisfactoij 
nature.     He  thought  it  might  go  a  little 
further ;  but,  looking  at  the  whole  caae, 
and   considering  the  difficulties  whidi 
the  Government  had  to  contend  with,  it 
was  a  generous  measure.    The  first  part 
of  the  Bill  was  of  such  intricacy,  and 
dealt  with  interests  of  so  varied  a  cha- 
racter, that  he  would  like  to  see  the  Bill 
before  committing  himself  to  an  opinion 
upon  it.    He  had  always  a  certain  sne- 
picion  of  the  sub-clauses  in  a  Bill,  hav- 
ing found  that  they  often  did  away  with 
the  generosity  of  its  general  principle. 
He  did  not  understand  exactly  where  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  got  the  tenn 
of  15  years  as  a  term  for  the  re-adjust- 
ment of  relations  between  landlords  and 
tenants.    He  was  sure  that  such  a  tenn 
had  not  been  brought  before  either  of 
the  Commissions.      He  might  appeal  to 
Irish  Members  sitting  in  all  parts  of  the 
House.     That  question  was  a  question 
of  business,   and  he  thought  that  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  would  see  the  inex- 
pediency of  having  too  frequent  repe- 
titions of  those  adjustments,  and  would 
give  a  long  term,  which  would  be  better 
for  the  interests  of  all  parties  concerned. 
The  general  weight  of  opinion  was  in 
favour  of  a  longer  term  for  adjusting 
rents  than  that  proposed  in  the  Bill.  He 
hoped  that  the  Prime  Minister  would 
consider  that  point  before  they  came  to 
the  second  reading.    Again,  he  believed 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
propose  to  deal  with   existing  leases. 
Now,  he  thought  that  some  of  the  leases 
made  within  the   last   10    years  were 
leases  which  ought  to  be  interfered  with 
in  the  interest  of  justice,  and  that  there 
would  be  no  real  objection  on  the  part 
of  the  community  generally  in  Ireland 
to  that.     Cases  had  come  before  the 
Commission  where  such  leases  had  been 
forced  upon   the  tenants,   who  had  no 
option;    and  he  did  not   see   why  the 
Commission  should  not  be  empowered 
to  deal  with  cases  where  manifest  injus- 
tice had  been  done.     No  one  who  knew 
the  western  parts  of  Conn  aught  could 
read  the    accounts  of    the    ejectments 
against  the  poor  people  without  deep  sor- 
row.   He  knew  that  oountiy  w^i  voA 
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believed  that  many  of  the  people  were  not 
able  to  pay  any  rent  at  all ;  they  were 
in  a  state  of  (fire  poverty.  He  there- 
fore trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  insert  in  the  Bill  some  date 
prior  to  its  introduction,  say  the  Ist  of 
January,  or  even  an  earlier  day,  so  as  to 
bring  those  ejectments  within  the  opera- 
tion of  the  measure.  The  Courts  of 
Quarter  Sessions  were  capable  of  de- 
ciding legal  points ;  but  they  were  not 
fit  to  deal  with  questions  of  valuation 
even  with  the  assistance  of  any  valuators 
who  might  be  brought  in.  Surely  there 
would  be  no  difi^culty  in  handing  over 
to  the  Commission  or  the  Land  Court 
questions  of  the  appointment  of  valuers 
and  the  supervision  of  valuation  and  of 
rents.  In  conclusion,  he  most  sincerely 
hoped  that  that  effort,  which  he  recog- 
nized to  be  an  honest  and  a  great  effort, 
by  a  great  Minister,  to  settle  one  of  the 
greatest  questions,  not  political  only,  but 
social,  which  ever  came  before  a  Govern- 
ment, would  be  judged  calmly  and  fairly 
on  both  sides  of  the  House^  and  that  it 
would  prove  effectual  in  bringing  about 
a  permanent  settlement  of  the  land  tenure 
of  Ireland. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  rose  that  it 
might  not  be  supposed  that  he  admitted 
the  accuracy  of  the  construction  put  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  a  paragraph 
of  the  Eeport  of  the  Boyal  Agricultural 
Commission.  It  was  quite  true  that  the 
Commissioners  did  say  that  it  was  the  de- 
sire of  the  tenants  throughout  Ireland 
that  there  should  be  interference  on 
the  part  of  a  Court  with  the  arbitrary 
raising  of  rents;  but  that  meant  the 
arbitrary  raising  of  rents  on  the  tenant's 
own  improvements.  That  was  a  very 
different  thing  from  approval  of  the  es- 
tablishment of  a  Court  to  regulate  rents 
on  all  occasions,  upon  which  at  present 
he  expressed  no  opinion.  The  second 
.part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  stat<)- 
ment,  where  he  endeavoured  to  deal  with 
and  mitigate  what  was,  no  doubt,  the 
chief  evil  of  Ireland,  he  had  heard  with 
undisguised  satisfaction.  But  he  wished 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  point 
out  in  what  manner  the  landlord  was  to 
receive  compensation.  He  remembered 
that  when  the  Act  of  1870  was  before 
the  House,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  over  and  over  again  that  any 
measure  of  the  kind  could  not  be  car- 
ried out  with  justice  unless  compensa- 
tion was  made  to  the  landlord. 

70L.  COLK,     [Tmm>  ssrjss.] 


Mr.  LITTON  said,  that  the  people  of 
the  North  of  Ireland,  when  the  Bill  was 
placed  in  their  hands,  would  approach 
its  consideration  with  no  unfriendly  feel- 
ings. There  was  one  point  upon  which 
he  would  reserve  his  opinion — namely, 
as  to  the  15  years'  statutory  term  and 
the  revising  of  rent.  He  would  wish 
to  see  a  longer  period  of  rest  before  re« 
vision.  He  thought  the  principle  which 
allowed  the  interference  of  the  Court  to 
be  invoked  at  the  instance  of  the  tenant, 
and  the  provision  as  to  free  sale,  worthy 
of  the  highest  commendation.  But  he 
regretted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  seen  his  way  to  meet  the 
legitimate  aspirations  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  as  to  something  more  decided 
and  clear  in  the  nature  of  fixity  of 
tenure.  The  desire  of  all  the  tenants 
he  had  ever  met  was  to  be  free  from  the 
insecurity  which  crushed  every  effort  at 
improvement.  No  one  ever  proposed 
fixity  of  tenure  without  admitting  that 
it  should  be  subject  to  the  payment  of  a 
fair  rent  and  to  prohibition  against  sub- 
division. He  would  only  add  that  he 
and  his  hon.  Friends  would  reserve  to 
themselves  the  right,  in  a  loyal  spirit,  to 
endeavour  to  improve  the  Bill  in  several 
important  particulars  in  the  interest,  not 
only  of  the  tenant  farmers  of  Ulster, 
but  of  all  Ireland. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  had  no  inten- 
tion to  say  a  word  on  the  Bill ;  but  he 
wished  to  ask  two  Questions.  1st,  Whe- 
ther his  right  hon.  Friend  would  state 
what  were  the  demands  made  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  behind  him,  which  he  cha- 
racterized as  **  public  plunder  ?  "  2nd, 
Whether  any  calculation  had  been 
made,  or,  if  not,  whether  he  would  cause 
it  to  be  made  before  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  as  to  the  money  value  of  the 
tenant  right  which  was  about  to  be  con- 
ferred upon  Irish  tenants  by  the  Land 
Bill,  and  for  which  they  had  paid  nothing? 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
he  believed  the  measure  just  announced 
was  a  very  good  one.  It  seemed  prac- 
tically to  be  the  '*  three  F's."  The  great 
question  was,  as  regards  the  principles,  to 
guide  the  Land  Court  in  determining 
what  was  fair  rent.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  passed  somewhat  lightly  over 
that  subject.  A  fair  rent  might  be  the 
commercial  rent,  less  the  tenant's  im- 
provements ;  and  another  view  would  be 
that  the  rents  should  have  soulq  t^l^^v^sv^. 
to  what  was  paii\iQioT^,  ^TA>iXxi^\.S5aft\a.'* 
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crease  of  that  rent  should  take  place  only 
in  proportion  to  the  increase  of  value, 
and  equitable  reasons  for  increasing  or 
diminishing  that  rent.    He  did  not  quite 
apprehend  from  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  what  degree 
the  position  of  the  small  tenant  would  be 
made  one  of  complete  fixity.  As  far  as  he 
understood,   the  eviction  of  the  small 
tenant  was  to  be  obstructed  and  pre- 
vented; that  would  be  fixity  of  tenure 
not  directly,  but  indirectly  conferred.  He 
gathered  from  the  general  drift  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  that  the 
large  tenant  would  gain  most  by  the 
Bill,  because,  owing  to  the  smallness  of 
his  compensation  for  disturbance  and 
liability  to  be  contracted  out  of  the  Act 
of  1870,  the  large  tenant  was  practically 
almost  excluded  from  that  Act;  whereas 
by  the  present  Bill  he  would  be  put  on 
almost  exactly  the  same  footing  as  the 
small  tenant.     It  appeared  to  him  (Sir 
George  Campbell)  that  there  were  two 
kinds  of  tenure — one  a  status  tenure,  and 
the  other  a  purely  contract  tenure.     As 
to  contract  tenure,  it  would,  in  his  opi- 
nion, be  a  mistake  to  interfere  with  it, 
except  to  give  the  right  to  get  the  value 
of  the  capital  which  the  tenant  put  into 
the    soil.     As  to  the  latter    parts   of 
the  Bill,   though  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  much  about  the  mode  in 
which  money  was  to  be  advanced,  he 
said  nothing  about  the  mode  in  which 
it  was  to  be  got  back.     He  did  not  un- 
derstand how  the  advances   from  the 
British  Treasury  were  to  be  recovered, 
especially  from  Colonial  Governments; 
and  whatever  was  done  in  this  direction 
should  be  done  with  great  circumspec- 
tion, and  with  a  clear  prospect  of  get- 
ting the  money  back  again.    The  House 
would  remember  that  the  importance  of 
saving,  or,  at  any  rate,  of  not  losing, 
money  had  been  sufficiently  pointed  out 
in  the  Budget  Speech. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH 
asked  whether  it  was  intended  that  the 

I)rovisions  of  the  Bill  as  between  land- 
ord  and  tenant  should  come  into  effect 
during  the  existence  of  present  agree- 
ments ?  In  other  words,  would  a  tenant 
be  able  to  apply  to  a  Court  for  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  rent  he  had  agreed  to  pay 
during  the  currency  of  the  term  for 
which  he  had  agreed  to  pay  it  ? 

Mb.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  hoped 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  no  difficulty  in    answering  that 
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question.    If  the  proyisioxui  of  the  Bill 
applied  only  where  there  was  no  existing 
agreement,  the  operation  of  the  measure 
would  be  very  limited  indeed.    In  his 
opinion,  any  man  would  incur  a  grievoiis 
responsibility  who  would  say  anything, 
either  in  the  House  or  out  of  it,  whidi 
would  have  a  tendency  to  prejadge  the 
Bill,  or  which  would  tend  to  prevent  tiie 
public  of  Ireland,  whom  it  so  greatly 
concerned,  from  giving  just  and  impar- 
tial consideration  to  tne  merits  of  the 
provisions  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
explained.  Without,  therefore,  attempt- 
ing to  discuss  the  Bill,  he  would  only 
say  that  he  thought  it  an  honest  and 
manly  effort  to  deal  with  a  complicated 
and  difficult  question.     He,  however, 
should  like  to  know  whether,  when  a 
tenant  came  to  the  end  of  an  existing 
lease,  he  would  have  a  right  to  eo  to 
the  Land  Court  and  ask  for  a  re-aajusi- 
ment  of  his  rent  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  replied,   that  he 
would  not,  in  that  case. 

Mr.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  thought 
such  a  tenant  as  worthy  an  object  of  the 
protection  of  the  Bill  as  a  tenant  from 
year  to  year.  He  looked  to  the  second 
part  of  the  Bill  with  g^eat  hope  as  a 
means  for  working  out  the  redemption 
of  the  Irish  people.  At  the  same  time, 
he  should  have  been  very  glad  if  it  had 
been  proposed  to  make  the  Bill  to  some 
extent  retrospective,  and  believed  it 
would  not  be  either  unjust  or  inconve- 
nient to  antedate  its  operation  to  the 
day  on  which  the  Compensation  for  Dis- 
turbance Bill  of  last  year  was  intended 
to  have  come  into  force.  By  that  means 
it  would  be  made  to  cover  the  cases  in 
which,  under  the  pressure  of  the  ex- 
ceptional distress  of  the  last  three  years, 
the  tenants  had  been  deprived  of  their 
holdings.  

Mr.  lewis  praised  the  very  dear 
manner  in  which  the  Prime  Minister 
had  stated  his  proposals.  The  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  dis- 

gosed  of  more  than  one  faUacy  which 
ad  hitherto  prevented  fair  dealing  with 
this  great  question,  and  it  was  now  to  be 
hoped  that  neither  the  iniquity  of  the 
Irish  Land  Law  nor  the  harsh  and  op- 
pressive character  of  the  Irish  land- 
owners would  be  taken  for  granted  as 
undoubted  facts.  As  regarded  the  second 
part  of  the  Bill,  he  was  inclined  to  think 
that  the  Government  might  have  been 
more  liberal  in  their  advances.     Ihe 
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difference  between  three-fourths  and 
four-fifths  was  not  very  considerable ; 
but  it  represented  a  sum  that  was  more 
important  to  the  Irish  tenant  than  to 
the  country  at  large.  He,  however, 
asked  the  House  to  look  with  suspicion 
on  any  proposition  to  lend  money  to 
public  companies  to  carry  out  emigra- 
tion. He  quite  recognized  the  distinc- 
tion between  the  attempt  to  create  a 
peasant  proprietary  and  the  desire  to 
encourage  the  real  and  hondfide  farmers 
to  become  the  owners  of  their  holdings. 
The  latter  class  of  men  alone  were  use- 
ful ;  but  to  settle  a  number  of  miserable 
and  poverty-stricken  people  on  small 
plots  of  land  was  an  unmixed  evil.  On 
the  other  hand,  nothing  could  be  better 
than  to  enable  the  actual  cultivators  of 
the  soil,  substantial  men,  with  an  ade- 
quate quantity  of  land,  to  become  the 
possessors  of  their  farms. 

Mr.  GIVAN  assured  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Kirkcaldy  Burghs  (Sir 
George  Campbell)  that  the  advances 
from  State  funds  to  Irish  tenants, 
judging  from  the  past,  would  certainly 
be  repaid.  He,  however,  regretted  that 
greater  pecuniary  advantages  should 
not  have  been  offered  to  the  tenants, 
who,  in  a  great  many  cases,  would  not 
have  sufficient  capital  in  their  hands  to 
make  the  necessary  improvements  in 
their  land.  If  the  Government  intended 
this  measure  to  be  successful,  they  ought 
to  empower  the  whole  of  the  purchase- 
money  to  be  advanced  by  the  State; 
and  they  might  with  advantage  also 
authorize  advances  by  the  Board  of 
Works  for  drainage  and  other  improve- 
ments. Then,  the  term  of  15  years 
appointed  for  fixity  of  rent  appeared 
to  him  too  low ;  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  see  their  way  to  extend  it 
to  30  years.  He  also  thought  that  a 
more  satisfactory  tribunal  for  the  settle- 
ment of  land  questions  might  have  been 
created.  On  the  whole,  however,  he 
believed  the  Bill,  subject  to  Amend- 
ments which  might  be  made  in  Com- 
mittee, would  confer  incalculable  bene- 
fits upon  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  PAENELL  quite  agreed  that 
it  would  not  be  fair  either  to  the  Go- 
vernment or  the  Bill  to  express  any 
opinion  on  it  until  they  saw  the  measure 
in  print.  He  wished,  however,  to  ask 
a  question  in  reference  to  a  point  of 
practical  experience  in  view  of  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  West  of  Ireland.    The 


view  he  entertained  as  to  the  retrospec- 
tive action  of  the  measure,  or  rather,  as 
to  the  effect  the  measure  would  have  on 
tenants  ejected  already,  or  who  might 
be  ejected  before  the  Bill  passed  into 
law,  was  that  such  tenants,  provided 
the- Bill  passed  before  the  six  months' 
terms  allowed  for  redemption,  would 
have  a  right  to  come  into  the  Court,  ask 
to  have  their  rent  fixed,  and  sell  their 
tenant  right  at  the  fixed  rent ;  and  he 
desired  to  know  whether  he  was  correct 
in  holding  that  view  ?  Without  ventur- 
ing to  discuss  the  main  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  he  regretted  the  Government 
had  adopted  the  principle  of  emigration 
instead  of  migration.  If  they  had  given 
power  to  the  Commission  they  proposed 
to  form  to  purchase  land  in  Ireland,  the 
Commission  would  be  able  to  find  plenty 
of  improvable  land  in  every  county  where 
a  congestion  of  the  population  existed 
for  this  purpose  of  planting  or  migrat- 
ing the  tenants  from  other  districts.  In 
Mayo,  for  instance,  where  the  people 
existed  in  the  most  miserable  condition 
on  small  mountains  with  bog  farms, 
there  was  plenty  of  land  which  such  a 
Commission  could  purchase,  and  stock 
with  tenants  after  they  had  sold  their 
interest  in  their  own  wretched  holding^, 
under  the  provisions  of  the  proposed 
Bill.  That,  at  any  rate,  might  have 
been  given  as  an  alternative  to  the  emi- 
gration scheme.  His  own  opinion  was 
that  every  man  in  Ireland  at  present 
was  required  there  for  the  purpose  of 
developing  the  industrial  resources  of 
the  country;  and  while  he  was  unwilling 
to  say  that  emigration  should  not  take 
place  from  Ireland,  he  considered  it 
ought  to  be  a  natural  movement  of  the 
people,  such  as  prevailed  in  Continental 
countries.  There  was  another  matter 
cognate  to  this  subject  to  which  he 
wished  to  allude  —  namely,  the  Irish 
labourers.  Their  condition  was  admit- 
ted to  be  most  wretched,  and  they  had 
no  future  before  them.  He  should  have 
thought  the  Government  would  have 
given  the  Commission  power  to  buy 
land  to  settle  labourers  upon  it  in  cer- 
tain districts  where  they  might  find 
employment,  and  so  render  them  less 
dependent  on  employers.  He  hoped  the 
Government  would  give  their  earnest 
attention  to  these  two  matters  before 
the  Committee  stage.  With  regard  to 
the  main  features  of  the  Bill,  he  would 
not  at  that  moment  give  any  o^vaiau  ^»w 
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to  whether  the  proposed  arrangements 
for  the  Courts  were  workable  or  not. 
His  opinion  in  times  past  was  that  it 
was  extremely  difficult,  if  not  impos- 
sible, to  reconcile  the  respective  inter- 
ests of  landlord  and  tenant  in  the  soil, 
and  that  any  friction,  however  slight, 
would  destroy  the  practical  utility  of 
such  a  scheme  as  that  proposed.  This 
was  the  opinion  of  the  Land  League, 
which  believed  the  true  solution  of  the 
Land  Question  was  to  enable  the  occu- 
piers to  become  owners.  Whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  solved  the 
difficulties  of  this  gpreat  question  was  a 
matter  on  which  he  did  not  wish  to 
express  an  opinion. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  that,  after 
the  very  clear  statement  of  the  objects  of 
the  Bill  made  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Prime  Minister,  it  was  unnecessary 
that  he  should  trouble  the  House  with 
many  remarks  with  respect  to  it.  He 
was  glad  to  know  in  the  discussion  that 
had  taken  place  that  there  was  an  evident 
determination  on  the  part  of  the  House 
to  secure  a  fair  hearing  and  considera- 
tion for  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  wished  to  answer  one  or 
two  questions  which  had  been  put,  as 
well  as  to  remove  one  or  two  misconcep- 
tions which  seemed  to  exist  as  to  the 
provisions  of  the  measure.  He  could 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  that  he  was  in  error  in 
supposing  that  the  Government  intended 
to  promote  emigration  in  opposition  to 
migration.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said 
he  would  not  object  to  emigration  if  the 
people  left  the  country  of  their  own  ac- 
cord, and  the  Government  would  cer- 
tainly be  greatly  opposed  to  any  plan  of 
emigration  which  meant  the  contrary. 
The  sole  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  place 
before  the  people  the  plans  by  which 
Government  thought  their  position  might 
be  improved.  They  hoped  to  greatly 
improve  the  tenure  of  the  Irish  tenant. 
In  the  next  place,  they  hoped  to  facili- 
tate the  purchase  of  the  freehold  land 
by  the  Irish  tenant ;  but  that  was  not  to 
be  done  suddenly ;  but  they  hoped  to 
put  a  very  large  scheme  into  operation. 
There  was  one  feature  of  the  Bill  to 
which  the  Prime  Minister  had  forgotten 
to  allude,  and  that  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  prepared  to  make  an  ad- 
vance to  the  Irish  tenant  to  buy  a  per- 
petual quit  rent.  Then  they  hoped  to 
Be  able  to  oncourage  reasonable  and 

Mr.  J'ameU 


well-matured  plans  for  the  reclamatioii 
of  waste  land,  and  they  hoped,  although 
it  was  a  very  difficult  matter,  to  put  be- 
fore the  tenants  in  the  more  crowded 
districts  the  advantages  of  emigration, 
so  that  they  should  oe  able  to  choose 
between  the  plan  of  the  improTement  of 
their  tenure,  if  they  stopped,  and  the 
settlement  upon  waste  land,  and  also  a 
system  of  well-considered  emigration. 
As  to  the  question  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman put  with  regard  to  a  tenant 
against  whom  proceedings  might  be 
taken,  he  would  say  that  if  proceed- 
ings were  being  taken  at  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  the  Act  the  tenant  would 
have  the  power  to  apply  to  the  Oourt  to 
fix  a  judicial  rent,  and  if,  as  very  often 
might  be  the  case,  that  was  a  lower  rent 
than  he  now  paid,  he  would  get  the  ad- 
vantage of  tenant  right  which  might 
accrue  from  that  lower  rent,  while,  as  to 
the  six  months  for  redemption,  the  Bill 
might  turn  out  to  be  quite  as  retrospec- 
tive as  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  forthe 
Countyof  Cork(Mr.  Shaw)  had  suggested. 
The  Bill  did  not  propose  to  interfere  with 
existing  leases.  That  was  a  matter  which 
must  be  fairly  debated ;  but,  of  course, 
the  Bill  would  be  a  mockery  if  a  mere 
agreement  was  to  exclude  the  tenant 
from  its  operations.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  made  a  mistake  wl^en  ne 
stated  that  in  his  opinion  the  small 
tenants  would  get  very  little  advantage 
from  the  Bill.  The  fact  was  that  they 
would  get  all  the  advantages  from  it 
which  the  larger  tenants  would.  He 
would  have  fixity  of  tenure  for  the  first 
15  years,  and  fixity  of  tenure  for  the 
next  1 5  years,  supposing  he  thought  fit 
to  apply  to  the  Court.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone),  with  his  usual 
clearness,  had  referred  to  the  benefit 
which  would  accrue  from  the  fact  that 
application  to  the  Court  was  made  op- 
tional rather  than  compulsory.  Me 
hoped,  however,  that  that  statement 
would  not  be  understood  to  mean  that 
the  option  was  with  the  landlord,  for 
that  was  not  the  case,  for  it  would  be 
optional  with  the  tenant  to  apply,  while 
it  would  not  be  in  the  power  of  the 
landlord  to  prevent  his  doing  so.  His 
belief  was,  he  might  add,  that  when  the 
tenant  knew  his  rent  might  be  raised, 
he  would  not  very  often  use  the  option 
of  going  into  Court,  though,  if  he  wished, 
he  might  do  so  at  any  time.    With  re« 
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gard  to  the  labourers,  that  was  a  ques- 
tion that  had  received  the  very  anxious 
consideration  of  the  Government ;  but 
they  had  not  seen  how  they  could  intro- 
duce provision  with  regard  to  labour,  in 
the  alteration  of  land  tenure,  excepting 
so  far  as  labourers  could  be  put  into  a 
better  position  by  well-considered  plans 
for  emigration  or  otherwise.  As  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Bill  had  not  been  attacked, 
he  would  not  detain  the  House  with  any 
further  remarks.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
had  said  that  it  was  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant measures  with  which  he  had 
ever  had  to  deal.  It  had  been  con- 
sidered as  carefully  as  any  scheme  had 
ever  been  considered  by  a  Government, 
and  the  details  would  be  discussed  with 
every  desire  on  their  part  to  make  it 
acceptable  to  the  House  and  to  the 
country. 

Mr.  BIDDELL  asked,  whether  the 
loans  which  were  to  be  made  to  Irish 
tenant  farmers  would  be  in  the  nature 
of  mortgages  or  not,  and  what  rate  of 
interest  would  have  to  be  paid?  His 
impression  was  that  if  the  terms  were 
at  all  liberal,  many  English  tenant 
farmers  would  be  glad  to  avail  them- 
selves of  the  opportunity  of  becoming 
Eroprietors  of  their  holdings  in  a  simi- 
ir  way. 

Mr.  CALLAN  thought  it  would  be 
unwise  for  any  Irish  Member  to  express 
a  strong  opinion  upon  the  Bill  about  to 
be  introduced,  especially  after  the  ex- 
perience which  had  been  gained  from 
the  University  Bill  of  1873,  which  had 
at  first  been  received  with  acclaim  by 
the  Irish  Members.  But  he  could  not 
help  expressing  his  regret,  which  he 
believed  would  be  concurred  in  by  the 
Irish  people,  that  the  subject  of  the  fixity 
of  tenure— the  real  want  of  the  Irish 
agriculturist — was  conspicuously  absent 
from  the  Bill.  But  even  though  fixity 
of  tenure  was  absent,  he  would  not  have 
expressed  an  opinion  were  it  not  for  the 
unfortunate  statement  made  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  with  which,  so  far 
as  the  present  Bill  was  concerned,  he  ex- 
tinguished all  hope  of  the  question  of  the 
Irish  labourers  being  dealt  with.  In 
1870  the  Government  absolutely  pledged 
themselves  to  legislate  for  that  class  of 
the  community,  and  they  were  bound,  as 
soon  as  they  could,  to  fulfil  that  pledge. 
He  should,  therefore,  like  the  Govern- 
ment to  say  that,  if  not  this  year,  a 

meaaure  woul4  be  taken  to  giye  facili- 


ties for  the  erection  of  agricultural  la- 
bourers' cottages,  and  the  allocation  of 
sites  for  gardens. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  MELDON  thought  that,  as  far 
as  he  could  understand  the  Bill,  it  con- 
tained many  points  which  must  com- 
mend themselves  to  universal  approval. 
He  particularly  approved  that  part  of 
the  measure  which  proposed  to  leave 
landlords  and  tenants  free  to  contract, 
this  in  his^  view  being  the  chief  point 
that  should'  be  considered  in  all  legisla- 
tion regarding  the  land.  The  Bill  gave 
substantially  to  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
that  which  they  had  Ions  been  agitating 
for,  and  he  thought  the  measure,  as 
shadowed  forth  in  the  speech  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  deserved  their  warmest 
support.  Every  person  who  wished  to 
see  the  relations  of  teuant  and  landlord 
placed  on  a  satisfactory  basis  would 
acknowledge  that  the  matter  had  been 
admirably  dealt  with.  He  thought, 
however,  that  the  proportion  of  the 
purchase  money  to  be  asked  on  behalf 
of  the  tenant  was  rather  too  small,  when 
they  considered  that  the  Select  Com- 
mittee recommended  a  much  larger  pro- 
portion should  be  advanced.  This,  how- 
ever, was  a  point  of  detail  which  could 
be  dealt  with  in  Committee ;  but  he  hoped 
a  further  concession  on  this  point  would 
be  made  by  the  Government. 

Me.  VILLIEES-STUART  alluded  in 
terms  of  praise  to  the  able  speech  of 
the  Prime  Minister ;  and,  while  he  con- 
sidered it  was  too  premature  to  express 
an  opinion  on  the  Bill,  regretted  that 
the  Irrime  Minister  had  made  no  refer- 
ence to  the  condition  of  the  agricultural 
labouring  class  in  Ireland.  The  condi- 
tion of  the  Irish  farm  labourer,  he  said, 
was  a  disgrace  to  any  civilized  com- 
munity. He  hoped,  therefore,  that  not- 
withstanding the  difficulty  of  the  sub- 
ject, the  Government  would  see  its  way 
before  the  secood  reading  of  the  Bill  to 
accept  some  clauses  in  Committee  deal- 
ing with  the  question  of  the  fann  la- 
bourers. He  had  already  handed  in  a 
Notice  of  a  Resolution  in  their  favour, 
which  he  proposed  to  move  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  ERRINGTON  could  not  help  ex- 
pressing the  great  pleasure  the  speech  of 
the  Prime  Minister  had  afforded  him. 
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The  Bill,  so  far  aa  he  had  been  able  to 

oxamine  it,  appeared  to  be  very  good. 
Wlieo  it  was  thoroughly  understood  in 
Ireland,  he  felt  sure  it  would  create  gene- 
ral satisfaction. 

Mr.  E.  N.  fowler  repeated  the 
queotion  of  hia  hon.  Friend  tne  Member 
for  Suffolk  (Mr.  Biddell). 

Sib  FATRIOK  O'BEIEN  thanked  the 
Qovernment  for  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill,  and  said,  that  though  it  did  not  go  to 
the  extent  that  some  had  demanded  in 
regard  to  fixity  of  tenure,  it  went  a  great 
way,  and  would  give  satisfaotion  in  Ire- 
land. The  proposals  relating  to  fair 
rents  and  free  aale  were  complete,  and 
carried  out  to  tha  full  in  this  Bill.  Ke 
thouglit  that  those  Members  who  had 
advocated  this  principle  of  land  legisla- 
tion, instead  of  resotting  to  revolutionary 
measures,  could  now  address  their  con- 
stituents, as  ho  would  do  his,  and  justify 
the  position  they  had  taken  up  by 
ehowmg  that  its  success  was  in  the 
Bill  brought  in  by  the  Prime  Minister 
that  evening.  He  was  personally  in- 
debted to  the  Prime  Minister  for  this 
measure,  and  he  was  sure  the  feeling 
of  the  country  would  endorse  its  pro- 
posals. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  said, 
he  would  not  attempt  to  do  more  than 
reply  to  the  Questions  that  had  been 
asked.  He  hoped,  however,  that  the 
opposition  that  had  been  threatened  in 
Committee,  because  the  Bill  did  not 
do  all  that  was  desired  in  reference  to 
labourers'  dwellings,  would  not  be  per- 
sisted in.  The  (Jovornment  had  very 
much  at  heart  the  sufferings  of  this  large 
portion  of  the  population,  borno  with 
unexampled  patience  for  many  years 
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be  avoided.  The  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Suffolk  (Mr.  BiddeU)  waa  that 
the  rate  of  interest  would  be  about  H 
per  cent ;  paying  off  principal  and  inter- 
est in  35  years,  by  au  annuity  of  5  per 
cent  of  the  sum  advanced. 
Motion  agreed  to. 


laud :  and  for  other  puiposet,  orifrtd  to  b« 
brought  in  1>j  Ur.  GLADfTOKE,  Mr.  WnxuM 
Edward  FoaaTBB,  Mr.  Bbiout,  Ur.  Attdbset 
G^sEUAL  for  luELAND,  asd  Mr.  Soucms 
Qenekal  for  Ibilano. 
Bill^r«Mflfnf,uidTesdthe  first  tune.  [BM 135.] 

ORDERS     OF    THE    SAY. 


RI\ERS  CONSERVANCY  AND  FLOODS 
PllEVENTION  BILL  [XorA.]— [hill  120,] 

{Mr.  SodxM.) 
SECOND  OEjIDIHG.      ADJOrBNXD  DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Dobat6onQne8tionr3l8tMarch;[.  "That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." — 
(Jfr.  Dodion.) 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  returned. 

Mr.  FELL,  in  moving,  aa  an  Amend- 
ment, that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  that  day  six  months,  said,  that  the 
title  of  the  Bill  was  misleading.  Tits 
assumption  that  any  of  the  pravisianB  of 
the  Bill  would  prevent  floods  was  ludi- 
crous. The  Act  of  1861  had  not  been 
found  to  work  well  on  account  of  the 
diniculty  in  getting  a  number  of  autho- 
rities into  united  action,  and  the  same 
objection  would  apply  to  this  Bill.  It 
was  said  that  this  Bill  could  not  be  con- 
sidoied  a  Party  one.      Now,   when  lie 

__^. _,   J ,    first  entered  the  House  he  was  told  to 

but  it  would  be  inexpedient  to  overload  |  beware  of  measures  which  were  sup- 
this  measure  with  a  matter  which  could  ported  by  the  Front  Benches  on  each 
side,  and  what  had  been  dona  in  regard 
to  this  Bill  proved  the  soundness  of  that 
advice.  The  Bill  contained  novel  and 
iudofunsihle  proposals.  It  was  proposed 
that  a  Conservancy  Board  should  take 
charge  of  the  whole  basin  of  a  river; 
but  how  large  an  area  was  embraced  in 
the  whole  basin  of  a  river  ?  The  pro- 
posal of  the  Bill  was  shortly  stated  to 
tax  large  areas  for  works  which  were  to 
be  carried  out  in  very  small  portiono  of 
those  areas.  It  was  the  case  of  Union 
rating  over  again.  In  moral  effect,  in 
mischievous  wastefulness,  and  In  bad 
results,  nothing  oould  be  wo»e  thui  the 


)  dealt  with  separately,  and  ho 
sure  the  Government  would  apply  their 
energies  to  the  redress  of  those  suffer- 
ings. "With  reference  to  the  question 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Long- 
ford (Mr.  Errington),  a.  leading  pro- 
vision of  the  Bill  was  that  a  tenant 
should  not  pauperize  himself,  and  that 
a  holding  should  remain  in  the  hands 
of  one  person  ;  and  in  the  event  of  in- 
teetaoy,  if  the  next  of  kin  wore  more 
than  one,  or  if  there  were  a  charge  for 
the  benefit  of  widow  or  childron,  a  sale 
would  bring  the  property  into  the  hands 
of  one  pereon,  so  that  sub-division  would 
Jfr.  Erringtm 
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operation  of  the  system  of  Union  rating. 
They  were  now  asked  to  repeat  those 
mischiefs  on  a  much  larger  scale.     They 
had  further  experience  in  the  same  di- 
rection in  the  working  of  the  sanitary 
laws.     At  first,   all  concerned  worked 
earnestly  to  carry  those  laws  into  effect ; 
but  it  soon  became   apparent   that   a 
particular   class  of   property — namely, 
houses — were  being  improved  at  the  ex- 
pense of  rural  distncts,  and  a  great  re- 
action took  place.      The   present  Bill 
proceeded  exactly  on  those  lines,  and 
the  results  which  had  flowed  from  the 
working  of  Union  rating  and  the  sani- 
tary laws  would  be  again  experienced. 
What  were  the  steps  to  be  taken  ?    A 
certain  number  of  persons,  or  any  rural 
or  sanitary  authority,  might  take  the 
initial  stop  in  the  formation  of  a  Con- 
servancy Board  in  any  basin  of  a  river. 
The  river  might  be  160  miles  long ;  but, 
after  an  inquiry  without  depositions,  and 
which  might  be  held  by  the  Inspector  in 
a  town-hall  or  in  a  public-house,  a  Con- 
servancy Board  could  be  formed  in  any 
part  of  the  basin  of  the  river,  under  an 
Order  of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
He  should  have  thought  that  the  Local 
Government  Board  would  have  fought 
shy  of  adding  that  duty  to  their  many 
other  responsibilities.     Their  dominion 
now,  however,  would  extend  from  sea  to 
sea.     For  years  past  efforts  had  been 
made  to  get  some  county  authority  con- 
stituted, which  would  be  able  to  handle 
such  a  question  as  the  present.    The 
towns  and  boroughs  acted  together ;  but 
it  was  not  so  with  the  counties,  or  the 
present  attempt  to  tax  the  uplands  for 
the  benefit  of  the  lowlands  would  not  be 
made.     A  proposal  to  tax  the  whole  of 
the  Metropolis  in  respect  of  floods  which 
caused  damage  to  particular  parts  of  the 
Metropolis  was  rejected  in  the  Select 
Committee    of     1879    by    eight    votes 
against  three,  and  yet  a  similar  proposal 
had  been  introduced  by  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board    into   this    monstrous 
measure.     He  denied  that  the  uplands 
had  done  anything  in  the  way  oi  send- 
ing down  water  in  their  ditches  and 
under  -  drains    to  justify    their  being 
taxed  under  this  BiU.     If  this  Bill  was 
passed,  they  would  pull  down  half  the 
bridges  in  the  country.    They  would  in- 
terfere with  the  railways  and  the  roads. 
Millowners  and  other  proprietors  would 
have   to  bo  heavily  compensated,  and 
even  then  they  would  not  be  succesdul 
in  preyentizig  floods  when  there  was  an 


excessive  amount  of  rainfall.  On  his 
experience  as  a  farmer,  he  ventured  to 
say  that  the  floods  of  the  last  few  years 
had  done  more  harm  to  the  best  uplands 
than  it  had  in  the  lowlands ;  and  on  the 
whole,  while  he  admitted  the  evil,  he 
thought  the  Government  would  have 
done  well  if  they  had  dealt  with  the 
matter  in  a  more  modest  measure.  In 
conclusion,  the  hon.  Member  moved  to 
defer  the  second  reading  to  this  day  six 
months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **now,"  ana  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr,  PelL) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  word 
*  now '  stand  p6u*t  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  AETHUE  peel  said,  he  could 
not  admit  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  Bill  was  novel  in  prin- 
ciple, inasmuch  as  it  was  on  the  lines  of 
the  Bill  of  1877,  which  only  failed  to 
pass  on  account  of  want  of  time.  The 
present  Bill,  which  had  already  passed 
the  House  of  Lords,  was  a  mere  enabling 
measure  which  might  be  submitted  to 
the  ordeal  of  a  Select  Committee  after 
its  principle  had  been  affirmed.  There 
was  a  great  feeling  of  antagonism  be- 
tween those  who  lived  in  the  uplands 
and  the  dwellers  in  th^  lowlands,  and 
his  hon.  Friend  who  had  moved  the  re- 
jection of  the  Bill  spoke  strongly  as  an 
uplander.  But  there  was  also  to  be  eon- 
sidered  the  health  of  the  working  classes 
living  in  the  towns,  which  was  seriously 
injured  by  the  floods  which  frequently 
invaded  their  dwellings.  It  was  true, 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  that  in 
the  opinion  of  an  authority  as  eminent 
as  Mr.  Eawlinson,  the  floods  were  not 
caused  by  the  draining  of  agricultural 
lands ;  but  his  opinion  was  not  held  by 
many  other  professional  witnesses  who 
were  called  before  the  Committee.  The 
rivers  of  late  years  had  been  less  under 
control  than  they  were  in  former  times, 
and  were  becoming  year  by  year  less 
able  to  perform  their  proper  function  of 
discharging  the  accumulation  of  water. 
The  miUers  would  require  to  be  watched, 
inasmuch  as  they  were  in  many  cases 
gradually  raising  the  head  of  water  to 
which  they  were  entitled,  and  were  so 
working  an  immense  amount  of  mischief. 
When  the  Bill  had  passed  into  law,  the 
different  localities  would  give  such  shape 
to  the  Provisional  Order,  provided  for 
under  the  Act,  as  was  best  suited  to 
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thoir  peculiar  circumstances  and  con- 
ditions. He  hoped  that  the  objection 
of  an  increase  of  the  rates  would  not 

Erevent  a  very  valuable  improvement 
rom  being  carried  into  effect.  He  had 
at  first  been  in  favour  of  throwing 
those  rates  entirely  upon  the  owners; 
but  ho  had  since  become  convinced  that 
it  was  more  in  the  interests  of  the  oc- 
cupiers that  they  should  share  the 
burdens  entailed  by  carrying  out  the 
proposed  improvements,  and  should 
have  a  share  in  their  management.  He 
hoped  that  they  woxild  not  be  deterred 
by  monetary  considerations  from  send- 
ing this  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Mr.  LEAKE  said,  he  could  not  resist 
contributing  some  few  remarks  to  the 
discussion,  as  he  came  from  a  district 
which  was  sorely  troubled  with  a  tor- 
tuous and  overflowing  river.  The  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  opposed 
the  title  of  the  Bill  as  being  misleading, 
but  he  failed  to  see  in  what  respect  it 
was  misleading.  There  was  no  ques- 
tion that  the  country  suffered  from  the 
overflowing  of  rivers  and  devastation  by 
floods,  and  there  was  no  doubt  to  grapple 
with  this  evil  they  must  bring  into 
existence  bodies  of  intelligent  and  ca- 
pable men,  who  would  consult  upon  the 
matter  and  see  if  any  appropriate  re- 
medy could  be  found.  These  would  be 
the  Conservancy  Boards,  which,  accord- 
ing to  the  title  of  the  Bill,  would  be 
created  if  it  became  law.  Therefore,  he 
saw  nothing  misleading  in  the  title  of  the 
Bill,  or  in  its  objects.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell) 
appeared  to  object  to  the  Bill  because  it 
proposed  to  deal  with  a  river  through- 
out its  basin,  and  he  professed  not  to  be 
able  to  describe  the  basin  of  a  river.  The 
House  and  the  country  would  never  be 
able  to  deal  with  these  rivers  till  they 
dealt  with  them  from  the  source  to  the 
sea.  It  was  only  jealousy  between  rival 
interests  that  had  prevented  remedial 
measures  having  been  adopted  long  ago. 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  it  had  been 
a  mistake  to  build  on  the  banks  of  rivers ; 
but  that  was  an  assumption.  When 
they  built  on  the  banks  of  rivers  the 
sources  and  conditions  were  different 
from  what  they  wore  now.  The  greater 
portion  of  its  upper  stream  was  scarcely 
Bowing,  but  filtering  through  mosses  and 
marshes  ;  but  now  the  farmers  had 
brought  into  cultivation  the  uplands,  and 
had  multiplied  the  channels  of  the 
stream  a  hundredfold,  and  it  poured  on 

Mr.  Arthur  Peel 


the  lower  lands  the  rains  and  the  drain* 
age  of  the  lands.  The  hon.  Member 
said  that  the  towns  desired  to  tax  a  large 
area  for  their  special  benefit ;  bat  that 
was  an  unfair  way  of  putting  it.  The 
science  of  living  in  community  demanded 
taxation  over  an  extensive  area,  and  the 
benefit  derived  from  that  taxation  could 
never  be  appraised  so  that  every  man 
should  equitably  have  hie  precise  share. 
It  was  only  the  other  day  that  hon. 
Members  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House  were  asking  them  to  contribute  to 
highways  all  over  the  country,  although 
he  woidd  never  travel  over  one  thou- 
sandth part  of  those  highways.  His 
constituents  were  also  asked  to  contri- 
bute to  the  Parks  in  London,  and  yet 
very  few  would  ever  visit  them.  If  they 
taxed  a  large  area  by  the  present  Bill, 
that  large  area  would  have  a  voice  in 
the  adjustment  of  the  taxes,  as  the  Con- 
servancy Boards  would  be  representa- 
tive. The  consequence  would  be  that 
the  taxation  would  be  equitably  borae. 
It  was  objected  that  the  uplands  would 
be  taxed  for  the  benefit  of  the  lowlands, 
and  the  term  uplands  conveyed  to  the 
mind  an  idea  of  moors  and  pastures 
only.  But  it  was  not  so ;  there  were 
uplands  and  uplands.  What  were  they 
doing  in  his  own*  district  ?  Manchester 
had  been  standing  in  the  way  of  Salford, 
relieving  itself  of  surplus  water  simply 
because  it  was  on  an  upland.  Man- 
chester, by  building  on  the  banks  of  the 
Irwell,  had  narrowed  it  from  116  feet  to 
87  feet,  and  no  responsibility  lay  on  the 
uplands  for  the  damage  done  to  the  low- 
lands. All  these  unconscious  infringe- 
ments upon  the  rights  of  neighbours 
were  past  remedy  and  punishment ;  bat, 
if  they  united  in  common  with  each 
other,  something  might  be  done  to  bring 
great  streams  to  a  better  condition.  The 
hon.  Member  for  South  Leicestershire 
asked  whether  the  proposed  Conservancy 
Boards  could  be  expected  to  deal  with  oc* 
casional  floods  of  g^at  magnitude.  Cer- 
tainly they  proposed  to  do  so.  The  River 
Irwell  at  certain  periods  of  the  year 
sent  down  24,000  cubic  feet  of  water  per 
second,  whereas  only  11,000  could  pass 
through  the  city  and  borough  without 
damage.  This  river  presented  a  problem 
of  high  magnitude ;  but  if  they  could 
get  rid  of  petty  jealousies  and  bring 
communities  to  a  sense  of  their  respon* 
sibilities,  a  duplicate  channel  might  be 
made  along  a  portion  of  the  liver  where 
the  course  was  tortuous,  and  the  tozpliifl 
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water  carried  below  tlie  population  of  tlie 
town.  Tliis  would  be  a  simple  work  for 
scientific  men  and  determined  communi- 
ties. *  The  prevention  of  the  devastation 
caused  in  one  year  by  such  floods  would 
amply  repay  the  cost  of  remedial  works 
such  as  he  had  indicated.  He  concluded 
by  cordially  supporting  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  that  this  Bill 
was  a  re-hash  of  a  very  bad  measure 
which  had  been  brought  forward  by  a 
former  Government,  but  which  pressure 
of  Business  had  prevented  from  being 
passed.  He  hoped  that  pressure  of 
Business  would  also  prevent  the  carrying 
of  the  present  Bill.  It  was,  no  doubt, 
an  enabling  Bill,  for  it  enabled  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  exercise  a 
centralized  bureaucratic  Imperialism 
over  the  whole  of  England,  which  had 
operated  injuriously  in  regard  to  the 
Highways  Act,  and  which  it  was  unde- 
sirable to  have  extended  to  the  matter 
of  the  conservancy  of  rivers.  He  ob- 
jected to  this  measure,  also,  because  it 
proposed  to  levy  rates  on  the  basis  of 
the  Poor  Law  Valuation,  which  was  as- 
sessed on  a  difiPerent  principle  in  every 
Union  ;  and  therefore  any  rates  levied 
by  a  Conservancy  Board  over  a  district 
including  many  difiPerent  Unions,  until 
an  Act  was  passed  to  enforce  a  uniform 
system  of  assessment,  would  be  most 
unfair,  and  would  inflict  great  injustice. 
It  would  be  impossible  to  assess  the 
rate  fairly  without  a  proper  survey. 
He  could  not  see  the  justice  of  rating 
the  uplands  and  the  midlands  for  what 
he  called  flood  lands.  He  held  that 
there  were  only  two  kinds  of  lands 
to  be  considered  in  dealing  with  that 
subject — flood  lands  and  high  lands. 
He  believed  that  but  for  the  excep- 
tionally heavy  rains  which  had  lately 
prevailed,  they  would  have  heard  very 
little  of  this  measure.  Before  the  late 
heavy  rains  the  flood  lands,  instead  of 
being  injured,  had  been  benefited,  for 
they  got  some  of  their  best  soil  from  the 
uplands.  Close  to  the  towns  on  the 
borders  of  those  rivers  the  land  was  very 
much  deteriorated ;  but  if  the  floods  were 
taken  away  the  value  of  that  land  would 
be  greatly  increased  at  the  expense  of 
the  uplands,  which  would  gain  nothing 
by  the  Bill. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  that  the 
Bill  was  excellent  in  principle ;  but, 
when  they  came  to  examine  it  in  detail, 
they  found  that  it  failed  to  carry  out 


what  it  professed.  No  doubt,  this  Bill 
had  been  framed  upon  the  Report  of  a 
Select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords ; 
but  he  should  have  more  respect  for  the 
Report  of  that  Committee  if  they  had 
heard  evidence  from  the  localities  espe- 
cially afiPected.  The  Bill  had  been  pre- 
sented by  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  without  any  sufi^- 
cient  introductory  statement,  and  was 
now  being  forced  on  at  a  time  when  the 
greater  number  of  the  county  Members 
were  absent.  If  there  was  any  Bill  in 
which  county  Members  were  interested  it 
was  a  Bill  of  this  description.  He  warned 
the  right  holi.  Gentleman  that,  if  he 
forced  on  this  Bill  now  against  the  wish 
of  those  interested  in  it,  he  might  lose 
a  good  deal  of  time  afterwards.  Looking 
at  the  Bill  from  the  point  of  view  of 
those  who  lived  in  the  Fens  district,  he 
would  venture  to  say  that  they  were 
utterly  unprotected.  They  had  spent  on 
the  faith  of  Parliament  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  pounds,  which  had  bene- 
fited the  country.  But  by  this  Bill 
authority  was  given  to  other  lands  to 
flood  their  lands  which  had  been  drained, 
and  they  had  to  pay  for  it.  He  admitted 
that  the  Bill  was  in  some  respect  copied 
from  the  Bill  formerly  before  the  House ; 
but  his  right  hon.  Priend  (Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth)  intended  thoroughly  to  protect 
the  owners  of  the  Pens  lands.  There  was 
no  adequate  provision  for  their  protection 
in  the  Bill  before  the  House.  He  did  not 
think  it  would  be  judicious  at  present, 
considering  the  state  of  the  House,  to 
go  to  a  division  against  the  Bill.  He 
thought  they  should  content  themselves 
with  expressing  an  opinion  upon  the 
way  it  had  been  brought  on,  and  if  the 
Bill  were  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
they  should  consider  whether  they  would 
not  hear  evidence  upon  it. 

Mr.  T.  PAGET  said,  he  should  sup- 
port the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  as  an 
instalment,  and  hoped  it  woidd  be  made 
the  foundation  of  something  better  in 
the  future.  Leicestershire  was  one  of 
the  counties  that  would  be  particularly 
affected  by  the  Bill.  In  that  part  of  the 
country  the  rivers  had  been  very  much 
obstructed,  both  by  the  discontinuance 
of  the  canals  that  formerly  helped  to 
clear  the  streams,  and  also  by  the  neg- 
lect of  the  riparian  owners.  The  whole 
question  might  well  have  been  dealt 
with  by  the  suggested  county  financial 
boards,  the  institution  and  proper  func- 
tions of  whidx  might  be  profitably  dis- 
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cussed  in  connection  with  the  present 
measure. 

Mr.  SCLATEE- booth  said,  that, 
when  the  late  Government  made  a  pro- 
posal with  respect  to  the  establishment 
of  county  financial  boards,  one  of  their 
main  objects  was  that  there  should  be 
in  every  county  a  rivers  conservancy 
authority ;  but  the  objection  urged  was 
that  the  matter  was  too  important  to  be 
delegated  to  county  boards,  and  that 
special  machinery  was  wanted  for  the 
purpose  in  view.  The  Conservancy  Bill 
had  been  subsequently  introduced  by  the 
late  Government  because  they  had  been 
very  much  pressed  by  agriculturists  and 
others  to  initiate  legislation  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  it  was  based  on  the  Eeport  of 
a  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  The  greatest  difficulty  was  to 
decide  what  area  of  taxation  should  be 
taken.  In  any  case,  as  sufficient  funds 
had  to  be  provided,  it  was  necessary 
that  the  area  should  be  a  large  one,  and 
it  ought,  if  possible,  not  to  be  open  to 
the  objections  taken  to  the  area  for  sani- 
tary purposes.  It  was  quite  true  that 
many  of  the  rural  districts  were  un- 
willing to  enter  into  sanitary  schemes 
from  a  wise  fear  of  being  deluged  by 
the  projects  of  doctrinaires;  but,  in  the 
present  case,  a  wider  area  and  funds  on 
a  larger  scale  were  needed.  There  were, 
of  course,  uplands  and  uplands ;  some  of 
them  being  practically  table  land,  would 
not  be  taxed  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Bill,  while  others,  as  being  the  sources 
of  springs  and  streams,  would  be  called 
upon  to  contribute.  Another  important 
feature  of  the  Bill  was  that  it  super- 
seded many  of  the  old  conservancy 
authorities,  some  of  which  wore  alike 
unable  to  do  their  work,  or  even  to  pro- 
vide for  their  own  extinction.  There 
were  various  interests  which  ho  thought 
ought  to  obtain  further  protection ;  but, 
on  the  whole,  he  saw  no  objection  to  the 
Bill  being  road  a  second  time,  provided 
it  was  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 
He  regretted  that  it  should  have  been 
brought  on  at  the  fag  end  of  the  Sitting, 
seeing  that  it  was  well  worthy  of  a 
whole  Evening's  Sitting. 

Mr.  MAGNIAC  said,  he  certainly 
shared  the  surprise  expressed  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth)  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell) 
should  have  taken  the  attitude  against 
this  Bill  ho  had  done.     He  could  not 

Jir.  T.  Paget 


help  thinking  that  his  hon.  Friend, 
judging  from  his  speech,  was  at  alosB 
to  find  a  valid  excuse  for  deferring  the 
proposal  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  deal  with  the  question  of  river  floods. 
Certainly  nothing  that  had  fi^en  ^m 
his  hon.  Friend,  or,  indeed,  from  any 
hon.  Member,  except  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Hants, 
could  lead  anyone  to  suppose  that  any 
damage  had  been  done  to  the  land  in 
the  country  by  floods.  His  hon.  Friend 
seemed  to  suppose  that  the  towns  only 
would  derive  benefit  from  a  measure  of 
this  kind ;  and  he  based  his  arguments 
upon  the  representations  which  were 
made  a  short  time  ago  by  a  deputation 
which  waited  upon  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.  Beferenoe 
had  been  made  to  the  damage  done  by 
floods  to  land  worth  £3  an  acre.  He 
(Mr.  Magniac)  was  acquainted  with  some 
3,000  acres  that  were  let  at  £3  an  acre, 
but  the  rent  had  not  been  paid  this  year 
because  the  land  had  been  flooded.  It  was 
not  desirable,  however,  that  they  should 
measure  the  loss  by  a  money  standard 
in  that  way.  It  was  easy  to  say  that  £3 
per  acre  for  1,000  acres  would  give  a  loss 
of  £3,000 ;  but;  in  reality  it  did  not  re- 
present the  entire  loss  to  the  occupier. 
There  were  other  losses  which  were  in- 
volved in  the  flooding  of  the  land  of  the 
country.  He  would  not  weary  the  House 
by  going  into  details  of  these  losses;  but 
he  had  a  long  list  of  towns  and  places 
in  which  the  entiro  districts  had  been 
placed  under  water;  and  from  which 
persons  living  in  the  locality  were  de- 
scribed to  him  as  looking  over  lake  and 
river  scenery  rather  than  across  green 
fields.  A  short  time  ago,  a  traveller  by 
the  Great  Northern  Bailway  would  have 
been  unable  from  one  part  of  the  line  to 
see  dry  land  at  all.  The  whole  country 
was  under  water.  Towns  had  been 
flooded ;  industry  had  boon  stopped ; 
and  the  Eeport  of  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  which  hon.  Members 
seemed  to  have  ignored  entirely,  stated 
that  one  flood  alone  had  caused  damage 
to  the  amount  of  £800,000.  There  were 
other  instances  in  which  damage  to  the 
extent  of  £500,000  had  been  caused; 
and  he  was  sure  that  if  the  losses  occa- 
sioned by  floods  in  the  course  of  a  single 
year  could  bo  all  put  together,  they  would 
bo  more  than  sufllcient  to  pay  for  the 
preventive  measures  that  would  be  ne- 
cessary to  check  similar  damage  in  future. 
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In  point  of  fact,  those  wlio  were  ac- 
quainted with  the  rivers  knew  that  it 
would  be  requisite  to  undertake  very 
small  works  in  order  to  effect  a  vast 
amount  of  good.  When  once  the  water 
was  set  going  it  helped  itself,  and  made 
its  own  channel.  It  was  because  the 
regular  channels  became  obstructed  in 
every  direction  that  the  water  no  longer 
was  able  to  flow.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage)  said  that  floods 
were  advantageous.  No  doubt,  they  were 
advantageous  under  certain  conditions ; 
but,  under  other  circumstances,  they  were 
most  disadvantageous ;  and  if  the  hon. 
Member  would  refer  to  the  Eeport  of 
the  Lords'  Committee,  he  would  see  that 
although  there  were  some  advantages, 
yet,  in  the  long  run,  the  balance  of  ad- 
vantage was  largely  against  the  land. 
Allusion  had  been  made  to  the  flooding 
of  the  streets  of  many  towns.  That  was 
not  a  subject  to  be  ignored,  or  passed 
over  with  a  laugh,  seeing  that  the 
damage  occasioned  amounted  to  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  pounds  sterling, 
and  involved  a  large  loss  in  wages  to 
the  artizans  in  the  towns.  The  loss  in 
this  respect  would  come  to  a  very  large 
amount  if  it  could  be  properly  estimated. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Leicester- 
shire took  the  case  of  the  upland  drain- 
age ;  but  the  hon.  Member  put  the  case 
much  stronger  the  other  night  than  he 
had  done  now.  The  House  cheered  the 
opinion  of  Mr.  Hawlinson  that  upland 
drainage  did  not  cause  floods.  Now,  he 
(Mr.  Magniac)  had  taken  the  trouble  to 
ascertain  what  Mr.  Eawlinson  meant, 
because  he  felt  perfectly  certain  that  an 
engineer  so  competent,  so  experienced, 
and  so  skilled,  would  not  be  blind  to 
facts  that  were  passing  under  his  own 
eyes.  He  had,  therefore,  taken  the  op- 
portunity of  asking  Mr.  Rawlinson  him- 
self what  he  meant  by  the  evidence  he 
had  given  before  the  Lords'  Committee ; 
and  Mr.  Hawlinson  told  him  that  that 
evidence  had  been  entirely  misunder- 
stood.    Mr.  Eawlinson  said — 

"  The  answers  I  gave  to  the  Ck)mmittee  were 
direct  answers  to  direct  and  precise  and  par- 
ticular questions,  and  I  repeat  that  in  the  case 
of  extreme  floods  they  are  caused  by  heavy  rains, 
extending  over  a  series  of  weeks,  and  even 
months,  and  the  drainage  of  the  agricultural 
lands  is  not,  in  such  cases,  the  cause  of  floods." 

That  was  an  intelligible  question  which 
they  all  understood.  As  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Warwick  (Mr.  Arthur 


Peel)  said,  they  did  not  expect  the  Bill 
to  guard  the  country  from  the  prevalence 
of  exceptional  and  disastrous  floods.    He 
knew  that  there  had  been  greater  floods 
in  the  past  than  there  had  been  recently; 
but  exceptional  floods  might  occur  any 
year,  which  might  not  occur  again  for  a 
hundred  years.     What  he  and  those  who 
were  in  favour  of  this  Bill  were  desirous 
of  doing  was  to  relieve  the  country  from 
these  frequent  and  intermittent  floods — 
intermittent  floods  that  were  occurring 
now  almost  periodically.    It  was  these 
floods  that  they  desired  by  this  Bill  to 
guard  the  country  against.    It  had  been 
urged  that  under  the  Bill  numbers  of 
persons  would  be  required  to  pay  rates 
for  the  purpose  of  effecting  the  improve- 
ments in  the  courses  of  the  rivers,  who 
would  derive  no  direct  benefit  from  those 
improvements.     Here,  again,  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Leicestershire  had  not 
put  the  case  so  strongly  as  he  did  a  few 
days  ago.    It  had,  however,  been  put  so 
forcibly,  that  he  (Mr.  Magniac)  thought 
he  was  entitled  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
subject.    In  the  first  place,  he  did  not 
think  the  Act  of  Henry  VIII.,  which  had 
been  referred  to,  at  all  bore  out  the  para- 
graph in  the  Eeport  of  the  Lords'  Oom- 
mittee.  If  hon.  Members  would  take  the 
trouble  to  refer  to  that  Act,  they  would  be 
of  opinion  that  it  was  extremely  doubtful 
whether  it  applied  to  the  case  at  all.     It 
did  not  say  that  persons  who  derived  no 
direct  benefits  should  not  be  required  to 
contribute  towards  the  rates  necessary 
for  effecting  improvements ;  but  it  said 
that  everyone  should  be  rated  according 
to  the  benefit  which  he  derived.    The 
question,    however,   was    entirely    one 
with  regard  to  the  construction  or  word- 
ing of  an  old  Act  of  Parliament,  and  he 
should  not  like  to  pronounce  an  opinion 
upon  it.     The  hon.  Member  said  it  was 
an  entirely  new  principle  to  tax  people 
who  derived  no  direct  benefit.    Now,  it 
was  entirely  a  new  principle  to  lay  down 
such  a  proposition  as  that.      Taxation 
might  be  the  fulfilment  of  an  obligation, 
as  well  as  the  fulfilment  for  a  benefit ; 
and  the  hon.  Member  knew  perfectly 
well  that,  in  the  main,  no  local  taxation 
conferred  any  direct  benefit  upon  the 
individual  who  was  taxed.    It  was  the 
same  with    Imperial   taxation.       How 
could  it  be  contended  that  indirect  taxes 
levied  on  tea,  or  coffee,  or  the  Income 
Tax,  conferred  direct  benefit  upon  the  in- 
dividual taxed  ?    What  power  was  there 
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to  connect  any  direct  payment  of  Income 
Tax  with  any  direct  benefit  derived  from 
it  ?  It  was  still  more  impossible  to  con- 
nect payments  for  the  maintenance  of 
highways,  for  relief  under  the  Poor  Law, 
and  for  the  other  numerous  objects  of 
local  taxation  with  the  direct  benefit  of 
the  individual  who  paid  the  taxes.  The 
hon.  Member  spoke  of  the  Union  Charge- 
ability  Act.  That  that  Act  had  not  suc- 
ceeded in  every  respect  was  undoubtedly 
true.  It  might  possibly  be  true  that 
it  was  an  expensive  Act ;  but  it  was  not 
in  the  least  degree  true  that  the  principle 
of  the  Act  was  an  unjust  one,  and  the 
fact  that  the  working  of  the  Act  might 
be  improperly  carried  into  effect  was  no 
reason  why  they  should  condemn  the 
principle  of  it.  It  was  alleged  that  the 
Artizans'  and  Workmens' Dwellings  Act 
had  failed  to  a  considerable  extent,  and 
that  those  who  were  taxed  for  it  got  no 
benefit  from  it.  But  the  artizans  and 
working  classes  derived  benefit  from  it, 
although  other  classes  might  not.  Yet 
no  one  would  grudge  the  payments  made 
under  the  Act  who  knew  the  benefits 
that  it  had  conferred  upon  the  labouring 
classes.  It  was  upon  tne  same  principle 
that  the  rates  for  highways  were  paid ; 
and  what  was  a  river  but  a  highway  ? 
They  all  knew  that  the  principal  and 
primary  cause  of  floods  were  the  bridges 
thrown  across  the  rivers.  But  for  whose 
benefit  was  it  that  these  bridges  had 
been  constructed  across  the  rivers  ?  They 
were  not  made  for  the  benefit  of  the  low- 
lands alone,  for  how  could  the  produce 
of  those  who  lived  on  the  uplands  be 
carried  to  market  if  there  wore  no 
bridges  ?  The  mode  of  conveyance  be- 
fore the  time  of  railways  was  by  navi- 
gating the  rivers  and  canals ;  and  what 
would  have  been  the  value  of  the 
land  in  England  if  the  farm  pro- 
duce could  not  have  been  conveyed  by 
that  means  to  market,  and  farming 
materials  and  manure  taken  by  the 
same  means  to  the  farms?  There  was 
another  matter  which  he  was  surprised 
to  see  had  not  been  properly  applied, 
although  it  had  been  mentioned  in  the 
course  of  the  debate.  The  hon.  Member 
who  moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill 
mentioned  his  own  county  town — the 
town  of  Leicester,  and  the  county  town 
of  Leicestershire.  At  the  present  moment 
that  town  was  built  ux)ou  an  island  in 
an  artificially  constructed  lake — a  lake 
constructed  by  railway  embankments. 

Mr.  Magniac 


He  should  like  to  know  what  the  Tilni 
of  the  uplands  would  be  at  this  moment 
if  it  were  not  for  the  railways.  TheTalne 
of  the  uplands  was  intimately  oonnected 
with  the  coF  lition  of  the  lowlands,  and 
it  was  utterly  impossible  to  seTer  the 
two.    If  they  were  to  go   back  to  the 
principle  of  taxation  for  direct  benefits, 
they  must  go  back  to  the  purest  piinciide 
of  taxation,  upon  which  their — he  wu 
almost  going  to  say  barbarous — anoee- 
tors  acted.    At  any  rate,  those  who  pre- 
ceded us,  who  had  not  had  our  experience, 
and  who  had,  probably,    not  nad  the 
advantage  of  co-operation,  were  the  only 
persons  who  ever  resorted  to  the  principle 
which  his  hon.  Friend  recommended  lor 
adoption  now.  In  a  neighbouring  ooontiy 
we  saw  the  principle  suggested  by  the 
present  Bill  put  in  operation  every  day. 
In  France,    the    Oovemment    did  not 
hesitate  to  provide  the  means  for  the 
construction  of  magnificent  roads  and 
bridges  by  general  taxation.  Only  a  few 
days  ago,  hon.  Members  were  arguing 
that  the  roads  and  bridges  should  not 
be  made  at  the  expense  of  the  localities, 
but  that  the  cost  should  be  borne  by  the 
whole   country.      He  trusted  that  the 
House  would  take  a  wider  view  of  its 
obligations  and  responsibilities  in  refer- 
ence to  the  proposal  now  made,  than 
that  which  had  been  shaped  out  by  his 
hon.  Friend.      They  had  before   them 
the  example  set  by  the  House  of  Lords, 
who  had  sent  down  the  present  Bill.    A 
Select  Committee   of   their  Lordships' 
House  had  already  inquired  into  ue 
matter  and  reported  upon  it ;  and  hon. 
Members  had,  therefore,   an  assurance 
that  the  measure  had  been  thoroughly 
considered  by  the  House  of  Lords.  There 
were  Members  of  their  Lordships'  Com- 
mittee who  represented  important  dis- 
tricts of  country,   and    the    House  of 
Commons  might,  with  advantage,  foUow 
the  example  set  by  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  allow  the  Bill  to  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  where  they  knew  it 
would  be  thoroughly  sifted   and  well 
considered.     Only  that  night  they  had 
been  listening  to  a  strong  argument, 
the  whole  of  which  was  directed  towards 
the  merging  of  individual  rights  and 
interests  for  the  general  good  of  the 
country.     They  were  told  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  that 
the  position  of  public  affairs  rendered  it 
necessary  that  the  owners  of  land  in  the 
Sister  Kingdom  should  give  up  a  laigo 


953    JRiV&ri  CoHisn^Hdjf  imi       (Apbil7,  1881}        Fhoii  Ptw^ikn  Bitt.     954 


portion  of  their  rights  for  the  public 
good.  Was  it  possible  that  the  owners 
of  land  in  this  country  took  so  narrow  a 
view  of  their  obligations  and  duties  that 
they  would  prevent  the  passing  of  a 
measure  which  they  must  ifeel  convinced 
would  do  an  immense  amount  of  good, 
and  the  want  of  which  was  a  complete 
scandal  to  the  country  ?  No  one  could 
have  seen  the  state  of  the  country  during 
the  last  18  months  without  feeling  very 
much  ashamed  that  it  should  have  been 
allowed  to  get  into  such  a  position.  Per- 
haps, before  he  concluded  his  remarks, 
he  might  be  permitted  to  say  a  word  or 
two  in  regard  to  his  own  Bill.  He  under- 
stood that  it  was  intended,  in  the  event 
of  the  present  Bill  being  read  a  second 
time,  to  refer  it  to  a  Select  Committee. 
He  hoped  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
would,  in  the  event  of  that  course  being 
taken,  see  his  way  to  referring  the  second 
Bill  also,  so  that  the  two  measures  might 
be  considered  by  the  same  Committee. 
He  thought  there  were  in  the  Bill  which 
he  (Mr.  Magniac)  had  had  the  honour 
of  introducing,  a  certain  number  of 
clauses  which  might  with  advantage  be 
added  to  the  BiU  of  the  Government. 
He  shocdd  like  to  say,  with  regard 
to  the  Bill  of  his  right  hon.  Priend, 
that  he  looked  upon  the  rating  clauses 
contained  in  it  as  impracticable.  He 
did  not  think  that  it  would  be  possible 
to  carry  them  out  in  practice.  K  any 
hon.  Member  would  take  the  trouble 
to  look  at  the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  and 
examine  them  carefully,  he  would  find, 
in  regard  to  the  question  of  rating, 
that  the  division  of  rates  between  the 
owners  and  occupiers  and  the  uplands 
and  the  lowlands  would  necessitate  a 
multiplicity  of  accounts  being  kept, 
which,  he  believed,  would  render  it 
difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  work  the 
measure.  There  was  another  principle 
in  the  present  Bill  which  he  also  looked 
upon  as  a  very  dangerous  one  indeed. 
The  principle  of  the  valuation  of  lands  had 
hitherto  been  carried  out  by  assessment 
committees,  by  gentlemen  of  the  strictest 
impartiality  and  integpdty,  and  who  pos- 
sessed a  sufficient  knowledge  of  the  sub- 
ject to  enable  them  to  put  a  proper 
value  upon  the  lands  submitted  to  them. 
Under  the  provisions  of  the  present  Bill 
that  duty  would  bo  taken  away  from  the 
assessment  committees  and  handed  over 
to  the  overseers,  who  would  have  autho- 


rity, without  appeal,  to  make  a  valuation 
of  lands.  He  certainly  believed  that  the 
rating  clauses  of  the  Bill  would  require 
to  be  very  carefully  considered,  and  he 
could  not  conceive  a  place  better  suited 
for  their  consideration  than  a  Select 
Committee  of  that  House.  It  would  be 
quite  possible  for  the  hon.  Members 
who  would  be  appointed  upon  such  a 
Committee  to  put  the  clauses  of  the  Bill 
in  order.  He  trusted  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  would  accede  to  the  general  de« 
sire  that  there  should  be  one  Conser- 
vancy Board  for  each  river,  and  that  he 
would  not  allow  the  responsibilities  of 
the  Conservancy  to  be  frittered  away 
among  a  number  of  small  and  insignifi- 
cant authorities,  who  would  very  Hkely 
be  in  conflict  with  each  other  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  work  should  be 
carried  out.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
consent  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time, 
in  order  that  it  might  at  once  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee,  so  that  it 
might  come  back  again  to  the  House  in 
sufficient  time  to  be  passed  in  the  course 
of  the  present  Session. 

Sib  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  said, 
he  did  not  agree  in  the  views  which  had 
been  expressed  by  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  Magniac),  although  he  had 
no  doubt  that  the  hon.  Member  had  de- 
voted great  attention  to  the  subject.  He 
thought  the  concluding  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  answered  his  earlier  ones. 
He  certainly  hoped,  if  the  Bill  before  the 
House  was  to  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  that  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  be  referred  to  the  same  Com- 
mittee. If  the  Bill  were  to  be  taken  as 
it  stood,  and  were  to  be  read  a  second 
time  on  the  understanding  that  the 
second  reading  would  amount  to  a  con- 
firmation of  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
he  should  prefer  to  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell)  in  favour 
of  the  rejection  of  the  Bill.^  It  was  only 
yesterday  that  a  deputation  waited  upon 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  the 
President  ofthe  Local  Government  Board, 
and  towards  the  close  of  the  interview  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  asked  whe- 
ther he  considered  that  the  rating  clauses 
constituted  an  essential  part  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman stated,  in  reply,  that  there  was  no 
principle  in  the  Bill  at  all ;  that  it  was 
a  most  immoral  Bill.  He  quite  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     He 
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thought  it  was  a  most  immoral  Bill.  It 
was  not  only  unjust ;  but  lie  believed  it 
would  prove  to  be  perfectly  unecono- 
mical, and,  what  was  much  more  im- 
portant, that  it  would  be  quite  unwork- 
able. But  if  the  Select  Committee  to 
which  it  was  suggested  the  Bill  should 
be  referred  had  power  to  overhaul  the 
clauses  wliich  insisted  upon  the  taxation 
of  the  uplands  for  the  lowlands,  then 
that,  ho  considered,  would  altogether 
alter  the  question.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  toll  the  Ilouse  as 
much  as  he  told  the  deputation  yester- 
day»  because  the  statement  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  certainly  altered 
the  complexion  of  the  case.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Air.  Magniac)  had 
mentioned  two  or  three  facts  which 
tended  rather  to  strengthen  the  case 
against  himself.  The  hon.  Member  said 
he  knew  a  case  where  3,000  acres  of  land 
had  been  rendered  valueless  in  conse- 
quence of  river  floods,  and  ho  added 
that  by  the  present  Bill,  or  some  similar 
measure,  that  land  would  be  very  much 
improved.  He  (Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton) 
presumed  that  it  would  be  altogether  re- 
claimed, and  surely  the  3,000  acres  in 
question  ought  themselves  to  bear  the 
expense  of  reclamation  ;  £3  an  acre 
would  afford  a  very  large  margin  for  an 
expenditure  of  that  nature.  A  charge 
of  £1  an  acre  put  upon  the  land  womd 
cover  the  expense  of  the  necessary  out- 
lay ;  and  if,  as  the  hon.  Member  said, 
the  outlay  would  only  be  small,  why  was 
it  not  undertaken  at  once  by  the  owner 
without  waiting  to  throw  the  expense 
upon  the  district  generally  ?  The  hon. 
Member  had  referred  to  cases  where 
damage  to  the  extent  of  £500,000  and 
£800,000  had  been  done  by  the  flood- 
ing of  land.  Surely  the  land  that  was 
liable  to  become  flooded  could  afford  to 
pay  a  charge  of  1».,  or  5».,  or  even  of 
£1  an  acre,  and  save  itself  from  the 
consequences  of  these  floods  without  tax- 
ing the  uplands.  The  facts  adduced  by  the 
hon.  Member  were  the  strongest  argu- 
ments against  himself.  He  (Sir  Baldwyn 
Leighton)  had  placed  upon  the  Paper  an 
Amendment  following  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Leicestersliire  ;  and  although  he  had 
placed  it  upon  the  Paper,  and  believed 
strongly  in  the  opinion  which  it  ex- 
pressed, he  was  still  far  from  thinking 
that  there  was  no  necessity  for  a  Bill  of 
some  kind.      He    thought  there    was 

Sir  Baldwyn  Leight(m 


great  necessity  indeed  fbr  legidafioi; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  lie  was  ox  opakt 
that  if  they  passed  such  a  Bill  u  iha, 
even  those  who  most  wished  for  lepi- 
lation,  and  certainly  he  himself  wai  oh 
of  those,  would  find  it  unworkable.  B 
was,  therefore,  his  desire,  if  they  nm 
to  have  legislation,    that    they  skooU 
have  it  in  another  form.     He  was  him- 
self the  owner  of  riparian  land,  wbick 
was  not  protected  from  floods  as  muk 
as  he  should  like,  and  which  would  co- 
tainly  be  much  improved  if  it  were  not 
liable  to  be  floodea.     But  he  had  nera 
thought  of  asking  for  a  rate  or  tax  &oa 
the  uplands  in  order  to  save  his  laal 
from    floods    and    render    it  worth  n 
much  more  per   acre.      He  would  m 
soon  ask   for  assistance   to    cany  od 
building,  drainage,    or    other  impnm- 
ments.    Perhaps  there  were  hon.  Mem- 
bers in  the  House   who    had  had  to 
work  some  of  the  Acts   of  Parliameat 
similar  to  the  Public  Health  Act.    If 
so,  they  would  know  how  utterly  im- 
possible it  would  be  to   work  a  meA- 
sure  of  this   kind   when    the   basis  of 
taxation  was  uniust  and    unequitable. 
The  Public  Health  Act  had  broken  down 
owing  to  its  provisions  beings  spread  orer 
too  wide  an  area,  and  the  House  had,  in 
a  very  prominent  instance,  reversed  that 
policy.     An  attempt  had  been  made  \/ii 
compel  one  parish  to  pay  the  expense 
of  the  water  supply  for  another  paneh. 
But  the  Act  was  subsequently  amended 
by  striking  out  the  clause  under  whidi 
this  was  sought  to  be  done;  the  cost  vas 
charged  to  those  who  were  benefited  by 
the  water  supply ;  and  the  consequence 
was  that  the  Act,  which  was  before  un- 
workable, was  now  able  to  be  worked. 
Again,  in  the  case  of  tho  Metropolis,  a 
Select  Committee  which  sat  in  1877  re- 
ported that  tho  cost  of  preventing  floods 
ought  to  bo  thrown  on  the  whole  of  the 
Metropolis ;  but  another  Committee  found 
that  the  river-side  owners  ought  to  pre- 
vent overflow,  and  an  Act  was  passed 
which  embodied  tho  latter  principle.  The 
House  was  now  asked,  contrary  to  the 
principle  of  that  Act,  to  spread  the  rates, 
for  the  purposes  of  the  present  Bill,  over 
an  unduly  extended  area.      Therefore, 
he  thought,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
Acts  relied  upon  as  precedents  had  broken 
down,  it  would  be  better  to  reverse  the 
policy  of  extending  tho  rates,  and  place 
them  upon  tlie  property  which  would  be 
benefited.    If  the  right  hon.  Gtontleoiatt 
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would  say  that  he  would  give  up  that 
point,  he  should  be  glad  to  see  the  Bill 
go  to  a  Select  Committee,  together  with 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford 
(Mr.  Magniac) ;  but  if,  by  agreeing  to 
the  Bill  being  read  a  second  time,  tiiiey 
were  to  accept  the  proposed  principle  of 
rating,  he  should  certainly  vote  for  the 
Amendment  before  the  House.  The 
only  true  principle  in  matters  of  this 
kind  was  that  the  water  itself  should 
mark  the  extent  of  the  area  to  be  rated. 
As  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford  contained  some  special  exemp- 
tions in  the  case  of  land  not  benefited  by 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  he  thought  it 
would  be  of  great  advantage  to  refer  it, 
at  the  same  time  with  the  present  Bill, 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

Mb.  DUCKHAM  said,  he  was  an 
occupier  of  land  through  which  a  river 
ran  that  was  subject  to  floods,  and  he 
could,  therefore,  speak  with  some  know- 
ledge as  to  the  desirability  of  an  altera- 
tion in  the  present  system.  Neverthe- 
less, he  could  not  agree  with  the  principle 
of  rating  the  uplands  for  the  benefit  of 
the  other  lands.  By  admitting  this  prin- 
ciple, they  would  be  stultifying  the  pro- 
ceedings of  Parliament.  For  the  hon. 
Member  for  Shropshire  (Sir  Baldwyn 
Leighton)  had  pointed  out  that  when 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  took 
means  for  preventing  the  floods  in  the 
boroughs  of  Lambeth  and  Southwark, 
the  principle  of  rating  the  whole  Metro- 
polis had  been  rejected.  He  contended, 
that  if  there  was  reason  in  saying  that 
the  drainage  of  the  uplands  swelled  the 
floods  in  the  lowlands,  there  was  much 
greater  reason  in  saying  that  the  slated 
roofs  and  paved  yards  and  streets  on 
that  side  of  the  Eiver  Thames  tended 
greatly  to  increase  the  floods  in  the  river 
bed.  Yet  it  was  held  by  that  House, 
and  by  citizens  of  London  generally,  that 
it  was  not  equitable  and  not  right  to 
rate  the  larger  area  of  the  Metropolis  in 
order  to  secure  the  boroughs  of  Lambeth 
and  Southwark.  If  that  principle  held 
good  in  the  Metropolis,  surely  it  ought 
to  apply  throughout  the  country  at  large. 
Therefore,  he  appealed  to  the  House, 
on  behalf  of  a  large  number  of  his  sup- 
porters, that  the  uplands  should  not  be 
rated  to  improve  the  lowlands  of  the 
counties ;  but  that  measures  should  be 
taken  for  properly  cleansing  the  water- 
courses and  removing  obstructions,  at 
the  cost  of  those  benefited  by  the  change. 


This  Bill  had  been  truly  called  an  en- 
abling Bill,  for  it  enabled  20  owners,  or 
owners  and  occupiers,  holding  or  oc- 
cupying property  to  the  annual  value  of 
£2,000,  to  apply  at  any  time  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  for  the  purpose  of  car- 
rying out  the  provisions  of  this  Act.  The 
first  step  after  this  was  that  an  Inspector 
would  be  sent  down  into  the  district  to 
report.  He  would,  no  doubt,  be  easily 
convinced  of  the  necessity  of  applying 
the  Act,  and  a  Provisional  Order  wotdl 
be  made,  to  be  followed  by  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  all  of  which  would,  no  doubt, 
be  opposed  by  the  upland  ratepayers. 
Thus  a  continued  harvest  of  legal  ex- 
penses would  be  reaped  from  the  rate- 
payers of  the  upland  districts.  The 
House  had  had  the  picture  of  the  enor- 
mous floods  which  had  taken  place  held 
out  to  them  as  a  sort  of  scare,  in  order 
to  set  the  Bill  read  a  second  time  that 
ni^t;  but  he  contended  that  if  the 
rivers  in  their  present  form  were  scoured 
to  the  very  bed,  it  would  not  very  mate- 
rially diminish  such  floods  as  the  country 
had  been  subject  to  during  the  last  few 
years.  Again,  if  our  rivers  were  to  be 
widened  and  deepened,  almost  every 
bridge  in  the  Eangaom  would  have  to  be 
taken  down  and  re-built,  and  that  not 
only  on  the  highways,  but  on  the  rail- 
ways of  the  country.  For  these  reasons, 
he  felt  bound  to  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Leicestershire. 

Mb.  PUGH  said,  he  was  glad  that 
on  a  previous  occasion,  when  the  Bill 
was  before  the  House,  he  had  voted  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  The 
debate  of  that  evening  had  been  very 
useful,  although  he  did  not  consider  it 
adequate  to  the  importance  of  the  ques- 
tions involved  in  the  Bill.  The  rating 
of  the  upland  proprietors  for  what  he 
believed  to  be  the  chief  portion  of  the 
necessary  works  was,  in  his  opinion,  a 
monstrous  proposition  ;  and  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  understand  how  anyone  could 
come  forward  in  that  House  and  advo- 
cate such  a  measure.  He  was  anxious 
that  the  Local  Government  Board  should 
have  the  confidence  of  the  country;  but 
ho  felt  it  would  be  discredited  in  the  eyes 
of  the  people  if  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
were  adopted.  The  people  wore  now 
groaning  beneath  the  burden  of  taxa- 
tion ;  and  he  was  certain  that  there 
was  not  a  Member  for  a  county  in  Eng- 
land or  Wales  who  would  dare  to  go 
down  to  his  constituency  and  say  to  a 
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body  of  tenant  farmers  what  he  (Mr. 
Pugh)  had  heard  to-night  —  **  Your 
landlord's  property  will  oe  benefited, 
although  you  will  not  be ;  still,  we  are 
anxious  to  see  you  represented  on  the 
Board.  It  will  be  an  honourable  posi- 
tion, and,  I  am  sure,  you  will  not  object 
to  paying  the  rates."  He  was  certain 
that  no  county  Member  would  stand  up 
during  the  Eocess  and  proclaim  that 
doctrine,  for,  if  he  did,  his  fate  would 
be  sealed  at  the  next  Election.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  North  Hampshire 
(Mr.  Sclater-Booth)  had  referred  to  the 
Sanitary  Acts  as  a  precedent ;  but  in 
the  large  areas  created  by  them,  there 
was  supposed  to  be  a  certain  community 
of  interest  in  regard  to  sanitary  matters. 
Something  was  done  all  through  the 
area ;  but  the  House,  if  they  wished  to 
draw  a  fair  analogy  between  the  sani- 
tary law  and  the  present  Bill,  must  take 
the  former  as  proposing  to  do  some 
sanitary  work  in  an  urban  district,  and 
declaring  that  the  rural  districts,  in 
which  no  such  work  was  to  be  eflPected, 
should  contribute  to  the  cost.  Why  did 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
Magniac)  ask  them  to  pass  the  Bill? 
**  Oh ! "  said  the  hon.  Member,  **  because 
of  the  *  Artizans'  Dwellings  Act ; '  "  but 
hon.  Members  must  have  a  better  argu- 
ment than  that  with  which  to  go  down 
to  their  constituents.  They  could  not 
go  down  into  the  country  with  such  a 
story  as  this — **  See  the  Artizans*  Dwell- 
ings Act  in  London — look  at  the  effect 
of  it ;  you  will  be  benefited  in  like 
manner  by  this  Floods  Bill.*'  But,  to 
go  to  the  root  of  the  matter,  what  was 
the  ground  on  which  it  was  said  that 
these  uplands  ought  to  be  taxed  ?  He 
had  read  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
Committee  of  1 877 — he  would  not  trouble 
the  House  by  referring  to  it  further  than 
to  make  a  passing  allusion  to  some  of 
its  points — and  he  had  examined  into 
the  composition  of  the  Committee,  and, 
no  doubt,  there  were  upon  it  many  noble 
Lords  of  great  ability.  But  no  one  who 
read  the  evidence  candidly  could  help 
coming  to  the  conclusion  that  the  noble 
Lords  who  took  a  leading  part  in  the 
examination  of  the  witnesses  entertained 
the  opinion  that  the  uplands  should  be 
taxed  for  the  benefit  of  the  lowlands. 
That  would  be  found  throughout.  They 
were  bound  to  get  some  reason  for  this ; 
and  it  came  to  an  absurdity  when 
witnesses    answered,    as    Mr.    Bailey 

Mr.  Pugh 


Denton  did—''  Oh!  I  will  teU  jm  why 
the  uplands  should  be  taxed;"  aod 
then  went  on  to  c^ive  long^  answen 
occupying  considerable  paragraphs,  ut- 
terly barren  of  the  slightest  reason  why 
the  uplands  should  bo  asked  to  oontn- 
bute  towards  the  expense  of  improYing 
the  lowlands.  As  a  matter  of  £act»  he 
had  no  reason  to  give.  It  was  genenllj 
believed  that  the  evidence  g^ven  before 
the  Committee  was  in  favour  of  the 
principle  adopted  by  the  Qovemment; 
but,  he  ventured  to  say,  it  was  nothing 
of  the  kind.  There  were  many  witneasei 
whose  evidence  weighed  on  the  other 
side.  P*  Divide ! '']  If  hon.  Memben 
would  listen  to  him  for  a  few  minntei 
he  would  be  as  brief  as  he  possibly 
could;  but  the  matter  was  one  whi^ 
ought  certainly  to  be  fully  debated.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Warwick  (Mr.  Arthur 
Peel)  was  examined ;  then,  there  were 
four  engineers,  one  of  whom  gave  a  rea- 
son why,  to  the  mind  of  a  civil  engineer, 
this  principle  should  be  adopted — and  it 
was  very  much  the  reason  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hampshire — namely,  that 
otherwise  they  would  not  be  able  to 
raise  suificicnt  money.  No  doubt,  it 
was  to  the  interest  of  engineers  to  see 
great  works  carried  out ;  and  they  were 
always  anxious  to  see  large  and  expen- 
sive operations  undertaken.  It  was 
natural,  and  he  did  not  blame  them  for 
it;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  did  not 
think  civil  engineers  were  the  people  to 
consult  as  to  ^the  incidence  of  taxation. 
As  to  engineering  works,  consult  them 
by  all  moans ;  but  as  to  the  incidence  of 
taxation,  there  wore  a  groat  many  wit- 
nesses who  could  give  more  trustworthy 
ovidonce.  Then  there  was  a  town 
clerk  examined,  and  a  member  of 
a  local  board;  and  here  he  exhausted 
the  list  of  those  who  had  said  a  word  in 
favour  of  the  principle  lie  was  discues- 
ing.  He  mentioned  Mr.  Bawlinson, 
than  whom,  perhaps,  there  was  no  one 
more  competent  to  speak  upon  this  mat- 
tor.  There  was  another  witness  who  was 
examined  who  was  very  competent  to 
form  a  j  udgment  on  the  matter,  and  he 
should  ]iave  thought  this  gentleman 
would  have  hud  the  confidence  of  the 
Local  Government  Board.  It  was  Mr, 
Eidloy,  one  of  the  Enclosure  Commis- 
sioners; and  ho  and  Mr.  Grantham,  a 
civil  engineer,  were  of  opinion  that  die 
model  upon  which  legislation  should  be 
based  in  this  matter  was  the  Thames 
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Valley  Act.  Then,  thex^  was  one  re- 
markable thing  which  the  House  must 
bear  in  mind — namely,  the  large  num- 
ber of  people  perfectly  competent  to  give 
an  opinion  on  this  question  who  were 
never  asked  by  the  Committee  to  state 
their  views.  There  was,  for  example, 
Mr.  Lloyd,  who  was  connected  with  the 
Eiver  Severn,  and  had  had  large  ex- 
perience of  the  navigation  of  that  river; 
and  one  would  have  thought  that  if  any 
witness  had  been  called  from  the  banks 
of  the  Severn,  this  gentleman  certainly 
would  have  been  examined  on  this  point. 
The  area  of  the  watershed  of  the  Severn 
was  4 , 4  3  7  square  miles,  an  d  extended  from 
Plynlimmon  to  Bristol.  He  generally 
found,  however,  that  the  persons  asked 
to  give  an  opinion  were  those  living  on 
the  banks  of  such  rivers  as  the  Ouse. 
As  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Magniac),  let 
them  consider  what  the  upland  pro- 
prietors could  have  done  with  regard  to 
the  river  the  hon.  Member  was  con- 
nected with.  If  he  understood  the  hon. 
Member  aright — and  he  thought  he  had 
comprehended  him — he  had  pointed  out 
that  there  were  on  that  river  several  mills 
— that  there  were  obstructions  above  and 
obstructions  below.  [Mr.  Magniac  :  The 
hon.  Member  has  mis-stated  whatlsaid.l 
He  (Mr.  Pugh)  was  sorry  if  he  had 
misrepresented  the  hon.  Member ;  but 
he  did  not  think  the  misrepresentation 
was  to  a  very  serious  extent.  He  might 
have  made  a  mistake  in  using  the  word 
'*  mills,*'  and  it  might  be  **  weirs  "  that 
the  hon.  Member  had  mentioned;  but, 
at  any  rate,  he  was  correct  in  saying  that 
the  hon.  Member  had  pointed  out  that 
there  were  obstructions  above  and  ob- 
structions below.  On  what  ground,  again 
he  asked,  could  the  uplands  be  taxed  ? 
What  did  the  owners  of  the  uplands  do 
that  they  had  no  right  to  do  ?  If  an 
upland  proprietor  sent  water  down  upon 
the  lowlands  unnecessarily,  he  ought  to 
be  stopped  by  the  legislation,  or  taxed 
for  the  purpose  of  removing  or  remedy- 
ing the  evil ;  but  if  the  owner  of  the  up- 
land used  his  land  in  a  reasonable  and 
proper  manner,  he  was  neither  legally, 
equitably,  nor  morally  liable  for  the  in- 
jury caused  by  the  rain-water  falling  from 
his  property  to  the  lowlands.  Did  the 
owner  of  the  uplands  divert  streams  in 
order  to  send  water  into  another  river  ? 
Certainly  not ;  and  this  was  an  entirely 
novel  principle  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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man  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  to  show  the  House  some 
conclusive  reason  why  they  should  go 
beyond  the  principle  they  adopted  in 
1871.  In  conclusion,  he  wished  to  say 
one  word  as  to  his  own  position  in  this 
matter.  He  was  by  no  means  interested 
in  exempting  upland  proprietors  from 
taxation,  for  though  he  was  an  upland 
proprietor  himself,  he  was  also  a  low- 
tana  proprietor,  and  had  suffered  very 
much  from  the  evil  complained  of.  He 
had  no  objection  to  a  Bill  being  brought 
in  to  remedy  these  evils  ;  but  he  did  not 
wish  to  see  the  owners  of  the  uplands 
taxed.  He  had  for  many  years  spent  a 
great  deal  in  banking  up  the  river  near 
which  he  resided,  not  only  for  his  own 
benefit,  but  for  that  of  his  tenants;  still, 
it  had  never  occurred  to  him  to  charge 
any  of  his  tenants,  nor  to  ask  his  neigh- 
bours up  above  liim  to  contribute  to- 
wards the  cost  of  the  embankments. 
The  rivers  were  embanked  for  the 
benefit  of  the  proprietora,  and  when  the 
lowlands  were  improved  by  these  em- 
bankments, the  rent  would  be  raised; 
consequently,  it  was  unfair  to  ask  the 
owners  of  the  uplands  to  bear  part  of  the 
expense  of  that  whicTi  was  to  benefit 
someone  else.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  not  assent  to  the  principle  he  had 
condemned. 

Mr.  DoDSON  and  Mr.  Storer  rose 
together,  and  Mr.  Speaker  called  upon 
the  former  to  continue  the  debate. 


Mr.  STOEER:  I  wish  to  move— 
"Order!"] — I  wish  to  move  the  ad- 
oumment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  DODSON  :  I  am  in  possession  of 
the  House,  and  I  hope,  before  I  sit  down, 
the  hon.  Member  will  bo  persuaded  not 
to  make  the  Motion  he  now  appears 
anxious  to  bring  forward.  I  have  stated 
already  the  course  which  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  adopt,  and  as  this  is 
the  second  night  on  which  we  have  dis- 
cussed the  measure,  I  trust  that  the 
House  will  now  be  allowed  to  come  to 
a  decision  as  to  whether  or  not  it  shall 
be  read  a  second  time.  The  straight 
issue  has  been  put  before  the  House 
that  the  Bill  shall  be  read  a  second 
time  this  day  six  months,  and  the 
Government  is  willing  to  take  that 
issue.  After  the  lengthened  debate  we 
have  had,  I  do  not  propose  to  detain 
the  House  very  long.    The  object  of  tho 
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measure  is,  as  has  been  stated,  to  es- 
tablish, as  far  as  possible,  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  inhabitants  of  the  river 
basins,  one  Conservancy  Board,  which 
shall  have  the  general  control  of  a  river 
throughout.  I  say  that  that  is  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  so  far  as  circumstances 
will  admit,  because  we  cannot  disguise 
from  ourselves  the  fact  that  on  many  of 
our  rivers  there  are  different  authori- 
ties already  in  existence,  and  that  we 
cannot  replace  or  dispose  of  them  ;  but 
where  there  are  these  bodies,  there  our 
object  would  be,  at  all  events,  by  means 
of  a  Conservancy  Board,  to  harmon- 
ize their  action  and  supply  any  defects 
in  the  continuous  management  of  the 
river.  Then,  as  I  have  said  before,  this 
is  an  enabling  Bill ;  it  does  not  impose 
anything  on  the  localities.  The  measure 
is  one  giving  power  to  the  inhabitants 
and  the  local  authorities  to  help  them- 
selves and  to  establish  a  Conservancy 
Board  for  the  management  of  their 
river,  if  they  wish  it ;  and  the  Bill  is 
purposely  framed  to  be  of  so  elastic  a 
character  as  to  give  to  them  in  each 
river  basin  power  of  framing  a  scheme 
suited  to  their  own  wants  and  wishes. 
That  is  the  general  object  of  the  Bill ; 
and  I  must  say  this — which  I  think  will 
be  generally  admitted — that  after  the 
evidence  which  has  been  taken  by  the 
House  of  Lords,  upon  which  the  Eeport 
of  the  Committee  was  founded,  and  after 
the  experience  we  have  all  had  of  what 
has  taken  place  in  the  country,  few  people 
will  be  found  hardy  enough  to  denv  that 
some  kind  of  power  is  wanted  for  the  better 
management  of  many  of  the  rivers  of 
the  country.  The  Bill  has  been  very 
much  criticized  in  its  details.  It  is 
essentially  a  Bill  of  detail,  and  it  is 
for  that  reason  that  I  suggest  that  it 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, so  that  each  of  its  clauses 
may  be  submitted  to  examination.  The 
Hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Baldwyn 
Leighton),  and  some  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers, have  asked  me  this — '*  Will  you 
eive  us  an  assurance  if  it  goes  to  a  Select 
Committee,  this  thing  and  the  other 
thing  will  be  open  to  consideration  ?  "  I 
have  no  power  to  say  what  shall  be 
open  to  consideration  when  the  measure 
is  before  a  Select  Committee,  and  when 
it  is  before  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House.  Of  course,  every  clause  and 
every  line  and  every  word  of  it  will  bo 
open  to  discussion.    The  hon.  Gentle- 

Mr.  Dodion 


man,  who  moved  the  rejeotion  of  the 
Bill,  said — ''You  are  embarrassing," 
or,  ''You  may  embarrass  under  the 
powers  of  this  Bill  the  yarious  TTmons 
which  are  parts  of  diffierent  counties;" 
and  he  said — "  You  have  not  one  valaa- 
tion  basis ;  therefore,  you  will  make  the 
rating  unequal."  I  admit  the  force  of 
my  hon.  Friend's  argument,  and  I  am 
glad  to  hear  it  firom  nim.  The  valua- 
tion is  unequal  in  the  country.  I  should 
be  glad  to  see  it  reformed,  and  I  haw 
those  who  make  the  objection  I  reier 
to  will  support  the  proposal  thatmaj 
be  made  for  bringing  about  such  re- 
form. But  it  is  as  well  to  consider  this 
Eoint — that  under  the  Bill  nothing  can 
e  done  until  application  has  been  made 
for  a  Provisional  Order,  and  that  Order 
has  been  obtained.  That  will  take 
another  year  to  obtain,  and  in  the  mean- 
time, if  fortune  favours  us,  we  may  pass 
a  Valuation  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Stanhope)  raised 
another  point.  He  said  the  Fens  in 
which  he  was  interested  were  not  pro- 
tected. If  my  hon.  Friend  will  Iook  at 
Clause  4,  ana  Clause  6,  and  red-letter 
Clause  3,  which  follows  Clause  19,  he 
will  find  that  careful  precautions  have 
been  taken.  Expensive  works  have  been 
executed  in  the  Fens,  and  it  is  quite 
possible  that  further  burdens  ought  not 
to  be  cast  upon  them.  These  olanses 
were  inserted  very  much  with  a  view  to 
this  particular  case.  Then  he  does  not 
oppose  the  second  reading,  but  wishes 
the  Bill  to  be  referred  to  a  Committee 
in  order  that  evidence  may  be  taken.  I 
cannot  assent  to  that  proposition.  The 
evidence  upon  which  tnis  iBill  is  founded 
is  that  which  has  been  taken  already  by 
the  House  of  Lords;  but  it  must  be 
remembered  that  before  a  Provisional 
Order  can  be  passed,  applying  the  powers 
given  under  this  Bill  to  any  liver  basin, 
evidence  must  be  taken  in  the  locality 
by  means  of  a  local  inquiry;  then  the 
schemes  afterwards  founded  on  that 
local  inquiry  must  be  embodied  in  the 
Provisional  Order,  and  if  the  Order  then 
becomes  opposed,  it  must  be  referred 
to  a  Committee,  before  which  evidence 
is  taken  like  a  Private  Bill.  That  is 
far  better  than  any  general  evidence 
that  can  be  taken  on  a  Bill  of  this  kind, 
because  the  evidence  before  the  local 
inquiry  and  before  the  Committoe  will 
have  regard  to  the  circumstances  and 
necessities  of   the  particular  river.     I 
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do  not  know  that  I  need  take  up  every 
point  of  objection  to  the  Bill  —  some 
have  been  already  answered  by  other 
speakers;    but  the  hon.  Baronet  said 
tnere  were  no   exemptions  under  the 
Bill.      I    pointed    out  that  there  are 
powers  of  exemption,  in  referring  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
colnshire.    These  powers  apply  to  high- 
lands or  lowlands;  and  the  clause  pro  viaes 
that  any  lands  which  it  appears  ought 
not  to  bo  subject  to  rates,  or  not  to  the 
same  extent  as  other  lands,   may  be 
exempted.    Then,  again,  the  argument 
assumes    that    everything  to  be  done 
under  the  Bill  was  simply  the  improve- 
ment of  the  lands  of  certain  proprietors ; 
and  it  is  stated  that  the  Bill  is  only  for 
private  improvements.      Upon  that  I 
must  ask  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
Clause  6  and  to  Clause  20.    Under  these 
clauses  there  is  power  provided  through 
the  Provisional  Order,  or  through  the 
Conservancy  Board,   by  which,  where 
works  are  specially  improvement  works 
for  the  benefit  of  private  owners,  the 
cost  shall  be  charged  to  those  private 
owners,    and  not  to  the  district.     The 
fact  is,  that  the  management  of  a  great 
river   extends  far  beyond  private   in- 
terests and  the  property  of  one  or  two 
riparian  proprietors.    It  is  a  matter  of 
common  interest  to  all  the  inhabitants 
of  the  river  basin.     At  all  events,  it  is 
so  with  certain  limited  exceptions,  and 
as  such  I  must  say  that  I  do  not  see 
that  there  is  any  injustice  in  providing, 
with  proper  safeguards,  for  the  manage- 
ment and  control  of  a  river  by  means  of 
a  rate  levied  over  the  whole  or  an  ex- 
tended portion  of  the  basin.    No  doubt, 
there  are  diflferent  interests — some  more 
direct  than  others;  but  if  the  circum- 
stances seem  to  require  it,  powers  are 
given  for  the  exemption  of  lands  wholly 
or  partially.     Some  allusion  has  been 
made  to  county  boards.    I  am  as  anxious 
as  anyone  can  be  to  see  a  good  system' 
of  county  government  established ;  but 
I  must  point  out  that  county  boards  do 
not  meet  the  case  of  the  rivers,  because, 
if  it  is  desirable  as  far  as  possible  to 
secure  uniform  and  continuous  manage- 
ment of  a  river,  you  cannot  confine  the 
board  of  management  to  the  representa- 
tives of  one  county,  for  many  rivers  flow 
through  different  counties,  and,  in  many 
instances,  form  the  boundaries  of  coun- 
ties ;  and  it  would  be  impossible  to  work 
that  satisfactorily  by  means  of  county 


boards.     Now,  Sir,   the  Bill  has  been 
compared  with  the  Bill  introduced  by 
the  late  Government.     It  is  founded  on 
the  same  lines — the  same  Beport  as  the 
other  Bill — but  it  mainly  differs  from 
the  Bill  of  the  Duke  of  Eichmond  and 
Gordon  in  this  way.    It  aims  at  mak- 
ing the  boards  directly  elective  boards ; 
whereas    the    former   Bill    constituted 
boards  partly  of  life  members,   partly 
of  members  indirectly  elected.    Then, 
whereas  the  last  Bill  divided  the  en- 
tire cost    between    owners    and    occu- 
piers, the  present  Bill  aims  at  charg- 
ing the  bulk  of  the  rate  on  the  owners 
and  those  who  have  permanent  inter- 
ests.     Accordingly,    the    scheme   sug- 
gested is  that  the  cost  of  construction  of 
new  works,  and  the  cost  of  improve- 
ments, shall  be  charged  entirely  upon 
owners,  while  the  cost  of  the  current 
expenses    of   maintenance    of  existing 
works  shall  be  divided  between  owners 
and  occupiers.    The  reason  why  we  call 
particular  attention  to  that  is  this — I  do 
not  know  what  may  be  the  view  of  other 
hon.  Members,  but  I  think  in  our  system 
of  rating  in  England  we  have  not  sufii- 
ciently  attended  to  the  advantages  or 
disadvantages  of  placing  some  of  our 
rates  upon  owners,  and  mviding  others 
between  owners  and  occupiers.    That 
is  the  practice  both  in  Scotland  and  in 
Ireland ;    and    it  is  a  practice  which 
might,  perhaps,  be  adopted  with  advant- 
age in  this  country.    It  is  difficult  in  the 
ease  of  old  rates  to  make  a  change  of  that 
kind ;  but  when  we  are  providing  that 
people  may  rate  themselves  for  a  new 
purpose,  it  is  worthy  of  consideration 
whether  you  should  not  give  them  power 
to  proceed  in  that  manner.  At  this  time 
of  the  evening  I  will   not  detain  the 
House ;  and  after  the  discussions  which 
have  taken  place  in  this  House,  and 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  consider- 
ing that  this  is  not  the  first  time  a  Bill 
of  this  kind  has  been  discussed  in  Par- 
liament, and,  further,  that  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  has  been  in  the  hands 
of  Members  for  several  years,  I  do  not 
see  that  it  is  necessary  to  continue  this 
debate  any  longer.  I  hope  that  we  shall 
agree  to  the  second  reading;  at  all  events, 
we  might  take  an  issue  on  the  challenge 
of  the  hon.  Member,  and  if  we  succeed, 
as  I  hope  we  shall,  in  passing  the  second 
reading,  allow   it  to   be  referred  to  a 
Select   Committee    to   go   through  the 
clauses,  and  in  Committee  of  the  Whole 
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House,  or  Qn  the  Motion  for  going  into 
Committee,  further  discuss  it  in  the 
shape  in  which  it  comes  from  the  Select 
Committee. 

Mr.  STOEEE  thought  the  very  im- 
portance of  the  subject  was  the  very 
reason  why  the  Government  should  not 
push  the  Bill  through  at  that  late  hour. 
Hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
had  had  no  opportunity  of  speaking, 
and  if  they  spoke  then  their  speeches 
would  not  reach  their  constituencies. 
Many  county  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  were  ignorant  that  the  Bill  was 
to  be  taken  then,  and,  in  consequence, 
they  were  absent.  He,  therefore,  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  BEODEICK  seconded  the  Mo- 
tion, observing  that  there  had  only  been 
two  and  a-half  hours  or  two  hours  and 
three-quarters  of  discussion  on  the  Bill ; 
and,  therefore,  he  hoped  the  House  would 
consent  to  the  adjournment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr,  Storer.') 

Mr.  GOEST  felt  sure  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  object  to  the  adjourn- 
ment, for  the  debate  had  not  lasted  long, 
considering  the  importance  of  the  subj  ect. 
The  last  three  speeches  had  been  made 
by  Members  on  the  Government  side 
of  the  House,  and  Members  on  the  other 
side  had  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
speaking,  and  it  was  quite  clear  that  the 
House  was  not  then  in  the  frame  of 
mind  to  continue  the  discussion.  There 
could  not  be  a  more  conclusive  proof  of 
that  than  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cardiganshire  (Mr.  Pugh).  It  was 
an  interesting  and  effective  speech,  and 
yet  many  hon.  Members  on  his  own  side 
of  the  House,  who  were  his  own  political 
and  personal  Friends,  were  so  anxious  to 
go  to  bed  that  they  could  not  listen  to 
his  speech  with  patience.  If  they  treated 
their  own  Friends  in  that  way,  would 
they  listen  to  any  Member  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  ?  There  were  several 
Members  who  had  a  right  to  an  oppor- 
tunity of  speaking;  and  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  not  object  to  the  ad- 
journment.   

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  reminded  the 
House  that  the  principle  of  this  Bill 
was  identical  with  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  of  the  late  Government  for  which 
they  all  voted.  He  was  strongly  in 
favour  of  that  Bill,  and  every  objection 

Mr,  Dodeon 


he  had  heard  to  this  Bill  was  aa  objec- 
tion to  details.  He  had  not  heard  a  sinde 
attempt  to  oppose  the  principle  of  uie 
Bill ;  and  the  Government  had  pointed 
out  that  there  would  be  another  oppor- 
tunity for  discussion  when  the  Bill  was 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  He  re- 
joiced that  it  was  to  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  for  in  the  district  he 
represented,  though  it  was  on  the  Hog's 
Back  of  England,  the  floods  of  the  river 
Tame  were  very  dangerous,  charged  as 
the  water  was  with  the  filth  of  Birming- 
ham. The  floods  were  due  to  the  rau- 
ways  and  to  the  action  of  the  canals 
which  confined  the  water,  and  also  to 
the  mills,  and  the  towns  were  literally 
in  danger.  Their  sanitary  condition  was 
imperilled  through  the  want  of  such  a 
Bill  as  this ;  and  he  concurred  with 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House 
in  appealing  to  the  House  to  confirm  the 
principle  which  had  the  sanction  of  the 
Front  Benches  on  both  sides  of  the 
House. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Pell)  would  not 
prevent  the  House  coming  to  a  decisioiL 
upon  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  It 
was  understood  the  Bill  would  be  further 
discussed  at  a  later  stage,  and  if  hon. 
Members  would  only  consider,  they  most 
know  they  were  now  coming  to  the  end 
of  the  first  volume  of  the  Parliamentaij 
Session,  and  that  there  was  a  very  great 
deal  of  work  to  be  done.  Surely,  after 
a  portion  of  two  nights  had  been  ^ven 
up  to  the  debate  upon  a  Bill  of  this  kind, 
it  would  not  be  reasonable  to  further 
postpone  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  fell  did  not  wish  to  take  any 
part  in  obstruction ;  but  he  knew  that 
in  the  case  of  this  particular  Bill  there 
were  several  hon.  Gentlemen  desirous  of 
speaking 

Twenty  minutes  past 
morning  was  certainly  not  a  proper 
time  to  take  the  second  reading  or  a  Bill 
of  this  importance. 

Mr.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  hoped  the 
Government  would  allow  the  debate  to 
be  adjourned.  It  was  improper  to  bring 
up  for  second  reading  at  this  time  of  the 
morning  a  measure  to  which  a  whole 
night  ought  to  be  devoted.  As  there 
were  a  number  of  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  desirous  of  speaking 
on  the  second  reading,  and  as  tiiis  was 
one  of  the  few  Departmental  Bills  of  the 
Session,   it  was  only  reasonable  itnej 


upon  the  principle  involved, 
oinutes  past  1  o  dock  in  the 
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should  have  the  measure  properly  and 
fully  debated. 


Question  put. 

The  'H.onse  divided : — Ayes  61;  Noes 
118  :  Majority  67.— (Div.  List,  No.  181.) 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  had  no 
intention  of  opposing  the  Bill ;  he 
should  vote  for  it,  because  he  regarded 
it  as  a  very  excellent  measure.  But 
he  noticed,  with  respect  to  it,  what 
he  had  observed  in  connection  with  a 
great  many  good  measures.  This  was 
a  Bill  which  had  been  prepared  with 
great  care  and  skill ;  but  it  would  seem 
that  those  who  had  drawn  it  up  had  an 
idea  that  river  basins  and  water  sheds 
were  only  to  be  found,  and  drainage 
was  only  necessary,  in  that  portion  of 
the  United  Kingdom  called  England. 
There  were  river  basins  and  water  sheds 
in  Ireland,  and  there  was  a  necessity  for 
drainage  in  Ireland  at  least  as  great  as 
that  in  England.  Not  only  on  account 
of  the  water  power  which  the  rivers 
represented,  but  also  on  account  of  the 
interests  of  navigation  and  agriculture 
which  were  involved  in  the  question  of 
drainage  in  Ireland,  it  was  only  fair  the 
Government  should  give  them  some  as- 
surance that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
should  be  extended  to  Ireland.  If  the 
Government  would  do  that,  he  believed 
he  could  answer  for  the  support  of  all 
his  Colleagues  from  Ireland.  It  appeared 
to  them  exceedingly  hard  that  they  should 
have  to  support  measures  which  they 
recognized  as  good,  but  from  the  advan- 
tages of  which  they  were  excluded. 
Nothing  could  be  more  easy  than  to 
extend  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  to  Ire- 
land, and  tnere  was  no  country  which 
would  be  benefited  as  Ireland  would  be 
by  such  a  scheme  as  that  now  proposed 
for  England.  To  show  how  easy  it 
would  be  to  confer  an  immense  benefit 
upon  Ireland  by  some  such  scheme  as 
this,  he  would  mention  that  the  summit 
altitude  of  the  Shannon,  at  MuUingar 
was  only  320  feet  above  the  level  of  the 
sea;  that  the  summit  altitude  of  the 
Grand  Canal  was  only  270  feet  above 
the  level  of  the  sea,  and  where  it  joined 
the  Shannon  in  the  West  and  joined  the 
Eiver  Suir,  which  carried  off  its  water 
into  the  sea,  near  Dublin,  in  the  East, 
it  was  only  some  167  feet  above  the 
level  of  the  sea.  These  figures  remre- 
sented  a  fUl  of  4  feet  per  mile.    The 


running  off  of  the  waters  was,  there- 
fore, exceedingly  slow,  and  to  this  was 
to  be  attributed  the  flooding  of  largo 
tracts  of  level  land.  He  was  astonished 
to  see  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford- 
shire, who  last  year  proclaimed  his  in- 
terest in  Queen's  County,  so  oblivious 
of  the  condition  of  things  in  Ireland — 
not  only  in  Queen's  County,  but  in 
King's  County  and  Kildare.  In  these 
counties  thousands  of  acres  were  under 
water  for  weeks  and  months  every  year, 
hundred  of  thousands  of  crops  were  de- 
stroyed, and  enormous  misery  and  dis- 
ease was,  as  a  consequence,  suffered  by 
the  people.  If  the  basins  of  the  Shan- 
non and  Suir  were  largely  extended, 
and  if  some  such  conservancy  authority 
was  established  for  the  river  basins  in 
Ireland  as  in  England,  an  enormous 
boon  would  be  conferred  on  that  country. 
He  therefore  trusted  they  would  be 
able  to  obtain  from  the  Government  an 
assurance  that  they  would  consent  to 
the  extension  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  to  Ireland. 

LoKD  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  there  was  only  one  objection  to 
g^ve  such  an  assurance,  and  that  was 
that  the  Bill  was  founded  upon  the  very 
lines  of  an  Irish  Act  —  the  Arterial 
Drainage  (Ireland)  Act. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked,  ,if  it  was  not  a 
fact  that  the  works  under  the  Arterial 
Drainage  Act  had  been  suspended  by  a 
Treasury  Minute,  and  that  the  loans  had 
been  stopped  ? 

LoED  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH : 
Certainly  not. 

Question  put,  "That  the  word  'now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  118; 
Noes  42  :  Majority  76.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  182.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  DODSON  :  I  have  to  propose 
now  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  and  I  hope  that  the  House 
will  agree  to  refer  the  Bill  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
Magniac)  to  the  same  Committee. 

Mb.  a.  H.  BEOWN  said,  he  had  a 
Motion  on  the  Paper,  after  the  Bill  was 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  to  move 
an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  in  re- 
ference to  the  duties  and  powers  at  pre- 
sent exercised  by  Boards  of  Conservators 
under  the  Salmon  Fishery  Acts ;  but  he 
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presumed  that  he  would  be  able  to  make 
that  Motion  on  the  nomination  of  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
should  also  desire  to  move  an  Instruc- 
tion to  the  Select  Committee  that  they 
should  consider  the  advisability  of  ex- 
tending the  provisions  of  the  Bill  to 
Ireland. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
does  not  propose  to  move  that  Amend- 
ment now  ? 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  No,  Sir. 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  wiU  be  open  for 
the  hon.  Member  to  move  an  Instruction 
to  the  Committee  on  the  nomination  of 
the  Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  committed  to  a  Select  Committee. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS.— REPORT. 
Resolutions  [4th  April]  reported. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  wished 
to  put  a  Question  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  which,  probably,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department,  or  one  of  the  Lords 
of  the  Treasury,  would  be  able  to 
answer.  He  believed  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote), 
alluding  to  the  question  of  the  second 
reading  of  the  Irish  Land  Bill,  had 
expressed  the  strong  feeling  entertained 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  and,  he  be- 
lieved, on  the  other  side  too,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  should  undertake  not  to 
proceed  with  the  second  reading  on 
Monday  the  25th,  directly  after  the  Holi- 
days. It  would  obviously  be  a  great 
inconvenience  to  jSIembers  coming  up  on 
the  first  day  of  the  House  re-assembling, 
and,  no  doubt,  those  Members  who  did 
come  up  would  be  glad  to  consult  with 
each  other  before  committing  themselves 
to  any  particular  line  of  action.  He, 
therefore,  hoped  that  the  Prime  Minister 
would  agree  to  the  general  wish  that  on 
the  first  meetiog  of  the  House  after  the 
Easter  Holidays  a  matter  of  this  great 
importance  should  not  be  taken  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  In 
answer  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  all 
I  can  say  at  present  is  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister  will  be 
here  at  2  o'clock  this  day,  when  the 
House  meets,  and  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  said  will  be  conveyed  to 
him.  I  would  prefer  that  the  opportunity 

Mr.  A.  H,  Brown 


of  answering  the  Question  should  be 
served  for  my  right  hon.  Friend. 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 

Ordered^  That  a  Bill  be  brought  in  upon  the 
said  Resolutions,  and  that  Mr.  Platfaix,  ICr. 
CuANCELLOK  of  tho  ExcHZQUBR,  and  Loid 
Frederick  Cavendish  doprepareandfaringituL 

Bill^r««tfn^f<^,and  read  the£vt  time.  [BiIllS6.] 

TRAMWAYS  (IRELAND)  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT {re^eommitUd)  BILL. 
{Major  Nolarif  Mr.  Corrt/,  Mr.  Arthur  CCaiuWf 

Mr.  Gray^  Mr.  Tottenham j  Mr.  O^Shea,  Mr. 

Colli Mf  Mr.  Litton.) 

[bill  102.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  6  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Alterations  of  section  kix  in 
the  Act  of  I860  and  section  four  of  Act 
of  1871.) 

Mr.  M.  brooks  said,  lie  entertained 
a  strong  objection  to  the  clause.  It  pro- 
posed to  repeal  several  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment which  had  been  passed  between 
tho  years  1868  and  1871 ;  but  the  Com- 
mittee would  be  surprised  when  he  told 
them  that  it  was  proposed  by  this  clause 
to  enable  Tramwaj  Companies  to  cany 
tramways  over  ordinary  roads  at  any 
level,  even  at  a  level  5,  6,  or  7  inches 
higher  than  the  level  of  the  road,  and 
thus  render  the  roadway  almost  inca- 
pable of  ordinary  traffic.  "Wlien  the 
Bill  was  before  a  Committee,  Qeneral 
Hutchinson,  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
stated  that  the  laying  of  rails  on  the 
roads  in  this  way  would  be  productive 
of  the  highest  inconvenience,  and  would 
prevent  the  ordinary  traffic  ©f  the  roads 
being  carried  on.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, and  at  that  late  hour,  he  sub- 
mitted that  the  Committee  ought  not  to 
pass  this  clause.  The  measure  had  been 
brought  forward  almost  without  Notice, 
and  Tie  firmly  believed  that  if  the  opi- 
nion of  the  House  had  been  taken  upon 
it,  it  would  have  been  rejected.  He 
would,  therefore,  move  that  the  Chair- 
man report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to 
sit  again. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr.  if. 

Brooks.) 

Mil.  TOTTENHAM  said,  the  Bill  had 
been  referred  to  a  Select  Oommittee,  by 
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whom  the  questions  raised  had  been  fully 
considered.  It  was  considered  that  suffi- 
cient precautions  would  be  taken  to  meet 
the  objections  of  the  kinds  urged  by 
the  hon.  Member  opposite,  by  requiring 
that  the  consent  of  the  Grand  Juries 
and  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council 
should  be  obtained,  and  they  had 
altered  and  amended  the  clause  with 
that  view.  He  trusted  the  clause  would 
be  allowed  to  pass. 

Mr.  M.  BEOOKS  did  not  think  that 
a  Bill  that  provided  for  the  turning  of 
ordinary  roads  into  railroads  should  be 
allowed  to  pass  at  that  hour  (2.25).  If 
the  Bill  passed,  it  would  reduce  by  one- 
half  the  width  of  every  road  upon  which 
the  tramway  was  proposed  to  be  con- 
structed. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withirUwn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Eemaining  Clause  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow. 

CHURCH  PATRONAGE  BILL.— [Bill  30.] 

{Mr.  E.  Stanhope,  Mr,  Albert  Orey^  Mr.  Stanley 

Zeiyhtcm,  Mr.  Stuart-  Worthy.) 

SECOND   READING.      ADJOURNED    DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [6th  April],  *'  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  LLLINGWOETH  said,  he  had 
noticed  that  when  he  was,  yesterday, 
making  the  observation  that  the  National 
Church  of  the  country  was  a  g^eat  Li- 
stitution,  for  the  management  of  which 
that  House  was  responsible,  there  came 
from  some  parts  of  the  House  indica- 
tions of  dissent.  He  now  repeated  his 
opinion  that  the  Established  Church  of 
the  country  was  essentially  a  National 
Institution  for  which  Parliament  was  re- 
sponsible ;  that  the  clergy  of  the  Church 
were  also  national  officers ;  and  that  the 
House  was  responsible  for  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Church  and  for  the  regu- 
lations under  which  the  clergy  enjoyed 
their  benefices.  If  there  was  any  foun- 
dation for  the  statement  that  the 
Church  was  not  a  National  Institution, 
then  he  ventured  to  ask  why  was  that 
House  continually  troubled  with  the 
affairs  of  the  Church — why  were  its  in- 
ternal afiairs  not  managed  in  the  same 


way  as  the  internal  affairs  of  other 
Churches?  It  was  rather  late  in  the 
day  to  hold  the  opinion  that  the  Church 
was  not  a  National  Institution  When 
the  Irish  Church  Act  was  carried  through 
Parliament,  the  Bepresentatives  of  the 
people,  by  a  very  large  majority — with 
regard  to  an  Institution  which  held  at 
that  time  a  position  identical  with  that 
of  the  Established  Church  in  this  coun- 
try— treated  the  Irish  Church  as  a  Na- 
tional Institution,  its  officers  as  public 
officers,  and  dealt  with  it  accordingly. 
If  that  were  so,  it  was  clear  that  the 
affairs  of  the  Church  of  England  were 
affairs  that  must  come  under  the  obser- 
vation of  Parliament,  and  of  which  Par- 
liament must  take  cognizance.  He  ex* 
perienced  some  difficiuty  in  approaching 
the  consideration  of  this  matter,  be- 
cause the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Stanhope)  had  stated  that 
this  was  not  the  actual  Bill  which  would 
be  discussed ;  that,  in  the  first  place,  the 
Bill  was  to  be  cut  in  two,  and  that,  in 
the  next,  some  of  the  clauses  were  to  be 
struck  out.  It  was  impossible  to  say 
what  part  of  the  Bill  was  really  under 
discussion  at  that  moment,  and  what 
part  of  it  was  to  be  postponed  to 
a  future  occasion  ;  and,  therefore,  he 
thought  there  were  objections  of  the 
strongest  character  against  assenting  to 
the  second  reading  of  the  measure.  The 
House  should  not,  blindfold,  give  its  con- 
sent to  the  principle  which  it  embodied. 
There  were  several  points  upon  which 
he  desired  information.  For  instance, 
was  it  the  intention  of  the  Mover  of  the 
Bill  to  provide  compensation  in  view 
of  the  important  pecuniary  interests 
involved  ?  Again,  further  explanation 
was  needed  with  regard  to  the  17th 
clause,  authorizing  exchanges  and  re- 
signations for  pecuniary  considerations. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  stated  yester- 
day that  the  clause  would  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  ILLINGWOETH  urged  that, 
although  the  Bill  might  have  been  dis- 
cussed in  '*  another  place,"  it  had  not 
received  sufficient  consideration  in  that 
House,  and,  therefore,  they  were  not 
justified  in  assenting  to  the  principle  of 
a  measure  of  which  they  knew  very 
little.  Notwithstanding  that  the  Bill 
had  been  described  as  a  small  Bill  deal- 
ing with  a  very  large  question,  he  should 
venture  to  move  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  House,  it  was  inexpedient  to  pass  any 
measure  which  gave  legal  sanction  to  the 
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sale,  under  any  circumstanceB,  of  the  right 
of  appointing  ministers  to  parochial  or 
other  benefices.  Had  a  Bill  embodying 
that  principle  been  brought  before  the 
House,  it  might  have  been  said  that  it 
had  a  general  concurrence  of  opinion  in 
its  favour.  But  he  wished  to  know  why 
the  House  was  asked,  so  to  speak,  to 
nibble  at  the  question,  instead  of  man- 
fully grappling  with  it  as  a  whole  ?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  would 
be  obliged  to  admit  that  the  Bill  only 
touched  the  fringe  of  the  question,  and 
that  it  was  leaving  untouched,  and,  in 
fact,  renewing.  Parliamentary  sanction 
to  the  sale  of  advowsons.  The  National 
Church  of  the  country  was  in  a  some- 
what anomalous  position.  At  times  its 
adherents  were  disposed  to  assert  that  it 
was  not  a  National  Institution,  and  that 
its  management  should  be  confined  to 
those  who  were  its  avowed  adherents.  At 
other  times,  and  to  serve  other  purposes, 
it  was  loudly  proclaimed  to  be  the  Na- 
tional Church,  and  that  all  other  Deno- 
minations, and  all  citizens  were  alike 
obliged  to  bow  to  that  fact.  He  held, 
in  the  case  of  any  alteration  of  the  law 
affecting  the  Church,  that  it  must  be 
treated  as  a  national  question,  and 
that  Parliament  must  be  consulted, 
and  that  the  citizens  of  the  country, 
whether  they  belonged  to  the  Church 
of  England,  or  other  religions,  or  no 
religious  body,  were  entitled  to  express 
an  opinion  as  to  what  should  be  the 
direction  of  legislation  with  regard  to 
the  National  Church.  It  could  not  be 
urged  in  that  House  that  the  measure 
had  roeoivod  the  consideration  of  the 
country,  or  of  the  Representatives  of 
the  people,  or  that  it  would  not  bo 
a  departure  from  sound  precedent  if 
it  were  admitted  to  a  second  reading, 
especially  as  hon.  Members  were  in- 
formed that  the  Bill  would  bo  re-cast 
immediately  afterwards.  He  regretted 
very  much  to  stand  between  hon. 
Members  and  their  beds  at  that  hour 
(2.15) ;  but  he  could  plead  that  the  fault 
did  not  lie  with  him.  He  thought  that 
pressure  had  been  attempted  to  be 
brought  upon  Members  of  the  House  in 
order  to  force  on  the  carrying  of  this 
Bill  against  which  he  did  not  hesitate 
to  protest.  Again,  the  Bill  proposed  to 
give  increased  powers  to  the  Bishops. 
That,  of  course,  raised  a  most  important 
question  ;  and  if  it  were  laid  before  the 
public,  he  thought  there  would  be  found 
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a  great  majoriiy  of  the  people  who  held 
that,  so  far  from  giving  increased  powen 
to  the  Bishops,  there  was  deep  dis- 
satisfaction with  the  way  thej  used  the 
power  they  had  already.  Take,  for  in- 
stance, the  question  of  patronage.  The 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury  was  reported 
to  have  said  that  he  regarded  Ghaich 
patronage  as  a  public  trust.  Neverthe- 
less, they  were  told  that,  in  exercising 
the  patronage  that  had  fallen  to  his 
lot,  he  had  used  it  largely  in  favour 
of  his  own  relatives  and  friends.  The 
question  was  one  of  gpreat  importance, 
and  he  believed  there  were  strong 
reasons  for  believing  that  the  Arch- 
bishop committed  frequent  acts  of  ne- 
potism in  so  exercising  what  he  reg^arded 
as  a  public  trust.  He  had  received  a 
pamphlet  froi&  a  clerg3naian  which  drew 
public  attention  to  what  the  writer  con- 
sidered to  be  a  gross  abuse  of  power  on 
the  part  of  the  Archbishop.  If  these 
statements  were  well  founded,  he,  for 
one,  objected  to  further  powers  being 
conferred  upon  the  Bishops.  He  did  not 
think  the  Archbishop  was  alone  in  the 
use  he  made  of  Church  patronage ;  on 
the  contrary,  he  believed  there  were 
many  Bishops  who  thought  they  did 
well  in  regarding  relationship  as  having 
the  greatest  claim  upon  them  for  the 
best  ofEces  at  their  disposal,  and  that 
there  were  many  just  complaints  from 
the  best  men  in  the  Church  that  thej 
were  forgotten  and  thrust  aside  in  favoor 
of  the  fortunate  gentlemen  who  hap- 
pened to  be  relatives  and  friends  of  the 
Bishops  and  Archbishops.  Further,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  even  if  the  sale 
of  the  right  of  next  presentation  were 
barred  by  this  Bill,  there  would  be 
the  &ame  trafRc  by  evasion  as  now 
in  the  offices  of  the  Church,  the  only 
di£fcrence  being  in  the  way  the  trust 
would  be  exercised  by  A  or  B.  On 
these  grounds,  he  thought  the  HooEe 
would  act  rightly  in  insisting  that  if 
there  was  to  be  a  new  Bill  much  more 
limited  than  the  one  offered  for  their 
notice  which  they  were  now  asked  to 
read  a  second  time  at  that  untimely 
hour  in  the  morning,  it  should  go 
through  the  ordinary  stages  of  a  Bill  in 
Parliament.  In  reality,  this  measure  had 
made  next  to  no  progress,  and  the  more 
it  was  known  the  more  objectionable 
would  it  appear  to  people  out-of-doors. 
What  was  held  by  the  g^at  mass  of 
the  people  of  this  country  was  that  the 
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English  Church  was  gradually  approach- 
ing Disestablishment.  Parliament  had 
disestablished  the  Irish  Church,  and 
when  the  English  Church  was  dealt  with 
in  the  same  way,  Episcopalians  would 
have  their  freedom — they  would  have 
liberty  to  manage  their  own  affairs ;  but, 
in  the  meantime,  they  must  make  up 
their  minds  to  bear  the  many  incon- 
veniences that  an  Established  Church 
brought  in  its  train,  one  of  which  was 
this  exercise  of  patronage.  The  whole 
question  of  the  sale  of  advowsons  was, 
he  must  say,  too  huge  a  matter  for  a 
private  Member  to  attempt  to  deal  with  ; 
but,  if  that  was  so,  there  was  little 
advantage  in  entering  upon  the  settle- 
ment of  so  small  a  portion  of  the  subject 
as  the  sale  of  the  right  to  next  presen- 
tations. It  would  be  useless  to  deal 
with  this  matter  until  public  opinion 
expressed  itself  in  such  a  way  as  to 
enable  Parliament  to  carry  through  a 
measure  to  terminate  an  evil  under  which 
the  Church  was  groaning.  Why  could 
not  the  larger  question  be  dealt  with  at 
once  ?  Would  any  Member  of  the  House, 
or  any  person  in  the  country,  say  that  it 
was  not  an  evil  which  ought  to  be  ter- 
minated? No.  Then,  if  there  were  a 
majority  of  Members  in  that  House,  and 
a  majority  of  Members  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  who  deplored  the  continuance  of 
this  system  of  the  purchase  and  sale  of 
livings  in  the  Churcn,  why  did  not  Parlia- 
ment undertake  the  work  in  real  earnest, 
and  deal  with  the  whole  evil?  Where  was 
opposition  to  come  from  ?  He  apprehended 
it  would  not  come  from  the  Dissenters, 
but  he  believed  the  difficulty  lay  in  the 
enormous  amount  of  the  money  value  of 
the  advowsons.  He  wished  to  ask  this 
question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Stanhope).  If  he  was 
prepared  to  go  the  length  of  this  Bill, 
why  should  not  Parliament  go  one  step 
farther,  and  declare  patronage  to  bo  alto- 
gether a  matter  of  trust  and  not  of  pro- 
perty? The  hon.  Member  would  deal 
with  next  presentations,  looking  upon 
them  as  other  than  property ;  and  he  did 
not  propose  to  give  the  slightest  compen- 
sation to  those  deprived  of  the  right  of 
sale.  Clearly,  that  was  interfering  with 
the  right  of  property  of  the  present 
.  owners  of  advowsons.  He  asked  if  the 
hon.  Member  was  entitled,  without  lying 
under  the  imputation  of  interfering  with 
the  sacred  rights  of  property,  to  take 
25,  20,  or  10  per  cent  from  the  value  of 


advowsons  ?  Did  not  the  principle,  once 
admitted,  strike  at  the  root  of  any  claim 
which  might  be  made  by  the  owners  of 
advowsons  in  the  country  ?  If  that  was 
so,  the  whole  thing  was  settled ;  because, 
once  this  difficulty  out  of  the  way,  there 
would  be  absolute  unanimity  in  the 
House,  and  in  '*  another  place,"  in 
favour  of  grappling  with  the  question, 
instead  of  taking  it  piecemeal,  as  the 
hon.  Member  proposed  to  do.  There 
were  several  great  inconveniences  in 
attempting  to  deal  with  a  matter  of  this 
kind  at  that  hour  of  the  morning,  and 
not  the  least  of  them  was  that  no  reports 
of  the  discussion  could  now  appear  in 
the  newspapers  ;  and  hon.  Members  had 
a  right  to  complain,  considering  the  im- 
portance of  the  matter,  that  at  that  hour 
an  attempt  should  be  made  to  push  the 
Bill  to  another  stage.  He  begged  to 
move  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*'  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  inexpedient 
to  pass  any  measure  which  gives  legal  sanction 
to  the  sale  under  any  circumstances  of  the  right 
of  appointing  ministers  to  parochial  or  other 
benefices,' ' — (ifr.  Illingworthj ) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stcoid  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  I  en- 
tirely  agree  with  what  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  Hlingworth)  has  said 
in  respect  to  the  National  Church,  that 
every  person  in  the  country,  and,  above 
all,  every  Eepresentative  of  the  people, 
whether  he  is  a  member  of  that  Church 
or  not,  has  a  right  to  express  his  opinion 
and  to  give  effect  to  his  views.  That  is 
the  view  the  hon.  Member  for  Hud- 
dersfield  has  long  entertained  on  this 
subject,  and,  year  after  year,  he  has 
brought  forward,  with  the  strong  ap- 
probation of  the  Nonconformists,  a  pro- 
posal to  remove  the  scandal  in  the 
Church  of  the  sale  of  next  presentations. 
Churchmen  have  admitted  that  the  scan- 
dal exists,  and  ought  to  be  redressed. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bradford  says  the 
matter  is  not  dealt  with  in  this  Bill,  and, 
technically  speaking,  that  is  true ;  but 
we  had  what  is  equivalent  to  a  second 
reading  discussion  on  the  Bill  the  other 
night  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
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ber  for  Huddersfiekl.  The  Hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Huddersfield,  in  the  Hesolution 
he  brought  forward,  practically  pro- 
pounded the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
in  principle 

Mr.  ILLING worth  :  Might  I  be 
allowed  to  explain  ?  Tlie  hon.  Member 
for  Huddersfield  (Mr.  Leatham),  I  be- 
lieve, dealt  with  the  whole  question  of 
the  sale  of  patronage,  and  did  not  limit 
his  Motion  to  the  sale  of  next  presenta- 
tions. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT:  Cer- 
tainly,  the  Resolution  the  hon.  Member 
for  Huddersfield  brought  forward  was 
mainly,  if  not  entirely,  directed  to  the 
sale  of  next  presentations.  [**  No,  no ! "] 
I  beg  pardon ;  but  I  think  I  am  right. 
Now,  I  have  read  what,  I  dare  say,  a 
great  number  of  Members  have  not 
read — that  is,  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee—and I  am,  therefore,  entitled  to 
say  that  I  know  that  the  scandals  are 
connected  with  the  sale  of  next  presen- 
tations ;  and,  to  the  best  of  my  recollec- 
tion, the  instances  given  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Huddersfield  were  exclu- 
sively of  that  character.  I,  therefore, 
think  I  am  right  in  saying  that,  prac- 
tically, we  had  the  discussion  of  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill  on  the  hon. 
Member's  Motion.  I  will  not,  at  this 
late  hour,  argue  the  question  of  the 
difference  between  the  sale  of  next  pre- 
sentations and  advowsons;  but,  in  my 
opinion,  there  is  a  great  difference  be- 
tween the  two ;  but,  at  all  events,  here 
is  a  Bill  which  promises  to  do  tlio  very 
thing  which,  j^ear  after  year,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Huddersfield  has  demanded 
shall  be  done.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Huddersfield  had  put  on  tlio  Paper  a 
Notice  of  opposition  to  this  Bill ;  but, 
since  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire drew  his  attention  to  tlic  changes 
which  it  is  intended  to  make  in  the 
measure,  he  has  removed  his  Notice. 
As,  then,  it  is  admitted  tliat  the  Bill  is 
to  remove  a  grievance,  and  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Huddersfield  has,  practi- 
cally, assented  to  it,  it  is  only  fair  and 
reasonable  to  ask  hon.  I^lembers  on  this 
side  of  the  House  to  pass  it.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  says  there  are 
certain  clauses  in  the  Bill  giving  larger 
powers  to  the  Bishops ;  and  he,  very 
fairly  and  properly,  from  his  point  of 
view,  objected  to  those  clauses;  but,  I 
understand  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire,  that  he  does  not  in- 
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tend  to  include  those  dauaes  into  this 
part  of  the  Bill — [Mr.  Illikowobte: 
This  part?] — I  mean  into  the  Bill  we 
are  now  discussing.  I  understand  that 
all  the  clauses  in  question  are  to  go  out 
of  the  Bill — we  have  nothing  to  do  with 
the  question  whether  or  no  they  are  to 
be  introduced  into  another  Bill.  As  I 
understand  it,  the  present  measore  is 
simply  one  for  the  sale  of  next  presen- 
tations and  the  abolition  of  donatives, 
and  one  or  two  strictly  collateral  and 
subsidiary  matters.  That  was  what  my 
hon.  Friend  said  he  was  prepared  to  sap- 
port  ;  and  he  gave  a  pledge — and,  if  no 
were  here  he  would  say  better  than  I  do 
— that  this  Bill  has  plain  and  simple  ob- 
jects, and  contains  provisions  that  have 
been  demanded  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Huddersfield  on  behalf  of  the  Non- 
conformists of  this  country,  and  that 
will  amend  matters  connected  with 
the  Church  that  Churchmen  have  ad- 
mitted ought  to  be  amended.  Under 
the  circumstances,  I  do  hope — for  though 
I  entirely  appreciate  the  point  of  view 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bradford,  I  do 
not  think  the  Bill  can  be  considered  as 
raising  any  of  the  great  questions  which 
I  know  he  has  taken  a  deep  interest  in 
— the  House  will  understand  the  hon. 
Member  is  willing  to  confine  the  Bill  to 
the  objects  stated,  and  will  allow  it  to  be 
read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  WILLIS  was  sorry  to  address  the 
House  at  that  hour  of  the  morning  upon 
a  matter  of  such  great  moment  to  the 
Church,  of  which  he  happened,  by 
virtue  of  a  seat  in  that  House,  to 
be  a  member  of  the  Governing  Body ; 
but  he  opposed  the  Bill,  not  upon  the 
ground  that  it  proposed  to  abolish  the 
sale  of  presentations  to  livings,  but 
because  it  proposed  to  substitute  a 
method  of  appointment  in  lieu  of  it, 
which  would  prevent  that  complete  re- 
form that  was  absolutely  essential  to  the 
due  development  of  spiritual  life  in  the 
Establishment.  He  objected  to  this 
Bill  principally  with  respect  to  two 
matters — first,  the  formation  of  the  cor- 
porate body,  which  was  to  have  the 
power  of  acquiring  advowsons  and  many 
gifts  of  various  kinds,  for  the  purpose 
of  putting  into  the  hands  of  a  body  con- 
stituted of  the  Bishop  of  the  diocese  and 
three  or  four  other  persons,  whose  cha- 
racters were  not  strictly  defined,  the 
power  of  appointing  to  livings  to  the 
Church  of  England — and  most  of  the 
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scandals  in  the  Churcli  of  England  re- 
sulted from  the  way  in  which  men  were 
appointed  to  livings ;    and,    secondly, 
because,  without  regard  to  the  feelings 
and  opinions  of  those  who  worshipped 
in  the  Established  Church,  men  could  be 
appointed  to  discharge  spiritual  duties 
who  were  in  no  way  in  sympathy  with 
the  people  to  whom  they  administered, 
and  who,  if  a  vote  of  the  congregation 
could  be  taken,  would  not  for  a  moment 
be  allowed  to  discharge  those  duties. 
He  was  not  arguing  for  Disestablish- 
ment, and  he  thought  he  was  as  familiar 
with  the  grievances  of  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  as  any  person  who 
happened  not  to  be  a  communicant,  and 
did  not  attend  its  Services.     The  com- 
plaint was  not  of  the  sale  of  livings — 
many  men  had  bought  a  living,  and  had 
shown  themselves  useful   members  of 
the  Church — but  the  point  was,  that,  en- 
tirely in  disregard  of  the  principles  of 
the  Church  of  Christ,  in  the  Establish- 
ment a  man  was  appointed  to  discharge 
offices  the  duties  of  which  he  neither 
desired  nor  possessed  the  required  quali- 
fication to  discharge ;  and  if  there  was 
any  person  whom  he  would  resist  to  the 
last  having  power  to  appoint  a  minister 
of  the  Church  of  England,  it  would  be 
the  Bishop  of  the  Establishment,  in  re- 
spect of  whose  appointment  the  worldly 
features    of    the    Establishment    were 
more  conspicuous  than    in    any  other 
of  its  arrangements.     In  a  town  with 
which  he  was  acquainted,  there  was  a 
Church  of  England  clergyman,  a  very 
good  man,  who  was  beloved  and  esteemed 
by  all  his  congregation.      He  was  an 
elderly  man ;  and  if  they  were  to  ask  the 
congregation  the  thing  they  most  desired, 
they  would  say  that  it  was  that  he  might 
survive  his  Bishop,  who,  the  moment  he 
retired,  by  death  or  otherwise,  would 
appoint  a  person  in  his  place  who  might 
introduce  doctrines,  teadiings,  and  prac- 
tices which  the  congregation  abhorred 
and  disliked.     It  was  a  monstrous  thing 
to  give  to  one  man  such  power  as  this, 
and  he   (Mr.  Willis)  would  not  be  a 
party  to  the  passing  of  a  measure  which 
would  gather  up  in  the  hands  of  the 
Bishop  the  whole  right  of  presenting  to 
livings  in  the  Church  of  England.     It 
was  disgraceful  to  call  the  traffic  in  liv- 
ings merely  *  *  Simony."    It  was  giving  it 
too  good  a  name.     There  was  nothing 
so  bad  in  the  conduct  of  Simon;   for 
when  Simon  saw  the  gifts  which  resolted 


from  the  possession  of  the  Holy  Ghost, 
he  desired  to  possess  it,  and  when  he 
found  he  had  made  a  mistake  as  to  the 
method  of  acquiring  it,  he  said — **  Pray 
for  me  that  none  of  these  things  happen 
to  me."  He  should  be  glad  to  hear  that 
the  clergymen  in  the  Church  of  England 
prayed  at  all.  [*'  Oh,  oh !  "1  He  would 
repeat  it,  for  he  was  perfectly  in  earnest ; 
and  it  was  immaterial  to  him  whether 
he  pleased  those  who  were  listening  to 
him  or  not.  He  was  speaking,  he  hoped, 
under  a  sense  of  responsibility,  having 
resolved,  as  soon  as  he  got  into  the 
House,  not  to  argue  for  Disestablishment 
merely,  but  to  secure,  if  possible,  for 
those  who  loved  the  doctrines  and  teach- 
ings of  the  Church  of  England,  and  who 
were  its  living  members,  a  voice  in  the 
management  of  its  affairs,  and  in  the 
selection  of  its  ministers.  Let  them 
sanction  this  Bill,  and  it  was  a  further 
obstacle  in  the  way  of  reform.  Once 
they  got  a  body,  like  the  Bishop  and 
two  or  three  others,  to  control  the  livings 
of  the  diocese,  there  was  a  new  obstacle 
in  the  way  of  true  reform  in  the  Church 
of  England.  There  was  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  sat  on  the  Bench  opposite  who 
practised  in  the  Profession  he  (Mr. 
Willis)  belonged  to — the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lincolshire  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope) 
— and  he  had  known  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  be  a  man  desirous  of  promoting 
the  best  interest  of  the  Church  of 
England ;  but  to  think  that  that  Bill 
would  ever  satisfy  this  hon.  Member's 
notions  of  what  the  Church  of  Christ 
ought  to  receive,  was  the  regret  he 
(Mr.  Willis)  felt.  Let  them  think  for 
a  moment  what  the  Bill  proposed  to  do. 
It  proposed  to  determine  the  methods 
by  which  persons  should  be  appointed ; 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire thought  the  interest  of  the  Church 
of  England  would  be  met  if  they  could 
appoint  a  man  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  pastor  against  whom  they  could  not 
charge  any  one  of  the  three  offences  that 
could  preclude  him  from  holding  a  living, 
and  who  was  not  incapable  of  reading 
the  Lesson  ;  and  the  hon.  Member  pro- 
posed that  before  this  person  could  be 
appointed,  two  or  three  people  should 
sit  to  inquire  whether  he  was  physically 
fit.  He  urged  that  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  should  have  the 
liberty  which  the  Church  to  which  he 
belonged  enjoyed,  of  selecting  their  own 
pastors,   and  that  this  most  improper 
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practice  of  allowing  a  man  to  buy  an 
advowBon  and  present  some  other  man 
to  it,  should  be  abolished,  and  the  life 
of  the  Church  be  thereby  increased.  He 
was  astonished  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire,  who  was  a  true  Church- 
man, should  even  have  thought  of  legal- 
izing such  transactions.  Nothing,  he 
believed,  could  so  effectually  prevent 
Disestablishment  as  the  giving  of  self- 
government  to  the  members  of  the 
Church.  The  present  state  of  the  Church 
was  creating  many  sects  within  it,  and 
unless  this  system  of  creating  divisions 
was  done  away  with,  nothing  could  save 
it  from  being  freed  from  the  control  of 
the  State.  In  order  that  men  who  were 
interested  in  the  question,  and  who  were 
resolved  to  discuss  it  upon  purely  Chris- 
tian grounds,  and  to  show  the  injustice 
that  had  been  done  to  spiritual  life  in 
England  from  the  creation  of  the  Esta- 
blishment till  now,  might  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  it  in  the  House,  he 
begged  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.*' 
—{Mr.  Willis.) 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would 
withdraw  the  Motion,  believing  that  he 
could  set  at  rest  the  difficulties  in  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend's  mind.  The 
bon.  and  learned  Member,  perhaps,  had 
not  quite  followed  what  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary had  said  as  to  the  procedure  to  bo 
adopted  in  regard  to  this  Bill.  What 
was  intended  was  this.  Ho  accepted,  a 
few  days  ago,  a  proposal  made  by  the 
Government  that  the  House  should, 
pro  formdy  go  into  Committee,  and  then 
cut  the  Bill  into  two  parts,  the  first 
to  contain  the  proposals  mentioned  by 
the  Home  Secretary,  and  all  the  rest  to 
be  put  into  the  second.  Every  single 
proposal  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  referred  was  contained  in 
the  second  part,  and  was  distinct  from 
the  first  part,  upon  which  the  Prime 
Minister  had  said  he  would  look  with 
special  favour.  Therefore,  he  thought 
the  hon  and  learned  Member  might  rest 
assured  that  the  points  to  which  ho  had 
alluded  would  not  come  under  discussion 
in  the  first  part  of  the  Bill,  and  he  lioped 
tho  hon.  and  loaviicd  Member  would  not 
be  disposed  to  coutiuue  his  opposition. 

Mr.  Willis 


The  last  thing  intended  was  to  limit  dif- 
cussion  on  this  Bill;  all  that  was  in- 
tended was  that  after  the  discussion  Uie 
other  day  on  the  Resolution  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Huddersfield  (Mr.Leatham), 
when  a  general  feeling  was  expressed 
as  to  the  desirability  of  pushing  forward 
this  Session  certain  clauses  of  the  Bill 
dealing  with  the  urgent  portions  of  this 
matter,  the  House  should  have  the 
earliest  possible  debate  on  the  amended 
Bill,  and  should  lose  no  chance  of  effect- 
ing a  reform  which  every  man  in  the 
House  really  desired  to  have  carried  out 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  stated  that 
he  should  vote  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  either  on  the  second 
reading  or  on  the  adjournment.  He  did 
not  say  that  there  had  not  been  in  the 
history  of  the  Church  of  England  in- 
stances in  which  Bishops  had  appointed 
bad  men;  but  he  could  not  look  with  ap- 
proval on  the  alternative  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Willis) — ^namely, 
popular  election.  In  his  own  borough 
there  was  a  popular  election  going  on 
at  the  present  time;  there  were  com- 
mittee meetings — he  believed  in  public- 
houses — there  was  all  the  usual  ma- 
chinery  

Mb.  WILLIS,  interrupting,  said,  that 
was  farthest  from  his  thoughts.  He 
only  proposed  that  those  who  elected 
should  be  such  as  had  joined  themselves 
to  the  Church  and  become  communi- 
cants 

Mr.  THOROLD  ROGERS  thought 
that  if  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lincolnsliire  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope), 
which  ho  thought  an  extremely  judicious 
one,  was  got  rid  of,  then  we  might  get 
the  popular  machinery  such  as  was  re- 
ferred to ;  but  he  was  not  persuaded 
that  that  was  a  better  alternative.  In 
his  opinion,  if  the  clergy  were  nomi- 
nated by  the  Bishops,  and  the  Bishops 
had  some  such  power  in  regard  to  the 
benefices  as  tho  Benchers  had  over  the 
lawyers,  we  should  have  better  ministers, 
and  get  rid  of  a  great  deal  of  rubbish. 
If  the  Bishops  had  greater  power  in 
regard  to  discipline,  he  believed  an 
ancient  sore  would  be  removed,  and  a 
better  result  would  be  arrived  at  than 
was  now  obtained  by  the  machinery  of 
the  law. 

Mr.  monk  observed,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  said  the 
Bill  might  be  cut  into  two  parts,  and 
that  he  did  not  wish  to  avoid  disouflsion ; 
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but  as  the  House  did  not  know  wliich 
part  of  the  Bill  was  to  be  pressed  for- 
ward, he  would  recommend  the  hon. 
Member  to  withdraw  the  Bill.  It  would 
be  easy  enough  then  to  bring  in  a  new 
Bill,  which,  he  presumed,  would  contain 
only  two  or  three  clauses.  He  might 
bring  in  two  Bills  ;  but  if  this  was  not 
to  form  two  Bills,  but  one  Bill — [Mr. 
E.  Stanhope  :  This  Bill  cut  into  two 
parts.]  He  understood  that  by  the 
Forms  of  the  House  the  hon.  Member 
had  no  power  to  cut  the  Bill  into  two 
parts  after  the  second  reading  had  been 
carried.  At  all  events,  he  himself  wished 
to  have  an  opportunity  of  expressing 
his  opinion  of  it  before  that  operation 
was  performed.  He  agreed  with  very 
much  of  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Willis),  and 
he  did  not  wish  to  give  his  vote  in 
favour  of  the  second  reading  without 
having  an  opportunity  of  discussing  so 
important  a  measure. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  I  hope 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Col- 
chester (Mr.  Willis)  will  withdraw  his 
opposition  and  allow  us  to  divide  on  the 
Main  Question .  This  matter  is  not  now 
brought  forward  for  the  first  time  ;  it  is 
10  years  since  the  House  first  passed  a 
Bill  upon  the  subject.  If  the  nou.  and 
learned  Member  for  Colchester  opposes 
this  he  must  take  the  responsibility,  and 
I  must  throw  the  responsibility  upon 
him  of  rejecting  this  measure,  which, 
in  former  years,  we  supported.  I  en- 
tirely approve  of  the  course  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  taken.  It  is  quite 
in  the  power  of  the  Committee,  if  the 
House  g^ves  it  the  power,  to  divide 
the  Bill  into  two  parts,  one  of  which, 
I  hope,  will  be  passed  in  the  course 
of  the  present  Session. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  23  ;  Noes 
62  :  Majority  39.— (Div.  List,  No.  183.) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left;  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question.'' 


Mr.  EVANS  WILLIAMS  begged  to 
move  that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 
Ho  had  never  taken  part  in  any  ob- 
structive Motion ;  but  he  did  not  think 
it  was  right  that  a  Bill  of  this  kind 
should  be  considered  and  discussed  at 
that  hour  of  the  morning  (3  o'clock). 
Many  hon.  Members  who  were   now  I 


foroinff  on  the  present  measure  had 
stron^y  insisted  upon  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate  on  the  Bill  which  was  last 
before  the  House,  because  it  was  felt 
that  at  such  an  hour  it  could  not  receive 
adequate  discussion.  They  had  now  been 
for  more  than  an  hour  considering  the 
present  measure,  amid  the  impatience 
of  hon.  Members  opposite  ;  and  because 
the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr. 
Monk)  expressed  his  surprise  at  the 
course  which  was  being  taken,  he  was 
at  once  classed  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  South- West  Lan- 
cashire (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  with  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill.  It  was  impos- 
siMe  to  discuss  the  measure  fairly  at 
that  hour  of  the  morning ;  and  he  would, 
therefore,  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Evans  Williams,) 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  wished  to  point 
out  that  the  other  day  there  was  a  very 
long  discussion  upon  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Huddersfield  (Mr.  E. 
Leatham),  and  a  very  substantial  de- 
cision was  arrived  at  upon  the  main 
portions  of  the  question  involved  in  the 
present  Bill.  It  must  be  perfectly  under- 
Etood  by  hon.  Members  opposite  that  it 
was  these  main  portions  only  that  it  was 
intended  to  proceed  with.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Radnor  (Mr.  Evans  Williams)  would 
not  persevere  with  his  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  House,  but  that 
he  would  allow  a  division  to  be  taken 
upon  the  Main  Question. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  rose  to  correct 
a  misapprehension  on  the  part  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Stanhope).  The  hon.  Member  for  Hud- 
dersfield (Mr.  E.  Leatham),  in  his  Motion 
the  other  day,  assailed  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  sale  of  patronage,  including 
that  of  advowsons ;  and  it  was  altogether 
a  mistake  to  assume  for  a  moment  that 
by  assenting  to  a  more  limited  Amend- 
ment he  was  insuring  for  himself  the 
support  of  a  large  body  of  the  Members 
of  that  House  and  of  the  country.  It 
was  felt  that  this  limited  Amendment 
only  dealt  with  the  fringe  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  that  by  manifesting  a  proper 
amount  of  courage  it  would  be  perfectly 
feasible  to  deal  with  the  whole  subject. 
It  was  altogether  a  misapprehension  tq 
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suppose  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  had  received  any  sanction 
from  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House  who  were  indisposed  to  the  traffic 
in  livings,  for  the  limited  proposal  which 
he  now  made.  His  (Mr.  Illingworth*s) 
own  opinion  was  that  the  hon.  Member 
would  make  more  progress  by  with- 
drawing the  present  Bill  and  introduc- 
ing another,  informing  the  House  first 
what  the  nature  of  the  provisions  was 
which  he  proposed  to  insert  in  the  other 
.Bill.  What  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  now  asked  the  House  to  do 
was  to  assent  to  the  second  reading  of  a 
Bill  of  1 7  clauses ;  whereas,  in  reality, 
the  Bill  to  bo  presented  to  them  subse- 
quently, and  which  they  would  be  asked 
to  accept,  was  a  Bill  of  three  or  four 
clauses  only.  If  that  were  the  case, 
he  contended  that  it  was  an  unusual 
and  an  unreasonable  proceeding  to  call 
upon  the  House  at  that  hour  of  the 
morning  to  accept  a  Bill  presented  to 
them  under  such  circumstances.  He 
certainly  hoped  that  all  the  powers  of 
obstruction  hon.  Members  on  that  side 
were  able  to  exercise  would  be  ex- 
liausted  before  they  would  consent  to 
adopt  the  course  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member,  and  he  would  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary not  to  lend  his  assistance  to  a  pro- 
ceeding so  extremely  distasteful  to  Mem- 
bers on  that  side  of  the  House,  and 
which  had  so  little  to  recommend  it.  It 
was  felt  by  himself  and  his  hon.  Friends 
that  if  they  yielded  the  point  now,  in- 
stead of  reading  the  Bill  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  had  intro- 
duced, thoy  would  in  reality  be  consent- 
ing to  read  one  which  was  altogether 
diSbrent,  and  in  regard  to  the  provisions 
of  which  they  knew  nothing.  There 
was  one  point  more  to  which  he  wished 
to  advert.  When  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  WiUis)  spoke,  as  he  had  done, 
in  proper  terms  against  what  he  termed 
the  principle  of  popular  election,  he  (Mr. 
Illingworth)  did  not  think  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  suppose  that  that  principle 
was  offered  as  an  alternative.  What 
would  happen  if  tho  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time  ?  They  would  be  precisely 
where  they  were  at  this  moment.  Ho 
should  be  sorry  to  see  the  Church  of 
England  go  through  the  degradation 
of  having  to  resort  to  popular  election ; 
but  it  would,  in  reality,  only  be  apply- 
ing further  the  principle  governing  the 

^r.  Illin^warth 


Established  Church  at  the  present  mo- 
ment— ^namely,  that  the  people  ahonU 
not  be  debarred  from  a  share  in  tin 
management  of  its  affairs.  Whatwai 
the  Church  of  England  contrasted  with 
a  sect  ?  The  Church  consisted  of  thoM 
who  were  willing  and  those  who  wen 
unwilling  members.  The  willing  and 
the  unwilling  were  bound  tog^her  hj 
Acts  of  Parliament,  and  so  long  u 
those  Acts  remained  they  most  pcnnit 
the  interference  of  all.  Only  the  other 
day  a  clergyman,  pleading  on  behalf 
of  the  funds  of  the  Church  Fastonl 
Aid  Society,  stated  that  in  a  district 
in  the  East  of  London  there  was  a 
population  of  60,000  inhabitants,  and 
that  57,000  out  of  the  60,000  did  not 
attend  any  place  of  worship  at  alL 
Yet,  accoixling  to  law,  the  whole  of 
these  57,000  were  members  of  tiie 
Church  of  England,  and  could  not  be 
deprived  of  the  right  of  interfering  in 
her  affairs.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(IVIr.  Willis)  had  erroneously  spoken  of 
them  as  the  "  Governors  "  of  the  Church 
of  England ;  but,  undoubtedly,  they  had 
tho  right  of  interfering  in  her  affiurs 
and  in  sending  Members  to  legislate  for 
the  Church  in  the  House  of  Conunons. 
He  was  compelled  to  acknowledge  that 
this  was  a  most  undesirable  condition 
of  things  for  any  Christian  Church  to 
be  placed  in ;  but  he  believed  there  was 
only  one  remedy  for  it.  When  the 
Church  invited  or  accepted  the  position 
of  an  Establishment,  it  placed  itself 
under  the  power  of  those  who,  if  not 
absolutely  hostile  to  ite  communion, 
were,  at  any  rate,  indifferent.  He 
further  urged  that  no  Christian  Church 
could  be  in  a  position  to  discharge  its 
duties  to  the  people  which  had  bartered 
away  its  freedom.  That  was  the  pre- 
sent position  of  the  Church  of  England. 
[Mr.  11.  N.  Fowler:  Oh!]  He  did 
not  at  all  wonder  at  the  impatience  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London. 
It  was  rather  an  illustration  of  the 
way  in  which  any  discussion  of  this 
kind  was  received.  The  hon.  Member 
must,  however,  allow  him  to  say  that 
he  was  stating  the  objections  w*hich  he 
entertained  to  the  proscnt  Bill,  and 
those  objections  went  to  the  very  root  of 
any  Church  Establishment.  What  he 
urged  was,  that  for  better  or  for  worse, 
the  inconveniences  of  the  Church  must  be 
borne  so  long  as  it  remained  a  National 
Establishment.  When  its  adherents  took 
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the  management  of  the  affairs  of  the 
Church  into  their  own  hands,  they  would 
be  in  the  position  of  the  Disestablished 
Church  in  Ireland,  which  now  managed 
its  own  affairs  without  any  interference  or 
aid  from  the  State.  Upon  these  grounds, 
he  thought  they  were  not  called  upon  to 
read  the  Bill  a  second  time — neither  upon 
the  ground  of  the  form  in  which  it  was 
proposed  to  take  the  Bill,  nor  in  regard  to 
the  details  which  the  measure  involved. 

Mr.  E.  N.  fowler  said,  he  could 
not  forget  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  Illingworth),  who  had 
just  sat  down,  was,  in  former  years,  con- 
spicuous for  his  envenomed  hatred  of 
the  Church  of  England. 

Mr.  illingworth  rose  to  Order. 
He  wished  to  ask  if  the  hon.  Member 
was  entitled  to  use  any  such  expression 
towards  another  hon.  Member,  that  he 
had  displayed  envenomed  hatred  towards 
the  Church  of  England?  He  entirely 
disclaimed  any  such  intention  or  desire, 
and  by  way  of  explanation  he  would  say 
that,  personally,  he  should  not  care  if 
every  individual  in  England  was  an 
Episcopalian.      

Mr.  R.  N.  FOWLER  said,  he  would 
substitute  the  words  hostility  towards 
the  Church  of  England. 

Mr.ILLINGWORTH:  To  the 
Church  Establishment ;  that  is  all. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  said,  the  mani- 
fest object  of  the  action  of  the  hon. 
Member  was  to  prevent  any  reform  of 
the  Church  of  England  at  d[l ;  while  it 
was  the  object  of  the  Bill  to  introduce 
reforms  that  were  much  needed. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  23  ;  Noes 
56:  Majority  33.— (Div.  List,  No.  184.) 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Mr.  BRIGGS  said,  he  did  not  think 
it  unkind  to  hon.  Members  to  interfere 
between  them  and  any  debate  which 
might  follow ;  and  he  had,  therefore,  risen 
for  the  purpose  of  moving  that  the  de- 
bate be  now  adjourned.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  must  have  seen  that  the  Non- 
conformist Members  of  that  House  took 
a  great  interest  in  this  question.  But 
many  of  them  had  gone  away  under  the 
impression  that  the  question  would  not 
be  brought  on.  This  was  unfortunate, 
because;  as  hon.  Members  were  aware, 


when  questions  that  concerned  the  Non- 
conformists did  come  on  in  that  House, 
they  usually  took  very  good  care  to  be 

E resent.  He  might  say,  further,  that 
on.  Members  on  that  side  did  not  mind 
stopping  up  until  any  hour  of  the  morn- 
ing when  the  cause  was  a  good  one ;  but 
they  thought  it  was  too  much  for  the 
Front  Bench  to  keep  them  there  for  a 
considerable  time  unnecessarily,  when 
they  might  be  enjoying  that  repose  to 
which  they  were  legitimately  entitled. 
He  trusted  that  after  another  division  or 
two,  they  might  be  able  to  bring  the 
debate  to  a  conclusion.  [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber :  Obstruction.]  He  quite  accepted 
the  word.  He  gathered  from  the  other 
side  of  the  House  that  there  had  been 
some  obstruction ;  but  if  the  debate  had 
been  allowed  to  terminate  a  short  time 
ago,  they  would  never  have  had  to  listen 
to  that  cry.  He  hoped  the  debate  would 
now  be  allowed  to  terminate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr,  Briggs,) 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  remarked,  that 
after  the  kind  of  opposition  with  which 
the  Bill  had  been  met,  it  was  perfectly 
useless  for  him  to  persevere  in  the  at- 
tempt to  get  the  Bill  read  a  second  time 
that  night.  It  was  right,  however,  that 
the  House  and  the  country  should  know 
the  position  in  which  he  was  placed.  A 
member  of  the  Church  of  England,  sup- 
ported by  the  whole  of  the  Church  of 
England  Members,  and  by  many  Non- 
conformists, had  brought  in  a  Bill  for 
the  purpose  of  reforming  certain  grave 
abuses  in  connection  with  Church  patron- 
age, and  his  endeavour  to  carry  it  to  a 
successful  issue  had  been  met  with  every 
obstacle  by  a  certain  small  section  of  the 
Nonconformist  Members,  and  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk). 
Never  again  would  they  be  entitled,  in 
any  subsequent  debates  upon  Church 
Patronage,  to  allege  that  an  honest 
effort  had  not  been  made  to  deal  with 
its  abuses 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  denied  that 
he  had  opposed  the  Bill.  He  had  voted 
for  the  adjournment  of  the  debate  and 
the  adjournment  of  the  House,  in  view 
of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  being  proceeded  with  at  that 
late  hour. 

Mr.  monk  said,  the  speech  just 
delivered  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
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linoolnshire  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  was  one  Busineis,  he  thought  the  BQl  onght  to 

of  the  most  monstrous  he  had  ever  heard,  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

The  hon.  Member  had  charged  him,  in  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 

concert  with  Dissenters  in  that  House,  f^^i  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  dt^ 

with  opposing  the  Bill.     He  had  done  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "tb 

nothingofthe  sort.    He  had  not  said  Bill  be  committed  to  a  SelectConunittoe," 

one  word  against  the    BiU,    but  had  ,^^  M'L(uan,)—iDBtead  thereot 

merely  stated  his  desire  to  know  what       X      ..  j    ..  rm.  ^  ^v    i 

part  was  to  be  preserved  and  what  part  ^^^^^^^  proposed,   "That  the  woOm 

was  to  be  rejected.     There  was  a  ^od  ST'P?^  *^  ^^  ^^^  ^^*  ^^^  P^  "* 

deal  in  the  Bill  which  he  entirely  ap-  ^^^  Question. 

proved;  and  he  should  not  have  voted  Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,    althougli,  on 

against  the  Bill  had  it  gone  to  a  division,  the  whole,   the  proposstl    of  the  hon. 

Ho  wished  to  know  whether  the  parts  of  Member  for   Linlithgow   was  not  one 

the  Bill  to  which  he  took  strong  objoc-  which  he  should  have  preferred,  it  wu 

tion  were  to  be  preserved  or  not  ?  not  unreasonable.    The  Bill  undoubtedlj 

Sir  WILLIAM  H  AECOUET  thought  dealt  with  a  serious  question,  and  he 

it  better  that  the  debate  should  not  be  could  understand  that   many  Memben 

continued.     The  hon.  Member  for  Mid  should  think  it  ought  to  be  referred  tot 

Lincolnshire  had  agreed  to  the  Motion  Select  Committee.     Under  those  drcam- 

for  adjournment,   and,  on  the   whole,  stances,  he  should  not  oppose  the  Motion 

he  thought  it  would  be  best  to  accept  of  the  hon.  Member, 

that  position.  Sir  THOMAS  ACLAND  said,  he  had 

Mr.  E.  N.  FOWLEE  reminded  the  also  a  Bill  relating  to  this  subject,  which, 

House,  in  reply  to  the  remarks  of  the  instead  of  being  placed  before  the  Home 

hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk),  that  day,  had,  without  any  arrangement 

that  the  hon.  Member  had  a  Notice  down  on  his  part,  been  deferred  till  a  later  daj. 

calling  attention  to  the  crowded  state  of  Mr.  COUETNEY  said,  the  propoeid 

the  Order  Book,  and  indicating  certain  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee 

Motions  which  ho  intended  to  move  in  con-  had  come  upon  the  House  very  suddenlr. 

sequence.     Among  other  things,  he  pro-  In  the  absence  of  any  more  responsible 

posed  to  g^ve  certain  facilities  to  private  Member  of  the  Government,  he  thought 

Members  for  bringing  their  Bills  before  they  were  hardly  in  a  position  to  enter 

the  House.     The  House  would  probably  into  an  agreement  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a 

remember,  when  his  Motion  came  on,  Select  Committee;    and,    therefore,  in 

the  kind  of  opposition  he  had  given  to  order  to  avoid    misunderstanding,   he 

this  very  important  Bill  introduced  by  should  move  the  adjournment  of  the 

the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire,  debate. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to.  Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 

Debate    adjourned  till   To-morrow,  at  ^  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoumed."- 

Two  of  the  clock.  C^*--  (^ourinei/.) 

Question  put. 

AGRICULTURAL  TENANTS'  COMPEN-  The  House  divided:— AjeB  86  ;  Noes 

SATION  BILL.-[BiLL  10.]  25  :  Majority  11.— (Div.  List,  No.  185.) 

{Mr.  Chaplin,  Mr,  James  Coican,  Mr.  J.  C.  Debate    adjourned  till    Monday  25th 

Lawranee,  Mr,  BirJcbeck,)  April. 


COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 


MOTIONS. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  baNK^p7cy  BILL. 


"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leayo  the 

Chair."— (iTr.  Chaplin.)  *'°T'°''  *"°»  ^=^^- 

Mb.   CHAPLIN  said,  if  the  House  „  ^^'^T  "''k^'  ""^  ^^^^^?^  PPP"?^! 

would  agree  to  the  Mition  for  going  ^^''*  ^^'*^,?  be  g.yon  to  bring  m  a  BiB 

into  Committee,  he  would  not  proceed  ^'i/T/vl    't                Bankruptcy."- 

any  further  that  night.  (^^'•-  "'^'>^t-) 

Me.  M'LAGAN  said,  the  principle  of  Debate  arising ; 

the  Bill  had  been  generally  approved ;  Debate  adjounud  till   Ih-tnomw,  at 

but  as  the  House  was  bo  burdened  with  Two  of  the  dock. 

Jfr.  Monk 


Resolved,  That  whenever  the  House  shall 
meet  at  Two  of  the  clock,  the  Sitting  of  the 
Ilouse  shall  be  held  subject  to  the  Resolutions 
of  the  House  of  the  30th  day  of  April  1869.— 
{Mr.  Hibbert.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

before  Four  o'clock  in 

the  morning. 


HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 
Friday,  ^th  April,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— JVr«<  JUading^ 
Elementaiy  Education  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation (London)  *  (68) ;  Elementary  Edu- 
cation Provisional  Order  Confirmation  (Clay 
Lane)  •  (69) ;  Indosure  Provisional  Order 
(Wibsey  Slack  and  Low  Moor  Commons)  * 
(71) ;  Army  Alternative  Punishment*  (72). 

Report — Sea  Fisheries  (Clam  and  Bait  Beds)  * 
(63). 

Royal  Assent — Army  Discipline  and  Regulation 
(Annual)  [44  Viet,  c.  9]  ;  Local  Government 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (Clonakilty,  &c.) 
[44  Vict,  c.  iii.] 

THE  MTNISTRY— RESIGNATION  OF 
THE    DUKE    OF    ARGYLL. 

FEBS0I7AL    EXFLAKATIOlf. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  :  My  Lords, 
I  have  a  few  words  to  address  to  the 
House  of  the  nature  of  a  personal,  and, 
I  am  sorry  to  say,  a  very  painful,  ex- 
planation. My  Lords,  I  have  resigned 
the  Office  which  I  have  held  in  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment,  and  that  resig- 
nation has  been  accepted  by  the  Queen. 
It  is  usual  for  a  Minister,  under  such 
circumstances,  to  give  some  explanation 
in  Parliament  of  the  causes  for  the 
course  which  he  has  taken.  There  are, 
however,  some  great  difficulties,  and, 
indeed,  insuperable  difficulties,  in  the 
way  of  my  giving,  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, any  explanation  which  can  be 
really  satisfactonr  to  your  Lordships 
or  to  myself.  My  differences  with  my 
Colleagues  concern — and  concern  only 
— a  measure  which  is  now  before  the 
other  House  of  Parliament ;  and,  quite 
obviously,  it  would  be  improper  for  me 
now,  and  in  your  Lordships'  House,  to 
enter  upon  tiie  discussion  of  that  Bill. 

YOL.  CCLX.       [thibd  ssbiss.] 
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I  can  only,  therefore,  say  in  the  very 

8ITTINOS   OF  THE  HOUSE.  ^^^^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^^  ^j^y^^  \  fi^^rO^TQ  and 

heartily  support   every  measure  which 
can  reasonably  be  taken  to  increase  the 
number  of  owners  of  land  in  Ireland,  I 
am  opposed  to  measures  which  tend  to 
destroy  ownership    altofi^ether,    by  de- 
priving it  of  the  conditions  which  are 
necessary  to  the  exercise  of  its  func- 
tions.    My  Lords,  it  has  been  one  of 
the  professed  objects  of   the    Liberal 
Party  for  many  years  to  get  rid,   as 
much  as  possible,  of  those  restrictionB 
which  constitute  what  is  called  ''limited 
ownership"  in  land.     My  opinion  is, 
that  the  scheme  of  the  Government  will 
tend  to  paralyze  the  ownership  of  land 
in  Ireland  by  placing  it,  for  all  time  to 
come,  under  new  fetters  and  limitations, 
under  which  it  is  not  placed  in  any 
other   civilized   country  in  the  world. 
Under  this  scheme  neither  the  landlord 
nor  the  tenant  will  be  owner.    In  Ire- 
land, ownership  will  be  in  commission, 
or  in  abeyance.     My  Lords,  I  regard 
this  result  as  injurious  to  the  agricul- 
tural industry  of  any  country,  and  espe- 
cially injurious  to  a  country  in  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland.     I  am  not  able  to 
develop  this  opinion,  or  to  defend  it 
now;  but  I  trust,  at  least,  it  will  be 
recognized  by  your    Lordships  as  an 
opinion  which  represents  an  objection 
fundamental  in  its  character,  and  affect- 
ing, more  or  less  directly,  several  lead- 
ing proposals  of  the  Gt}vemment.  Hold- 
ing the  opinion  I  have  indicated  of  the 
Government  scheme,  I  felt  I  could  not, 
as  an  honest  man,  be  responsible  for  re- 
commending that  scheme,  as  a  whole, 
to  the  adoption  of   Parliament.      My 
Lords,  I  have  only  further  to  say  that  I 
have  taken  this  step  with  deep  regret, 
on  account  of  the  separation  which  it 
makes  between  myself  and  my  noble 
Friends  near    me,   and  especially  the 
separation  which  it  makes  between  my- 
self and  my  right  hon.  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Government.     My  Lords,  I 
have  had  the  honour  of  a  close  political 
connection  with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
now  for  the  long  period  of  29  years — a 
connection  on  my  part  of  ever  increasing 
affection  and  respect.     Nothing  but  an 
absolute  sense  of  public  duty,  in  relation 
to  a  question  of  immense  and  far-reach- 
ing consequence,  could  have  compelled 
me  to  take  the  step  which  I  now  most 
reluctantly  communicate  to  your  Lord- 
ships. 

2  K 
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{LOEDS) 


Sir  A.  IT.  Lmgmri. 
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TURKEY  —  SIR  A.    H.   LAYARD,    LATE 
H.M.  AMBASSADOR  AT  THE  PORTE. 

ADDBES8  FOR  PAPERS. 

Lord  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL, in  rising  to  call  attention  to  the 
recent  Correspondence  upon  Turkey,  and 
to  move  for  the  despatches  which  explain 
the  withdrawal  of  Sir  Henry  Layard 
from  the  Embassy  at  Constantinople, 
said :  My  Lords,  the  Notice  I  have  to 
bring  on  to-night  relates  chiefly  to  the 
foreign  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, of  which   much  appears  in  the 
Correspondence  I  refer  to.     It  has  been 
deferred  during  the  absence  of  the  noble 
Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs.     But  it  is  not  so  much  directed 
against    him    as    might     be    possibly 
imagined.     We  are  too  much  inclined  in 
ordinary  language  to  connect  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  exclusively  with   every- 
thing which  occurs  in  foreign  policy,  as 
if  he  was  an  autocrat  who  swayed  it.   It 
is  forgotten  to  how  many  other  forces  he 
may  be  possibly  accountable.     It  might, 
indeed,  oe  easily  perceived  by  referring 
to  a  volume  which  a  Member  of  this 
House  has  recently  produced,  the  diary 
of  the  late  Lord  Ellenborough.     It  is 
there  seen  how  little  influence  on  foreign 
policy  even  so  eminent  and  gifted  a  Se- 
cretary of  State  as  the  late  I^rd  Dudley 
usually    exerted.     In    one    capital    of 
Europe,  at  this  moment,  the  whole  diplo- 
matic world  would  laugh  at  the  idea  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  having  any  great 
responsibility  for  the  afiairs  of  his  De- 
partment.    M^  Lords,  the  Blue  Books 
relate  to  a  variety  of  subjects — Ottoman 
finance,  the  Monteneg^n  Frontier,  and 
the  condition  of   Eastern   Houmelia — 
from  which  important  lessons  are  de- 
rivable.    On  the  condition  of  Eastern 
Boumelia  it  is  important  for  anyone  to 
see  what  Colonel  Wilson  has  written  in 
No.    19  of  1880,   page   139.     But  the 
only  despatch  I  need  refer  to  more  par- 
ticularly is  that  which  bears  directly  on 
the  Motion.     It  is  in  No.  7  of  1880, 
page  8.    It  is  a  despatch  from  Lord 
Granville    to    Sir    Henry   Layard  ex- 
pressing the  greatest  satisfaction  with 
his  conduct,  notifying  that  leave  of  ab- 
sence has  been  granted  to  him,  and  that 
Mr.  Goschen  has  been  appointed  on  a 
special    mission.      None  of   the    Blue 
Books  explain  his  flnal  disappearance. 
None  of  thorn  point  out  in  what  manner 
the  original  intention,  as  announced  by  j 


the  despatch  whioli  is  before  Tii,  wm 
abandoned.    On  my  parfc,  there  is  no 
prejudice  against  Mr.  Gk>8cben,  wIkm 
nnancial  services  in  Egypt,  in  commoR 
with    many  personB,   I    appreciate.    I 
happen  to  have  no  acquaintance  wi& 
Sir  Henry  Layard,  who,  as  regards  this 
proceeding,  is  entirely  irresponsible.  He 
is  the  onfy  one,  in  a  long  series,  wbo 
have  held  his  recent  post,  firom  Lori 
Stratford  de   HeddifPe   downwards,  to 
whom  I  have  not  had  the  opportnnitf  of 
listening  upon  the    Eastern   QuestioiL 
Now,  on  these   fl;roiinds,   tiie  recall  of 
Sir  Henry  Layard,  against  the  pomtin 
design  the  Government  had  inoicatel 
seemed  to  be  impolitic.     His  particidu 
connection  with  the  Cast  as  an  explorer, 
or  discoverer  of  Nineveh,  is  too  veil 
known  to  be  stated.     Having  been  sent 
out  as  Ambassador  just  before  thew 
of  1877,  he  was  in  full  possession  of  tlie 
labyrinth  which  followed  it.     If  he  wu 
not  actively  enmged   in   reviving  the 
Ottoman  Asseniblies — a  point  the  Go- 
vernment  professed    to    aim    at  —  he 
watched  their  infancy,  he  had  proclaimed 
their  importance,  and  when  the  Bussian 
Army  reached  San  Stefano  he  had  been 
a  witness  of  their  downfall.     He  hid 
considerable  access  to  the  Palace  and  the 
Sultan.    In  other  capitals  the  fiinctionfl 
of  Ambassadors  may  he  restricted  to  pe^ 
suasion ;  in  Constantinople  it  most  be 
frequently  extended  to  direction.  Direc- 
tion is  impossible,  without  experience 
and  knowledge,  together  with  the  tact, 
assurance,  or,  at  least,  authority  which 
spring  from  them.      It  has  become  a 
maxim  at  Constantinople,  which  I  have 
often    heard    there,   mat    until    he  is 
acclimatized  to  its  intrigues  and  paasioiu 
by  a  residence  of  months  the  best  dip- 
lomatist is  scarcely  capable  of  acting. 
Sir  Henry  Layard  is  withdrawn,  not  to 
make  way  for  anyone  whose  past  ex- 
perience or  local  knowledge  might  pre- 
pare him ;  but  for  a  Member  of  the 
Legislature  beyond  the  sphere  of  the 
profession,  who  must  have  found  him- 
self a  novice  in  the  capital  which  he 
approached,  and  who,  therefore,  needed 
a  preparatory  interval,  although  imme- 
diate action  was  required  of  him.    An 
arrangement  of  the  kind  can  hardly  be 
defended,  unless  its  consequences  have 
been  fortunate.    It  seems  to  me  to  have 
been  followed  by  a  series  of  errors  of 
which  one  may  be  adverted  to  at  pre- 
sent.  The  principle  has  been  habituallj 
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laid  down  by  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment 
that  we  ought  to  insist  on  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin  in  all  its  parts  being  faithfully 
and  literally  executed.     The  principle, 
although  a  specious  one,  before  we  ac- 
quiesce in  it,  requires  much  considera- 
tion.    In  the  first  place,  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin  was  unavoidably  connected  with, 
and   emanated  from,   the   victories    of 
Kussia.  It  contained  many  things  which 
the  other  European  Powers,  had  they 
stood  as  they  did  in  1856,  would  never 
have  admitted.     It  cannot,  therefore,  be 
urged  that    its    total    and    immediate 
execution    was     an    object    of    Great 
Britain.      But    while    the    Treaty    of 
Berlin    contained  much  which   Russia 
valued    or   exulted  in,   it  contained  a 
good  deal  which  she  reluctantly  assented 
to.     A    Government  which   constantly 
insisted  on  the  execution  of  the  Treaty 
found  itself  in  the  anomalous  position 
of  acting  with  Hussia  and  against  her 
simultaneously.     The  only  escape  was 
to  aim  merely  at  the  execution  of  the 
Articles  with  which  Hussia  found  her 
interest  identified,  or  merely  at  the  exe- 
cution of  the  Articles  by  which  her  pro- 
gress was  in   some  degree   restricted. 
The  former  course  appears  to  have  been 
chosen,  as  regards  the  whole  transaction 
of  the  Monteneg^n  Frontier.  No  power 
but  Hussia  had  the  slightest  interest 
in  the  aggrandizement  of  Montenegro, 
which  had  long  been  virtually  depen- 
dent on  her.    It  was  brought  about, 
however,   by    a    Naval    demonstration 
which  involved  considerable  hazard,  and 
in  spite  of  the  Albanian  resistance  which 
threw  considerable  doubt  upon  its  policy 
and  justice.     The  Conference  at  iBerlin 
is  much  harder  to  defend,  however,  than 
the  Naval  demonstration.     In  the  course 
of  the  Session  the  Prime  Minister  is 
stated  to  have  offered  an  extraordinary 
plea  for  it.     It  is  that  he  only  followed 
the  French  initiative  in  joining  it.  Since 
1870,  on  grounds  too  numerous  to  men- 
tion, the  French  initiative  has  not  been 
altogether  the  directing  force  which  any 
prudent  guide  of  foreign  policy  would 
look  to.      A  Minister  who  openly  de- 
clares that,  on  a  subject  of  that  kind,  he 
is  controlled  by  the  initiative  of  France, 
has  said  a  harder  thing  against  himself 
than  he  is  likely  from  any  other  quarter 
to  encounter.     The  result  of  the  Berlin 
Conference  has  been  to  implant  in  the 
Athenian  Government  the  absolute  de- 
lusion that  they  possess  a  legal  title  to 


a  territorial  concession  without  exchange 
or  purchase,  or  any  other  form  of  sacri- 
fice to  win  it.  That  it  is  an  absolute  de- 
lusion the  French  Secretary  of  State 
himself  has  laboured  to  establish  in  a 
series  of  despatches  I  recently  adverted 
to,  which  it  would  well  become  the 
Foreign  Office  fully  to  produce,  as  they 
may  all  be  copied  from  the  French  offi.- 
cial  volume.  But,  although  it  is  an  ab- 
solute delusion,  the  King  of  Greece,  in 
his  Hoyal  Speech  to  Parliament,  was 
led  by  his  Advisers  to  endorse  it ;  the 
Prime  Minister  of  Greece  habitually  en- 
dorses it ;  it  forms  the  basis  of  Athenian 
Manifestoes ;  it  has  forced  the  mediating 
Powers  into  the  most  open  contradiction 
as  regards  the  many  Frontiers  they 
have  traced,  the  various  opinions  they 
have  sanctioned.  My  Lords,  althougn 
it  is  an  absolute  delusion,  it  is  much  to 
be  feared  that  the  Government  have 
patronized  it,  or,  if  they  have  not  patro- 
nized, done  nothing  to  rebuke  it,  and 
left  to  France  the  undivided  labour  of 
contending  with  it.  If,  indeed,  the 
Berlin  Conference  had  been  the  means 
of  drawing  Germany  towards  us,  the 
result  might  have  atoned  for  many  in- 
conveniences. But  you  have  only  to 
consult  the  German  Press,  you  have  only 
to  breathe  the  atmosphere  of  Berlin — 
which  it  occurred  to  me  to  do  during 
November  and  December — ^to  form  an 
opposite  conclusion.  At  no  previous 
time  has  the  Ministerial  position  of 
Great  Britain  been  more  obnoxious  to 
that  capital.  The  explanation  may  pre- 
sent itself.  In  1879  its  ruling  forces 
were  led  into  a  new  system  and  detached 
themselves  from  Hussia.  The  celebrated 
journey  of  Prince  Bismarck  to  Vienna 
is  thought  to  have  begun,  at  least  it 
marks,  the  epoch  I  refer  to.  It  was 
hard  for  the  ruling  powers  of  Berlin  to 
detach  themselves  from  Hussia.  There 
were  certain  risks  to  be  incurred  and 
certain  prepossessions  to  be  sacrificed. 
But  it  was  harder  to  find  that  they  had 
alienated  Hussia — to  some  extent  at 
least — when  Hussia  was  doomed  in  a 
short  time  to  bo  sustained,  encouraged, 
fostered  by  Great  Britain.  In  1877  the 
deepest  penetration  could  not  have  en- 
abled them  to  realize  such  a  contin- 
gency. It  is  quite  true,  no  doubt,  that 
both  of  these  proceedings  have  been 
sheltered  as  the  action  of  an  European 
concert.  The  imposing  term  of  Euro- 
pean concert  has  been  so  much  resorted 
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to  of  late,  that  it  becomes  desirable  to 
look  into  its  actual  significance.  An 
European  concert  to  oppose  the  interest 
and  aim  of  nearly  every  European  State 
is,  in  itself,  a  paradoxical  conception. 
The  European  concert  we  are  asked 
to  bow  to,  as  a  mystic  force,  does  not 
work  for  the  revival  of  the  Ottoman 
Assemblies  which  it  might  easily  have 
compassed.  It  does  not  work  for  the 
establishment  of  a  more  £b*m,  more  civi- 
lized, and  more  invulnerable  power  on 
the  Bosphorus  than  any  which  the  head 
of  the  Mahometan  religion  can  present 
there.  It  does  not  endeavour  to  arrange 
upon  the  Pruth  a  barrier  against  the 
enterprizes  which  have  three  times  within 
about  50  years  exposed  Constantinople 
to  the  march  of  an  invader.  It  does  not 
seek  the  balance  of  power.  It  is  literally 
founded  on  its  ruin,  or  at  least  on  its 
abevance.  It  is  a  concert  for  transferring 
to  the  scale  of  overbearing  force  as  many 
Eangdoms  and  Bepublics  as  can  be  per- 
suaded to  adhere  to  it.  It  is  arrayed 
not  against  that  which  it  is  desirable  to 
check,  but  against  that  which  it  is  desir- 
able to  strengthen  and  uphold,  so  long 
as  no  equivalent  is  found  for  it.  Under 
its  auspices  the  Law  of  Nations  is  defied, 
and  territorial  encroachment  insolently 
aimed  at.  Aspiring  to  usurp  the  name 
and  speak  with  the  authority  of  Europe, 
it  exdudes  from  its  circle  not  only  such 
well-known  States  as  Belgium  ana  Hol- 
land, but  all  the  Scandinavian  King- 
doms, and  the  whole  Iberian  Peninsula. 
It  wholly  overlooks  the  principle  of 
1856,  that  the  Sublime  Forte  was  to  be 
incorporated  in  the  system  of  the  Conti- 
nent. It  tends  to  reduce  that  Empire  to 
a  lower  depth  than  it  had  reached  before 
of  both  humiliation  and  insolvency.  It 
is  viewed  with  conscientious  shame  and 
ill-concealed  aversion  by  nearly  all  the 
Powers  which  technically  form  it.  But 
to  put  it  in  its  proper  light,  and  to  sug- 
gest the  mode  m  which  it  ought  to  be 
regarded,  we  should  reflect  a  moment  on 
the  way  in  which  a  concert  so  arranged 
would  have  affected  modem  history  had 
it  been  allowed  to  supersede  the  higher 
and  the  nobler  forms  of  combination 
which  have  usually  existed.  During 
the  half  century  which  followed  Otto- 
man success  in  1453,  it  would  have  de- 
clared its  confidence  in  the  Mahometan 
dominion,  and  helped  the  warlike  Sultans 
of  that  ago  by  fire  and  sword  to  roach 
the  Adriatic.     It  would  have  been  the 
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faithful  instrument  of  Austria  and  Spam 
when,  under  Charles  Y.  and  bis  auccei- 
sors,  they  became  a  menace  to  the  Con* 
tinent.  As  soon  as  that  ascendancy 
subsided  at  Westphalia  in  1648,  duiinf 
another  century  it  would  have  allied 
itself  with  France  and  those  who  ruled 
her,  have  fed  upon  their  promiaeB,  con- 
fided in  their  virtue,  and  ministered  to 
their  supremacy.  If  that  idol,  under 
such  preserving  adoration,  had  ever 
passed  away,  this  form  of  concert  would 
have  found  its  present  object  of  subser- 
viency. Had  it  prevailed  300  yean, 
instead  of  being  invented  by  the  present 
occupant  of  Downing  Street,  Europe 
must  have  fallen  under  the  general  do- 
minion which  it  is  the  leading  aim  of 
foreign  policy  to  obviate.  My  Lordii, 
this  type  of  European  concert  has  lately 
had  a  signal  illustration  in  the  Memoirs 
of  Prince  Mettemich,  who,  in  strict 
accuracy,  may  be  regarded  as  its  founder, 
and  from  whom  the  present  Leader  of 
the  Government  appears  to  have  derived 
it.  These  Memoirs  are  accessible  to 
everyone.  In  them  we  watch  with  the 
assistance  of  the  master  who  directed  it, 
the  operation  of  the  system  at  Troppan, 
at  Laybach,  at  Verona.  It  arrayed 
itself,  as  now,  against  the  States  which 
were  not  able  to  resist  it.  Its  aim,  how- 
ever, was  more  limited  than  modem 
fashion  has  bestowed  upon  it.  It  re- 
quired weaker  States  to  guard  their  insti- 
tutions from  reform.  It  did  not  call 
upon  them  to  give  up  their  territory  at 
the  dictation  of  a  rival.  In  this  connec- 
tion there  are  many  topics  which  I  aban- 
don for  the  present.  Xet  me  conclude, 
as  I  began,  by  absolving  the  noble  Ead 
the  Secretary  of  State  from,  any  great 
responsibility.  Nothing  has  occurred 
which  might  not  have  been  anticipated 
and  predicted  from  the  sinister  form  the 
Government  assumed  after  the  General 
Election.  If  these  despatches  are  with- 
held, the  recall  of  Sir  Henry  Layazd 
will  hardly  seem  to  have  the  vindication 
which  it  calls  for.  If  they  are  produced, 
the  Motion  cannot  be  considered  as  an 
useless  one. 

Moved f  That  an  humble  Address  be  pr^sentad 
to  Her  Majesty  for  Copies  of  the  despatches 
which  explain  the  withdrawal  of  Sir  Henry 
Layard  from  the  Embassy  at  Constantinople. 
— (r-ft#  lord  Stratheden  and  Campbell.) 

Loud  HOUGHTON  thought  that,  in 
having  discouraged  discussion  on  this 
subject,  his  noble  Friend  the  Seoretaij 
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of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  liad  not  acted 
with  his  usual  prudence,  because  a  more 
outspoken  expression  of  Parliamentary 
opinion  on  it  might  have  been  of  con- 
siderable advantage  in  preventing  the 
painful  impression  which  now  prevailed 
m    respect   of  the  differences  between 
Turkey  and  Greece.     He  apprehended 
that  it  would  be  difficult  to  find  in  diplo- 
matic historv  any  precedent  for  what 
had  occurrea  at  the  Berlin  Conference, 
and,  since  it  was  held,  in  regard  to  the 
Greek  Question.     It  would  De  difficult 
to  find  any  other  instance  in  which  a 
Conference  of  the  Powers  was  summoned 
for  the  purpose  of  considering  and  deter- 
mining a  certain  question,  and  in  which, 
an  arrangement  having  been  come  to 
by  that  Conference,  quite  a  different 
arrangement  was  subsequently  proposed 
by  the  Powers.     The  change  in  the  com- 
plexion of  this  question  between  Turkey 
and  Greece  had  produced  alarm  in  the 
minds  of  those  who  felt  an  interest  in 
the  peace  of  Europe  and  in  the  future 
of  the  Hellenes.    Two  courses  had  been 
open   to  the  Powers.     They  might  by 
force  have  compelled  Turkey  to  submit, 
which,  though  it  would  have  been  hard 
and  unjust,  yet  would  have  been  con- 
sistent with  the  determination  come  to 
at  the  Conference,  and  it  would  have 
prevented  the  possibility  of  Turkey  re- 
maining under  any  delusion.     On  the 
other  hand,  they  might  have  designed  a 
new  Frontier,  and  announced  that  their 
decision  was  to  be  final ;  but  neither  of 
those  courses  had  been  adopted.     He 
looked  with  dismay  on  the  present  state 
of  feeling  in  Europe.     The  Greeks  were 
armed  to  the  teeth,  and  declared  them- 
selves ready  to  accept  any  sacrifice  in  the 
pursuit  of  their  objects  ;  and  he  would 
ask  their  Lordships  to  realize  what  those 
sacrifices  might  be.   It  was  not  too  much 
to  say  that  the  Throne  of  the  King  of 
Greece  tottered  in  the  balance,  and  that 
civil  strife  would  soon   be    added    to 
foreign  complications. 

Lord  DENMAN  :  My  Lords,  I  regret 
that  the  noble  Lord  opposite  has  brought 
forward  his  Motion  at  a  time  when,  to 
use  the  words  of  a  noble  Lord,  chairman 
at  a  public  meeting,  the  question  of 
j)eace  or  war  rests,  as  it  were,  on  a 
razor's  edge.  It  would  be  better  to 
leave  the  case  in  the  hands  of  the  Pleni- 
potentiaries who  are  trying  to  agree. 
But  the  noble  Lord  has  alluded  to  the 
time  of  Charles  Y.;  and  has  touched 


on  the  European  concert;  while  the 
great  scheme  of  Henry  IV.  of  France, 
and  our  Queen  Elizabeth,  devised  a  re- 
duction of  armaments,  with  a  police  of 
all  nations.  The  injustice  of  that  scheme 
consisted  in  this — that  while  scheming 
to  weaken  the  great  combined  power  of 
Spain  and  Austria — they  were  one  at 
that  time,  in  the  reign  of  Philip,  late 
husband  of  "  Bloody  Mary  " — it  tended 
to  secure  compensation  to  them,  for  losses 
in  Europe,  by  a  partition  of  territory  in 
the  East,  to  be  wrested  from  the  so-called 
Infidels ;  but  peace  was  the  only  oppor- 
tunity for  arriving  at  truth.  In  the 
Memoirs  of  the  noble  Lord's  (Lord 
Stratheden  and  Campbell's)  father, 
there  was  an  interesting  account  of  his 
late  Boyal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Glou- 
cester, who,  when  in  action — his  men 
were  firing  too  soon — threw  himself 
before  them  to  check  them.  England, 
as  a  herald  between  combatants,  might 
prevent  war;  while,  if  she  acted  as  a 
partizan,  she  would  find  the  Turks,  as  at 
Sistovo  (1791),  very  slow  in  their  con- 
cessions, if  not  determined  on  war.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  the  Conference  had,  at 
first,  demanded  too  much,  as  was  proved 
by  their  subsequent  moderation,  which 
he  (Lord  Denman)  hoped  might  lead  to 

peace.  

Earl  GEANVTLLE  said,  that  his 
noble  Friend  who  spoke  second  on  this 
question  complained  that  he  did  not 
^ve  sufficient  encouragement  for  the 
discussion  of  foreign  subjects  in  their 
Lordships'  House.  He  must  sav  that 
if  he  had  had  to  discourage  such  discus- 
sions, his  efforts  in  that  direction  had  not 
had  much  effect  on  the  bashful  and  re- 
tiring nature  of  his  two  noble  Friends. 
One  of  his  noble  Friends  had  been  kind 
enough  towards  himself  personally  not 
to  hold  him  responsible  for  the  foreign 
policy  of  the  Government,  and  referred 
to  the  statement  concerning  Lord  Dudley 
in  the  Memoirs  of  Lord  Ellenborough  to 
show  that  such  responsibility  was  not  pro- 
erly  chargeable  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
or  Foreign  Affairs.  Now,  he  was  by  no 
means  unconscious  of  his  own  imperfec- 
tions ;  but  he  must  accept  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  foreign  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  though,  of  course, 
he  shared  that  responsibility  with  the 
Prime  Minister  and  his  other  Colleagues. 
Certainly,  Lord  Dudley,  of  all  Foreign 
Ministers,  was  the  one  who  was  the 
least  effioieut  in  \!b&\»0&<:^Q«  \a\V£^^^- 
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borough  claims  in  his  Memoir  a  great 
share  of  the  work  of  the  Foreign  Office  ; 
but  it  was  notorious  at  the  time  that 
Mr.  Huskisson  transacted  nearly  the 
whole  business  of  the  Foreign  Office. 
He  did  not,  however,  mean  to  deny 
the  wit  and  cleverness  of  Lord  Dudley ; 
and  he  felt  that  if  he  had  only  one-half 
of  that  cleverness  he  might  have  done 
what  he  had  been  unable  to  do — have 
followed  the  arguments  of  the  noble 
Lords  who  had  spoken  first  and  third  in 
the  discussion.  His  noble  Friend  wanted 
him  to  g^ve  more  encouragement  to  the 
discussion  of  foreign  affairs.  He  could 
only  say  that  if,  at  the  proper  time,  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury),  or  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Beaconsfield),  the  cause  of  whose 
absence  from  that  House  they  all  de- 
plored, wished  to  bring  forward  the  sub- 
ject, he  would  be  most  ready  to  afford  an 
opportunity  for  its  full  discussion ;  but 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Houghton),  in  order 
to  show  in  what  a  judicious  way  foreign 
affairs  might  be  treated  in  the  House, 
selected  for  a  discussion  on  the  Greek 
Question  the  very  day  after  they  knew 
that  an  unanimous  Note  had  been  pre- 
sented of  a  most  important  character, 
on  the  part  of  the  Powers  of  Europe,  in 
the  hope  of  maintaining  peace,  and  of 
arriving  at  a  satisfactory  settlement — a 
Note  which  the  Greek  Government  had 
to  consider,  and  which  he  hoped  that 
Government  would  consider  with  that 
statesmanlike  self-control  which  ought 
to  distinguish  a  nation  so  brilliantly 
intellectual,  with  whom  English  sym- 
pathies wore  so  much  in  accord.  He 
must  entirely  decline  to  follow  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Stratheden  and  Camp- 
bell) into  the  subject  he  had  raised. 
His  noble  Friend  had  taken  a  course 
which  was  inconvenient  not  only  to  the 
person  filling  the  OiHce  of  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  but  to  their 
Lordships*  House.  He  first  put  on  the 
Pax>or  a  Notice  of  the  vaguest  character. 
On  seeing  it  he  took  the  liberty  of  ad- 
dressing to  his  noble  Friend  a  private 
note  asking  him  to  give  him  more  definite 
information  as  to  the  scope  of  his  Notice. 
On  that  his  noble  Friend  courteously 
changed  his  Notice,  and  he  now  ex- 
pressed his  wish  for  information  on  the 
subject  of  the  withdrawal  of  Sir  Henry 
Layard  from  Constantinople.  Now,  he 
doubted  whether,  except  in  the  case  of 
very  grievous  errors,  it  was  desirable  to 
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discuss  in  Parliament  the  qaalificatioDi 
of  Ambassadors  employed  under  the 
Crown ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  as  hit 
noble  Friend  desired  information  on  the 
subject,  he  would  state  very  shortly  the 
state  of  things  as  regarded  the  recall  of 
Sir  Henry  Layard.  Sir  Henry  Layird 
was  appointed  special  Ambassador  it 
Constantinople  some  three  years  before 
the  late  Government  went  out  of  Office. 
He  was  appointed  in  lieu  of  Sir  Heniy 
Elliot,  who  first  remained  Ambassador, 
was  then  put  on  half-pay,  and  ultimately 
transferred  to  another  post.  Sir  Henij 
Layard  was  a  man  of  great  ability  and 
^reat  knowledge  of  the  East  and  Eastern 
Affairs.  He  had  served  with  energy  and 
ability  the  late  Government ;  and  he  bad 
executed  instructions  which,  whether 
right  or  wrong,  were  known  at  the  time 
not  to  be  in  accordance  with  the  opinions 
of  the  Party  to  which  he  (Earl  Gran- 
ville) belonged.  Besides  that,  Sir  Henij 
Layard  had  eventually  written  a  remark- 
able despatch,  in  which  he  showed  how 
ineffectually  he  had  worked  to  attain 
certain  objects  desired  by  the  then  Go- 
vernment— sometimes  approaching  the 
Porte  in  language  almost  of  menace, 
and  sometimes  in  language  of  persua- 
sion. Sir  Henry  Layard  declared  that 
he  had  exhausted  all  the  power  he  pos- 
sessed; and  that  at  the  time  he  wrote 
that  despatch  the  English  Government 
had  no  influence  over  the  Porte.  The 
present  Government,  when  they  came 
into  power,  thought,  under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, it  would  be  desirable  to 
make  a  change.  [A  special  Embassy 
had  some  advantages  and  some  disad- 
vantages ;  but  the  Government  had 
adopted  a  policy  of  great  difficulty,  that 
of  obtaining  the  fulfilment  of  the  re- 
maining conditions  of  the  Berlin  Treaty, 
and  they  thought  it  desirable  to  give 
some  significance  to  their  change  of 
policy.  They,  therefore,  appointed  Mr. 
Gosclien  special  Ambassador.  He  did 
not  think  they  could  have  selected  a 
better  man  to  succeed  Sir  Henry  Layard, 
or  one  who  could  have  more  fully  jus- 
tified the  trust  put  in  him  than  Mr. 
Goschen.  And  there  was  a  great  ad- 
vantage in  having  a  man  so  intimately 
acquainted  with  the  opinions  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  carry  out  that  policy.  With 
regard  to  Sir  Henry  Layard  following 
the  precedent  of  his  Predecessor  they 
placed  him  on  leave,  and  after  a  short 
time  put  him  on  half-pay,  esuu^tly  foUow- 
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ing  previous  precedents  in  the  matter. 
No  doubt  it  was  hard  on  Sir  Henry 
Layard,  who  was  at  the  same  time 
without  employment  and  without  pen- 
sion ;  but  it  was  felt  to  be  impossible  to 
pay  two  Ambassadors  at  the  same  time. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  agreed  with  the  noble  Earl  that  this 
was  not  precisely  the  moment  at  which 
it  was  expedient  to  discuss  the  matters 
which  had  been  brought  forward.     He 
regretted  what  appeared  to  him  hasty 
action  on  the  part  of  the  Conference  of 
Berlin,  and  the  impression  that  had  got 
abroad  that  there  was  meant  to  be  a 
more  positive  policy  and  one  to  be  sus- 
tained by  more  energetic  action  than 
was  really  in  the  mind  of  the  Govern- 
ment   by  which    that  Conference  was 
guided.     But,  reserving  to  himself  the 
full  right  of  discussing  these  questions 
hereafter  in  detail,  he  did  not  think  it  was 
in  accordance  with  the  precedents  their 
Lordships  had  followed,  or  that  it  would 
be  for  the  public  service,  or  for  the  pro- 
motion of  what  they  all  desired  to  see 
attained — the  peace    of   Europe — that 
they  should  go  further  now  into  matters 
which  were  very  delicate,    and  which 
had  most  probably  reached  the  most  de- 
licate stage  of  negotiation.     One  word 
he  would  wish  to  add.     The  choice  of 
Diplomatic  Agents  it  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary to  leave  to  the  Government  of 
the  time.     He  was  not  aware  of  all  the 
reasons  which  had  induced  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  prefer  the  services 
of  Mr.  Goschen  to  those  of  Sir  Henry 
Layard.     He  would  only  say  that  Sir 
Henry  Layard  had  served  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Queen,  so  far  as  he  had  an 
opportunity  of   observing,   with    great 
energy,  self-devotion,  and  ability;  and 
he  had  claims  on  the  public  which  the 
noble  Earl  opposite,  he  was  sure,  would 
be  the  last  not  to  acknowledge.  JBut  the 
Government  must  be  allowed  to  carnr  on 
their  own  policy  in  their  own  way,  which 
was  the  right  of  every  Government,  and 
the  responsibility  for  which  they  would 
not  try  to  diminish. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDEELEY 
said,  that  the  late  Lord  Stratford  de 
Bedcliffe  had  stated  that  Ghreece  had  no 
rights  and  no  claims.  What,  then,  was 
to  be  gained  by  upsetting  the  Ottoman 
Empire  and  diminishing  the  influence  of 
England  in  the  Mediterranean  for  such  a 
nation  as  Ghreece?  The  Prime  Minister,  by 
hisMidLothian  speeches,  had  encouraged 


both  the  Greeks  and  the  Boers.  But  he 
seemed  to  have  forgotten  his  former 
phrases.  Since  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's mind  had  been  taken  from  foreign 
afiEairs,  and  entirely  engaged  on  the  Land 
Law  (Lreland)  Bill,  counsels  of  modera- 
tion nad  at  last  appeared  to  have  made 
some  way  at  the  Foreign  Office. 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBEELEY  said, 
that  as  his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Granville) 
had  stated  if  some  responsible  person 
on  the  other  side,  well  acquainted  with 
foreign  affairs,  brought  forward  this  im- 
portant subject  for  discussion  at  a  proper 
time,  it  would  be  discussed  by  persons 
well  qualified  to  give  an  opinion  upon  it. 
But  at  present  it  was  important  that 
there  should  be  no  question  on  the  sub- 
ject; and  if  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  prolong  the  debate,  it 
was  not  because  they  admitted,  in  the 
slightest  degree,  the  representations 
made  by  the  four  noble  Lords.  If  the 
whole  question  was  discussed,  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  able  to  show  their 
Lordships  that  the  course  they  had  pur- 
sued, in  accord  with  the  Great  Powers 
of  Europe,  could  not  be  disposed  of  in  a 
few  speeches.  

Viscount  SHEEBEOOKE  said,  he 
hoped  noble  Lords  would  not  suppose 
that  if  he  and  other  noble  Lords  did  not 
take  part  in  this  debate  they  had  not 
got  the  strongest  possible  opinion  of  the 
impropriety  of  pressing  this  matter.  He 
only  rose  for  the  purpose  of  expressing 
his  own  opinion,  and  he  was  sure  he 
spoke  for  many  others,  that  they  thought 
it  extremely  undesirable  to  do  anything 
which  might  interfere  with  or  impede 
the  negotiations  now  in  progress.  He 
hoped  they  would  not  prolong  this  de- 
bate. Nobody  knew  the  mischief  which 
might  result  from  doing  so. 

Lord  STEATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL would  not  detain  the  House ; 
but,  as  his  noble  Friend  beneath  (Lord 
Houghton)  could  not  speak  again,  he 
felt  bound  to  answer  some  of  the  reflec- 
tions which  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary 
of  State  had  tried  to  cast  upon  him. 
Had  the  language  of  his  noble  Friend 
been  calculated  to  promote  hostilities 
between  Greece  and  the  Sublime  Porte, 
such  reflections  might  be  justified.  His 
language  tended  altogether  in  the  oppo- 
site direction.  Li  exact  proportion  as 
the  false  interpretation  of  the  Berlin 
Conference  was  rectified ;  in  exact  pro- 
portion as  the  Greek  ambitiou  ^q&  di&- 
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countenancod ;  in  exact  proportion  as  the 
Law  of  Nations  was  asserted  to  correct 
it,  the  hope  and  chance  of  an  adjustment 
was  augmented.  His  noble  Friend  had, 
therefore,  been  promoting  the  very  ob- 
ject of  the  Government.  If  he  was,  be- 
sides, possessed  of  special  information, 
he  was  bound  to  use  it  in  the  interest  of 
peace,  as  he  had  done  on  this  occasion. 
The  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State 
had  endeavoured  to  persuade  the  House 
that  some  irregularity  attended  this  pro- 
ceeding. On  his  (Lord  Stratheden  and 
Campbell's)  part  there  had  been  no 
irregularity  whatever.  He  had  given 
Notice  to  call  attention  to  certain  Cor- 
respondence a  fortnight  before  the  day 
selected  for  discussion.  The  Notice  had 
never  been  changed  at  all ;  it  had  only 
been  completed,  in  accord  with  the  most 
established  usage,  by  a  Motion  being 
attached  to  it.  It  had  been  then  re- 
peatedly postponed  during  the  absence 
of  the  noble  Earl,  and  at  the  request  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  But  the 
noble  Earl  had  made  another  observa- 
tion, which  was  even  more  remarkable. 
He  had  complained  that  all  discussion 
of  foreign  policy  was  inconvenient  at 
that  moment  to  the  Government.  In  that 
case,  why  did  he  not  avert  it?  He  might 
immediately  have  done  so.  During  the 
last  five  years,  neither  under  the  late 
Government,  nor  the  existing  one,  had 
he  (Lord  Stratheden  and  Campbell)  ever 
hesitated  to  suspend  a  Motion  when  the 
Secretary  of  State  declared  negotiations 
would  be  hindered  by  it.  But  when  the 
noble  Earl  accepted  the  debate  he  could 
not  properly  complain  of  it.  Considering 
how  much  forbearance  had  been  shown 
during  his  absence,  and  how  on  every 
point  his  wishes  had  been  followed,  in 
hazarding  censorious  remarks,  the  noble 
Earl  had  not  displayed  the  prudence  or 
the  taste  for  which  he  used  to  be  con- 
spicuous. There  was  nothing  further 
to  reply  to.  He  had  maintained  that 
the  withdrawal  of  Sir  Henry  Layard 
wantonly  destroyed  an  efficient  agency 
for  British  objects  in  the  Ottoman  Do- 
minion ;  that  the  withdrawal  was  an 
error ;  and  that  it  had  soon  been  fol- 
lowed by  errors  greater  than  itself. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

AEMY  RE-ORGANIZATION— THE 
REGIMENTAL  UNIFORMS. 

Tub  Earl  of  GALLOWAY  moved 
for  a  Betum  showing  the  amount  of 
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expenditure  estimated  bj  the  ohAiige  of 
uniform  involved  in  the  proposed  orga- 
nization 'of  territorial  regiments,  both 
as  affecting  individual  officers  and  the 
public  purse.  He  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  find  it  convenient  to  lay  the 
information  upon  the  Table  the  first  day 
after  the  Eeoess. 

Moved^  That  an  humble  Address  be  proiented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  Return  showing  the  amoimt 
of  oxponditure  estimated  by  the  change  of  uni- 
form involved  in  the  propoeed  orgamatioa  of 
territorial  regiments,  Dotn  as  affecting  xndi^ 
\ndual  officers  and  the  pabUc  purse. — (7a#  Etui 
of  Oaliotcat/.) 

The  Earl  of  MOBLEY  could  not 
assent  to  the  Motion.  The  expense  of 
the  proposed  change  would  not  be  con- 
siderable in  the  case  of  the  large  majo- 
rity of  regiments,  as  only  badg^  and 
facings  would  be  changed  this  year.  The 
more  important  changes,  such  as  altera- 
tions in  the  colour  of  uniforms,  would 
be  deferred  till  the  next  issue  of  new 
clothing.  Besides,  it  would  be  almost 
impossible  to  produce  a  Hetum  that 
would  not  be  misleading. 

The  Earl  of  LONGFORD  said,  such 
an  extraordinary  scheme  as  that  to  which 
the  question  referred  might  have  been 
devised  in  Colney  Hatch. 

The  Earl  of  GALLOWAY  said,  after 
that  expression  of  the  noble  Earl  the 
Under  Secretary,  he  would,  of  course, 
not  press  the  Motion ;  but  he  could  not 
refrain  from  expressing  his  surprise  that 
this  great  change  had  been  decided  on 
without  the  War  Office  apparently  haying 
any  information  as  to  the  expense. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  iciih- 
drawn. 


TURKEY— THE  LAND  LAW— ADMIS- 
SION OF  FOREIGNERS. 

ADDRESS     FOR     A     PAPBR. 

Eabl  DE  la  ware  moved  an 
Address  to  Her  Majesty,  for  the  Pro- 
tocol, dated  the  1 8th  of  June,  1867,  en- 
titled, ''  Kegulation  for  the  admission  of 
foreigners  to  enjoy  real  property  through- 
out the  Ottoman  dominions." 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  the 
document  moved  for  had  been  presented 
to  the  House;  but  there  would  be  no 
objection  to  its  being  re-printed  ii  neces- 
sary. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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Protocol  relative  to  the  admittdon  of  British 
subjects  in  Turkey  to  the  right  of  holding  real 
property,  signed  at  Constantinople  28th  July 
1868  ;  and  Law  of  18th  June  1867,  granting  to 
foreigners  the  right  to  hold  real  property  in  the 
Ottoman  Empire  (presented  by  command  3lst 
May  1869) ;  To  be  re-printed.     (No.  71.) 

ELEMEirrAKY  EDUCATION  PROVISIONAL  OB- 
DEE      OONFIBMATION       (lOITOON)       BILL 

[h.l.]  (No.  68.)  A  Bill  to  confirm  a 
Provisional  Order  made  by  the  Education 
Department  under  "  The  Elementary  Educa- 
tion Act,  1870,"  to  enable  the  School  Board 
for  London  to  put  in  force  the  Lands  Clauses 
Consolidation  Act,  184/!^,  and  &e  Acts  amend- 
ing the  same :  And 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  PB0VI8I0NAL  OR- 
DER  CONFIRMATION     (CLAY  LANB)     BILL 

[h.l.]  (no.  69.)  A  Bill  to  confirm  a 
Provisional  Order  made  by  the  Education 
Department  under  **  The  Elementary  Educa- 
tion Act,  1870,"  to  enable  tiie  School  Board 
for  the  IJoited  School  District  of  Clay  Lane, 
Derby,  to  put  in  force  the  Lands  Clauses 
Consolidation  Act,  1846,  and  the  Acts  amend- 
ing the  same : 

Wero  presefited   by    The    Loan    Pbesioent; 
read  1*,  and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

ARMY  ALTERNATIVE  PUNISHMENT 

BILL  [h.l.] 

A  Bill  for  alternative  punishment  under  the 
Army  Discipline  Regulation  Act,  1881 — Was 
presented  by  The  Lord  Denman  ;  read  !•. 
(No.  72.) 

HouKO  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  Seven 

o'clock,  to  Thursday  the  5th  of  May 

next,  half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  Sth  April,  1881. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MINUTES.]— New  Whit  Issued— jFbr  Chester 
County  (Western  Division),  v.  Sir  Philip  De 
Malpas  Gl^roy  Egerton,  baronet,  deceased. 

Private  Bills  {by  Order)^8econd  Beading — 
Med  way  Conservancy  (No.  1)  ♦. 

Considered  as  am^rff rf--8kipton  and  KettlewoU 
Railway  (Extension  to  Aysgarth). 

Public  Bills — Ordered — First  Meading — Bank- 
ruptcy [137]. 

Second  Reading — Local  Government  (Highways) 
Provisional  Order  (York)  ♦  [182] ;  Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  • 
[130] ;  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Bath,  &c.)«  [131];  Inland  Beyenue  Build- 


ings* [126];  Churchwardens  (Admission) 
[47],  debate  adjourned. 

Committee  —  Teinds  (Scotland)*  [118] — h.p.  ; 
River  Floods  Prevention*  [36],  discharged ; 
and  Bill  committed  to  the  Select  Committee  on 
the  Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Preven- 
tion Bill. 

Committee-rBfport — Married  Women's  Property 
(Scotland)  {re-eomm.)  •  [128]. 

Report — Indosure  Provisional  Order  (Thurstas- 
ton  Common)  *  [122]. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  129  and  39  bo 
susj^ended,  and  that  the  time  for  depositing 
Petitions  against  Private  Bills,  or  against  any 
Bill  to  confirm  any  Provisional  Order,  or  Pro- 
visional Certificate,  and  for  depositing  duplicates 
of  any  Documents  relating  to  any  Bill  to  con- 
firm any  Provisional  Order,  or  Provisional  Cer- 
tificate, be  extended  to  Monday  the  26th  instant. 
— {The  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.) 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


SKIPTON  AND  KETTLEWELL  RAIL- 
WAY  (EXTENSION  TO  AYSGARTH) 
BILL  {by  Order.) 

Order  for  Consideration  read. 

Mr.  BRTCE  said,  lie  had  given  Notice 
of  his  intention  to  move  that  the  con- 
sideration of  this  Bill,  as  amended,  be 
deferred  until  that  day  six  months.  The 
Bill,  as  it  originally  stood,  proposed  to 
interfere  prejudiciadly  with  some  com- 
mon lands,  and  it  had  not  complied  with 
the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House  by 
giving  proper  Notice.  The  promoters, 
however,  had  agreed  to  insert  a  clause 
by  which  they  bound  themselves  not  to 
take  any  common  lands ;  and,  that  being 
the  case,  he  did  not  intend  to  oflTer  any 
further  opposition  to  the  progress  of  the 
Bill. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered;  to  be 
read  the  third  time. 


QUESTIONS. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— DISTRESS  IN 
CASTLEBAR. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Lreland,  What  steps,  if  any,  the  Lish 
Local  Government  Board  intend  to  take 
with  a  view  to  relieving  the  distress  of 
the  small  farmers  in  the  Castlebar  Union, 
which  has  been  brought  under  the  notice 
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of  the  Board  by  the  Poor  Law  Guardians 
of  Ccwtlebar  and  the  Catholic  Clergy  of 
the  district  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  The  Local 
Government  Board  have  under  their  con- 
sideration proposals  for  proceeding  with 
various  public  works,  the  estimated  cost 
of  which  amounts  to  a  large  sum.  The 
Board  will  consult  their  Inspector  before 
deciding  which  of  the  works  should  be 
proceeded  with.  A  decision  will  be 
arrived  at  with  as  little  delay  as  pos- 
sible. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— BALLY- 
HANNIS  PETTY  SESSIONS. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Lreland,  If  it  is  true,  as  alleged, 
that  the  attendance  of  magistrates  at  the 
petty  sessions  court  held  at  BaUyhannis, 
county  Mayo,  is  very  irregular,  and  in- 
flicts considerable  inconvenience  on  those 
who  are  summoned ;  and,  if  true,  whe- 
ther steps  will  be  taken  to  ensure  the 
regular  attendance  of  magistrates  in 
future  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  In  reply  to 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  have 
to  say  that  I  find  that  on  nine  occasions 
in  the  past  year  the  petty  sessions  re- 
ferred to  could  not  be  held,  owing  to  the 
non-attendance  of  magistrates.  The  Irish 
Government  have  called  the  attention  of 
the  lord  lieutenant  of  the  county  to  the 
inconvenience  arising  from  that  fact.  I 
am  not  aware  that  we  have  further  power 
in  the  matter;  but  I  will  confer  witli  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland  on  the  subject. 

IXDIA— THE  CINX'IIONA  PL.VNT. 

Captain  PRICE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  the  Indian  Government  are  export- 
ing large  quantities  of  cinchona  bark  for 
pale  in  London ;  and,  whether,  in  intro- 
ducing the  cinchona  plant  into  India, 
the  Government  did  so  with  the  object 
of  encouraging  private  enterprise,  or  of 
competing  in  the  market  with  the  pri- 
vate trade  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
The  object  of  the  Government  in  intro- 
ducing the  cinchona  plant  into  India 
was  to  provide  an  abundant  supply  of  a 
cheap  febrifuge  for  the  people  of  that 
country.  Almost  all  the  bark  produced 
in  the  Bengal  plantations  is  manufac. 
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tured  in  India  for  use  there.  A  diffi- 
culty has  been  found  in  treating  the  pro- 
duce of  the  Madras  plantations  in  the 
same  way,  and  for  this  reason  the 
greater  part  of  it  has  been  sent  to  Eng- 
land. It  is  believed  that  the  sale  of 
this  bark,  which  has  established  the 
reputation  of  the  Indian-grown  bark, 
is  of  great  advantage  to  private  growers; 
but  an  experiment  is  now  being  made 
on  a  large  scale  with  a  view  to  the 
manufacture  of  this  bark  in  England  on 
Government  account ;  and,  if  this  prore 
successful,  it  is  probable  that  the  sopplj 
from  India  will  be  discontinued. 

SOUTH    AFRICA—THE    TRAXSVAAL- 
REVOCATION  OF  LETTERS   PATENT, 

1879. 

Me.  GIBSON  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
it  is  intended  to  revoke  the  Letters 
Patent  relative  to  the  Transvaal,  dated 
8th  November  1879;  and,  if  so,  when; 
and,  whether,  if  such  an  intention  exists^ 
any  opportunity  will  be  afforded  to  the 
loyal  English,  Boer,  and  Native  inhabi- 
tants of  the  Transvaal  to  show  cause 
against  the  revocation  of  such  Letters 
Patent,  and  the  withdrawal  of  the  Pro- 
clamation of  Annexation  under  which 
they  became  subjects  of  the  Queen, 
and  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  the  Eng- 
lish Constitution,  and  the  security  of 
its  Laws  ? 

Mr.  GEANT  duff  :  In  reply  to  the 
i-ight  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
first  Question,  I  have  to  say  that  the 
manner  of  giving  effect  to  the  final  set- 
tlement cannot  be  determined  till  the 
Commission  has  done  its  work;  but, 
assuming  that  the  settlement  is  com- 
pleted on  the  basis  of  the  agreement 
made  by  Sir  Evelyn  "Wood,  the  revoca- 
tion of  the  Letters  Patent  passed  in  1879 
for  the  creation  of  a  temporary  Constitu- 
tion would,  I  apprehend,  follow  as  a 
matter  of  course.  In  reply  to  his  second 
Question  I  have  to  refer  him  to  the 
answer  given  by  the  Prime  Minister 
on  Tuesday  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carlow  County,  and  to  add  that  the  same 
kind  of  claim  as  that  to  which  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  al- 
ludes was  made  when  the  Orange  Biver 
Territory  was  relinquished,  but  that  it 
was  not  entertained. 

Mr.  GIBSON  ;  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  mean  to  convey  to  the  House 


1013 


Zaw  and 


{APBn.  B,  I88I  ]  Jiutiet  {Inhni). 


that  it  will  be  vithin  the  pover  of  the 
Commission  to  decide  that  the  Letters 
Patent  may  continue  in  existence  f 

Mb.  GEANT  duff  :  No,  Sir ;  but  I 
understand  that  if  the  settlement  of  the 
CommisBioners  is  made  upon  the  lines 
of  the  agreement  with  Sir  Evelyn  Wood, 
then  the  Letters  Patent  will  have  to  he 
revoked  as  a  matter  of  course.  The 
Letters  Patent  were  issued  simply  for 
the  purpose  of  calling  into  existence 
a  temporary  Legislature  for  the  Trane- 
Taal. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  That  !e  not  the  point. 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to 
convey  that  it  will  be  competent  to  the 
Commission  to  depart  from  the  lines  of 
the  agreement  with  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  P 

Mb.  GEANT  DUFF  :  No ;  except  it 
be  under  the  instructions  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government. 

TilJi:  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTAUtJLABY- 
BUCKSHOT. 

Mh.  O'KELLY  asfeed  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Ixird  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  will  consent  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  a  Eetum  of  the 
number  of  unarmed  persons  killed  and 
wounded  in  Lreland  smce  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  use  of  buckshot  by  the  Irish 
Constabulary  ? 

Mh.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  :  I  cannot  give 
the  EetuTD  as  asked  for.  I  cannot  admit 
that  persons  who  use  sticks  and  stones 
come  under  the  designation  of  unarmed 
persons.  In  the  late  sorrowful  business 
in  Mayo,  one  constable  was  beaten  bo 
severely  that  he  has  died  since ;  and 
another  man  was  similarly  treated.  I 
have  no  objection  to  state  the  facts  with 
regard  to  the  use  of  buckshot.  On  the 
24th  of  February,  1880,  the  late  Govern- 
ment applied  to  ihe  Treasury  to  sanction 
the  cost  of  the  issue  of  buckshot  to  the 
Constabulary ;  on  the  Srd  of  March  the 
Treasury  gave  the  necessary  sanction ; 
on  the  15Ai  of  March  the  first  issue  was 
made ;  the  first  occasion  on  which  it  was 
necessary  to  fire  was  on  the  occasion  of 
the  Dungannon  riot  on  the  I6th  of 
August;  there  have  been  only  two  other 
cases  in  the  county  of  Sligo  since,  and  I 
trust  no  more  will  occur. 

Mk.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN:  Then  I 
understand  the  real  originators  of  buck- 
shot were  the  late  Government  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEE:  The  order 
wa»  issued  by  the  late  GoTemment ;  Uie 
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inquiry  was  made  by  the  lata  Govern- 
ment ;  and  the  present  Oovemmeut, 
after  inquiry,  did  not  think  it  their  duty 
'    cancel  or  withdraw  the  order. 


Me.  GIBSON  asked  the  Secretaryof 
State  for  India,  Whether  his  attention 
been  directed  to  the  deadlock  in 
promotion  in  the  Madras  Covenanted 
CivU  Service ;  whether  that  deadlock  is 
greater  there  than  in  the  other  Fresiden- 
cies  to  which  favourable  terms  of  retire- 
ment and  pay  have  been  extended ;  and, 
whether,  in  the  event  of  such  terms  not 
having  been  already  extended  to  the 
Madras  Service,  there  is  any  reaeon  why 
they  should  be  longer  withheld  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Early  in  1879,  the  Government  of  India 
transmitted  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
three  Memorials  &om  Madras  Civil  ser- 
vants asking  to  be  allowed  to  retire  on 
special  pensions  similar  to  those  allowed 
to  of&cers  in  Bengal  and  Bombay  in 
order  to  accelerate  promotion.  The  Go- 
vernment of  India  did  not  recommend 
comphance  with  the  requests  contained 
in  those  Memorials  ;  and  my  Predeces- 
sor concurred  in  the  view  taken  by  that 
Government.  I  find  that  in  April,  IS80, 
further  Memorials  from  members  of  the 
Madras  Civil  Service  were  sent  to  the 
Government  of  India ;  but  that  Govern- 
ment has  not  deemed  it  necessary  to 
forward  them  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council.  I 
am,  therefore,  unable  to  answer  the 
Questions  put  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  I  will  mako  a 
communication  to  the  Government  of 
India  with  reference  to  these  Questions. 
Any  action  must  be  dependent  upon  the 
answer  which  I  receive. 


Me.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
a  Circular  has  been  recently  issued  to 
the  Constabulary  in  Ireland  instructing 
them  to  apply  for  a  portion  of  the  penal- 
ties recovered  in  cases  in  which  prosecu- 
tions are  brought  by  them  at  Petty  Ses- 
sions ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  said  Cir- 
cular .was  issued  with  his  knowledge 
and  authority  ? 
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Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  No  such  Cir- 
cular has  been  issued ;  and  any  fine 
would  go,  not  to  the  constable  himself, 
but  to  the  Constabulary  Force  funds. 
The  right  of  the  Constabulary  to  these 
fines  has  been  confirmed  by  the  Superior 
Courts.  In  a  certain  case,  application 
was  made  in  accordance  with  the  terms 
of  the  Act  under  which  the  proceedings 
were  taken  for  a  moiety  of  the  penalty, 
which  the  petty  sessions  clerk  refused  to 
pay ;  and,  therefore,  advice  has  been  g^ven 
that  the  next  case  of  that  kind  which 
occurs  shall  be  used  as  a  test  case  for 
settling  the  dispute. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  —  MISOELLA- 
NEOUS  PENSIONS  (IRELAND). 

Mn.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
If  be  will  state  who  are  the  persons 
referred  to,  at  page  49  of  the  Finance 
Accounts,  as  having  **  suffered  by  the 
Rebellion  in  Ireland  in  1798,*'  and  for 
whose  pension  a  sum  is  still  charged  on 
the  Consolidated  Fund  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
The  persons  referred  to  are  the  last  two 
survivors  of  those  who  suffered  by  the 
Rebellion  of  1798,  and  who  received 
compensation  under  the  Act  of  the  Irish 
Parliament,  40  Oeo.  III.  c.  49.  One  of 
them  is  Mrs.  Anno  Collins,  daughter  of 
Captain  Lister,  of  the  Fifoshire  Fen- 
cibles.  She  receives  an  annuity  of 
£18  9*.  4<f.  The  other  is  Mrs.  Mary 
Quin,  who  receives  an  annuity  of  £13  17«. 
in  trust  for  herself  and  her  sisters, 
daughters  of  Sergeant  Major  Lane,  who 
was  killed. 

ARMS  ACT  (IRELAND;— PROCLAMATION 
OF  THE  COUNTY  OF  LONGFORD. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  can  tell  the  House 
what  has  happened  since  the  25th  of 
January  last  to  render  it  necessary  that 
the  potty  sessions  district  of  Granard, 
county  Longford,  should  be  included  in 
the  Proclamation  under  the  Arms  Act, 
seeing  that  on  that  day  he  stated  that 
the  magistrates  of  the  district  bore  pub- 
lic witness  to  its  tranquil  and  orderly 
condition  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  :  It  is  quite 
true  that  on  the  25th  of  January  I 
stated  that  tlio  ningistratos  had  borne 
witness  to  the  tranquil  and  orderly  con- 


dition of  the  district ;  but  we  have  since 
considered  that  tbe  Proclamation  under 
the  Arms  Act  ought  to  apply  to  the 
county  generally. 

EVICTIONS  (IREI^ND). 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M'OABTHY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
Captain  Douglas,  a  landlord,  has  serred 
about  forty  notices  of  ejectment  on  ten- 
ants in  the  district  of  Drumlish,  county 
Longford ;  and,  whether,  inasmuch  as 
these  tenants  were  receivine  public  re- 
lief last  year,  and  are  therefore  presum- 
ably unable  to  pay  the  rents  daimed; 
and  that  several  other  landlords  in  the 
same  district  have  announced  their  in- 
tention of  serving  notices  on  their  ten- 
ants, he  will  advise  landlords  to  delay 
their  action  until  after  the  passing  of 
the  Irish  Land  Bill  ? 

Mk.  W.  E.  FOESTER :  I  have  no 
information  on  the  subject,  and  it  is 
possible  I  may  not  have.  I  eet  infor- 
mation of  all  cases  of  actual  ejectment; 
but,  unless  it  is  necessary  to  give  the 
protection  of  the  police  in  the  serving 
of  notices,  I  should  not  hear.  I  hare 
no  information  with  regard  to  these 
cases ;  I  cannot  tell  what  the  position 
of  the  tenants  was  last  year  ;  and 
I  am  not  aware  of  the  present  posi- 
tion of  the  tenants.  I  do  not  know 
that  there  will  be  any  great  advantage 
in  my  giving  advice ;  but,  if  I  am  asked, 
I  should  advise  the  landlords  to  be  for- 
bearing in  the  present  circumstances, 
and  especially  not  to  serve  ejectments 
upon  tenants  who  they  have  reason  to 
believe  are  not  able  to  pay.  I  am  well 
aware  that  there  are  many  landlords  who 
are  very  hard  pressed  themselves,  and 
who  may  be  in  the  hands  of  other  per- 
sons, making  it  impossible  for  them  to 
delay.  As  the  hon.  Member  alludes  to  ad- 
vice, he  must  allow  me  to  say,  respectfully 
and  without  offence,  that  I  think  other 
advice  might  be  given,  in  the  interest 
of  the  condition  of  Ireland,  by  those 
who  have  influence,  or  try  to  have 
influonco,  and  that  they  should  advise 
the  tenants  to  pay  when  they  could.  If 
l^ersons  who  are  interested  in  the  pros- 
perity of  the  country,  and  who  have 
influence  over  their  fellow-countrymen, 
would  uso  it,  and  advise  those  tenants 
who  aio  able  to  pay  their  rents  to  do 
so,  or  even  if  they  would  refrain  from 
going  about  the  country  advising  the 
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tenantry  not  to  pay  rrats,  the  condition 
of  Ireland  would  be  better,  and  the 
difficulty  of  meiataining  law  and  order 
greatly  diminished. 

WAYS  AND   MEANS— THE  FTNANCIAI. 

STATEMENT  —  THE    PROBATE    AND 

LEGACY   DUTIES. 

Mb.  GREGORY  aabed  Mr.  Chanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  can  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  the  calcula- 
tion on  which  the  anticipated  increase 
of  the  Eevenue  from  the  new  arrange- 
ment of  Probata  and  Legacy  Duties  is 
founded  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  should  not 
like  to  set  the  example  of  formally 
laying  on  the  Table  a  document  of  this 
kind,  because  it  would  hare  the  ten- 
dency to  operate  adversely  to  the  sound 
principle  that  the  exclusive  responfiibiUty 
shoula  rest  on  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  At  the  aamo  time,  in  this 
case  all  the  particulars  that  could  be 
produced  or  asked  for  are  already  be- 
fore the  House — both  what  was  pro- 
duced under  the  old  system  and  what  it 
is  estimated  the  new  system  will  yield. 
Placing  the  losses  from  one  against  the 
gain  on  the  other,  and  deducting  the 
loss  connected  with  the  now  arrange- 
ment for  debts,  all  the  particulars  that 
could  be  given  are  arrived  at. 

Sir  8TAFF0ED  NORTHCOTE  : 
Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  repeat 
the  Question  I  put  a  few  days  ago, 
which  is  substantially  what  my  hon. 
Friend  asks.  What  is  the  real  calcu- 
lation that  was  made  in  order  to  show 
what  the  gain  upon  the  Probate  Duty 
would  be,  and  what  would  be  the  set- 
off by  loss  of  debts  and  deficits  ?  On 
the  Budget  night  a  certain  statement 
was  made  of  a  gross  gain  on  the  Probate 
Duties  of  £576,000,  or  something  of  the 
sort,  against  which  there  was  a  loss  of 
£400,000  for  debts,  and  £150,000  on 
Legacy  Duty,  the  loss  coming  to  more 
than  the  gain.  We  were  told  what  the 
net  result  was  ;  ve  have  not  been  told 
how  far  the  statement  was  misappre- 
hended, nor  what  was  the  gain  on  debts 
or  the  loss  by  Legacy  Duties. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  not  aware 
that  anything  I  said  should  have  given  | 
rise  to  misapprehension.  I  have  not  I 
read  the  report  of  my  speech,  nor  can  I  ■ 
think  that  any  man  actively  engaged  in  | 
Public  BuBiaess  would  have  eimor  tim«  I 


or  inclination  to  do  bo.  I  have  been  in- 
formed as  to  the  report,  and  I  can  only 
say  that  I  believe  I  stated  exactly  what 
the  duty  had  produced,  and  what  it  was 
estimated  to  produce.  I  also  stated  the 
deductions  that  were  to  bo  made  from 
the  gross,  amount,  and  that  showed  what 
the  net  gain  will  be.  If  there  is  any 
doubt  I  shall  be  most  happy  to  answer 
any  question. 

Sib  STAFFOED  NOETHOOTE  :  In 
the  report  of  the  speech  there  are  set 
forth  two  sums — one  of  £400,000  ae  loss 
on  debts,  and  another  of  £150,000  as  loss 
on  Iiegacy  Duty.  Are  those  figures  cor- 
rectly stated  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Quite  correoUy. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— THE  ■'  IRISH 
"WORLD." 
Mb.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  last  number  of  the  "  Irish 
World,"  a  newspaper,  the  avowed  ob- 
ject of  which  is  to  incite  the  Irish  people 
to  sedition  and  rebellion,  and  in  which 
the  ossasBination  of  the  Czar  is  treated 
ae  a  legitimate  incident  in  a  civil  war, 
in  aj)aragraph  headed  "The  War  in 
HuseiB,  the  Commander  of  the  Impe< 
rialists  slain,  and  a  score  of  Staff  Offi- 
cers and  Cossacks  killed  and  wounded," 
and  the  "  Nihilist  Victor? "  is  fully 
described ;  wherein  also  the  following 
paragraphs  appear : — 

"  England  is  '  intoxicated  wiOi  powBr  and 
robbery,  a  pettco-destroysr  and  a  right-invader. 
Her  record  of  infamy  is  not  of  one  period,  but 
of  to-day  and  all  time.  Her  preaenco  ia  over  a 
lifelong  damiiHtion  and  curse.  The  whole  Irish 
race  ia  exhorted  to  pray  on  thoir  knees  '  to  the 
Moat  His:h  for  the  sDppreBffloii  of  the  British 
Empire:' 

"  The  British  OoTermnent,  better  known  as 
the  '  Pirate  Empire,'  constructs  gallows  for 
patriots,  dungeons  for  atateamGn,  and  palaces 
for  their  crimmals.  On,  Ireland  !  in  the  agonies 
of  the  starring  deatli— dowered  with  a  curse  by 
a  Parliament  of  the  most  inhuman  fiends  known 
to  history.  Thsy  stand  to-day  the  most  perfect 
embodiment  of  unrelieved  iniquity  known  since 
the  days  of  Sodom  : 

"  My  last  words  to-day  are  to  study  the  use 
of  arms ;  form  military  clubs ;  Veep  from 
whiskey  and  tobacco.  Keep  close  mouths,  and 
pray  to  our  Heavenly  Father  fervently  for  the 
downfall  of  the  '  British  Empire '  and  the  groat 
wrongs  it  upholds ;  " 

whether  the    Government    allows    tho 

"  Irish  World  "  to  be  freely  circulated 
through  tho  whole  length  and  breadth 
of  Ireland;  whether  he  is  «wai4  tl^ 
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tlie    gratuitous    circulation    is    largely  Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  :  The  aitidif 
subscribed  for  by  the    Land    League  published  in  7^  Jrtsh   World,  and  tin 
branches  in  the    United    States  as  a  fact  of  its  circulation   in   Ireland,  tie 
means  of  Socialistic  and  revolutionary  occupying  the  attention  of  the  Ghovem- 
propaganda  directed  against  the  main-  ment. 
tenance  of  English  rule  and  the  recog- 
nition of  property  in  land  ;  and,  whether  SOUTH  AFRICA— TEDS  TRANSVAAL- 
he  intends  to  take  any  steps  to  check  or  LETTER  OF  KING  CETEWATO. 
put  an  end  to  the  circulation  of  Buch  a  j^^^  qq^,j,  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^  g^^ 

proauction  f  tary  of  State  for  the  Cktlonies,  Wheths 

♦I, *^T  Z-  ^/OKSTEE :  I  mu8t  say  ^  .^^^^^  j^^^^ ^^ condolence  on  the leceat 

that  I  think  I  answered  with  sufficient  ^jJ^^^^  ^  ^he  British    Arms  in  the 

fulness  in  reply  to  an  inquiry  which  was  Transvaal  containing  advice  as  to  ilu 

put  to  me  yesterday  by  the  noblo  Lord  j     j^^,  prosecution   of    the  War,  h>i 

the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Ean-  ^       addVessed  to  Her  Majesty  by  W 

dolph  Churchill).     The  attention  oi  Her  late  Kinc  of  yiil  1     d        dl 

Maiosty's  (Government  has  been  directed    ^vJ^^^^    ^ :«  «l«i.'J?iP  '^■dxa?*' 

X    fP7    r  '  I  TTr   7J      1  i.^  XI,          2.'    1  nbalele,   now  m  captivity   at  Kobbmi 

to  J7te  Irish  TJ  orla  and  to  the  particular  y  i«   ;i     «  a     ^i,«*u        i.if     •  j.      .^    t 

r  'x  i.       1  •  u  xi,     r\      X-         r  XT,  Islana  ;  and,   whether   the  interests  of 

copy  of  it  to  which  the  Question  of  the  .,  ^  ^„ui:^  i«««,-««  ^^„i^  «ii^      ^c  xk-- 

■i^  '"^  n     l^              J}        1.XT         lA  the  pubiio  service  would  allow  of  tbii 

hon.  Gentleman  refers ;  but  I  would  say  i  xx^   iv«:««.  i«*^  «^       xu     m  ui      *  xt 

that  nothing  is  more  difficult  than  to  ^^^^^^^J'p^'''^  ^^^  "P°°  ^^  ^"^^^  "^  ^ 

stop  the  circulation  of  a  foreign  news-  ^  GRANT  DUFF:  The  letter  from 

paper  in  these  Kingdoms     It  is  easy,  q^^             ^^     Ute  Langalibalele,  is 

and  IS  therefore  the  duty  of  the  Govern-  ^.  .    -6  Av«„  t«i««^  «*    ii  v  x  •         v 

ment  where  there  is  a  publication  of  °,1?,„^^J*^ZS-  .t  S' ^"*-'"?°? 

«.i.;«i,    r^r.  !,«««  T,^«^^    5««.^«,«,r.« .!,•««  plcasautcr  quarters  on  the  mam  land, 

wnicli   we  nave  neara    recommending  *^  .ii  pfl*.fQ;niv  ho   o-'  a     fn  P    1*        7 

assassination,   to  proceed    against  the  ^               J         S                  aruameat, 

^"^^Hf^r'-,  ^.^« V^^y  fi°^    ^^t  f'^^  Me    GORST :    Does   the  right  hon. 

established    m   this   country :   but   the  n.     xi  -^                    x             xi.   x  xT      • 

j'xn    ix    •    A  '      xi.*«  •    xt.::  J-.       rxi.  Gentleman  mean  to  say  that  there  u 

difficulty  in  doinar  this  in  the  case  of  the  ,        ,  . .           j  xi.  x  -x      -n  il    7  -j 

•  x_  J     X-        r      r     •  such  a  letter,  and  that  it  will  be  laid 

introduction  of  a  foreign  newspaper  is  ^^   ^^j    '^^    ^         p 

very  great,  and  I  cannot  understand  any  T^r„    ryry  \  xrrn  tmttit?     -kr  ^ 

hon  Member  faiUng  to  see  the  diflFerence  ,.  ^^/,  ^^^^  P^^l  =  ^'^l*""*^ 

between  the  two  cales.  ^'^   ^          a  V    '          *  >  *^'  ^ 

Mil.  TOTTENHAM :  What  I  wish  to  Cet^wayo ;  and  I  may  say  it  is  a  vary 

know  is  whether  there  are  or  are  not  'o°i"kable  letter.      He  speaks  of  the 

legal  powers  to  deal  with  the  newspaper;  '^""f'^  of  soldiers  as  a  soldier  should 

or  whether  it  is  not  deemed  advisabfe  to  t'^^,  ^l^fj''  °L*^®%  «^^^^^l  '^^  "• 

exercise  them  ?  "^  •  ^7°"^     ^  °a  T"^^  "^1?°*^ 

Mr.  a.   M.   SULLIVAN  wished  to  I  think  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 

know  whether,  if  there  was  any  such  ^°'«  *°  ^^^  "  ^^^^"^"^  ^'°°^  ^^  t*"^®- 

power,  it  was  only  intended  to  use  it     .,,,,,,  «^^^^....„. ^^^ 

against  persons  found  in  possession  of  ^"^^  RE-ORGAN IZATIOK-UNIFORMS 

the  paper — persons,  in  fact,  in  the  posi-  ^^^^  BUFFS, 

tion  of  the  hon.  Member  who  put  the  Major  VAUGHAN  LEE  asked  tiie 

Question.  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If,  whilst 

Mr.  HEALY  :  And  is  the  right  hon.  preserving  the  name  of  the  BufiPs  to  the 

Gentleman  aware  that  since  the  Ques-  3rd  Infantry  Hegiment,  he  proposes  to 

tions  on  this  subject  were  put  to  the  take  away  their  buff  facings,  which  was 

House  tlio  circulation  of  The  Irish  World  the  sole  reason  for  this  designation  ; 

has  increased  ?  and,  if  so,  if  he  would  explain  why? 

Mr.   W.   E.   FOESTER  :    The  hon.  Mr.  CHILDERS  :    In  reply  to  the 

Member  asks  what  legal  measures  can  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  I  have  to 

bo  taken  ?     Suppose  I  were  to  tell  him,  remind  him  that  buff  facings  become 

does  ho  tliink  it  would  be  to  the  ad-  white  after  they  are  once  pipeclayed ;  so 

vantage  of  law  and  order  V  that,  practically,  the  Kentish  regiment 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  :  The  right  hon.  will  have  the  same  facings  as  now.    All 

Gentleman  is  in  error.     All  I  want  to  the  English  regiments  will  have  white 

know  is  whether  there  are  legal  powers  facings  unless  they  are  "  Royal,"  whw 

to  deal  with  the  matter  ?  their  facings  will  be  blue. 

Mr.  Tottenham 
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TUNIS— THE  KROUHMIE  TRIBES- 
MILITARY  PREPARATIONS  OF  FRANCE. 

Mb.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  impor- 
tant military  preparations  now  l)eing 
made  by  France,  with  the  ostensible 
object  of  punishing  the  Krouhmir  tribes 
on  the  Tunisian  frontier,  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  received  or  have  asked 
for  any  assurances  from  the  French  Go- 
vernment that  the  statu  quo  in  Tunis, 
as  recognised  by  the  European  Powers, 
will  in  no  way  be  interfered  with  ? 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  The 
French  Government  has  informed  the 
Government  of  the  Queen  that  their 
military  operations  will  be  confined  to  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  Frontier  and  to  the 
punishment  of  thelawless  Frontier  tribes. 

SALES  OF  LAND  (IRELAND)   RETURN. 

Mr.  ion  HAMILTON  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether,  in  consequence  of 
the  information  contained  in  Part  2  of  the 
Sales  of  Land  (Ireland)  Return,  distri- 
buted on  the  7th  of  April,  not  being  ar- 
ranged in  order  of  date,  rent,  valuation, 
purchase  monev,  and  locality,  or  alpha- 
betical order  of  names,  he  would  consider 
whether  he  could  not  reprint  same  in 
some  form  giving  greater  facilities  for 
reference  and  comparison,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  append  the  title  of  the  matter 
in  which  the  sales  took  place  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEK  :  The  Return 
has  only  just  been  circulated,  and  I  have 
not  had  time  to  examine  it  carefully.  I 
will  do  so,  and  confer  with  the  authorities 
and  see  whether  it  is  necessary  to  make 
the  alteration  referred  to  in  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member. 

THE  SUEZ  CANAL  COMPANY— THE 
BRITISH  SHARES. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
he  still  adheres  to  the  opinion  expressed 
by  him  in  his  speech  at  Glasgow  on  the 
6th  December  1879,  that  the  purchase 
of  the  Suez  Canal  shares  was  a  "  delu- 
sion," and  a  ''financial  operation  of  a 
ridiculous  description;"  and,  whether, 
seeing  that  the  present  value  of  the  Suez 
Canal  shares  is  officially  stated  to  be 
£8,826,000,  he  proposes  to  take  steps 
for  realising  by  their  sale  the  accrued 
profit  of  £4,826,000? 


Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  manifest 
object  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Question 
is  to  obtain  from  me  a  confession,  which 
I  am  sorry  to  say  he  will  fail  in  obtain- 
ing. I  am  not  disposed  to  make  any 
confession  whatever  on  the  subject.  I 
do  not  wish  to  repeat  all  that  was  said 
in  a  very  important  discussion.  My  ob- 
jection to  a  Question  of  this  kind  is,  that 
if  a  person  is  not  prepared  to  confess, 
he  cannot  do  otherwise  than  seem  to  re- 
vive matters  on  which  I  have  no  desire 
to  go  back.  I  will  simply  draw  this 
distinction — that  all  the  censures  I 
bestowed  on  the  operation  at  the  time, 
or  the  period  of  the  Election,  had  no 
reference  to  the  financial  operation,  con- 
sidered as  a  financial  operation,  [con- 
ceived and  executed  by  a  stockbroker. 
I  took  no  objection  of  that  kind.  I  have 
been  from  the  first  a  recommender  and 
promoter  of  the  Suez  Canal,  and  was 
one  of  those  who  first  encouraged  M. 
Lesseps  when  he  came  to  this  country 
to  persevere  in  the  face  of  all  opposition. 
The  objection  I  had  was  that  tne  opera- 
tion was  a  complex  one,  and  I  cannot 
recede  from  that  opinion,  though  I  think 
it  would  be  invidious  now  to  repeat  the 
reasons  on  which  that  opinion  was 
based. 

CORONERS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Lreland,  with  reference  to 
the  Coroners  (Ireland)  Bill,  which  at  his 
instance  was  committed  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  no 
stops  have  been  taken  in  these  six  weeks 
to  appoint  this  Committee ;  if  this  delay 
in  appointing  Committees  is  usual ;  and, 
if  not,  whether  he  can  explain  it  P 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  in  reply,  said, 
he  hoped  it  would  be  possible  to  appoint 
the  Committee  almost  immediately  after 
Easter. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  —  THE  TRANSVAAL 
(MILITARY  OPERATIONS)— SURREN- 
DER OF  POTCHEFSTROOM. 

Sib  JOHN  KENNAWAY  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
lonies, Whether  he  can  now  inform  the 
House  the  result  of  Sir  Evelyn  Wood's 
inquiries  on  the  subject  of  the  surrender 
of  Potchefstroom,  as  to  any  knowledge 
which  the  Boers  had  of  the  armistice  at 
the  time  of  the  surrender  ? 
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Mb.  GBANT  duff  :  No,  Sir.    We  Committee  to  connder  the  altetnaim 

have  no  further  information,  doubtless  proposal  of  Lord  Avelandy  and  alao^ 

because  Sir  Evelyn  Wood  has  gone  to  report  as  to  the  disposition  of  the  three 

Pretoria,  and  is  beyond  the  range  of  rooms  on  this  floor,  which  in  any  ctie 

telegraphic  communication.  we  shall  now  obtain,  and  which  will,  I 

thin]c,  immensely  add  to   the   comfoit 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS -ADDITIONAL  and  convenience  of  Members.    I  hm 

ACCOMMODATION  TO  MEMBERS-  been  unable,  at  present,  to  see  mvwij 

THE  HOUSE  OF  LORDS.  to  increasing  the  accommodation  for  re- 

Sir    EDWARD    REED    asked    the  porters.    The   subject    is    one  of  con* 

First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether  siderable  importance,   and    I    am  ybtj 

he  can  state  to  the  House  the  result  of  anxious  to  giye  such  accommodatioa  if 

the  negotiations    with    the    House   of  possible. 
Lords  with  respect  to  the  Rooms  pro- 
posed to  be  transferred  to  the  use  of  the  PUBLIC  HEALTH— SMALL-POX. 

""r  O'SH^Eri  wished  to  know  ,  ^ ,  ^.FT'^ror^"'    "^f  SH 

whether  any  further  accommodation  was  ^*  °*  *\®  ^°«^  Government  Bout 

to  be  provided  for  the  reporters?  Whether  he    can  pve    any    statirtM 

Mr    SHAW  LEFEVEE:  I  am  glad  showing  the  extent  of  the  present  small, 

to  be  able  to  say  that  the  Committee  of  P°*  epidenuo;  whether  this  disease  u 

the  House  of  Lords,  to  whom  my  pro-  mofe  Prevalent  than  m  former  yean; 

posals  were  referred,  have  agreed  to  re-  f^^'  '^  '*  w,  whether  he  wiU  cause  smh 

commend  them  to  the  House  for  adop-  temporary  hospitals  to  be   erected  fof 

tion.      They  propose  to  surrender  three  T'^'V?'-  P**^®°*ViiT'^  P"*  "^  ^"^ 

Committee  Rooms  on  the  main  floor  of  *^t/P*'i^5?i^°^,J  "I  J         ,    _,        ^ 

the  building  for  the  use  of  the  House  of  ^  ^*-  ^^P^^^  I  ^*  "°.  "^o**  »?"♦»• 

Commons,  and  to  take  as  compensation  }  cannot  give  precise  statistics  of  the  ex- 

the  rooms  of  the  residence  of  one  of  their  ^^'^^  °J  ^^^  epidemic ;  but  up  to  the  pw 

officers,  who  would  receive  an  addition  «^"*  time  it  has  not  been  fatal  to  any 


tion  in  the  House  itself  to  my  proposal,  i;  *  Ji.  *  •*  •        i       \Z^-^  looo-i 

The  alternative  scheme  is  that  as  com-  t)«t  that  it  is  not  anything  like  as  fatd 

pensation    for    the    three    Committee  "^  tf''^°^  i"/-^.    The  Local  Govern. 

Rooms  on  this  floor  to  be  surrendered  to  ?^«'\t   Board    have    recommended    the 

the  Commons,  we  should  give  up  three  ^"^^^  authonties  to  provide  tempoiaiy 

Committee    Rooms    to    the    House   of  accommodation   for  patients  as  far  as 

Lords  on  the  next  floor,  vdth  the  under-  Practicable,  and  this  has  been  already 

standing  that  when  not  required  for  the  7"°    °'  "  '"   progress    in  some  in- 

use  of  the  Lords  they  should  be  at  the  stances.  .        .     ,       ,     , 

disposal  of  the  Commons ;  and  as  the  ,,  *^"-  PULESTON  inqmred   whether 

pressure  of  the  Lords'  Committee  work  ^^'^  ^".'''^  'j?^  "^^y  PO'!*'"  to  compel  the 

is  at  the  end  of  the  Session,  when  our  I"xT"'T.m.ofw°^?*''*'°°  ^ 
Committees  are  over,  the  rooms  would        ^*-  ■L'^^o^^^  ■  No. 
bo  generally  at  our  disposal,  as  now.     I 

think,  therefore,  there  is  much  to  be  THE  CENSUS,  1881. 

said  in  favour  of  this  alternative ;  and       Mb.  PULESTON  asked  the  Secretary 

as  the  Lords  have  shown  so  much  desire  of  State  for  tlie  Home  Department,  Whe. 

to  meet  our  wishes  in  the  matter,  I  think  thcr  his  attention  has   been   called  to 

it  would  bo  well  that  wo  should  en-  the  numerous  complaints  of  the  way 

deavour,  on  our  part,  to  moot  them  half  the  Census  enumerators  have  performed 

way  if  we  can.     I  have  felt  that  I  could  their  duty ;  and,  if  so,  whether,  in  view 

not,  on  my  own  behalf,  undertake  to  of  the  importance  of  the  subject,  he 

surrender  throe  Committee  Rooms  of  will  take  steps  to  inquire  into,  and  to 

this  Tlouse.  I  propose,  therefore,  to  ask  rectify  such  errors  and  omissions  as  aro 

the  House  after  Easter  to  appoint  a  small  reported  ? 
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GoTemment,  and  that  QoTemment  has 
'ther  paid  the  iaterest  nor  prorided 


Mb.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  also  flaked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Govemmenl 
Board,  If  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  BBTeral  letters  which  have  appeared 
in  the  daily  papers,  stating  that  in  many 
instances  Censas  papers  have  not  been 
left,  and  that  the  enumerator  had  failed 
to  call ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
expense  entailed,  he  will  institute 
quiries,  to  insure  as  accurate  a  return  a£ 
possible  ? 

Mr.  DODSON:  Many  of  the  com- 
plaints which  have  appeared  in  the 
public  papers  or  been  otherwise  made 
arise  from  an  erroneous  impression  that 
it  was  imperative  that  the  Schedules 
should  be  collected  on  one  day — namely, 
on  Monday  last.  To  carry  out  the  enume- 
ration of  26,000,000  of  people  by  the 
agency  of  some  35,000  enumerators  with' 
out  some  omissions  and  some  mistaket 
occurring  is  impossible.  But  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Registrar  General  that 
most  of  them  are  by  this  time  rectified. 
All  possible  expedition  has  been  used  in 
inquiring  into  and  supplying  any  de- 
ficiencies ;  and  X  have  no  reason  to  doubt 
that  the  Census  will  prove,  at  any  rate, 
as  accurate  as  any  previous  Census.  As 
far  as  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Waroham  is  concerned,  I  may  say 
that  an  erroneous  impression  gained  cur- 
rency that  all  the  Schedules  must  be  col- 
lected on  the  same  day — namely,  Mon- 
day last. 

SOUTH  AFRICA —  THE  TEANSTAAL— 
PEACE  NEGOTIATIONS  —  BEPAT- 
MENT  OF  LOAN, 
Mb.  PULE8T0N  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther ia  the  instructions  sent  to  the  Com- 
missioners for  the  settlement  of  terms 
with  the  Boors,  provision  has  been  made 
for  the  due  consideration  of  the  payment 
of  the  loan  taken  charge  of  by  the  Bri- 
tish Government,  whiwi  has  since  paid 
the  interest  and  provided  for  the  sinking 
fund,  and  for  which  the  Grown  Lands 
wore  specially  hypothecated  ;  and,  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  declaration  that  the 
British  Govorament  would  never  give  up 
the  Transvaal,  which  caused  the  bond- 
holders to  consider  their  investment  ns 
^oranteed  by  our  good  faith,  Her  Ma- 
]esty's  Government  will,  under  the  pre- 
sent conditions,  continue  to  proteot  tneir 
rights? 

Mr.  GHANT  duet  r  This  loan  haa 
not  been  taken  charge  of  by  the  British 
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for  the  sinkingfund.  The  Gommissioii, 
however,  has  been  instructed  to  con- 
sider what  arrangements  should  be  made 
with  reference  to  this  loan  and  to  the 
other  debts  of  the  Transvaal  Govern- 
ment. 


Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHT  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Whether 
he  can  say  if  Mr.  Handle  Peyton,  Crown 
Solicitor  for  Leitrim,  Boscommon,  and 
Sligo,  is  the  same  Mr.  Handle  Peyton 
whose  name  lately  appeared  in  the 
"  Dublin  Mail "  as  that  of  a  eubsoriber 
to  the  Emergency  Committee  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  ;  I  reaUy  can- 
not give  the  hon.  Member  the  infor- 
mation he  asks  for.  There  are  several 
families  of  tiie  name  of  Peyton  in  the 
district. 

Me.  JUSTIN  M'CABTHT  asked, 
whether  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman would  make  inquiry  ? 

The  ATTOBNET  GENEHAL  poe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  I  think.  Sir,  it 
is  scarcely  worth  while. 

ARMY  DISCIPLINE  AND  REGULATION 
(ANNUAL)  BILL-SUMHAET  PUNISH. 

MENTS. 

Captain  PEICE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If  the  Qovemment 
have  made  inquiries  as  to  whether  the 
proposed  new  corporal  punishment  of 
tying  the  soldier  to  the  tail  of  a  cart  is 
in  use  in  the  Army  of  any  other  civilised 
nation ;  and,  if  there  is  any,  and  what, 
objection  to  exhibiting  in  the  Library  of 
the  House  a  model  or  diagram  showing 
the  mode  of  carrying  out  the  said  punish- 
ment? 

Mr.  CHILDEES:    In  reply  to  the 

in.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  I  have  to 
state  that  during  the  discussion  of  the 
Army  Discipline  Bill,  and  in  his  hearing, 
I  undertook  to  consult  genoral  officers  of 
experience  in  command  on  active  service 
as  to  the  Bules  which  should  be  made  for 
summary  punishments,  and  tliat  until  I 
bad  considered  their  advice  I  wouldmake 
Bnles.  Hubs  so  made  will  be  laid 
^n  the  Table  during  the  present  Session  ; 
but  until  then  I  can  give  no  informatioa 
an  the  subject. 
2L 
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TURKEY  AND  GREECE  (STATISTICS). 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  can  state  to  the 
House  the  number  of  Greek  and  non- 
Greek  inhabitants  in  the  three  cities  of 
Janina,  Larissa,  and  Frevesa  respec- 
tively ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  There 
are  no  absolutely  reliable  statements 
relative  to  the  populations  of  Janina, 
Larissa,  and  Frevesa.  Janina  is  repre- 
sented as  having  a  population  of  from 
16,000  to  30,000,  of  whom  one-sixth  to 
one-seventh  are  Jews,  one-fourth  Mussul- 
man, and  the  remainder  Christians  of 
the  Greek  Church.  Frevesa  has  a  popu- 
lation of  about  5,000,  of  whom  4,000 
are  Christians.  There  are  no  means 
of  ascertaining  the  exact  ethnological 
character  of  the  inhabitants ;  but  those 
described  as  orthodox  Christians,  as  a 
rule,  speak  Greek,  and  call  themselves 
Greek,  and  have  Greek  proclivities. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL 

Mr.  GIBSON :  I  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  the  following 
Questions,  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  Notice,  relating  to  the  Land 
biU:— (1.)  Whether  the  Land  BiU  dis- 
tributed this  morning  and  the  Land  Bill 
of  1870  are  to  be  read  together,  except 
where  they  are  inconsistent?  (2.)  is 
the  Bill  confined  to  holdings  agricultural 
or  pastural  in  character,  or  partly  agri- 
cultural or  pastural  ?  (3.)  Can  a  tenant, 
compelled  to  quit  his  holding  for  non- 
payment of  rent,  claim  full  compensation 
for  disturbance  and  improvements  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  In  answer  to 
the  first  Question  of  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  I  beg  to  say  that,  accord- 
ing to  the  ordinary  rule  of  interpretation, 
statutes  dealing  with  the  same  subject- 
matter  are  always  to  be  construed  toge&ier, 
and  the  present  case  forms  no  excep- 
tion to  that  rule.  Besides  this,  the  Bill 
proposes  specifically  to  amend  the  Land 
Act  of  1870  in  at  least  two  material 
points — one,  being  an  alteration  in  the 
scale  of  compensation  for  disturbance; 
and  the  other,  the  providing  of  greatly 
increased  facilities  for  tenants  purchas- 
ing the  fee-simple  of  their  respective 
holdings.  My  reply  to  the  second  Ques- 
tion is  that  the  Bill  is  confined,  by  its 
46th  section,  to  holdings  agricultural  or  • 


pastural,  or  partly  one  and  parity  tiit 
other. 

Mr.  GIBSON :  Would  the  right  hot. 
and  learned  Gentleman  read  the  excep- 
tion to  that  clause  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  rot 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  The  Bill  pio- 
poses  to  give  a  tenant  under  ejeotmeni 
for  non-payment  of  rent  the  power  to 
sell  his  tenant  right  at  the  best  price  lia 
can  get ;  and,  if  he  does  so,  he  has  no 
claim  on  his  landlord  for  disturbanoe 
or  improvements,  the  value  of  both  of 
which  are  obviously  included  in  the  pur- 
chase money  of  his  tenant  rieht.  H 
however,  the  tenant  chooses  to  let  him- 
self be  absolutely  evicted  without  reafii- 
ing  the  value  of  his  tenant  right,  he 
remains,  as  at  present,  entitled  to  daim 
for  improvements  only. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  Am  I  to  understand, 
as  I  wish  it  to  be  perfectly  clear,  that 
the  Land  Act  of  1870  and  all  its  clauaei 
and  provisions  in  reference  to  the  BiU 
distributed  this  morning  can  be  relied 
on  except  where  they  are  inconsistent? 
Secondly,  am  I  to  understand  that  a 
tenant  who  is  evicted  for  non-payment 
of  rent  cannot  claim  compensation  for 
disturbance  ?  In  other  words,  is  dame 
9  of  the  Act  of  1870  affected,  or  not 
affected,  by  the  Bill  distributed  thif 
morning  ?  

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  The  two  BiDa 
must  be  read  together,  and  the  old  Aet 
will  prevail  so  far  as  it  is  not  inconsistent 
with  the  latter  one.  As  to  the  second 
Question,  a  tenant  who  is  evicted  for 
non-payment  of  rent,  if  he  does  not 
choose  to  sell  and  thus  avail  himself  of 
the  power  of  realizing  the  value  of  hii 
tenant  right,  will  not  get  compensation 
for  disturbance,  although  he  will  be 
entitled  to  compensation  for  improve- 
ments.         

Mb.  TOTTENHAM,  amid  crui  p/ 
<< Notice!"  asked.  Whether  at  the  ex- 
piration of  the  judicial  lease  settled  by 
the  Court  in  lieu  of  the  31  years'  lease 
the  parties  would  be  again  free  to 
contract ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  tenant 
would  still  be  able  to  claim  any  and 
what  tenant  right  in  the  event  of  his 
not  to  coming  to  terms  with  his  land- 
lord ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Member  to  give  Notice  of  the 
Question. 
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Me.  CAUiAN  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  it  was  in  aocord- 
ance  with  the  Bules  of  the  House  that 
the  diEcussioD  on  the  second  reading  of 
the  Land  Bill  should  be  anticipated 
in  the  guise  of  Questions  put  without 
Notice  ? 

[No  reply  was  giyeu  to  the  Question.] 

TtntKEY  AND  GREEOE-AN  EGYPTIAN 
CONTINGENT. 

Me.  ARNOLD  aebed  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  the  Turkish  Oo- 
vemment  have  applied  to  the  Egptian 
GoTemment  for  troops  to  be  used  in  the 
event  of  war  brei^ing  out  between 
Turkey  and  Greece? 

Sia  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  There 
18  no  truth  in  the  statement  that  the 
Turkish  OoTemmont  has  applied  to  the 
Egyptian  Govomment  for  troops  to  be 
used  in  the  evonc  of  var  breaking  out 
between  Turkey  and  Greece. 

THE  MINISTRY— RESIGNATION  OF  THE 

DUKE  OF  ARGYLL. 
'  Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  a  Question, 
of  which  I  have  given  him  private 
Notice — namely,  Whether  it  is  true,  as 
reported  in  the  daily  Press,  that  the 
Duke  of  Argyll  has  resigned  his  Office, 
and  that  the  cause  of  his  resignation  is 
a  difference  of  opinion  between  himself 
and  the  other  Members  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  regard  to  the  Irish 
LandBiU? 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  It  is  with  the 
deepest  concern,  alike  personal  and  poli- 
tical, that  I  have  to  state  that  it  is  true 
that  the  Duke  of  Argyll  has  resigned  his 
Office,  and  that  it  is  also  true  that  the 
cause  of  his  resignation  has  reference  to 
the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill.  I  ought, 
however,  not  to  allow  it  to  be  supposed 
that  his  objection  is  to  the  whole  of  the 
Land  Bill  as  it  stands,  because  there  are 
portions,  and  very  important  portions, 
of  the  Bill  with  regard  to  which  the 
Duke  of  Argyll  is  quite  at  one  with  his 
Colleagues.  There  ate,  however,  other 
portions  which  we  regard  as  vital  to  the 
Bill,  which  are  opposed  to  the  known 
principles  of  the  noble  Duke,  and  his 
objections  to  those  portions  are  so  strong 
as  to  lead  him  to  believe  that  they  re- 
quire his  resignation. 


PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE-LAND  LAW  (IRELAND) 
BILL. 
SiE  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE: 
There  is  another  Question,  Sir,  which  I 
wish  to  put  to  the  Prime  Minister,  of 
which  I  have  also  given  him  private 
Notice,  which  is.  Whether  he  wQl  con- 
sent to  put  off  the  second  reading  of  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  to  a  somewhat 
later  day  than  that  which  has  been 
mentioned?  ["  No!"]  I,  of  course,  am 
only  speaking  on  behalf  of  a  number 
of  Qentlomon  who  are  anxious  to  take 
sufficient  time  to  consider  so  very  impor- 
tant a  meosure,  and  who  are  strongly  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  more  convenient 
and  fair  to  allow  a  longer  time  for  con- 
sideration before  the  second  reading 
than  the  first  day  of  the  re-assembling 
of  the  House  after  Easter. 

Ms.  GLADSTONE ;  Sir,  I  om  very 
soriy  indeed,  in  the  case  of  the  Ques- 
tion put  to  me  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  to  be  unable  to  reply  in  the 
sense  which  he  indicates  and  desires,  be- 
cause I  know  he  is  really  desirous  to  ex- 
pedite the  Business  of  the  House,  and 
that  the  Question  he  asks  is  put  in  en- 
tire good  faith.  At  the  same  time  I  will 
appeal,  in  the  circumstances,  to  bis  good 
feeling,  and  I  will  ask  him  to  consider  a 
little  two  or  three  matters  as  the  ground 
of  the  intention  of  the  Government.  I 
am  sure,  first  of  all,  that  no  one  can  be 
taken  by  surprise  in  this  matter;  be- 
cause when  I  first  intimated  the  day 
of  the  Budget,  and  the  day  of  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill, 
I  said  we  should  propose  to  take  the 
second  reading  on  the  first  day  after  the 
Recesa.  I  know  it  may  be  said  it  is  not 
a  usual  step,  as  in  ordinary  years  the 
first  day  after  the  Easter  Recess  is 
^nerally  given  to  subjects  ou  which  it 
IS  not  necessary  for  the  whole  House  to 
be  in  attendance.  But  the  present 
Easter  Recess  is  a  little  longer  than  the 
usual  Recess.  That,  however,  will  not 
of  itself  govern  us  in  the  course  that  we 
propose;  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
the  Gentlemen  whom  I  felt  most  bound 
to  consider  wore  the  Irish  Members, 
who  might  claim  a  fow  days  after  the 
Easter  Recess,  having  to  come  a  con- 
siderable distance,  but  that  claim  they 
have  not  made  in  thie  case.  What,  then, 
were  the  motives  that  urged  us  to  take 
the  second  le&dinf;  on  tte  fenA,  i».-^  ^^.-^i^. 
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Easter?     AVe  have  submlttod  to  the 
House  a  Bill  with  regard  to  which  I  am 
of  opinion  that  it  contains  as  much  mat- 
ter for  discussion^  and  that  it  requires 
as  much  discussion  in  order  to  its  full 
elucidation  and  satisfactory  settlement 
in  the  different  quarters  of  the  House, 
and  that  it  may  be  expected  to  take  as 
much  time,  probably,  as  any  measure 
that  has  been  laid  before  the  House 
during  the  last  10  or  15  years,     We  in- 
troduced it  on  the  very  first  day  in  our 
power ;  but  that  day  was,  unfortunately, 
only  the  7th  of  April,  though  the  House 
has  sat  for  more  than  three  months.  The 
time  given  before  the  second  reading  is, 
undoubtedly,  quite  equal  to  that  which 
is  ordinarily  given,  even  on  most  im- 
portant questions — namely,    from    the 
7th  to  the  25th  of  April.     But  that 
which  we  dwell  upon  is  this — that  we 
are  under  the  conviction  that  it  is  our 
duty  to  omit  no  step,  within  our  legiti- 
mate competence,  to  secure  the  disposal 
of  this  great    subject    in  the  present 
Session.  Looking  at  the  time  of  the  year 
which  we  have  reached,  and  desirous  as 
we  are  not  to  hurry  the  House  unduly  in 
the  discussion  of  the  several  stages  of  the 
Bill,  we  feel,  to  state  the  matter  frankly, 
that  we  cannot  lose  a  day,  and  that  we 
are  bound  to  go  forward  with  the  second 
reading  at  once.     Of  course,  I  have  no 
expectation    of  obtaining   the    second 
reading  on  the  night  of  the  25th.     I 
anticipate  a  debate  of  more  than  one 
night,  and  generally  I  should  say  our 
desire  would  be  that  ample  time  should 
be  afforded  for  the  discussion.  But,  that 
being  so,  and  looking  forward  to  the 
ordinary  period  of  the  termination  of 
Session,  which,  in  this  year,  when  we 
met  so  early,  we  ought  not  to  pass  if  we 
can  help  it ;  looking  also  to  the  stock  of 
strength,  mental  and  physical,  that  Gen- 
tlemen bring  to  the  discharge  of  their 
labours  in  this  House,  I  feel  it  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  us  to  omit  no  oppor- 
tunity of  asking  the  House  to  carry  for- 
ward that  great  work  consistently  with 
other  necessary  demands,  and  limited  by 
the  necessities  of  Public  Business.     On 
these  grounds,  I  am  sorry  to  say  it  is  a 
matter  of  absolute  duty  for  us  to  adhere 
to  the  course  we  propose. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  would  venture  to 
make  one  further  appeal  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  re-consider  his  deci- 
sion during  tlie  Kecess.  He  quite  ad- 
mitted the  dliticult  situation  in  which 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  placed; 
but  he  put  to  him  whether,  with  a  view 
to  facihtate  the  progress  of  this  mes- 
sure,  it  was  wise  to  insist  on  presainff 
forward  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill  oi 
this  exceedingly  complex  and  difficult 
character  at  a  time  manifestly  most  in- 
convenient to  a  very  large  section  of  tha 
House?    P' Order  !'n 

Mb.  speaker  :  Imnst  point  oat  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  Qaestion 
which  has  been  put  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  answered.  If  Ae 
hon.  Member  desires  to  raise  any  in^ 
ther  question,  he  will  have  the  oppo^ 
tunity  of  doing  so  when  the  Motian  is 
made  for  the  a^oumment  of  the  Hoofle. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  would  iaka 
advantage  of  that  opportunity. 

MALTA— ANCIENT  MONUMENTS. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Gregobt, 

Mb.  grant  duff  said:  IhaTeto 
thank  my  hon.  Friend  for  calling  my 
attention  to  this  subject,  as  some  of  the 
ancient  monuments  of  Malta  are  knovn 
to  be  of  the  highest  importance.  Wo 
will  communicate  with  the  local  GKnran- 
ment. 


CRIMINAL  LAW— THE    "  FREmETT." 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATIOK. 

Lord  RAJnX)LPH  CHUROHILL: 
I  said  yesterday,  Mr.  Speaker,  in  replj- 
ing  to  a  Question  which  the  Attomej 
General  put  to  me,  that  at  the  meeting 
of  the  House  to-day  I  would  ask  th« 
leave  of  the  House  to  make  a  peraonal 
explanation  with  respect  to  a  QaestioD 
which  I  put  to  the  Attorney  General 
yesterday ;  but  after  I  had  made  that 
remark,  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Unda 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afiain 
came  to  the  Table  and  made  a  very  un- 
qualified and  uncompromising  statement 
with  respect  to  the  Question  I  had  pnt. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  would  be 
the  last  person  in  this  House  to  suggest 
that  even  a  shadow  of  doubt  could  pos- 
sibly remain  after  the  statement  of  the 
hon  Baronet,  and  therefore  I  would 
not  think  of  pursuing  the  matter  fur- 
ther. But  perhaps  the  House  will 
allow  me  to  remark  that  the  Attorney 
General,  in  replying  to  me,  permitted 
himself  to  suggest  that  I  had  pursued  a 
course  of  conduct  which,  in  his  opinion^ 
was  not  a  proper  one.    [Sir   miiLUX 
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Habcourt  :  Hear,  hear !]     It  appears 
to  bo  a  forogono  conclusion  in  the  mind 
of  the  Home  Secretary.    It  is  a  remark- 
able proof  of  his  judicial  mind.    I  do 
not  wish  to  be  drawn  into  any  contro- 
versy with  the  right  hon.  Qentleman; 
but  it  is  a  matter  of  some  importance 
to  myself  to  point   out   that   I  put  a 
Question  after  having  received  informa- 
tion which,  if  correct,  was  of  undoubted 
gravity.     On  that  information  I  put  a 
Question  to  the  Government,  and  I  ven- 
ture to   say  that  course  was  perfectly 
Parliamentary.     The  Attorney  General 
said  I  made  charges  against  individuals; 
but  I  made  no  charges  at  all.     I ''  Oh, 
oh ! "]     Well,  in  my  view,  I  did  not 
make  charges.   I  asked  for  information ; 
and  I  have  never  heard  it  laid  down 
before  that  if  an  hon.  Member  upon 
certain  facts  or  information  asks  a  Ques- 
tion of  the  Government,  he  is  to  be 
accused  of  making  charges  against  indi- 
viduals.    The  Attorney  General  stated 
the  course  I  ought  to  have  pursued  was 
to  have  conferred  with  his  Colleagues 
before  putting  the  Question.     I  venture 
to  say  that  would  not  have  been  a  Par- 
liamentary course  at  all.     Whenever  it 
happens  to  be  my  good  or  bad  fortune 
to  be  in  conflict  with  a  political  oppo- 
nent, it  is  on  the  floor  of  this  House  that 
the  explanation  shall  take  place,  and  it 
shall  not  be  by  conferences  in  the  Lobby 
and  whisperings  in  the  Corridor,  which 
invariably   lead   to  misunderstandings, 
and  which  will  inevitably  produce    a 
whole  crop  of  insidious  and  slanderous 
rumours.     That  is  the  course  which  the 
Attorney  General  siiggested.    It  is  not 
the  Parliamentary  course.  It  is  a  course 
which  may  suggest  itself  to  a    legal 
mind,  but  which  is  not  usually  adopted 
by  Members  in  this  House.    I  merely 
wished  to  make  these  remarks  in  order 
to  defend  myself,  and  to   say  that  in 
putting  the  Question  I  did  to  the  Go- 
vernment across  the  floor  of  the  House 
I  was  pursuing  a  perfectly  Parliamen- 
tary and  proper  course,  and  one  which  I 
shall  invariably  pursue  again  in  spite  of 
any  strictures  of  the  Attorney  General. 

IRELAND— THE  IRISH  CONSTABULARY 
—THE  LAND  LEAGUE. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  a  list  of  suspected  persons  is 
kept  at  each  constabulary  station  in  Ire- 
land, comprising  the  names  of  fanners, 


&o.  who  have  never  committed  any 
offence  except  that  of  being  members 
of  the  Land  League ;  and,  whether  each 
police  recruit  is  bound  to  learn  the  de- 
scription of  each  suspected  person,  and 
is  instructed  to  keep  a  constant  eye  upon 
him? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  the  Con- 
stabulary in  Ireland  were  instructed  to 
keep  themselves  aware  of  those  persons 
whom  they  think  were  likely  to  commit 
crime,  especially  members  of  the  Eibbon 
Societies  or  other  dangerous  secret  so- 
cieties. It  could  only  be  in  so  far  as 
they  were  suspected  persons  in  that 
respect  that  any  member  of  the  Land 
League  could  come  within  the  cate- 
gory. 

ARMY  DISCIPLINE  AND  REGULATION 
ACT— CASE  OF  PATRICK  KING. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
Patrick  King,  a  private  soldier  in  the 
16th  regiment,  stationed  at  Cardonagh, 
county  Donefi^al,  was  tried  by  district 
court  martial  at  Ebrington  Barracks, 
Londonderry,  on  10th  February  1881, 
and  sentenced  to  two  years'  imprison- 
ment, besides  being  dismissed  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Service,  for  having  at  Cam- 
donagh,  while  in  a  state  of  intoxication, 
cursed  the  Queen ;  whether  the  inquiry 
was  conducted  in  secret ;  and,  whether, 
considering  that  the  evidence  was  of  a 
contradictory  character,  and  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  the  War  Office 
will  re-consider  the  case,  with  a  view  to 
granting  some  remission  of  the  sen- 
tence  ? 

Mb.  OSBOENE  MOEGAN  (for  Mr. 
Childess)  replied :  Private  Patrick 
Eling,  of  the  16th  Eegiment,  was  tried 
by  district  court  martial  at  the  place 
mentioned  in  the  Question,  on  the  27th 
of  January,  1881,  for  having  at  Malin, 
in  the  county  of  Donegal,  used  traitorous 
and  disloyal  words  regarding  the  Sove- 
reign. That  I  need  hardly  say  is  a 
very  grave  military  offence ;  and,  under 
the  35th  section  of  the  Army  Discip- 
line and  Begulation  Act,  renders  the 
offender  liable  to  imprisonment  with 
hard  labour.  The  case  was  very  pa- 
tiently investigated,  the  prisoner  oeing 
allowed  four  days  to  bring  up  wit- 
nesses for  the  defence.  I  consider  that 
it  was  amply  proved,  it  being  shown 
that  the  words  used,  which  were  of  a 
coarse  and  offensive  character^  ^^t^  ^« 
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dressed  by  the  prisoner  in  a  loud  voice 
to  a  crowd  of  30  or  30  perBOne  oatside 
the  polico  barracks,  and  the  only  real 
defenco  being  that  the  prisoner  was  par- 
tially intoxicated.  The  proceedings  were 
not  conducted  iu  eocrot,  but  in  the  usual 
way  in  open  Court ;  and  the  evidence 
was  not,  in  my  opinion,  of  a  contradic- 
tory character  upon  any  material  point. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  Court 
eentonced  the  prisoaor  to  be  imprisoned 
with  hard  labour  for  672  days,  and  to 
be  discharged  with  ignominy  from  Her 
Majesty's  Service.  The  sentence  wae 
undoubtedly  legal,  and  the  matter,  there- 
fore, has  passed  from  my  jurisdiction  to 
that  of  the  military  authorities.  I  am, 
however,  instructed  to  say  that  there  is  no 
present  intention  of  interfering  with  the 
sentence  of  the  Court,  hut  that  the  sen- 
tence may  come  under  review  on  the 
prisonor's  petition,  when  it  will  be  con- 
sidered whether  any  remission  should 
be  made. 

rEOTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881. 

Mk.  BIGOAB  asked  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, Whether,  in  view  of  hie  state- 
ment the  previous  night  that  Ireland 
was  iu  a  peaceable  condition,  it  was  his 
intention  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  repeal 
the  Protection  of  Person  and  Property 
(Ireland)  Act  passed  this  Session  ;  and 
also  whether  it  was  his  intontion  to 
direct  that  the  parties  who  were  impri' 
Boned  under  that  Act  would  be  forthwith 
released  ? 

[No  reply  was  given  to  the  Question.] 

NOTICE    OF  RESOLUTIONS. 


LAND  LAW  (IREIAND)  BILL. 

Ma.  BEODEICK  (for  Lord  ELcno) 

gave  Notice  that  the  noble  Earl  would 

move  the  following  Resolution  on  the 
Motion  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill :— 

"ThiLl  this  IIoiuo,  whilo  willJDg  to  conmclcr 
faroarablv  any  just  measure,  founded  upon 
BOUD<I  princlploe,  that  will  b«nof!l  tcaanta  of 
land  in  Troland,  ia  of  opmion  that  tho  Land 
Law  (Irfland)  Bill  ia,  in  its  main  prOTtal 
oconomifally  uiwound,  imjust,  and  impolitit 


SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL. 
8m  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH:  I 
b^  to  give  Notice  that  on  an  early  day 
Mr.  Othome  Morgan 


after  Easter  I  ahall  move  tlie  foUowing 
Resolution : — 

"That,  io  the  opinion  of  thi<  Houm,  tb 
coiino  punned  by  Her  Majestv'a  Goraiunat 
vith  respect  to  the  lisiiig  m  the  Tmunal,  n 
far  aa  it  haa  yet  been  explained  to  Parliimtnt, 
tiaa  rOBultcd  in  tho  loas  of  vnlaable  lives  vitL- 
out  WndicatinK  tho  aathoritr  of  the  Crown,  ii 
fraught  nith  i£uiger  to  the  fatore  tranqnilHtT 
and  safety  of  Her  Majesty's  dominions  in  Souk 
Africa,  and  fails  to  provide  tor  tlie  tnlfilmoit  d 
Lhc  obligations  contracted  by  this  ConntaylD- 
vnrds  the  European  tettlars  and  nativB  poja. 
lation  of  the  Tnuuvud." 
On  the  first  day  after  Easter  on  whid 
the  House  meets  I  shall  ask  the  lidtt 
hon.  Qentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment what  facilities  he  can  aflbri 
for  the  discussion  of  that  Motion. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  In  the  preaeDt 
state  of  Public  Business,  without  at  ill 
declining  to  take  some  meaaures  toi 
affording  facilities,  I  certainly  feel  qnils 
justified  in  asking  the  right  hon.  Gentls- 
man  to  consult  those  among  whom  hi 
sits  in  order  to  see  whether  it  wonM  bt 
possible  for  him,  as  an  independral 
Member,  to  find  some  facilities  for  hin- 
self. 

Sra  MICHAEL  HICK8-BEA0H:  I 
would  beg  to  remind  the  right  htn. 
Qentleman  that  all  discussion  has  been 
postponed  twice  on  the  distinct  nndv 
standing  that  an  opportunity  would  b* 
provided. 

Sir  "WILFRID  LAWSON:  Withie- 
ferenco  to  the  Notice  which  has  juit 
been  given,  I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  I 
will  move  the  foUowiug  Amendment:— 

"That  this  House,  believing  that  a  prolonfi- 
tion  of  the  strugglo  with  the  Boers  would  bin 
promoted  neither  the  honour  nor  the  intenittrf 
this  Country,  views  with  satisfaction  the  pease- 
ful  arrangement  of  the  Transvaal  difncnltv 
which  has  been  arrived  at  by  Her  Uajesty'i 
Government." 

MOTION. 


PARLIASrENT- THE  EASTEft  RECESS. 
Mb.  GLADSTONE,  I  have  to  mon 
that  the  House,  at  its  rising,  adjourn  to 
Monday,  the  2Sth  of  April.  I  do  so  in  the 
belief  that  it  will  be  the  wish  of  the 
House  to  adjourn  at  the  close  of  the 
Morning  Sitting;  and  I  take  the  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  that  the  late  Secretsry 
ofStato  for  the  Colonies  (Sir  Mtchad 
Hicks-Beach)  was  perfectly  oorrect  ia 
his  reference  to  what  I  stated  on  a  former 
occasion  in  connection  with  a  discussion 
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on  tlie  subject  of  the  Transyaal.  I  shall 
have  great  pleasure  if,  as  an  independent 
Member,  he  may  be  able  to  find  an  early 
day  for  his  Motion  after  the  re-assem- 
bling of  the  House ;  but  I  do  not  recede 
from  what  I  previously  said  ;  and  if  he 
is  not  able  to  do  so  in  that  way,  I  shall 
g^ve  him  the  first  opportunity  I  can  find 
for  the  discussion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House,  at  its  rising,  do  ad- 
journ until  Monday  26th  April." — (Mr. 
Gladstone,) 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:   I 
think.  Sir,  I  may  venture  to  say,  on  be- 
half of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  East  Gloucestershire,  that  he  will 
readily  comply  with  the  suggestion  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  and  endeavour  in 
the  ballot  which  is  presently  to  be  taken 
to  obtain  a  day  on  which  to  bring  for- 
ward the  important  Motion  of  which  he 
has  given  Notice.    But  in  case  he  is  not 
successful,  he  hopes,  and  we  hope,  that 
an  opportunity  will  be  given  to  him  by 
the  Government  at  no  distant  day  for 
the  discussion  of  that  question.    It  is 
Goe    of   the   very  greatest    and   most 
pressing  importance ;  it  is  one  that  we 
have  abstained  from  raising  during  the 
last  few  days  or  few  weeks,  because  we 
were  under  the  impression  that  informa- 
tion would  probably  be  given  to  us, 
which  it  now  appears  we  are  not  likely 
to  receive  before  we  separate.   We  have 
abstained  until  it  became  impossible  to 
be  silent  any  longer  in  case  of  miscon- 
struction, and,  consequently,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  given  his  Notice.    I  am 
sure  the  feeling  of  the  House  will  be 
one  of  entire  accordance  with  the  Motion 
which  has  just  been  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister.    I  think  the  House  will  be 
satisfied  that  the  time  has  come  when 
we  may  take  a  little  repose  after  the 
lengthened  and  exhausting  period  which 
Members  have  spent  in  tlus  House  ;  and 
I  could  only  have  wished  that  our  holi- 
days might  not  have  been  embittered  by 
such  severe  holiday  tasks  as  they  are 
likely  to  be.     I  can  assure  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  House  that  when  I 
made  the  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman a  few  minutes  ago  to  put  off  the 
discussion  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Land  Law  (Lreland)  Bill  to  a  somewhat 
later  day  tiiian  the  first  Monday  after 
Easter,  I  did  so  without  the  slightest  in- 
tention of  interfering  with  or  postponing 


the  real  discussion  of  that  measure,  or 
of  impeding  the  progress  of  Business.  It 
has  been  throughout  the  Session  my  de- 
sire— and  the  desire  of  those  with  whom 
I  have  the  honour  to  act—  to  facilitate, 
as  far  as  possible,  the  progress  of  Busi- 
ness ;  ana  I  think  that  the  House  will 
do  us  the  justice  to  admit  that,  even 
when  we  have  occasionally  found  it 
necessary  to  oppose  the  proposals  made 
by  the  Government,  which  seemed,  per- 
haps, to  be  an  opposition  intended  to  re- 
tard the  progress  of  Business,  we  were 
really  acting  in  the  best  sense  in  its 
favour.  I  undertake  to  say  that  if  we, 
the  Conservative  Party,  had  not  had  the 
courage  to  stand  up  some  weeks  ago  to 
resist  the  proposal  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  declaration  of  "  urgency  " 
on  Supply,  we  should  at  the  present 
time  have  been  in  less  good  temper,  and 
should  have  done  less  good  work  than 
has  been  done.  I  do  not  wish  to  go 
back  on  that  time,  or  to  throw  blame  on 
the  Gt>vemment  for  the  proposal ;  but  I 
am  satisfied  that  it  was  the  dutv — and 
that  it  will  be  the  duty — of  the  Conser- 
vative Members  of  this  House,  while 
they  abstain  carefully  from  anything  in 
the  nature  of  obstruction  to  the  Business 
of  the  Government,  to  insist  on  their 
rights  as  an  Opposition  to  discharge 
their  functions  in  fully  criticizing  all  the 
measures  which  the  Government  may 
introduce,  and  in  demanding  full  time 
and  opportunity  for  their  discussion. 
We  look  on  the  last  three  months  which 
we  have  spent  within  these  walls  with 
no  feeling  of  dissatisfaction,  as  far  as 
we  are  concerned.  We  cannot  but  feel 
that  there  have  been  many  important 
questions  raised,  and  many  important 
statements  made,  which  to  us,  at  all 
events,  have  had  what  I  might  call 
rather  a  refreshing  effect.  We  have 
seen  many  charges  that  were  made 
against  us  practically  disproved  and 
practically  abandoned  by  those  who  a 
year  or  so  ago  were  so  free  in  their  lan- 
guage of  censure  against  us.  I  myself 
will  confess  to  the  House  that  I  have 
spent  some  considerable  part  of  this  Ses- 
sion— as,  indeed,  I  did  of  last  Session 
also — in  great  anxiety  of  mind,  because 
I  understood  that  one  of  the  principal 
functions  which  the  present  Government 
were  to  discharge  was  that  of  setting  to 
rights  the  disordered  condition  of  the 
finances  of  the  country,  and  altogether 
upsetting  and  reversing  th^  '^^r^  >^:^- 
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businesslike  and  unstatesmanlike  cha- 
racter of  all  the  proposals  of  the  late 
Administration.  When  I  heard  the 
magnificent  heralding  with  which  the 
friends  of  the  Government  came  forward 
just  before  the  introduction  of  the 
Budget,  I  thought  I  was  to  receive  a 
tremendous  castigation ;  but  when  the 
event  happened,  I  was  pleased  to  find 
that,  after  all,  though  the  Prime  Minister 
made  an  eloquent  speech,  and  one  of 
great  length  and  great  interest,  it  re- 
sulted in  almost  next  to  nothing,  and 
certainly  very  little  indeed  that  we,  or  I 
personally  can  complain  of,  as  a  reversal 
of  my  own  policy,  a  policy  for  which  I 
can  be  held  to  be  responsible.  Indeed, 
I  have  sometimes  almost  felt  as  I  could 
imagine  King  Richard  III.  to  have  felt 
in  his  tomb  when  he  found  he  was  to  be 
rehabilitated.  For  after  observations 
have  been  made  upon  one  measure  and 
another — and  observations  have  been 
made  which  I  have  received  with  some- 
thing more  than  equanimity — it  has 
been  not  a  little  remarkable  that  in  the 
course  of  these  three  months  we  have 
had  occasion  to  see  the  very  serious  re- 
sults of  the  conduct  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  promised  before 
they  took  OflGlce,  and  the  difficulties 
which  they  have  created  for  themselves. 
I  do  not  wish  to  enter  upon  such  per- 
sonal questions  to  which  I  have  alluded ; 
but  I  think  there  are  questions  upon 
which  the  country  has  had  serious  reason 
to  regret  the  difference  between  the 
course  pursued  by  Ministers  before  and 
after  they  took  Office.  I  cannot  exag- 
gerate the  impoi*tanco  which  I  attach  to 
that  particular  subject  to  which  my  ri^ht 
hon.  Friend  TSir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
is  about  to  draw  attention.  Certainly, 
there  are  many  questions  in  relation  to 
the  policy  which  has  been  pursued  by 
both  Governments  in  South  Africa  which 
are  open  to  fair  discussion ;  but  when  we 
are  lectured,  as  we  have  been,  by  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
(Mr.  Grant  Duff),  who  is  such  a  master 
of  the  '*  tone"  that  ought  to  be  taken 
in  putting  Questions,  or  in  giving  An- 
swers, I  must  say  that  the  tone  which 
has  been  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself,  as  the  representative  of 
the  Government  in  this  important  De- 
partment, is  a  tone  which  I  think  ought 
to  be  very  greatly  deprecated.  During 
this  Session  wo  have  not  forgotten  some 
of  that  fine  language,  and  those  quota- 

jSir  Siafard  NortheoU 


tions  from  Virgil  abont  deMlmr$mifmiu, 
&c.,  which  produced  a  wholly  difenst 
effect  on  the  minds  of  the  people  of  this 
country  from  that  which  now,  unfor* 
tuuately  for  the  OoTemment,  prevaik 
I  should  be  entirely  unjustified,  bov- 
ever,  if  I  were  to  enter  at  length  into 
questions  of  this  sort.  I  am  sati^ 
fied  with  pointing  eenerally  to  tlu 
peculiar  character  oi  the  pre-£aster 
Session,  and  assuring  the  Kouse  that 
we  have  endeavoured,  as  thej  may  hm 
seen,  to  promote,  as  far  as  we  pos- 
sibly could,  the  proper  conduct  of  Buii- 
ness — and  that  similarly  we  shall  pene- 
vere  during  the  remainder  of  the  Se«ion 
in  the  discharge  of  that  duty.  I  am 
bound  to  say,  with  regard  to  the  parti- 
cular question  as  to  the  time  of  taking 
the  second  reading  of  the  LAnd  Law 
(Ireland)  Bill,  I  do  not  think  it  would 
cause  loss,  but  would  rather  save  timfl^ 
if  we  were  allowed  ample  opportmiitj 
of  considering  that  measure  before  vi 
commit  ourselves  on  the  second  readinff. 
With  regard  to  the  Motion  of  the  noUii 
Lord  the  Member  for  Hadding^nahin 
(Lord  Elcho),  of  which  Notice  has  beea 
given,  that  is  a  Motion  made  entirely  on 
his  own  responsibility.  It  is  not  to  be 
taken  as  implying  that  we  have  been 
able  to  make  up  our  minds  on  the  graTe 
questions  which  have  been  submitted  to 
us.  The  statement  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister  yesterday  was  one  which  in- 
volved large  considerations  of  policy  of 
every  kind,  and  which  demands  the 
most  serious  consideration.  Demandi 
were  made  or  indicated  which  the  coun- 
try ought  to  have  a  full  opportunity 
of  considering,  and  which  we  ought  to 
have  an  opportunity  of  considering 
in  consultation  among  ourselves  while 
we  are  able  to  freely  meet  and  con- 
sult. We  are  denied  that.  We  shall 
think  it  our  duty  to  discuss  this  mat- 
ter fully;  and  if  the  result  of  taking 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  imme- 
diately upon  the  House  re-assembling 
causes  a  longer  time  to  be  occupied  in 
its  discussion,  that  will  not  be  our  fault 
— we  shall  not  be  responsible  for  the 
delay  that  may  take  place.  But  it  is 
not  our  intention  at  all  to  interpose  any- 
thing in  the  nature  of  needless  delay  in 
the  discussion  of  a  measure  of  suoh 
immense  importance  and  of  such  great 
difficulty — a  measure  which,  if  we  may 
trust  report,  has  run  through  no  leaa 
than  22  oailiuus  in  the  Cabinet,  and  ooat 
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the  GoYemment  the  loss  of  the  servioes 
of  one  of  their  most  eminent  Colleagues. 
We  are  rejoiced  to  have  so  lengthened 
a  holiday,  and  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  will  take  his 
chance  of  finding  an  independent  day  on 
which  he  may  bring  forward  his  Motion 
relating  to  the  Transvaal ;  but  if  he 
does  not  succeed  in  obtaining  one,  we 
will  trust  to  the  redemption  of  the  pledge 
given  by  the  Government  for  facilitating 
that  important  discussion. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  said,  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  about  the 
second  reading  of  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Bill,  he  gave  as  one  of  the  prac- 
tical reasons  why  the  discussion  shoidd 
not  be  delayed,  that  no  appeal  had 
been  made  by  the  Irish  Members,  and 
he  glanced  towards  the  seats  below 
the  Gangway,  as  if  they  were  the  only 
Irish  Members  who  sat  there.  He  would 
remind  the  House  that  there  were  Irish 
Members  and  Irish  Members.  He  would 
suggest  that  the  discussion  on  the  second 
reading  should  be  postponed  until,  at 
least,  one  or  two  days  after  re-assem- 
bling. And  in  making  this  appeal,  he  felt 
he  was  only  repeating  the  sentiments  of 
every  Irish  Member  who  sat  above  the 
Gangway,  the  majority  of  whom  came 
iioxn  the  North ;  as  otherwise,  those  who 
wished  to  come  to  Parliament  on  the 
Monday  would  have  to  start  on  Satur- 
day, as  there  were  no  trains  in  the 
North  of  Ireland  on  Sunday. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  ventured  to 
appeal  to  the  Prime  Minister  that,  while 
giving  all  necessary  opportunities  for 
consideration,  he  should  not  allow  any 
unnecessary  delay  to  interpose,  for  one 
reason  out  of  many — namely,  the  pe- 
culiar reason  that  in  the  Bill  there  would 
be  a  merciful  protection  for  the  unfortu- 
nate and  wretched  people  who  were  now 
spilling  their  blood  in  a  struggle  with  the 
officers  of  the  law  in  Ireland,  who  were 
carrying  out  the  ejectments  which  were 
commenced.  If  the  Bill  was  passed  within 
a  reasonable  time,  all  the  ejectment  pro- 
cesses now  initiated  would  be  brought 
within  the  beneficent  protection  of  one 
of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill.  Therefore, 
he  appealed  to  the  Prime  Minister,  that 
while  affording  to  the  House  all  reason- 
able opportiinities  for  discussion,  he 
would  not  allow  the  Bill  to  be  unneces- 
sarily delayed.  The  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  in  the  little  fusillade  he 
had  let  off,  which  might  be  indulged  in 


on  occasions  like  the  present,  took  credit 
to  himself  that  the  House  was  just  now 
in  better  humour  than  it  would  have 
been  if  it  had  allowed  the  Government 
to  vote  *  *  urgency  "  as  to  Supply.  But  he 
hoped  he  might  be  allowed  to  point  out 
that  if  **  urgency  *'  in  Supply  had  been 
found  unnecessary,  it  was  because  of  the 
unusual  forbearance  of  the  Irish  Members 
during  the  past  three  weeks.  [**  Oh  !  "] 
He  fearlessly  placed  himself  on  the  re- 
collection of  the  House  as  to  whether  it 
was  not  true  that  from  the  day  that  the 
Bill  over  which  they  had  such  protracted 
contention  passed,  whether  they  did  not 
almost  absolutely  neglect  their  duties  to 
their  constituents  in  the  extent  to  which 
they  abstained  from  discussing  the 
various  items  in  Supply?  The  Home 
Rule  Members  could  have  played  a  part 
which  woidd  have  rendered  the  finishing 
of  the  Government  Business  impos- 
sible ;  but  they  did  not  want  to  put  the 
Government  in  that  position.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  they  had  interposed,  they 
could  have  knocked  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's (Sir  Stafford  Northcote's)  minute 
calculations  against  the  adoption  of 
**  urgency  "  in  Committee  of  Supply  to 
the  winds ;  but  his  Friends  had  exercised 
this  reticence  for  cert€dn  reasons.  And 
although  he  did  not  wish  to  parade  them 
as  benefactors  of  the  House  in  any 
exaggerated  degree,  he  thought  it  right 
to  say  what  he  had  on  their  behalf.  Me 
would  now  take  this  opportunity  of 
saying  a  few  words  in  reference  to  recent 
arrests  in  Ireland  under  the  Act  passed  a 
short  time  ago,  and  he  would  ask  the 
attention,  more  especially,  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  A  young  friend 
of  his,  a  Mr.  Hi^gins,  of  Westmoath, 
who  was  arrested  the  other  day,  was 
a  young  man  whom  he  knew  to  be 
well-conducted,  respectable,  intelligent, 
kindly,  and,  he  believed,  virtuous. 

Message  to  attend  the  Lords  Com- 
missioners ; — 

The  House  went; — and  being  re- 
turned ; — 

Mr.  Speaker  reported  the  Royal  Assent 
to  severfd  Bills. 

Question  again  proposed,  '*  That  this 
House,  at  its  rising,  do  adjourn  until 
Monday  26th  April.^ 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M^OAETHY  was  glad 
to  find  that  the  Gbvemment  intend^  to 
take  the  disoussion  u^u^^lASSiS^^A^ii 
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(Ireland)  Bill  immediatoly  after  the  Ee- 
cess ;  but,  in  the  meantime,  he  ventured 
to  make  an  appeal  to  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  reference  to 
the  present  condition  of  the  country. 
In  the  Question  he  put  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  earlier  in  the  day,  he  called 
his  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  one  of 
the  Irish  counties — as,  indeed,  in  most 
of  them — ejectment  notices  were  being 
6er\'ed  with  lavish  hand,  and  the  appeal 
he  ventured  to  make  to  him  was  that  he 
should  endeavour,  as  far  as  possible,  by 
advice  or  otherwise,  to  stay  the  execution 
of  these  decrees,  and  interpose  between 
certain  harsh  landlords  and  an  unhappy 
population.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  that  he  knew  nothing  of  these 
decrees  until  they  reached  a  stage  when 
they  had  to  be  put  into  execution  with 
the  assistance  of  the  law ;  but  it  did  not 
appear  to  him  to  be  difiOlciilt  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  ascertain,  as  a  matter 
of  private  information,  that  these  notices 
were  being  scattered  in  showers  over 
the  country,  and  that  the  minds  of  the 
people  were  disturbed  at  the  prospect 
before  them,  lie  would  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  whether 
he  would  not,  as  far  as  possible,  hold  back 
the  armed  assistance  of  the  police  and  the 
soldiers  in  the  enforcement  of  harsh  de- 
crees, which  would  shortly,  he  trusted,  be 
against  the  letter  of  the  law,  as  they  were 
at  present  against  the  spirit  of  all  civilized 
law  and  equity.  He  strongly  appealed 
to  him  to  discourage  the  carrying  out  of 
these  decrees  so  far  as  to  withhold  where 
he  could  the  armed  assistance  of  the  mili- 
tary in  enabling  the  landlords  to  recover 
their  exorbitant  rents.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  favoured  him  that  afternoon 
with  a  somewhat  benignant  lecture  as  to 
the  kind  of  advice  ho  ought  to  give  the 
people  of  Ireland.  lie  could  only  say 
neither  he  nor  his  Colleagues,  so  far  as 
he  was  aware,  liad  ever  advised  the  Irish 
people  to  withhold  any  payment  of  just 
rents ;  but  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  some  advice  to  him,  he  should  in  re- 
turn advise  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
do  his  best  to  discontinue  the  assistance  of 
the  police  and  military  in  enforcing  the 
harsh  and  imjust  decrees  of  the  landlords, 
which  he  hoped  before  long  would  go 
against  the  very  letter  of  the  law.  He 
appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
before  they  entered  upon  the  beginning 
of  this  great  discussion,  to  do  everything 
he  could  to  prevent   a  recurrence  of 
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those  discouraging,  ominoii8»  and  terriUe 
warnings  which  within  the  last  few  days 
had  given  the  Government  another  proof 
of  the  necessity  of  making  the  Btrongest 
effort  to  interfere  between  the  Lnsh 
tenant  population  and  the  enforcement 
of  cruel  and  unjust  evictions. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEJR  :  To  prevent 
misconception.  Sir,  I  think  I  ought  at 
once  to  state,  in  reference  to  an  impres- 
sion which  appears  to  prevail  that  I  and 
and  those  with  whom  I  act  can  say  whe- 
ther the  law  should  be  carried  out  or 
not,  that  that  is  altogether  a  mistake. 
The  general  administration  of  the  lav 
is  independent  of  our  control.  The  ma- 
gistrates and  the  police  are  bound  to 
give  assistance  to  the  SherifiP  if  he  calls 
for  it.  It  is  not  in  the  power  of  the 
Irish  Government  to  refuse  it.  If  we 
did  refuse  it,  we  would  be  doing  what  is 
unconstitutional,  encouraging  a  breadi 
of  the  law,  and  interfering  with  the  en- 
forcement of  debts  between  man  and 
man;  and  many  of  the  processes  referred 
to  are  not  for  rent,  but  for  ordinary  debt 
It  is  our  duty  to  see  that  whatever  is 
done  in  the  way  of  assisting  the  Sheriff 
is  done  with  as  much  forbearance  as 
possible,  and  with  every  precaution  to 
prevent  loss  of  life.  No  one  can  more 
regret  than  I  do  what  has  occurred 
within  the  last  few  days  in  Ireland;  but 
I  must  again  repeat  that  if  advice  were 
given  to  the  tenants  not  to  oppose  the 
law,  it  would  certainly  be  advice  which 
would  lead  to  their  good,  and  to  the  pre- 
servation of  law  and  order.  I  do  not 
wish  to  make  remarks  upon  what  might 
have  happened ;  but  I  cannot  help  say- 
ing that  it  is  a  notorious  fact  that  Irish 
tenants  have  been  recommended,  and 
very  strongly  recommended,  not  to  pay 
their  rents,  even  if  they  were  able  to 
pay  them.  This  I  must  say-^that,  in 
consequence  of  what  has  happened,  I 
have  given  the  strongest  possible  recom- 
mendation, and,  as  far  as  it  has  been  in 
my  power,  the  strongest  possible  order, 
that  where  it  is  necessary  to  give  protec- 
tion to  persons  who  have  to  enforce 
legal  rights,  such  protection  shoidd  not 
be  given  unless  the  constabulary  and 
magistracy  are  able  to  give  it  in  such 
force  as  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  re- 
sistance. That,  I  think,  is  the  best  way 
to  preserve  order.  But  may  I  not  hope, 
after  the  measure  which  was  brought  in 
last  night,  that  the  Irish  people,  as  well 
as  the  people  of  the  United  SJngdomi 
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will  be  convinced  that  the  Government 
are  anxious  to  do  all  in  their  power  to 
promote  the  interest  of  the  people  of 
Ireland?  May  I  not  hope,  too,  that 
there  will  be  an  effort  made  on  all  sides, 
and  by  all  persons  who  desire  to  see  the 
condition  of  Ireland  improved,  to  have 
as  much  quietness  and  as  little  disorder 
and  resistance  to  the  law  as  are  possible? 
Mr.  CHAPLIN :  No  one  doubts.  Sir, 
that  the  Government  have  gone  to  the 
very  limits  of  concession  in  the  Bill  they 
brought  in  last  night ;  and  I  only  hope, 
after  what  has  fallen  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  that  he  will  not 
weaken  the  authority  of  the  law  by  the 
instructions  he  has  given  to  such  an 
extent  as  that  it  will  be  difficult  to  vin- 
dicate the  law  and  preserve  the  peace. 
I  rise  to  renew  the  appeal  I  made  just 
now,  which  was  of  a  character  exactly 
the  opposite  of  that  made  by  the  two 
hon.  Members  who  spoke  on  this  side. 
I  was  under  the  impression,  Sir,  that 
we  were  about  to  start  for  our  holidays ; 
but  if  we  are,  during  the  Kecess,  to  be 
called  upon  to  master  the  provisions  of 
undoubtedly  the  most  difficult  and  com- 

Elex  measure  I  ever  remember  to  have 
een  submitted  to  this  House,  in  a  man- 
ner adequate  for  its  proper  discussion — 
then,  so  far  from  passing  a  holiday,  we 
will  be  engaged  in  the  hardest  work  of 
the  whole  Session.  I  fully  admit  the 
difficulty  of  the  situation.  There  is,  no 
doubt,  the  present  condition  of  Ireland 
to  consider ;  and  there  is  the  time  which 
has  been  consumed  by  measures  of 
coercion  which  have  been  passed  this 
Session  to  remember;  and  also  the 
arrears  and  delay  of  Business  which 
were  thus  brought  about.  But  I  can- 
not help  pointing  out  that  both  for 
the  present  state  of  Ireland,  for  delay, 
and  for  the  necessity  for  coercion,  it  is 
the  Government,  and  the  Government 
chiefly,  if  not  entirely,  who  are  respon- 
sible. And,  no  doubt,  the  Government 
are  responsible  for  the  condition  of 
Ireland  to-day.  They  were  warned  10 
vears  ago,  at  the  time  of  passing  their 
land  legislation  in  1 870,  that,  in  all  pro- 
bability, that  legislation  would  produce 
a  condition  and  state  of  affairs  such  as 
we  have  imhappily  witnessed.  But  with 
regard  to  delay  and  arrears  of  Business, 
what  is  our  position  to-day  ?  Why,  the 
Government  undertook  in  the  most 
solemn  manner  during  last  Session — 


and  it  is  right  that  this  fact  should  be 
pointed  out — they  most  solemnly  pledged 
themselves  to  call  Parliament  together 
in  the  autumn  if  it  was  foimd  that  the 
existing  laws  were  not  sufficient  to 
maintain  order  in  Ireland.  It  is  ac- 
knowledged by  the  Government  that  the 
law  was  not  sufficient.  K  the  law  had 
been  sufficient  the  Government  woidd 
have  maintained  order.  The  question 
was  put  to  them  this  Session  why  they 
did  not  fulfil  the  pledge  they  had  given ; 
and  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  said — **  I  will  make  no  fur- 
ther allusion  to  that  question,  because 
I  have  already  answered  it."  I  deny 
that  the  question  has  ever  been  answered 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  that  he 
has  ever  justified  himself  for  breaking 
the  pledge  he  gave.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  forfeited  his  pledge,  and  the 
result  has  been  three  months'  waste, 
and  that  measures  of  the  utmost  strin- 
gency became  necessary  for  Ireland. 
With  reference  to  some  other  Business 
of  the  Session,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  referred  to  the 
Budget,  and  I  hope  it  will  not  be  out  of 
place  if  I  refer  to  that  subject.  I  heard 
with  some  surprise  and  regret  the  ob- 
servations which  fell  from  the  Prime 
Minister  with  regard  to  the  effect  of  the 
repeal  of  the  Malt  Tax.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seems  to  me  to  speak  with 
two  voices  on  this  subject.  Last  year 
the  repeal  of  the  tax  was  announced  as 
an  immense  boon  for  the  benefit  of  the 
farmers ;  and  now  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  it  was  introduced  as  a  mea- 
sure for  the  liberation  of  trade.  I  must 
say  that  I  was  astonished  when  I  heard 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  apparently 
in  terms  of  exultation,  tell  the  House 
how  the  repeal  had  already  reduced  the 
price  of  barley  by  10«.  a-quarter,  and 
had  caused  the  use  of  rice  and  maize, 
both  of  which  facts  must  inflict  great 
damage  on  the  farmers.  We  on  this 
side  of  the  House  may  have  been  wrong 
in  our  views  on  the  question  of  the  Malt 
Tax ;  but  I  do  think  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ought  to  have  refrained  from 
using  terms  of  exultation,  when  he  knew 
that  a  Bill  introduced  solely  for  the  in- 
terest of  the  farmers  had  turned  out  to 
be  most  injurious  to  their  interests.  I 
need  hardly  remind  the  House  of  the 
recent  votes  given  by  the  Gt)vemment 
and  those  who  sit  on  their  side  of  the 
House  on  two  o^^bi  «ra\s\^:Xj&«  \.^^  ii^^^ 
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think  the  farmers  will  thank  them  for  ; 
their  votes,  either  on  tlie  question  of 
the  outbreak  of  the  foot-and-mouth 
disease,  or  their  more  re(;ont  vote  on 
the  question  of  the  highways.  They 
were  accompanied  into  the  Lobby  by 
those  who  by  tlie  name  of  their  organ- 
ization might  bo  supposed  to  represent 
the  farmers.  I  allude  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Farmers'  Alliance.  Their 
action  confirms  a  suspicion  I  have  long 
entertained  that  the  Farmers'  Alliance 
is  a  political  and  partizan  clique,  and 
that  it  was  not  formed  by  the  farmers, 
but  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford- 
shire (Mr.  James  Howard) ;  and  when 
the  world  at  large  becomes  acquainted 
with  the  fact,  it  will  not  be  surprised 
at  the  fact  that  the  votes  of  the  hon. 
Members  to  whom  I  allude  are  directly 
against  the  agricultural  interest.  There 
are  some  other "  matters  for  our  re- 
flection of  a  less  agreeable  character 
than  those  which  I  have  mentioned.  I 
will  not  allude  to  the  latest  performance 
of  the  Government — the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Bill ;  but  I  do  trust  that  never 
again  will  an  English  Parliament  sepa- 
rate for  an  Easter  or  any  other  Eecess 
under  the  sense  of  shame  and  humilia- 
tion with  which  we  shall  separate  to- 
night, when  we  come  to  consider  tlie 
depth  of  degradation  to  which  we  have 
been  brought  by  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  in  relation  to  South  Africa 
at  the  bidding  of  that  party  of  peace  at 
any  price,  whose  false  and  utterly  un- 
English  views  have  been  the  cause  of 
more  wars  and  more  misfortunes  to  tliis 
country  than  I  believe  any  Member  of 
this  House  will  care  to  think  of  or  re- 
member. I  do  not  hesitate  to  say,  in 
his  presence  and  hearing,  that  there  is 
no  man  in  this  country  so  responsible 
for  the  war  in  the  Transvaal  as  the  pre- 
sent Prime  Minister.  I  say  deliberately 
that  by  his  reckless  and  inflammatory 
speeches  during  the  General  Election — 
and,  for  aught  I  know,  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Election — he  directly  incited,  and 
was  largely  instrumental  in  bringing 
about,  the  rising  in  South  Africa,  which 
has  been  so  fatal  to  the  character,  pres- 
tige, and  reputation  of  this  country. 
Having  succeeded  in  his  attempt  to 
grasp  at  power,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man next  commenced  a  war  which  it  is 
now  as  clear  as  day  was  an  unnecessary 
and  wholly  unjustifiable  war,  which 
has  been  concluded  by  a  dishonourable 
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peace.  I  remember  that  at  the  doee  of 
the  General  Election,  when  he  had  won 
a  fight  the  sole  object  of  which  was  the 
political  destruction  of  his  great  opponent 
— whose  illness  is  cause  of  gpief  in  all 
circles — the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said— 
^'  We  are  now  going  to  open  a  new  and 
happier  chapter  in  the  history  of  our 
country."  I  commend  that  sentence  to 
the  careful  attention  of  hon.  Memben 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  and  of  the 
country  during  the  Becess.  For  mj 
part,  I  have  not  yet  discovered  in  what 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions  that 
''  new  and  happier  chapter  "  has  begun. 
Whether  it  is  on  the  Continent  of 
Europe,  where  we  have  already  been 
once  led  by  the  Prime  Minister  to  the 
very  verge  of  war,  and  where,  at  this 
moment,  the  great  issues  of  peace  or 
war  are  still  trembling  in  the  balance; 
whether  it  is  in  India,  where  many  who 
are  more  competent  to  express  an  opinion 
believe  the  policy  of  the  G-ovemmenthas 
dealt  a  fatal  blow,  not  only  at  the  pres- 
tige, but  at  the  safety,  of  our  Empire 
there;  whether  it  is  in  South  Africa; 
whether  it  is  in  Ireland,  where  we  are 
even  now  witnessing  the  scenes  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy)  has  called  our  atten- 
tion ;  or,  coming  nearer  home,  whether 
it  is  in  this  House,  where,  under  hia 
guidance  we  have  witnessed  scenes  ab- 
solutely unparalleled  in  this  Assembly; 
whether  it  is  in  any  of  these  places  I 
cannot  tell ;  but  this  I  do  know — that  if 
the  last  12  months'  experience  under 
the  auspices  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
constitutes  *  *  a  new  and  happier  chapter  " 
in  the  history  of  England,  then  I  pray 
God  that,  so  long  as  the  name  of  Eng- 
land is  maintained  among  the  nations  of 
the  world,  we  shall  never  again  enter 
upon  the  opening  of  another  new  and 
happy  chapter  in  our  history.  Unless 
I  utterly  mistake  the  feelings  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  they  will,  when 
they  contrast  the  policy  of  the  present 
Prime  Minister  with  that  of  his  Prede- 
cessors— whose  courage,  patience,  and 
patriotic  generosity  when  in  Opposition, 
cannot  be  forgotten—  they  will  be  smitten 
with  a  feeling  of  deep  remorse,  and  will 
hasten  to  repair  the  error  which  they  com- 
mitted, in  a  moment  of  unequalled  poh- 
tical  excitement,  by  pronouncing  on  tho 
Miiii^ttry  of  the  day  a  just  and  righteous 
condenmation,  and  describing  them  as 
the  worst  and  most  incapable  Adminifi- 
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tration  that  ever  enoombered  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  or  mismanaged  the  whole 
Business  and  dishonoured  the  name  of 
the  Empire  of  the  Queen. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  a  great 
deal  too  much  accustomed  to  the  orations 
of  the  hon.  Member  to  feel  the  smallest 
surprise,  disappointment,  or  displeasure 
at  that  which  ho  has  just  delivered.  It 
has  been  an  oration  entirely  in  character, 
and  I  cannot  wish  him  to  depart  from 
himself.  It  would  be  an  abuse  of  the 
time  and  patience  of  the  House  if  I  were 
to  follow  him  through  all  the  details  of 
the  speech  which  has  drawn  forth  such 
marked  approbation  and  audible  ap- 
plause from  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton).  I  will 
leave  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire under  the  influence  of  that  shame  and 
humiliation  which,  in  common  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bridport,  he 
has  been  endeavouring  to  heap  upon  us. 
I  have  some  consolation  in  thinking 
that  these  are  not  the  sentiments  shared 
by  the  majority  of  the  Members  of  this 
House.  I  yielded  to  the  desire  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  addressed  the  House 
at  this  juncture  because  I  expected  to 
hear  from  him  some  original  observa- 
tions of  a  practical  kind  as  to  the  pro- 
posal I  had  to  make  for  the  date  of  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill.  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  on  that  subject,  on  which 
my  expectations  had  been  highly  raised 
when  I  knew  the  hon.  Member  was 
about  to  speak,  he  has  added  nothing 
whatever  to  the  materials  for  forming  a 
judgment  upon  the  question,  and  he  has 
not  shown  the  slightest  shred  or  tittle  of 
a  reason  why  I  should  depart  from  the 
decision  at  which  we,  as  a  Government, 
have  arrived.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Lei  trim  (Mr.  Tottenham)  says  that  I 
was  not  justified  in  appealing  to  the 
judgment  of  the  Irish  Members  ;  '*  for," 
says  he,  ''  there  are  Irish  Members  and 
Irish  Members."  I  am  not  quite  sure 
of  that ;  but  what  I  admit  is  that  there 
are  Irish  Members  and  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber. An  Irish  Member  has  made  an 
appeal  that  I  believe  to  be  in  complete 
contravention  of  the  sentiments  of  nine- 
tonths  of  those  other  Members  who  come 
from  Ireland,  and  who  know  that  on  all 
grounds,  and  not  the  least  of  all  on  the 
ground  which  has  reference  to  current 
proceedings  for  ejectments,  it  is  of  the 
utmost  consequence  that  we  should  lose 
no  time  that  we  can  properly  spare  in 


proceeding  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  and  says  that 
if  we  do  that  he  shall  be  obliged — I  can 
hardly  command  any  muscle  of  my  body 
in  repeating  his  words — that  he  will 
have  to  leave  his  home  on  the  Saturday 
preceding  the  Monday  on  which  Parlia- 
ment wiU  re-assemble.  When  I  con- 
sider what  is  involved  in  that  statement 
— the  anxiety,  the  premature  action 
which  it  will  bring  about — and  when  I 
recollect  that  on  the  other  side  I  have 
nothing  to  allege  but  the  interests  of 
the  Empire  and  the  state  of  Public  Busi- 
ness, I  am  overwhelmed ;  but  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  those  considerations 
which  I  have  last  named  ought  to  in- 
duce us  from  their  real  weight  to  expect 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  shall  rise 
to  the  height  of  this  great  occasion  and 
leave  his  home  on  the  Saturday  evening. 
Then,  with  regard  to  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  I  may  say  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  has  introduced  an  innova- 
tion— innovations  are  generally  in  favour 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House — on 
the  present  occasion  by  making  the 
humble  occasion  of  a  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  the  oppor- 
tunity of  pronouncing,  in  the  first  place, 
a  glowing  eulogy  upon  the  proceedings 
of  the  Conservative  Party.  I  do  not  in 
the  least  begrudge  him  the  satisfaction 
of  pronouncing  that  eulogy,  and  his 
hearers  on  that  side  of  the  House  the 

Sardonable  pleasure  of  hearing  it.  In- 
eed,  I  am  almost  tempted  to  k)11ow  his 
example,  and  to  pronounce  a  corre- 
sponding eulogy,  which  I  could  with 
a  perfect  good  conscience,  and  with 
equal  warmth  of  tone,  on  the  proceed- 
ings during  the  last  three  months  of  the 
majority  of  this  House.  I  will,  how- 
ever, exercise  self-denial  in  the  matter, 
and  will  pass  on,  refusing  to  myself  the 
pleasure  of  speaking  such  a  panegyric, 
and  of  giving  those  who  hear  me  any 
satisfaction  that  they  would  have  derived 
from  hearing  it.  But  I  must  say  that 
when  I  pass  on  to  the  other  portion  of 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  I 
again  find  something  of  a  novel  character 
in  his  choosing  the  humble  occasion  of  a 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
for  making  a  general  attack  on,  and 
a  denunciation  of,  the  conduct  of  the 
Members  of  Hor  Majesty's  Government, 
and  for  asserting  that  it  had  inflicted 
grave  mischief  on  the  country.   Hq  «&^^ 
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that  he  is  astonished  at  the  abandon- 
ment of  the  charges  which,  before  the 
late  General  Election,  were  so  loudly 
pronounced,  and  which  were  aimed  at 
those  who  constituted  the  late  Adminis- 
tration. Sir,  I  have  no  desire  to  intrude 
into  the  sanctuary  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  mind,  nor  to  examine  into 
what,  in  his  opinion,  are  those  charges, 
or  what,  in  his  opinion,  constitutes  their 
abandonment.  For  my  own  part,  I  think 
it  no  part  of  my  duty  to  go  back  to  a  re- 
petition of  those  charges,  though  it  would 
be  a  great  satisfaction  to  me  if  I  could 
find  and  feel — which  I  have  not  yet 
found  and  felt — that  there  were  any  of 
those  charges  which  I  coidd  abandon. 
I  am  obliged  to  say  so  much.  It  would 
be  invidious  to  go  further.  Then  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  is  blamed  for 
the  answer  he  gave  to  a  Question  that 
was  put  to  him.  I  must  say  that  I  am 
always  sorry  when  personal  matters  of 
this  kind  are  introduced  into  a  debate ; 
but  I  must  say  I  vindicate  that  tone.  I 
think  it  was  thoroughly  justified  by  the 
occasion  which  called  it  forth,  and  that 
the  opinion  which  I  now  express  was  in 
the  most  unequivocal  manner  at  the 
moment  the  tone  was  assumed  declared 
to  be  the  opinion  of  a  large  portion  of 
this  House ;  so  that  I  do  not  think  my 
right  hon.  Friend  need  too  severely 
wince  under  the  chastisement  he  has 
received.  For  my  part,  whether  it  be 
upon  the  Malt  Tax,  upon  the  Budget, 
on  South  Africa,  or  on  Afghanistan — 
upon  which  I  must  say  that  I  thought 
that  the  appetite  even  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lincolnshire  would  have 
been  tolerably  well  satiated  by  what  he 
and  his  Friends  got  the  other  night  in 
the  speech  of  my  noble  Friepd  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  not  less  than 
oven  in  the  remarkable  division  which 
followed  it — with  respect  to  all  these 
things,  on  the  proper  occasion  when 
they  come  forward  in  the  regular  course, 
wo  shall  be  able  to  meet,  and  I  think  to 
confute,  charges  such  as  those  of  the 
hon.  Member ;  but  I  decline  to  confute 
them,  to  deal  with  them,  or  to  acknow- 
ledge them  at  all  upon  this  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  to  the 
25th  of  April. 

Earl  PERCY  said,  he  was  surprised 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  his 
position  of  Leader  of  that  House,  had 
thought  it  consistent  with  his  duty  to 

Mr*  Oladstme 


make .'  a  personal  attack  ^oxoa  iibe  iMm. 
and  learned  Member  for  Sridpoit  (Mr. 
Warton),  and  also  upon  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leitrim  (Mr.  Tottenham),  who 
had  said  nothing  but  what  he  waB  en- 
titled to  say.  In  his  (Earl  Percy's)  opi- 
nion, the  latter  attack  was  most  unjura- 
fiable  and  was  most  uncourteous.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Leitrim  had  merely 
stated  that  the  arran^ment  proposed  to 
be  made  by  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
was  personally  inconvenient  to  himsftlf, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  there- 
upon held  the  hon.  Member  up  to  ridi- 
cule as  preferring  his  own  personal 
convenience  to  the  interests  of  the  people 
of  Ireland.  That  was  the  first  tune  ne 
(Earl  Percy)  had  heard  the  Leader  of 
the  House  hold  a  Member  up  to  ridicule, 
not  only  for  the  amusement  of  the  HooBe, 
but  in  a  manner  which  was  sccuroelj 
courteous.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  the  attitude  which  had 
been  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  making  these  personal  attcusks 
upon  hon.  Members  was  supported  by 
the  majority  of  hon.  Members  opposite. 
In  that  case,  all  he  (Earl  Percy)  could 
say  was,  the  more  the  pity  for  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  and  the  more  the  pity  for 
the  House  of  Commons.  There  were 
those  who  were  of  opinion  that  the  tone 
of  the  House  of  Commons  during  the 
present  Session  was  in  strong  contrast 
with  that  of  former  Houses  of  Commons. 
He  should  have  thought  that  the  Prime 
Minister,  who,  ho  believed,  had  a  sincere 
desire  to  uphold  the  dignity  of  that 
House,  would,  with  his  long  experience, 
have  asserted  his  privilege  as  Leader  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  by  mode- 
rating the  zeal  of  his  Followers,  and  by 
inducing  them  to  show  to  hon.  Members 
on  the  Opposition  Benches  the  fair  play 
and  courtesy  which  one  gentleman 
usually  showed  to  another. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  appealed  to 
hon.  Members  opposite  to  allow  the  dis- 
cussion to  close,  in  order  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  might  make  his  state- 
ment with  regard  to  the  Bankruptcy 
Bill — an  important  measure,  with  refer- 
ence to  which  the  whole  mercantile 
community  was  extremely  anxious.  It 
was  very  desirable  that  the  Bill  should 
be  published  before  the  Pecess. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  had  heard 
with  groat  pleasure  the  announcement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
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Secretary  for  Ireland  fhat  more  oare 
would  be  exercised  in  tlie  reg^ation  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  Constabulary 
shooting  parties  in  Ireland.  He  under- 
stood from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
remarks  that,  for  the  future,  the  Govern- 
mental proceedings  for  carrying  out  an 
unjust  and  a  condemned  law  would  be 
conducted  on  such  a  scale  as  to  render 
the  resistance  of  the  unarmed  people  to 
the  forces  of  the  Crown  still  more  hope- 
less than  at  present.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  justified  the  action  of  the 
Government  by  saying  it  was  the  abso- 
lute duty  of  the  Executive,  in  all  cases, 
to  carry  out  any  law,  however  bad, 
which  might  be  in  the  Statute  Book. 
There  were,  however,  many  laws  in  the 
Statute  Book  which  were  not  carried 
out.  While  admitting  the  difficulty  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  position,  he 
ventured  to  think  that,  at  any  rate,  when 
the  shooting  party  was  called  into  requi- 
sition, it  should  be  a  recognized  thing 
that  they  should  be  accompanied  by  a 
magistrate,  upon  whom  might  fall  the 
duty  and  glory  of  ordering  the  shooting 
down  of  the  most  miserable  sections  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  in  Ireland.  It 
was  quite  clear  that  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, knowing  the  Government  were 
bound  to  redress  their  grievances,  felt 
all  the  more  keenly  the  hardship  of  being 
now  deprived  of  the  rights  of  property 
which  in  a  few  weeks  were  to  be  consi- 
dered their  own.  So  surely  as  the  Con- 
stabulary went  forth  to  hunt  the  people 
out  of  their  homes,  so  surely  womd  the 
most  disastrous  occurrences  be  the  result. 
They  had  seen  several  instances  of  that 
lately,  and  he  trusted  the  Government 
might  not  consider  it  derogatory  to  their 
authority,  or  in  contravention  of  any 
existing  laws,  to  provide  that  on  every 
occasion  a  collision  might  be  expected 
a  magistrate  should  be  present  to  go 
through  the  formality  of  reading  the 
Biot  Act,  if  necessary.  He  must  take 
that  opportunity  of  protesting  against 
the  action  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  Afghanistan,  which  amounted  to  little 
more  than  a  mere  Party  manoeuvre.  If 
Her  Majesty's  Government  wished  to 
show  that  they  really  desired  to  consult 
the  feelings  of  the  Afghan  people,  let 
them  withdraw  support  from  the  usurper 
Abdurrahman.  He  could  not,  however, 
think  they  did,  because  they  were  sup- 
plying arms  and  ammunition  to  a  foreign 
usurper  for  the   purpose  of   shooting 


down  the  loyal  adherents  of  the  rightful 
Kuler  of  the  country.  It  was  very  pro- 
bable that  his  opinions  might  not  square 
with  the  opinions  of  the  large  majority  of 
hon.  Members  in  condemning  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's   Government  in  Af- 

fhanistan ;  but  he  had  before  in  that 
[ouse  had  to  stand  alone,  as  much 
against  the  Liberal  Party  as  against  the 
Tory  Party,  in  condemning  the  annexa- 
tion of  the  Transvaal ;  and  while  he  was 
still  unshaken  in  his  conviction  as  to  the 
policy  of  that  annexation,  he  could  not 
admit  that  the  manner  in  which  the 
Liberal  Party  had  acted  lately  was  cre- 
ditable. In  fact,  it  was  equally  discre- 
ditable to  the  Liberal  Party,  and  inju- 
rious and  disgraceful  to  the  country  at 
large. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  desired  to  say  a 
word  of  personal  explanation  in  refer- 
ence to  the  attack  wmch  had  been  made 
upon  him  by  the  Prime  Minister.  He 
should  not  have  thought  of  interposing 
such  a  trivial  argument  as  personal  in- 
convenience in  the  way  of  a  g^eat  mea- 
sure of  the  Government,  had  not  that 
line  of  argument  been  started  by  the 
Prime  Minister  himself,  who  distinctly 
stated  that  the  convenience  of  Irish 
Members  sitting  below  the  Gangway 
would  be  an  element  in  the  considera- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
fixing  the  day  for  the  second  reading 
of  the  Irish  Land  Bill,  and  he  thought 
the  convenience  of  those  Members  sit- 
ting above  the  Gangway  was  entitled  to 
as  full  consideration  as  those  below  it. 

Mr.  HEALY  hoped,  if  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  went  over  to  Ireland 
during  the  Becess,  he  would  insist  on 
more  care  being  taken  in  the  arrests 
that  were  made.  In  every  case  of  arrest, 
where  the  person  arrested  was  a  farmer, 
he  had  the  sympathy  of  the  whole  popu- 
lation, who  sent  their  horses  and  gave 
all  the  help  in  their  power ;  and  if  the 
person  arrested  happened  to  be  a  shop- 
keeper, he  had  equal  sympathy  from 
the  townspeople;  yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  these  persons  were 
the  terror  of  the  population  of  their 
districts. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  thought  the  Prime 
Minister  was  quite  justified  in  the  tone 
which  he  adopted  in  regard  to  some  of 
the  Tory  Members.  The  Tory  Party, 
during  the  present  Session,  had  suc- 
ceeded to  a  wonderful  extent  in  dragging 
the  so-called  Liberal  Party  throu^k  ^^ 
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mire.  They  had  succeeded  in  getting 
them  to  abolish  trial  by  jury  in  Ireland, 
at  the  very  time  that  the  Prime  Minister 
was  giving  credit  to  the  Emperor  of 
Bussia  for  introducing  trial  by  jury  into 
Kussia.  Thus,  while  Eussia  was  going 
forward,  and  being  praised  for  it  by  the 
Liberal  Party  in  England,  that  Party 
was  going  in  the  very  opposite  direction 
as  regarded  Ireland.  Then,  the  so- 
called  Liberal  Party  had  succeeded  in 
abolishing  the  rights  of  persons  charged 
with  offences  in  Ireland;  and  the  so- 
called  Liberal  Government  had  succeeded 
in  closing  the  mouths  of  Irish  Members 
in  that  House,  when  they  condemned 
the  dishonest  grounds  upon  which  coer- 
cion was  asked  for  by  that  so-called 
Liberal  Government,  and  when,  only  last 
night,  the  Prime  Minister  acknowledged 
that  Ireland  was  in  a  thoroughly  peace- 
able state,  and  that  coercion  was  un- 
called for.  Ho  (Mr.  Biggar)  would  lose 
no  opportunity  for  showing  to  the  people 
of  Ireland  the  hypocrisy  of  this  self- 
willed  Government,  carried  out  as  it 
was  by  a  tyrannical  and  mechanical 
majority. 

Mr.  WARTON  said,  he  would  not 
have  risen  but  for  the  fact  that  he  had 
been  twice  honoured  by  the  Premier's 
notice.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wished  to  shorten  debates,  the  best  way 
to  do  so  was  to  treat  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  with  ordinary 
civility  and  courtesy.  If  he  wished  to 
lengthen  debates,  the  best  way  of  doing 
it  was  by  making  rude  and  personal 
attacks.  He  (Mr.  Warton)  rose  to  enter 
a  protest,  not  so  much  against  the  per- 
sonal rudeness  of  the  Premier — he  could 
not  help  being  rude,  as  he  was  great  in 
everything  but  temper — but  against  the 
imuseating  way  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  talked  boastfully  about  his 
majority,  and  would  take  the  liberty  of 
warning  him  that,  as  had  been  the  case 
before,  that  majority  might  disappear. 
He  had  referred  to  the  division  on  the 
Afghan  question,  on  whicli  tlio  Govern- 
ment had  a  majority  once,  and  once 
only.  On  many  occasions  the  Govern- 
ment had  only  had  ono-lialf  or  one-third 
of  their  nominal  majority.  Moreover,  it 
was  well  to  have  a  giant's  strength,  but 
tyrannous  to  use  it  as  a  giant. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Resolved,  That  this  House,  at  its  rising, 
do  adjourn  until  Monday  25th  April.       I 

Mr.  Bifgar 
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BANKRUPTOir    BILL. 
MOTION  FOB  ULIYE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjonnad 
Debate  on  Question  [7th  April  J,  ''  Thst 
leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  Law  of  Bankruptcy. "—(iff. 

Hihhert.) 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  reiumed. 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN  said,  that  in 
asking  the  House  to  assent  to  the  intro- 
duction of  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  ci 
Bankruptcy,  he  must  confess  that  the 
liistory  of  past  attempts  to  deal  with 
that  subject  was  such  as  to  discourage 
anything  like  exaggerated  or  o?sr- 
sanguine  expectations.  It  was  a  his- 
tory of  continual,  and  he  might  say 
periodical  changes,  involving  very  con- 
siderable vacillations  on  the  part  of  Par- 
liament, following  the  ciirrent  of  public 
opinion  in  this  country,  eaoh  in  turn  the 
subject  of  great  expectations,  and  eaoh  in 
turn  also  doomed,  after  a  few  years'  ex- 
perience, to  disappointment  and  failnze. 
He  supposed  he  might  say  that,  of  all 
that  legislative  work,  the  Act  of  1869 
had  been  the  most  unsatisfactory  and 
the  most  unfortunate.  It  was  the  ob- 
ject of  the  almost  unanimous  condemna- 
tion of  all  classes.  At  the  present  time, 
Committees  of  the  House  of  Commonfl ; 
Chambers  of  Commerce,  representing 
the  commercial  interests  of  the  countir; 
the  Judges,  who  had  to  administer  the 
law  ;  the  ofBcials,  who  had  to  supervin 
its  execution  ;  bankers ;  lawyers ;  ae- 
countants  ;  all  the  representatives  of  the 
commercial  classes,  joined  in  swelling 
the  universal  cliorus  of  dissatisfaction 
and  disapprobation.  Li  those  circum- 
stances it  was  not  surprising  that 
since  18G9  there  had  been  no  fewer 
than  13  proposals  before  the  House  for 
amending  that  Act.  Six  of  those  pro- 
posals hud  been  Government  Bills; 
but,  owing  to  circumstances  into  which 
lie  nood  not  enter,  none  of  them  had 
gone  beyond  the  preliminary  stages.  He 
did  not  think,  however,  that  the  delay 
which  had  occurred  had  been  altogether 
without  some  compensating  advantage. 
In  coming  to  his  task  he  found  that  Sie 
road  had,  in  a  large  degree,  beendeand 
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for  him.     He  wonid  avail  himeelf,  with* 

out  heeitation,  to  a.  very  considerablo  ox- 
tont,  of  the  labours  of  his  FredecesBorB ; 
and  it  would  ho  seen  by  the  provisionB 
of  the  Bill  which  ho  was  about  to  ex- 
plain that  he  had  largelj  taken  ad- 
vantage both  of  the  suggestions  which 
he  had  gathered  from  the  Bills  of  the 
lato  Government,  and  also  from  those 
introduood  from  time  to  time  by  private 
Members.  He  had  thought  it  desirable 
to  make  himself  acquainted  with  the 
opinions,  sometimes  inconsistent,  of  the 
different  orgaoizations  dealing  with  the 
subject,  and  of  persona  who,  from  their 
representative  character  nr  from  special 
study,  were  entitled  to  be  considered  as 
authorities  ;  and  ho  had,  as  far  as  he  pos- 
sibly could,  to  satisfy  the  desires  which 
their  esperionce  had  led  them  to  express. 
He  had  accordingly  had  the  advantage 
of  communicating  with  numerous  per- 
sons who  were  greatly  interested  in  the 
subject,  and  he  desired  at  once  to  ac- 
knowledge the  services  which  many  of 
them  had  rendered  him.  He  had  espe- 
cially to  thank  hishon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bristol  (Mr.  9.  Morley),  who 
had  put  into  his  hands  a  Bill  which  he 
had  drafted  and  had  intended  to  intro- 
duce, and  which  contained  manv  useful 
auggoations.  He  had  likewise  had  the 
opportunity  of  conaulttag  with  the  cz- 
perienced  County  Court  Judge  of  Bir- 
mingham, where,  perhaps,  more  bank- 
ruptcy cases  came  up  for  decision  than  at 
any  other  local  Court  in  the  Kingdom  ; 
and  he  was,  moreover,  indebted  to  the 
experience  and  advice  of  the  President 
of  thelncorporated  Xiaw  Society ;  to  Mr. 
John  Smith,  who  was  a  high  authority  on 
that  particular  subject ;  to  the  President 
of  the  Institute  of  Accountants ;  whilst 
he  had  likewise  to  acknowledge  sugges- 
tions received  from  an  influential  deputa- 
tion which  waited  upon  him  from  the 
Institute  of  Bankers.  On  one  point 
there  was  a  concurrence  of  opinion 
among  the  authorities  on  this  subiect — 
all  agreed  in  condemning  the  Act  of 
1869.  That  Act  had  only  been  in  opera- 
tion two  or  three  years  when  discontent , 
bogan  to  manifest  itself  with  its  working. 
In  consequence  of  that,  the  late  Iiord 
Chancellor  (Karl  Cairns)  appointed  a 
Committee,  experienced  in  the  subject, 
to  consider  the  matter,  who,  in  1875,  ' 
made  a  Beport,  in  which  they  said —  I 
"  We  find  a  general  coDCiurenco  of  opinion 
that  the  Act  of  IB69  has  not,  in  its  working,  | 
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■atisfied  the  expectationg  of  the  public,  inaamuch 
as  it  affords  p-uat  fticilitica  for  a  debtor  to  re- 
lieve himadf  of  hia  lialiilitieB,  whilo  there  is 
pTi>at  extra Ta^mco  in  administering  and  long 
delay  Ln  winding-up  ostates." 
No  legislation  followed;  but  the  objec- 
tions continued  to  grow  ;  and,  in  1879,  a 
Memorial  from  bankere  and  merchants 
of  the  City  of  London,  one  of  the  most 
influential  everpresented  to  any  Govern- 
ment, was  presented  to  the  late  Prime 
Minister,  In  that  Memorial  it  was  said 
that  the  defects  of  the  Bankruptiiy  Law 
might  be  stated  as  follows  ; — 

"  First,  it  affords  new  and  vicious  facilities  to 
insolvent  persone  to  escape  from  the  roasonabt 
control  and  supervision  01  their  creditors  by  pri 
vato  arrangemente  wholly  beyond  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  any  public  Court  or  Judp;c.  And  by 
reason  of  thcso  f acUitiea  it  is  the  fact  that  every 
year  there  is  an  increasing  number  of  cases  in 
whifh  the  grievous  and  dangerous  scandal  is  ex- 
hibited of  roen  failing  for  vast  liabilities,  and  find- 
ing it  nas  J,  in  consequence  of  the  def  ectsof  the  pre- 
sent law,  to  get  their  speedy  discharge  by  the  pay- 
ment of  no  dividend,  or  a  dividend  of  some  small 
fraction  of  a  pound,  or  oven  shilling,  and  with- 
out beins  subjected  t«  any  efHcient  investiga- 
tion of  their  affairs,  or  of  thn  conduct  and  pro- 
ceedinp  which  have  led  to  thoir  insolvenoy- 
Secono,  that  the  present  law  is  rendered  practi. 
cally  nugatory  by  leaving  to  those  who  have 
already  incurred  losses  the  investigation  of  the 
bankrupt's  affairs,  and  has  laid  upon  them  the 
obligation  of  exposing  the  miscondact  cf  bank- 
rupts, which,  in  the  plain  interests  of  public 
morality  and  commercial  policy,  should  bo  dealt 
with,  not  as  a  private  matter,  bat  by  a  public 
Court  and  Judge.  Experience  hosamplyproved 
that  reliance  on  creditors  to  perform  these 
onerous  and  costly  functions  is  entirely  futile. 
The  Bankruptcy  Act  of  1861  did  contain,  in 
Clause  1S9,  provisions  for  the  interference  and 
action  of  lie  Court  in  all  cases  of  misconduct  on 
the  part  of  the  bankrupt,  with  a  view  to  bis 
exposure  and  punishment ;  but,  in  consequenca 
of  the  failure  of  lecialation  to  provide  an  effi. 
cicnt  Court  and  Judge,  these  most  salutary  pro- 
visions wore  never  enforced." 

These  statements  were  the  strongest 
possible  condemnation  of  the  operation 
of  the  Act,  and  they  were  fully  j  ustified 
by  the  Eoports  which  had  been  pub- 
lished from  time  to  time  by  the  Con- 
troller General  in  Bankruptcy,  to  whom 
he  thought  the  thanks  of  the  commer- 
cial classes  were  justly  duo,  inasmuch 
as  he  was,  if  not  the  first,  at  all  events 
the  most  prominent  person  to  call  atten- 
tion, not  merely  to  scandals  under  the 
Act,  but  also  to  the  direction  in  which 
remedies  might  be  found.  From  these 
Reports  it  appeared  that  the  total  bank- 
ruptcies and  aiTangements  under  insol- 
vency proceedings  had  increased  from 
5,002in  Ift70,tt>l3,\**l  ^T».^%'^^-   T^'* 
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liabilities,  daring  the  same  period, 
had  increased  from  £17,456,429  to 
£29,678,193.  The  estimated  assets 
had  increased  from  £5,381,533  to 
£10,193,617,  from  which  it  resulted 
that  the  loss  during  the  same  period 
had  increased  from  £12,074,896  to 
£19,484,576.  When  he  said  the  loss, 
he  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  fact  that  the  deficiency  was  be- 
tween the  estimated  assets  and  liabilities; 
and  inasmuch  as  the  realized  assets 
never  came  up  to  anything  more  than  a 
proportion  of  the  estimated  assets,  it 
was  probably  not  too  much  to  say  that 
the  loss  at  the  present  time  under  bank- 
ruptcy insolvencies  was  not  less  than 
£25,000,000  a-year,  and  that  did  not  in- 
clude the  losses  caused  by  the  failure 
of  Companies,  which  were  administered 
under  a  different  system.  He  under- 
stood that  there  was  some  reduction  in 
the  figures  for  the  present  year ;  but  he 

S noted  only  the  published  figures  coming 
own  to  1879.  He  found  from  these 
same  Eeports  that  the  bankruptcies 
proper  had  diminished  from  1,351  to 
1,156,  while  during  the  same  time  the 
liquidations  and  compositions  outside 
bankruptcy,  and  which  did  not  come 
under  the  control  of  any  judicial  autho- 
rity whatever,  had  increased  from  3,651 
to  11,976.  A  few  figures  would  show 
what  was  the  character  of  these  arrange- 
ments, and  why  it  was  that  thev  were 
BO  frequently  resorted  to.  He  would  take 
the  case  of  compositions,  because  they  had 
no  information  on  which  reliance  could 
be  placed  as  to  liquidations.  The  com- 
positions between  2s.  6d.  and  5«.  in  the 
pound,  in  the  period  he  had  named,  had 
remained  nearly  the  same  in  proportion  to 
the  total  number  of  compositions;  in  fact, 
they  had  fallen  from  30  per  cent  to  28 
per  cent  of  the  whole.  But  the  compo- 
sitions under  2$.  6d.  in  the  pound  had 
increased  from  17^  per  cent  to  50  per 
cent  of  the  whole ;  while  the  composi- 
tions above  5«.  had  decreased  in  al- 
most equal  proportion — namely,  from 
52^  per  cent  to  22  per  cent  of  the 
whole.  So  it  might  be  asserted  that  the 
compositions  and  liquidations  under  the 
Insolvency  Acts  had  rapidly  increased 
in  number,  and,  at  the  same  time,  had 
rapidly  deteriorated  in  quality ;  and  the 
reason  was  not  far  to  seek.  Of  the 
1,156  bankruptcies  149  were  annulled 
for  some  reason  or  other,  and  that  left 
1|007  bankruptcies  that  had  been  dealt 
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with  in  open  Court.  Therelare,  only  7 
per  cent  of  the  whole  of  the  cases  of 
insolvency  were  subject,  under  the  pre- 
sent system,  to  public  control,  while  93 
per  cent  were  left  without  supervision, 
and  naturally  presented  the  widest  pos- 
sible field  for  every  kind  of  fraud  and 
abuse.  It  was,  of  course,  this  absence  of 

S roper  control  which  tempted  and  in- 
uced  debtors  who  feared  it,  and  mo- 
fessional  agents  whose  gains  would  be 
diminished  by  it,  to  resort  to  liquidationi 
and  compositions  in  preference  to  bank- 
ruptcy. The  Question  arose,  under  whit 
provisions  of  uie  existing  law  this  state 
of  things  had  been  permitted  to  exist? 
Under  Section  125  of  the  Act,  it  wu 
possible  for  a  debtor  who  found  himself 
unable,  or  who  might  be  unwilling  to 
pay  his  debts,  to  have  a  meeting  of 
creditors  summoned  on  his  behalf,  at  a 
time  and  place  convenient  to  himself, 
and  certaimv,  in  very  many  cases,  inoon- 
venient  to  the  majority  of  the  credit<»s. 
At  that  meeting,  the  creditors  present, 
either  by  themselves  or  by  proziei, 
creditors,  in  some  cases,  in  mendly 
collusion  with  the  bankrupt,  in  other 
cases  fictitious,  in  not  a  few  cases  frau- 
dulent, might,  by  the  requisite  majorify 
in  number  and  three-fourths  in  valne, 
elect  a  trustee,  agpree  to  a  liquidation, 
dispense  with  the  security  whicn  the  Act 
required  the  trustee  to  give,  get  rid  of 
all  investigation  of  the  previous  condnct 
and  affairs  of  the  bankrupt,  and  dis- 
charge the  debtor,  even  although  he 
might  be  guilty  of  fraud  or  scandalous 
negligence,  and  even  although  the  assets 
showed  no  dividend  whatever ;  and  this 
arrangement  they  were  competent  to 
impose  upon  a  dissenting  minority  of 
bond  fide  creditors.  Under  this  system 
there  was  absolutely  no  public  inquiry 
whatever,  no  examination  on  oath,  and 
no  security  for  the  protection  of  the 
public  interests  which  were  involved  in 
every  insolvency.  The  position  of  a 
trustee  elected  under  these  circumstances 
was  an  exceedingly  enviable  one,  pro- 
vided he  was  not  troubled  with  any  moral 
scruples  whatever.  He  was  practically 
uncontrolled  as  to  his  disposition  of 
the  estate  and  its  administration.  He 
could,  and  very  often  did,  appoint 
his  own  committee  of  inspection,  from 
whom  he  was  bound  to  take  his  in- 
structions. The  accounts  of  the  trustee 
had  boon  in  more  than  one  instance 
audited  by  persons  who  oould  not  write 
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theit  own  namea.  The  tniatee  could 
make  tmj  arrangement  forthe  diecharge 
of  the  debtor  ;  he  could  dispose  of  tEe 
funds,  he  could  vote  hie  own  remunera- 
tion, ho  could  tax  his  solicitor's  bill  or 
not,  as  he  thought  proper;  he  could 
audit  tho  bills  of  the  other  profes- 
sional persons  he  employed  or  not, 
as  he  preferred ;  he  could  audit  his 
own  accounts,  and  finally  grant  himself 
a  release,  and  retire  to  the  bosom  of 
his  family,  satisfied  that  he  had  com- 
plied with  all  the  legal  requirements 
of  the  statute.     He  might,  if  he  liked, 
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declare  a  dividend,  or  ne  might  delay 
doing  so.  He  might  keep  tbe  creditors' 
money  in  his  own  hands,  anduseit  for  his 
ownpurposes;  he  might  appropriate  undi- 
▼ided  balances  and  unclaimed  dividends ; 
he  mightassiat  in  thecreation  of  fictitious 
claims,  certain  that  in  such  circumstances 
dividends  oould  not  be  daimed  ;  and  in 
SO  different  waya  he  might  rob  the  cre- 
ditors to  his  own  personu  advantage.  A 
trustee,  fitly  named  H.  J.  Sharpe,  was 
tried  at  the  Central  Criminal  Court  on 
the  3rd  of  February ;  and  the  report  of 
the  case  was  so  suggestive  that  he  would 
read  a  part  of  it  to  tbe  House.  The 
facts  of  the  case  were  stated  by  counsel 
for  the  prosecution  as  follows : — 

"  Prisoner  had  formorlY  been  clerk  in  a  soli- 
citor's office,  and  was  well  acqaainted  with  the 
details  of  the  Bankruptcy  Lav,  especially  in 
matters  of  liquidation.  He  appeared  to  have 
been  in  the  habit  of  seaTchmg  TA«  Limdi/n 
QatetU  for  notices  of  liquidatione,  and  then 
communicating  with  solicitors  en^ged  in  such 
cases,  reprcscatiiig  himself  as  being  interested 
in  the  phKccdin^.  By  that  means  he  obtained 
a  list  of  tho  creditors  in  ssTeral  instances.  Hav- 
ing DOled  tho  names  of  same  of  the  largest  cre- 
ditors, he  informed  tJiem  tbat  he  was  a  mombcF 
of  a  firm  of  accountant?,  that  he  had  obtained 
the  proxies  of  a  minibcr  of  tho  principal  credi- 
tors, aud  was  in  a  position  to  secure  a  dividend  | 
of  lOi.  if  the  parties  to  whom  he  applied  would 
entruat  him  with  their  proiy,  and  nUow  him  to 
act  on  their  behalf.  The  prisoner,  by  those 
means,  armed  with  the  proxies  in  question,  had 
no  diflicultf  in  getting  himself  appointed  trustee 
by  tho  creditors,  and  acting  foi  them  in  recover- 
ing tho  dolita  of  the  liquidating  debtor.  Having 
succeeded  in  collecting  the  debts,  ha  appeari^d 
to  have  kept  evorj'  farthing  of  the  money,  and, 
by  way  of  delaying  the  crMiton,  ho  caused  ad- 
Tertissmenta  to  be  inserted  in  the  country  newa- 
papeis  to  the  eOcct  that  a  Qrst  and  final  dividend 
of  S>.  6</.  in  the  pound  on  the  petitioner's  estate 
would  be  payable  by  a  firm  of  accountants  at 
Peterborough.  It  was  ascertained  that  no  such 
firm  was  in  existence,  and  the  creditoni  were 
unable  to  got  their  dividend.  The  learned 
counsel  atoitcd  that  the  prisoner  had  bevn  en- 
gaged in  this  system  of  fraud  for  torentl  years, 
onu  Uut  creditoiB  wen  perfectly  helQwa  to 


protect  theraselvoa.  In  hisopinion,  some  amend- 
ment in  the  Bankruptcy  I«w  was  required  to 
provide  against  such  proceedings." 
He  agreed  with  the  statement  of  tho 
learned  counsel  for  the  prosecution ;  and 
although  Mr.  Sharpe  appeared  to  be  in 
tho  position  of  the  pitcher  that  went  too 
often  to  the  well,  and  though  he  was 
finally  convicted  and  sentenced  to  12 
mont^'  imprisonment,  yet,  if  he  came 
out  of  prison  and  found  the  law  the 
same,  he  would  be  able  to  secure  the 
same  pecuniary  benefits  to  himself  with- 
out incurring  the  danger  which  by  a 
slight  imprudence  he  incurred  on  tbe 
last  occauon.  That  the  law,  the  opera* 
tion  of  which  was  illustrated  by  this 
oaae,  might  be  declared,  and  truly  so, 
to  be  a  direot  incentive  to  fraud  was 
apparent  from  the  number  of  eetatea 
that  were  now  wonnd  up  with  no  assets 
at  all,  and  in  which  the  expenses  of 
liquidation  swallowed  everything  up. 
Such  a  state  of  things  fully  justified  the 
conclusion  the  Controller  Qeneral  ar- 
rived at  in  the  Seport,  in  which  he 
said'— 

"  Having  regard  to  the  state  of  trade  daring 
the  last  10  years,  and  its  apparent  effect  on 
bankruptcy  proper,  on  Scotch  sequestrations, 
and  on  the  better  class  of  compositions,  there 
should  have  been  in  the  year  1873  about  2,700 
arrangements  and  compositions,  instoadof  0,674 ; 
and  about  S,000  instead  of  nearly  12,000  in  the 
year  1B79.  I  am  unable  to  suggest  any  reason- 
able causes  for  tJie  excessiye  numbers  attained, 
except  the  tendency  of  easy  liquidation  to  en- 
courage at  all  times  the  growth  of  a  too-rapidly 
growing  opinion  that  it  is  unnecessary,  or  even 
^lish,  to  pay  debts  in  full,  and,  in  times  of 
comraorciol  prosperity,  a  large  amount  of  hazard- 
ous Bjioculation  and  consequent  insolvency: 
whatever  the  cause,  the  financial  result  may  be 
represented  as  a  continually  increasing  tax  on 
English  commerce,  averaging  during  the  last 
fivo  years'  about  £20,000,000  per  annum  from 
losses  by  bad  debts,  exclusively  in  tho  class  of 
insolvencies  which  are  at  present  dealt  with 
under  the  English  Bankruptcy  Act." 
There  was  another  clause  of  the  Act  of 
1669  which  was  also  the  source  of 
much  abuse;  that  was  tho  lS6th  section, 
which  dealt  with  compositions.  In  com- 
positions, the  stimulus  to  fraud  on  the 
part  of  professional  persons  was  not  so 
great  as  in  litjuidations ;  because  when 
the  composition  was  accepted  the  matter 
was  at  an  end,  and  there  was  not  the 
same  opportunity  of  making  costs  and 
charges.  The  increase  in  the  number  of 
compositions,  although  very  large,  had 
accordingly  not  been  so  large  as  in 
liquidations.  The  compositious  increased 
from  1,616  in  1870,  to  4,809  in  1879  \ 
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the  increase  beinpf  3,193,  or  over  200  per 
cent.  The  liquidations  increased  in  the 
same  period  from  2,035  to  7,167,  an  in- 
crease of  5,132,  or  256  per  cent.  Under 
the  composition  system  many  abuses 
prevailed,  because  there  was  no  public 
examination  of  the  bankrupt,  no  secu- 
rity was  taken  against  collusion  or  fraud, 
and  there  was  no  proper  security  for  the 
composition  that  might  be  promised .  He 
did  not  wonder  that,  in  these  circum- 
stances, it  had  become  customary  amongst 
a  certain  class  of  people  to  say  that  it  was 
not  necessary,  and  it  was  foolish,  to  pay 
debts.  It  was  not  surprising  that  a 
learned  Judge  should  have  sarcastically 
observed  that  no  man  who  was  pro- 
perly conscious  of  his  duty  to  his  family 
would  ever  think,  under  the  existing  law, 
of  paying  20*.  in  the  pound.  This 
scandalous  state  of  things  had  arisen 
entirely  from  the  assumption  underlying 
the  Act  of  1869  that  insolvency  was  a 
matter  which  solely  concerned  the  cre- 
ditors in  each  particular  case,  and  that 
they  could,  and  would,  not  only  look  after 
their  own  interests,  but  could,  and  would, 
also  protect  the  interests  of  the  public, 
which  were  sometimes  quite  different 
from,  and  inconsistent  with,  their  own. 
He  could  show  that  that  assumption  was 
not  justified  by  the  facts.  In  the  first 
place,  in  a  g^eat  number  of  bankruptcies, 
the  interests  of  creditors  were  too  divided 
and  too  minute  for  them  to  take  anything 
like  complete  and  organized  care  of  their 
own  interests.  They  were  generally  too 
ready  to  write  off  their  bad  debts  at 
once ;  and  they  were  not  inclined  to  throw 
good  money  after  bad,  especially  under 
a  system  which  gave  them  no  practical 
assistance.  The  Controller  General,  in 
his  supplemental  Eeport  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  for  1875,  said — 

"Again,  the  theory  that  creditors  desire  to 
take  any  active  part,  either  in  managing  the 
debtor's  affairs,  or  in  choosing  a  fit  and  proper 
person  to  manage  them,  is  distinctly  contradicted 
Dy  their  own  e\'idence,  almost  daily  recorded 
during  the  last  14  years  in  the  minutes  of  pro- 
ceedings at  meetings,  which  show  that,  gene- 
rally speaking,  they  ytM  do  no  more  than  prove 
their  debts  and  give  their  proxies  to  persons 
whom  it  is  impossible  they  could  have  spon- 
taneously chosen.  As  a  rule,  to  which  there  are 
comparatively  few  exceptions,  every  creditor 
considers  his  own  pecimiary  interest,  and  finds 
it  bettor  to  write  off  the  amount  of  his  debt  to 
loss ;  to  hand  his  proof  and  proxy  to  a  solicitor, 
or  accountant — who  sends  him  forms  and  in- 
structions, and  whom  he  commonly  supposes  to 
be  connect<>d  with  I  lie  Court  or  *  acting  in  the 
matter ' — and  to  consider  any  dlNidoada  ho  may 
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receive  es  profit.  The  pecuniary  qnetiioiL  far  a 
creditor  is  whether  the  amount  he  would  gain 
by  such  reduction  of  expenses  as  he  ooold  hope 
to  bring  about  b^  close  supervision  of  prooeea^ 
ings  during  their  three  or  four  years*  aveng« 
continuance  would  remunerate  him  for  lu 
trouble  and  loss  of  time.  If  bv  the  actxan  <l 
creditors  present  expenses  could  be  reduced  oo^ 
sixth  of  their  amount,  the  avera|ce  advantage 
to  each  creditor  would  bo  about  ^\  more  to  a 
few,  and  less  to  the  large  majority  in  nmnber. 
'*  All  experience  under  tho  present  andfotnur 
Acts  proves  that  whatever  is  left  to  the  creditan 
is,  as  a  rule,  left  undone,  even  in  banknipicr 
proper;  for  example,  nothing  could  be  mozein^ 
portant  imder  tho  present  system  of  electiu 
trustees  than  that  they  should  give  secnritv,aad 
Section  14  of  the  Act  provides  that  thecredtton, 
'  when  they  appoint  a  trustee,  shall  by  rew- 
lution  declare  what  security  is  to  be  given,  and 
to  whom,  by  the  person  so  appointed  before  lu 
enters  on  the  office  of  trustee ;  '  but  genenl 
Rule  106  explains  that,  '  where  no  security  ii 
specified  to  be  given  by  the  trustee  ho  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  personally  responsible,'  &c ;  and 
in  the  last  2,o00  bankruptcies  security  waa  re- 
quired to  be  given  by  six  trustees  in  one  CoontT 
Court,  twice  by  one  person  in  another  Court,  and 
in  only  six  other  cases  in  all  the  rest  of  Englaai 
and  Wales.'* 

A  still  more  important  consideration  wai 
that  the  interests  of  creditors  were  sonie- 
times  inconsistent  with  the  public  in- 
terests, which  it  was  the  duty  of  Fariii- 
ment  to  protect.  For  instance,  it  mi 
quite  possible  that  the  friends  of  a  debtor 
might  ofifer  a  larger  composition  than  the 
estate  would  justify  in  order  to  avoid 
exposure ;  and  although  he  would  admit 
that  the  estate  of  a  debtor  was  the  pro- 
perty and  concern  of  the  creditors,  and 
that  they  would  be  benefited  by  en- 
tering into  such  an  arrangement,  yet 
he  did  not  admit  that  they  had  the 
right  to  compound  with  felony  in  order 
to  increase  the  amount  they  might  re- 
ceive. There  were  a  great  number  of 
cases  in  which  a  cremtor  desired  the 
continuance  of  business  relations  with 
the  bankrupt,  and  was,  therefore,  dis- 

Eosed  to  take  a  favourable  view  of 
is  proceedings  and  to  avoid  inquiry. 
Even  if  they  could  suppose  that  the 
creditors  were  in  every  case  willing 
to  protect  their  own  interests,  and  pa- 
triotic and  spirited  enough  to  protect 
the  interests  of  the  puluic,  he  would 
say  still  that  the  law  as  it  stood  gave 
them  no  assistance  in  the  task  they 
would  imdertake  sufficient  to  enable 
them  to  do  so  successfully.  A  creditor 
with  the  best  intentions  might  find  him- 
self powerless.  Ho  might  be  outvoted 
at  meetings  by  proxies  in  the  hands  of 
the  debtor's  solicitor,  or  held  by  pexsou 
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interested  in  the  concealment  of  fraud, 
or  the  waste  of  the  estate.  Among 
other  abuses  of  the  proxy  system,  it  ap- 
peared to  be  a  common  custom  for  cer- 
tain professional  trustees  to  seek  for 
proxies,  and  to  buy  and  sell  them  in 
order  to  obtain  the  control  of  estates; 
and  the  Controller  General  said  that  the 
practice  prevailed  of  holding  ''knock- 
outs," as  they  were  called,  or  auctions  of 
proxies,  in  which  they  would  buy  from 
each  other  the  numbers  they  required  to 
give  them  the  control  of  certain  estates. 
The  result  was  that  if  a  bond  fide  ctq^\jqt 
attempted  to  interfere,  with  the  object 
of  securing  a  thorough  investigation,  he 
found  himself  outvoted  and  discomfited ; 
and  after  one  or  two  such  experiences  he 
was  discouraged  and  resolved  to  take  no 
trouble  in  the  future.  Having  described 
what  were  the  chief  objections  and  de- 
fects of  the  present  system,  he  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  by  which  they 
hoped  to  remedy  those  defects.  But 
before  doing  so  ne  must  say  the  Bill 
would  apply  to  England  and  Wales  only. 
It  did  not  apply  to  Ireland,  for  in  that 
country  it  was  doubtful  whether  the 
necessity  existed  for  reform  to  anything 
like  the  same  extent.  He  had  received 
an  application  from  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce of  Dublin  that  Ireland  might  be 
included  in  the  Bill ;  and,  in  reply,  he 
had  suggested  that  the  Chamber  should 
wait  and  see  its  provisions.  If  they 
then  wished  that  the  Bill  should  extend 
to  Ireland,  the  Government  would  be 
glad  to  consider,  and,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  comply  with  their  wishes.  The  Bill 
did  not  apply  to  Scotland,  because  the 
Scotch  had  a  system  with  which  they 
appeared  to  be  generally  satisfied,  ana 
upon  which,  indeed,  the  Act  of  1869  was 

Srof  essedly  based ;  but  the  Scotch  system 
iffered  from  the  Act  of  1869  in  many 
important  particulars,  and  it  accordingly 
had  not  given  rise  to  anything  like  the 
scandals  which  prevailed  under  the  Eng- 
lish system.  It  was  suggestive  to  con- 
sider the  main  distinctions  between  the 
English  and  the  Scotch  systems.  He  did 
not  consider  that  the  Scotch  system  was 
theoretically  a  perfect  one,  thoueh  it  was 
far  better  than  their  own.  He  believed 
it  was  much  more  costly  than  it  was 
generally  supposed  to  be,  on  the  faith 
of  certain  evidence  g^ven  before  the 
Select  Committee  of  1869.  The  idea 
that  the  costs  of  bankruptcy  in  SoofUnd 


were  less  than  in  England  was  chiefly 
due  to  the  fact  that  the  method  of 
calculating  the  proportion  of  the  costs 
to  the  estates  was  different  from  what 
it  was  in  England.  In  Scotland,  they 
excluded  several  charges  included  in 
the  English  calculations,  and  they  took 
account  of  the  payments  to  secured 
creditors  in  reckoning  the  percentage 
of  expenses  to  assets  divided,  which 
was  not  the  case  in  England.  There 
was  very  little  difference  between  the 
legitimate  cost  of  bankruptcy  in  Scot- 
land and  in  England  taken  on  the  same 
basis;  what  difference  remained  arose 
from  the  fact  that  the  average  of  Scotch 
estates  was  larger  than  the  average  of 
English  estates.  The  main  differences 
were  these : — In  the  first  place,  under 
the  Scotch  system,  a  debtor  was  allowed 
to  petition  in  bankruptcy ;  but  in  Eng- 
land the  debtor  was  compelled  to  peti- 
tion for  liquidation  or  composition.  Next, 
the  first  meeting  of  creditors  under  the 
Scotch  system  must  be  held  not  later 
than  12  days  after  the  notice  of  adjudi- 
cation, and  the  creditors  were  put  in 
possession  and  control  of  the  estate  at  a 
much  earlier  period  than  was  usual  in 
England.  At  the  first  meeting  in  Scot- 
land, the  creditors  were  at  liberty  either 
to  entertain  a  deed  of  arrangement  by 
a  majority  in  number  and  four-fifths 
in  value,  in  which  case  the  deed  had 
subsequentiy  to  receive  the  approval  of 
the  Court,  after  hearing  any  objection 
that  might  be  made  against  it  on  the 
part  of  the  creditors,  or  the  creditors 
might  entertain  a  composition.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  the  advantages  of  a  deed  of 
arrangement  under  this  system  appeared 
so  trifling  that  only  6  per  cent  of  the 
Scotch  bankruptcies  were  dealt  with  in 
this  manner.  If  they  entertained  a  com- 
position it  was  to  be  by  a  majority  in 
number  and  nine-tenths  in  value.  The 
composition  had  to  be  confirmed  at  a 
second  meeting  of  the  creditors,  which 
was  held  after  the  public  examination 
of  the  bankrupt  in  every  case,  and  after 
a  report  which  was  presented  to  the 
Court  and  to  the  creditors  by  the  trus- 
tees, as  to  the  general  character  of  the 
composition.  The  composition  had  to 
be  approved  by  the  Court,  and  the 
Court  was  authorized  to  grant  or  with- 
hold the  discharge  of  the  bankrupt,  and 
could  only  grant  it  after  hearing  the  ob- 
jections which  creditors  took  to  it,  and 
also  the    report  of  the  trustee^     TIl<^ 
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general  effect  of  these  provisions,  as  con- 
trasted with  the  provisions  of  the  English 
law,  was  that  the  Scotch  creditors  had 
the  fullest  information  as  to  the  position 
of  the  estate,  and  the  conduct  of  the 
debtor  previous  to  the  insolvency ;   and, 
further,  the  Court  had  full  and  efficient 
control  over  both  the  arrangements  for 
the  winding  up  of  the  insolvency  and 
the  discharge  of  the  bankrupt.     On  con- 
sideration of  the  facts  both  of  the  Eng- 
lish and  Scotch  systems,  he  ventured  to 
ask  the  assent  of  the  House  to  three 
principles,  which  appeared  to  him  to  be 
essential  to   a  good  Bankruptcy  Law. 
In  the  first  place,  he  said  that  the  assets 
of  the  debtor  in   each  insolvency  be- 
longed to  the  creditors,  and  they  should 
therefore  have  the  promptest  and  fullest 
control  over  those  assets,  subject  to  the 
least    possible     interference.      In    the 
second  place,   he  said  that,  as  it  was 
clear  that  in  many  cases  the  creditors 
could  not  give  sufficient  personal  atten- 
tion to  the  administration  of  the  estate, 
and  as  they  must,  of  necessity,  appoint 
to  represent  them   some  person  in  the 
position  of  trustee,  it  had  been  proved 
to  be  desirable  and  necessary  that  this 
trustee    should    be    subject    to  official 
supervision  and  control  as  regards  his 
pecuniary  administration,  and  that  his 
accounts  should  in  every  case  be  audited 
by  authority ;  and,  lastly,  it  appeared  to 
him  that,  in  the  interests  of  the  public 
generally — in  the  interests  of  the  cre- 
ditors, not  of  each  separate  bankruptcy, 
but  as  a  class — and  in  the  interest  of 
public  morality,  which  had  suffered  by 
these  bankruptcy  scandals,  it  had  been 
proved  to  be  necessary  that  there  should 
be   some  independent  examination  into 
the  conduct  of  the   debtor  and  the  cir- 
cumstances attending  his  insolvency,  and 
some  proper  provision  for  the  punish- 
ment of  fraud  and  negligence,  and  of 
rash  and  unjustifiable  speculation  and 
extravagance.      It    should     be     recol- 
lected that  the  public  had  a  direct  in- 
terest in  the  great  losses  which  were  suf- 
fered under  the  existing  svstem.    The 
£25,000,000  a-year  now  lost    on   the 
profits  of   business  were  paid  for  in  the 
long  run  by  increase  of  prices,  and  thus 
the  public  paid  for  the  frauds  of  trustees 
and  bankrupts.      Turning  from  these 
topics,  he  would  now  state  the  main  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill.     In  the  first  place, 
ho  proposed  that  Sections  125  and  126 
of  the  Act  of  1869,  with  regard  tocom- 
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position  and  liquidation,  ahonld  be  i»- 
pealed,  as  they  had  been  the  aonroe  of 
the  ^eatest  evils.     That  was  leoom- 
mended  by  the  Committee  of  the  Hoom 
of  Commons  which  sat  last  year ;  it  iris 
supported  by  the  opinion  of  the  Inotff- 
porated  Law  Sociefy,  by  the  Banken* 
Institute,  by  the  Chambers  of  Gonuneroa, 
and,  indeed,  by  all  who  took  an  intereit 
in  the  subject.    The  Bill  proposed  next 
that    all    proceedings    should  be  com- 
menced  by  bankruptcy   petition,  and 
that  the  petition  should  be  presented 
either  by  the  debtor  or  by  a  creditor. 
Some    objection    had    been    taken  to 
the  debtor  being  allowed  to  petition; 
bul  it  was  felt  to  be  very  desirable  to 
offer  some  inducement  to  the  debtor  to 
come  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  to 
his  creditors,  and  not  to   postpone  hit 
coming  imtil  he  had  little  or  no  aasetsleft. 
That  provision  was  also  approved  by  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  was  recommended  by  the  Incorpo- 
rated Law  Society  and  the  Bankers'  In- 
stitute, and  it  was  a  provision  existing 
in  the  Scotch  Act.    Then,  immediatdj 
on  adjudication,  they  proposed  that  the 
property  should  vest  in  an  o£Bcial  re- 
ceiver, who  would  be  an  officer  attached 
to  each  Bankruptcy  Court;    and  vho 
would  be  appointed  by,  and  responmUe 
to,  the  Board  of  Trade  Department  of 
the  State.    It  was  provided  that  this 
official  should  not  incur  any  expeneei 
without  express  authority,  and  was  to 
consult  the  creditors  as  to  the  admini** 
tration  of  the  estate.     He  had  also  a  Firo- 
viso  in  the  Bill  to  meet  a  case  which  wu 
brought  to  his  knowledge  on  behalf  of 
the  Association  for  the   Protection  of 
Wholesale  Traders,  who  said  it  was  of 
the  utmost  importance  that  the  control 
of   the    creditors  should  begin  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment  after  the  adju- 
dication, so  that  the  free  assets  or  good- 
will of  the  business  should  not  evapo- 
rate.   It  was  therefore  provided  that  on 
the  application  of  the  creditors,  or  any 
one  of  their  number,  the  Court  mig^t, 
if  it  saw  fit,  appoint  a  speciid  receiver, 
who  should  act  as  the  manager  of  the 
estate  under  the  direction  of  the  credi- 
tors, in  cases  where  special  knowledge 
was  required  to  preserve  the  interests  of 
the  estate.    It  was  next  provided  that 
the  bankrupt  should  make  out  a  fall 
statement  of  his  affairs  and  a  list  of  his 
creditors  within  three  days,  but  without 
throwing  costs  on  the  esiitte  by  the  em- 
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ployment  of  professional  assistance.  This 
would  provide  against  a  bankrupt  being 
thrown  into  the  hands  of  a  professional 
person  before  coming  to  Court  at  all. 
The  Court,  however,  might  authorize 
professional  assistance,  if  it  was  shown 
to  be  necessary ;  but  without  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Court  the  bankrupt  was  not 
to  incur  any  such  expense.  If  he  did 
so,  the  payment  of  the  cost  incurred 
would  be  in  the  discretion  of  the  credi- 
tors. It  was  further  provided — and  he 
believed  the  provision  would  meet  with 
the  approbation  of  the  commercial 
classes — that  the  first  meeting  of  credi- 
tors should  be  held  within  seven  days 
after  the  adjudication.  At  that  meeting 
proxies  might  be  used,  as  it  would  be  a 

freat  hardship  to  creditors  living  at  a 
istance  to  be  forced  to  attend  in  person. 
But  the  proxies  must  be  on  official  forms, 
and  be  available  only  for  the  meeting 
specified  on  the  form,  and  must  not  be 
given  to  the  solicitor  for  the  bankrupt, 
or  to  any  of  his  partners  ;  nor  were  they 
to  be  used  by  any  person  for  the  purpose 
of  voting  for  the  appointment  of  nimself 
as  trustee,  unless  it  were  so  stated  on 
the  face  of  the  proxy.  At  that  meeting 
the  creditors  would  have  two  alternatives 
— either  to  entertain  a  composition,  or  a 
scheme  of  arrangement,  by  resolution 
passed  by  a  majority  in  number  and  three- 
fourths  in  value.  If  a  eomposition  was 
taken,  it  must  not  be  less  than  5s.  in  the 
pound,  and  the  composition  or  liquida- 
tion arrangement  must  be  confirmed  at  a 
second  meeting  of  creditors  to  be  spe- 
cially called  with  due  notice,  and  at  tnis 
special  meeting  there  would  have  to  be 
presented  a  report  by  the  official  receiver 
as  to  any  proposition  that  was  made. 
Then  the  Court  would  have  to  approve 
the  composition  or  liquidation  after 
hearing  objections,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
Scotch  law ;  and  if  the  Court  was  of  opi- 
nion that  the  proposal  for  liquidation  or 
composition  was  not  in  the  interest  of 
the  creditors  generally,  or  if  it  was  of 
opinion  that  the  bankrupt  had  been 
guilty  of  fraud,  or  such  misconduct  as 
would  justify  the  Court  in  withholding 
his  discharge,  it  might  accordingly  with- 
hold it.  If,  however,  the  first  meeting 
of  creditors  did  not  decide  to  entertain 
the  proposal  for  a  composition  or  ar- 
rangement, they  must  then,  as  a  second 
alternative,  appoint  a  trustee  who  must 
give  security,  and  might  be  objected 
to,  and,  if  necessary,  removed  by  the 


Board  of  Trade,  on  the  ground  of  un- 
fitness or  probability  of  collusion  with 
the  bankrupt;  and  he  mi^ht  also  bo 
subsequently  removed  by  me  creditors 
by  an  ordinary  resolution,  or  he  might 
be  removed  by  the  Board  of  Trade  for 
misconduct ;  but  if  he  was  rejected  in 
the  first  instance,  or  dismissed  after- 
wards at  the  instance  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  he  might  appeal,  or  any  person 
interested  might  appeal,  against  that 
decision  to  the  Court.  The  remunera- 
tion of  a  trustee  would  be  in  accord- 
ance with  a  Schedule  to  the  Act  in  all 
cases  under  £3,000.  It  might  be  in- 
creased in  special  cases,  and  in  all  cases 
above  £3,000  it  would  be  fixed  by 
special  resolution,  subject  to  approval 
by  the  Board  of  Trade.  The  trustee 
would  not  be  allowed  any  additional  re- 
muneration'forthe  performance  by  others 
of  services  which  he  ought  to  perform  by 
himself.  In  addition  to  this,  all  bills 
— ^solicitors',  auctioneers',  accountants', 
brokers',  and  others — were  to  be  taxed, 
and  all  monies  over  £50  must  be  paid 
into  the  Bank  of  England,  and  the  ac- 
counts of  the  trustee  were  to  be  audited 
half-yearly  by  the  Controller  General. 
The  effect  of  these  proposals  would,  he 
believed,  be  very  beneficial.  The  Con- 
troller reported  that  in  liquidation  pro- 
ceedings only  a  small  proportion  of  these 
bills  were  now  taxed ;  and  he  estimated 
that,  with  the  bills  of  receivers,  auc- 
tioneers, and  other  agents,  about  £  1 00, 000 
would  probably  be  saved  to  the  creditors 
by  direct  taxation  alone,  besides  the 
probability  that  many  charges  were  now 
made  and  paid  which  woidd  never  be 
attempted  if  taxation  were  the  rule.  He 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)  was  also  sanguine  as 
to  the  good  results  that  would  follow  from 
the  payment  into  the  Bank  of  England  of 
monies  in  the  hands  of  trustees.  It  was 
estimated  that,  at  the  present  moment, 
there  were  no  less  than  £5,000,000  in 
the  hands  of  professional  trustees,  in 
many  cases  wrongfully,  and  in  some 
fraudulently,  withheld  by  trustees  from 
the  estates  to  which  they  belonged.  It 
had  been  stated,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
upon  the  matter,  that  if  they  were  all 
called  upon  to  produce  the  money,  many 
of  them  would  find  it  to  their  advantage 
to  leave  the  country  if  the  Bill  became 
law.  The  next  provision  of  importance  to 
which  he  called  attention  was  that  every 
bankrupt  was  to  be  publicly  examinea 
in  Court  as  to  hia  conduct  ^tl<1  ^^^^y^^* 
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On  the  close  of  the  bankruptcy,  or  before 
with  the  assent  of  the  trustee  and  a  ma- 
jority of   the  creditors,   the  bankrupt 
might  apply  for  discharge,  and  the  Court 
would  have  power  to  grant,  refuse,  or 
suspend  such  discharge,  or  to  qualify  it 
by  any  conditions  as  to  after-acquired 
property — a  provision  which  ran  on  all 
fours  with  one  of  the  proposals  contained 
in  the  Bill  of  the  late  Attorney  General 
(Sir  John  Holker).     The  Court  might 
also  order  a  prosecution,  if  it  thought 
fit,  and  commit  the  bankrupt  for  trial, 
witliont  applying  to  a  magistrate.  These 
were  clauses  which,  in  his  opinion,  were 
vital  to  the  Bill.     Nothing  else  would 
secure  the  punishment  of  misconduct  or 
provide  a  sufficient  inducement  to  honest 
dealing,  and  to  a  full  disclosure  of  his 
afiairs  by  the  debtor.     The  only  objec- 
tion which  he  thought  could  be  suggested 
was  that  this  enforced  publicity  would 
press  hardly  upon  the  man  whose  insol- 
vency was  entirely  the  result  of  misfor- 
tune.    Let  them  consider,  however,  for 
a  moment,  what  was  the  position  of  an 
insolvent.     He  was  a  man  who  sought 
relief  from  obligations  which  he   had 
voluntarily  contracted,  and  who  asked 
the  Courts  to  impose  on  a  minority  of 
his  creditors  the  acceptance  of  terms  less 
than  their  just  and  legal  rights.     Surely 
a  person  in  this  position  was  one  from 
whom    explanation     and    information 
might  be  most  properly  demanded.     It 
was  right  that  he  should  be  compelled 
to  show  how  he  had  got  into  a  position 
which  compelled  him  to  ask  for  this  ex- 
ceptional relief.     He  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
had  always  thought  that  the  position  of 
a  bankrupt  might  in  some  respects  be 
compared  to  that  of  a  man  who  had  lost 
his  ship.      In  all  such  cases  a  public 
inquiry  was  held,  and  if  the  loss  were 
due  to   misconduct  or  negligence   the 
captain  was  properiy  punished.     If  it 
was  shown  that  the  calamity  was  the 
result   of  unavoidable  misfortune,   his 
sword  was  returned  to  him  if  he  were 
in  the  Navy,  or  his  certificate  if  ho  were 
in  the  Merchant  Service,  and  he  left  the 
Court  acquitted  and  absolved  in  the 
face  of  all  men.     It  was,  no  doubt,  de- 
sirable that  the  bankrupt  who  had  been 
unfortunate,  or  who  had  suffered,  with- 
out any  fault  of   his  own,   from  the 
fraud  of  others,  should  not  carry  with 
him  in  after  life  anything  in  the  nature 
of   a    stigma    on   his    character.     But 
surely  the  honest  debtor  would  be  the 
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first  to  rejoice  at  the  opportunity  of 
showing  in  the  most  open  manner  tiiat 
he  was  not  to  blame ;  the  more  public 
the  inquiry  the  more  complete  would  be 
his  exoneration,  and  the  only  man  who 
had  cause  to  fear  such  an  inquiry  was 
the  man  whom  it  would  show  to  have 
been  guilty  of  misconduct,  in  whioh  case 
a  stigma  would  properly  attach  to  him. 
Under  existing  arrangements,  where 
there  was  no  sufficient  investigatioii, 
there  would  always  be  a  suspicion  of 
improper  conduct ;  and  he  QAx.  Cham- 
berlain) believed  that  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  would  be  hailed  with  satisfac- 
tion by  all  who  were  in  a  position  to 
prove  their  innocence  as  making  a  dii- 
tinction  between  them  and  the  fraudulent 
or  speculative  trader.  But,  as  a  further 
provision,  and  as  a  premium  on  good 
conduct,  it  was  provided  that  the  Court 
might  also,  if  it  was  proved  that  the 
debts  of  the  bankrupt  were  fully  paid,  (nr 
when  the  Court  was  satisfied  that  the 
bankruptcy  had  been  caused  by  misfor- 
tune and  not  by  misconduct,  annul  the 
adjudication,  and  thereby  rehabilitate 
the  bankrupt,  and  relieve  him  from 
the  stigma  and  effects  of  bankruptcy  as 
regarded  civil  disabilities.  In  cases 
where  this  was  not  done,  bankruptcy 
would  involve  civil  disabilities.  In  the 
case  of  a  Peer,  he  would  be  disqualified 
from  sitting  in  the  House  of  Lords 
until  his  bankruptcy  was  ended.  In 
the  case  of  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  a  mayor,  an  alderman,  a 
member  of  a  local  corporation  or  school 
board,  a  town  clerk,  or  clerk  of  the 
peace,  or  any  other  person  holding  an 
official  or  municipal  office,  ho  would  at 
once  have  to  vacate  his  office,  and  he 
would  not  be  re-eligible  for  the  term  of 
seven  years  afterwards.  Magistrates  were 
dealt  with  by  the  Crown.  He  must  now 
draw  the  special  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  duties  and  position  of  the  official 
receivers  created  by  the  Bill,  whose 
functions  were  somewhat  novel  and  most 
important.  They  were  to  be  -officers  of 
the  Court,  but  would  be  appointed  by, 
and  subject  to,  the  authority  of  the  Board 
of  Trade.  Where  possible,  the  existing 
Begistrars  mi^ht  be  utilized  for  this 
office ;  and  their  duties  would  be,  firstly, 
to  protect  the  interests  of  the  public  by 
inquiring  into  and  exposing  and  pro- 
viding for  the  punishment  of  naud,  reck- 
lessness, and  extravagance ;  secondly,  to 
protect  the  interests  of  the  creditors  at 
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an  early  stage  by  obtaining  and  giving 
information  which  experience  showed 
that  the  creditors  were  often  unable  to 
obtain  for  themselves;  and,  lastly,  to 
act  as  interim  receivers  until  a  trustee 
was  appointed.  As  the  Bill  provided 
for  the  first  meeting  to  be  held  in  seven 
days,  it  would  be  obvious  that  the 
shortest  possible  time  would  elapse  be- 
fore the  creditors  had  full  control  through 
their  own  trustee  of  the  property  and 
estate.  Where,  however,  the  creditors 
did  not  desire  to  appoint  a  trustee  of 
their  own,  they  might  elect  the  receiver 
to  continue  the  winding-up  and  to  act  as 
trustee.  These  were  the  ordinary  duties 
of  the  official  receiver  in  all  those  cases 
in  which  it  might  be  hoped  that  the 
assets  would  be  sufficient  to  induce  the 
creditors  to  take  some  interest  in  the 
matter,  and  to  be  willing  to  look  after 
their  own  affairs.  In  such  circumstances, 
the  official  receiver  might  be  compared 
to  the  Queen's  Proctor  in  divorce  cases, 
intervening  only  when  necessary  to  pro- 
tect public  interests.  But  the  statistics 
of  insolvency  showed  that  there  was  a 
large  number  of  estates  with  no  assets, 
or  with  assets  so  small  as  not  to  induce 
the  least  trouble  on  the  part  of  any  cre- 
ditor. It  was  here  that  the  greatest 
scandals  arose,  for  those  estates  fell  an 
easy  prey  to  the  professional  wreckers, 
who  took  everything  in  costs  and  ex- 
penses. It  seemed  desirable  to  deal 
with  them  separately ;  and  accordingly 
it  was  proposed  that  in  the  case  of  small 
estates,  under  £300,  where  the  interests 
of  individual  creditors  were  necessarily 
exceedingly  small,  the  receivers  should 
act  as  trustees,  and  wind  up  the  estates 
as  quickly  as  possible,  unless  the  credi- 
tors, by  resolution,  decided  to  elect  a 
trustee  of  their  own.  The  position,  then, 
was  this — that  in  the  case  of  ordinary 
estates  the  creditors  were  to  elect  their 
own  trustee,  unless  they  specially  desired 
to  have  the  receiver ;  while  in  small 
estates  the  receiver  was  to  act  as  a  mat- 
ter of  course,  unless  the  creditors  spe- 
cially desired  to  appoint  someone  else. 
The  recommendations  of  the  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons  and  of  the 
trading  community  in  favour  of  the  allo- 
cation of  a  special  commercial  Judge  to 
bankruptcy  business  would  be  provided 
for  by  the  Bill.  The  London  Court  was 
to  be  merged  in  the  High  Court  of  Jus- 
tice, and  the  Begistrars  would  act  as  chief 
clerks.     The  appeal  in  London  cases 


would  be  from  the  Bankruptcy  Judge  to 
the  Court  of  Appeal,  and  in  country  cases 
from  the  County  Courts  to  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  with  the  Judge  in  Bankruptcy 
sitting  as  one  of  its  members,  so  that  his 
speciaJ  experience  might  be  available  for 
all  cases.  There  were  some  further  inci- 
dental provisions  in  the  Bill  limiting  the 
rights  of  bill  holders,  providing  for  the 
administration  in  bankruptcy  of  the  es- 
tates of  deceased  persons,  amending  the 
law  with  regard  to  onerous  property,  and 
others  to  which  he  need  not  on  that  oc- 
casion more  specifically  refer.  He  feared 
that  he  had  dwelt  at  too  great  length 
upon  this  Bill,  the  details  of  which, 
however,  he  hoped  he  had  made  suffi- 
ciently clear  to  the  House.  Perhaps,  in 
conclusion,  the  House  would  permit  him 
to  estimate  the  results  of  the  changes 
which  this  Bill,  if  it  became  law,  would 
bring  about  in  the  future.  In  the  first 
place,  with  regard  to  economical  admi- 
nistration, it  would  be  seen  that  it  threw 
upon  the  bankrupt  estate  a  new  charge 
— namely,  the  cost  of  the  official  receiver, 
and  the  increased  charge  of  the  Con- 
troller's audit  department.  They  pro- 
vided for  that,  in  the  first  place,  by 
the  interest  which  would  accrue  upon 
the  balance  which,  under  existing  cir- 
cumstances, was  detained  by  the  trus- 
tees; but  under  the  new  system  would 
be  lodged  in  the  Bank  of  England. 
They  expected  dividends  would  be  more 
quickly  paid,  so  that  the  unpaid  balances 
would  not  be  so  large  as  at  present; 
but,  on  a  moderate  estimate,  the  pay- 
ments by  trustees  into  the  bank  on  that 
account  would  always  amount  to  some- 
thing like  £800,000  or  £1,000,000,  and 
the  interest  on  that  would  be  at 
least  £25,000  a-year,  which  they  could 
always  rely  upon.  The  remainder  of 
the  amount  necessary  would  be  pro- 
vided for  by  a  fixed  fee  charge  in  the 
case  of  small  estates,  and  by  a  small 
percentage  in  the  case  of  large  estates, 
varying  from  5  per  cent  on  estates  under 
£300,  but  gradually  decreasing  until  it 
amounted  to  only  J  per  cent  on  estates 
of  £3,000  and  over.  When  it  was  re- 
membered that  the  actual  cost  of  admi- 
nistering bankrupts'  estates,  which  varied 
according  to  their  amount,  was,  on  an 
average,  in  1871  31^^  per  cent,  and  in 
1879  44-9  per  cent,  it  would  be  seen  that 
the  small  percentage  in  question  would 
be  merely  nominal,  for  the  sum  was  so 
small  that  it  would  not  increase  in  any 
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appreciable  way  the  burden  upon  estates. 
Against  this  small  increase  they  had  to 
sot  the  following — tliat  the  bankrupt 
would  not  be  allowed  to  incur  unneces- 
sary charges  before  ho  brouglit  his  estate 
before  the  Court,  tlio  trustees  would 
have  to  do  tlieir  own  work,  and  not  pay 
others ;  and  the  charges  would  be  en  a 
fixed  scale,  and  would  not  be  left  to 
their  own  discretion.  Every  bill  would 
be  taxed  by  the  Court,  and  not  left  to 
the  discretion  of  a  trustee.  They 
would  be  able  to  save  considerably  by 
consolidating  the  advertisements,  and 
the  expenses  under  that  head.  They 
would  do  away  with  certain  proceedings, 
and  save  fees  which  were  at  present 
leviable  in  Bankruptcy  Courts ;  and  al- 
together he  was  confident  they  would 
reduce  the  legitimate  expenses  by  10  to 
15  per  cent.  This  would  be  the  saving 
on  legitimate  expenses;  but  the  gain 
would  bo  much  larger  by  putting  an  end 
to  theillegitimato  expenses,  which,  under 
the  present  system,  swallowed  up  so  large 
a  percentage  of  the  estates.  To  show 
the  evil  of  tlie  present  system,  he  might 
inform  the  Ilouse  that,  whereas  in  1871 
the  number  of  estates  whore  there  was 
no  dividend  was  34  per  cent  of  the  whole 
number  of  bankruptcies,  that  number 
had  risen  to  46  per  cent  in  1878,  and 
that  the  number  of  estates  where  the 
dividend  was  under  Is.  in  the  pound  had 
risen  from   45  per  cent  in  1872  to  61 

Ser  cent  in  1879.  It  was  impossible  to 
oubt  that  the  amount  of  the  dividend 
would  have  been  very  much  larger  in  a 
vast  number  of  cases  had  it  not  been  for 
the  illegitimate  oxi}ensos  incurred  by  the 
trustee'.  He  was  afraid  that  it  was  not 
possible  to  make  bankruptcy  a  satis- 
factory proceeding  under  any  circum- 
stances; but,  by  a  judicious  amendment 
of  the  law,  fraudulent  trading  might  be 
largely  checked  and  tlie  tone  of  com- 
mercial morality  might  be  greatly  raised, 
while  honest  traders  would  bo  induced 
to  look  after  their  own  interests.  IIo 
claimed  for  this  Bill  that  it  was  at  least 
an  honest  and  a  practical  attempt  to  deal 
with  a  great  and  increasing  evil.  He  put 
it  to  the  House  that  the  matter  was  not 
in  any  sense  a  Party  question,  for  the  in- 
terests of  commerce  affected  all  of  them, 
and  were  too  great  to  bo  subordinated 
to  Party  interests.  This  was  not  a 
Party  Bill,  us  he  had  shown  in  ac- 
knowledging the  assistance  which  he 
had  derived  with  regard  to  it  from  the 

Jfr.  Chamberlain 


labours  of  the  late  Adniiniatration.  He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  the  proposali 
this  Bill  contained  would  obtain  not 
merely  a  fair,  but  even  a  favourable 
consideration  at  the  hands  of  the  Hoose. 
On  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Goyemmeot, 
he  should  adhere  to  the  main  principles 
of  the  Bill  as  he  had  explained  them; 
but  he  should  welcome  suggestions  iiom 
all  sides  of  the  House  that  the  experience 
of  hon.  Members  might  enable  them  to 
suggest  as  in  any  way  tending  to  amend 
the  details  of  the  measure.  Me  yentared 
to  hope  that  even  that  Session,  crowded 
as  it  was  with  other  and  important  and 
urgent  Business,  would  not  be  suffered 
to  pass  without  something  being  done 
to  meet  the  convenience  and  the  preeeing 
claims  of  the  commercial  classes  in  re- 
spect of  this  subject.  They  hoasted,  not 
without  reason,  that  they  were  tke 
greatest  commercial  nation  in  the  world; 
but  they  had  the  worst  commercial  legis- 
lation of  any  civilized  country.  He  ap- 
pealed to  the  House,  therefore,  to  maxe 
a  beginning  of  reform  on  this  important 
subject,  so  that  this  Parliament  might 
do  something  to  remove  a  just  cause  of 
national  discredit  and  a  fruitful  sonrce 
of  unnecessary  loss  and  sufiTering. 

Sir  JOHN  HOLKER,  as  one  who  had 
taken  considerable  interest  in  the  ques* 
tion,  said,  it  was  with  great  pleasure  ho 
rose  to  acknowledge  the  ability  with 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  tho  Board  of  Trade  (Mr. 
Cliamberlain)  had  stated  the  evils  of  the 
present  system,  and  for  the  excellent 
explanation  ho  had  given  of  tho  pro- 
posals contained  in  the  Bill  before  the 
House ;  and  he  quite  agreed  with  him 
that  the  question  should  not  bo  treated 
in  any  way  as  a  Party  one.  It  was  an 
unfortunate  fact  that  all  tho  attempts 
that  had  hitherto  been  mado  to  improve 
their  Bankruptcy  Law  had  more  or  less 
failed ;  but,  certainly,  the  Act  of  1869 
had  been  generally  regarded  as  haring 
effected  a  considerable  advanco  in  the 
reform  of  the  law  by  abolishing  officiahsm 
in  connection  with  bankruptcy  proceed- 
ings, and  by  placing  tho  management  of 
tho  bankrupt  s  estate  in  the  hands  of  his 
creditors.  He  was  afraid  that  this  Bill 
would  be  a  retrograde  step  in  that  re- 
spect, inasmuch  as  it  proposed  to  take 
tfio  nianagenient  of  such  estates  out  of 
the  haud.s  of  the  creditors,  and  to  roviTO 
oilicialism.  Ho  was  glad  to  see  that  tho 
opinions  and  labours  of  the  late  Qovem- 
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ment  upon  the  subject  had  been  to  a 

considerable  extent  made  use  of  by  the  HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

right  hon.   Gentleman,    and    that    the 

suggestions  of  the  Committee  last  year,  Monday,  25th  April  1881. 
of  which  he  (Sir  John  Holker)  was  a 

Member,  had  also  been  adopted.  Having  

listened  to  the  statement  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  as  far  as  he  could  MINUTEST  — New  Members  SwoRN—Charles 
follow   them,    it   seemed    to    him   they  Campbell  Robs,  eaquire.^or  Saint  Ives ;  Henry 
would,  on  the  whole,  be  found  satisfac-  "(w^J^^^oi)^^ 
tory.      It  would  be  a  satisfactory  Bill  if  t>      ^^  T^    ^T1"T^  x    ^      .,     ^ 
if  a;a  ,^^fi.;«^  i^r^^^^A  ««,.««i,-««.'iT,^  4.^^  Pbivate  Bills  (*y  Order)— Comtdered at  atnentUd 
It  did  nothing  beyond  repeabng  the  two  -Lancashire   County   Justices  ♦;    Swansea 
clauses  referred  to  of  the  present  Act ;  Corporation  Loans  ♦. 

but   he    begged    to    point    out  ^  that    it  Public  Biu^B—Retolution  in  Committee— India, 

was  desirable  to  make  the  provisions  of  Office  Auditor  [Superannuation]  *. 

the  measure  as  simple  as  possible.     He  Second  Jteadififf—Jjand  Law  (Ireland)  £136] — 

could  not  see  that  if  a  man  was  not  able  [First  Kight]  —  debate    adjourned;    Bridges 

to  pay  his  debts  there  should  be  more  (South  Wales)  ♦  [129]. 

than  two  alternatives— namely,  that  he  ^T^^^^-,^^^^^^'     ^""^   ^^'^  Regulation 

shouldbecomebankrupt  and  pass  through  ^^     .},   ^'^*      ^    t  i    jt^           t.  m^. 

the  Court,  or  else  give  a  composition  to  ^^12^""^'^'''^^^'^^^^"^^"®^ 

^^^r^jn^  -D-DTntrrn       -      1  ^  X    XT,  Considered  as  amended-Uairiod  Women's  Pro- 

Mr.  JOHN  BKIGHT  appealed  to  the  perty  (Scotland)  [128]. 

House  to  permit  at  once  the  introduction  nird  Reading  —  Inclosure  Provisional  Order 

of  the  Bill,  so  as  to  allow  of  its  being  (Thurstaston  Common)*  [122]  ;   Tramways 

considered  during  the  Recess,  and  that  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment  •[133],  and ^<Mw<f. 
would  ultimately  facilitate  the  discussion 

of  it.  He  could  assure  the  hon.  Member  y%  rrv  q  rrn  ktq 

for    East    Sussex  (1^.   Gregory)  that  ^  u  JS  Si  1 1  UJy  is . 

every  opportunity  would  be  given  for  — -•.o-e>.— 

canvassing  the  measure.  POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)  —  THE  MIDLE- 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to,  TON  UNION  —  ELECTION  OF  GUAR- 

Ordered,  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a 

Bill  to  amend  the  Law  of  Bankruptcy,  and  that  Mr.  LITTON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 

Mr.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Attoknky  General,  Mr.  tary  to  the  Lord  lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

^d'hri^""  ft^^^^^'  ^^  ^'  ^^"""^  ^"^  ^'^^""^  Whether  it  be  true  that  the  clerk  of  the 

^uir^^ ^  ^J     A      A^x.  «-«**•       m-iiio-r  T  Midleton  Union,  on  the  occasion  of  the 

Bm^m.«^.rf,andreadthefirsttime.  [BiU137.]  ^^^^  ^^^^^^  ^j^^^j^^  ^^  guardians,  com- 

r^TTTT^^^^,^ . ^^«^^«  ,.^,^^«r,^^^^.  ^^T^  pleted  his  scrutiny  on  the  24th  March, 

CHURCHWARDENS  (ADMISSION)  BILL  ^^^^  ^^^^^^  ^^  \^^  ^1^^^  guardian 

{Mr.Monk,  Sir  GabrUl  Ooldney.)  ^n  tho  25th,  and  held  the  election  of 

[BUi  47.]    SECom)  BEADura.  chairman,    vice-chainnan,   and  deputy 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read.  vice-chairman,    on   the    26th,   without 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  leaving  issued  notices  of  such  election  to 

"That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second  *^®  ex-officio    guardians,    and  having 

time."-(Jfr.  Monk.)  stated  at  the  Bowd  meeting  on  the  pre- 

^  vious  Saturday  that  such  election  would 

Debate  arising ;  not  take  place  till  Saturday  the  2nd 

And  it  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven  ^Pf '.  '^^'  '^  t^i^e,  whether  the  election 

of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned  of  ohairman,  vice-chairman,  «id  deputy 

till  Mondaj,  25th  April.  vice-chairman  is  legal ;  and  if  not  whe- 

•^             *^  ther  the  Local  Government  Board  will 

Home  adjourned  at  five  minutes  before  J^^^e  the  same  set   aside  or   direct   an 

Seven  o'clock  till  Monday  inquiry  into  the    circumstances  under 

26th  April,  wluch  the  election  took  jplace  ? 

Mb.  W,  E.  FOESTEK  :  I  have  made 
inquiry,  and  I  find  that  the  facts  of  the 
matter  are  very  much  as  stated ;  but  I 
cannot  say  that  the  oUtk  V^  ^^l<^  ^N^^bx- 
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dians  has  acted  illegally.  I  fear  nothing 
can  now  be  done.  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  are  advised  that  the  omission 
of  the  clerk  to  send  the  notices  to  the 
eX'Officio  Guardians  does  not  invalidate 
the  election,  and  it  is,  therefore,  valid. 

law  and  jujstice  (irpxaxd)— pko- 
cessp:s  of  ejectment. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  could  state  what  number  of  eject- 
ment processes  have  been  entered  in 
county  courts,  Ireland,  at  Spring  Ses- 
sions this  year,  up  till  the  22nd  instant, 
and  how  many  were  entered  at  the 
Spring  Sessions  of  1 880;  and,  how  many 
decrees  for  possession  were  granted  at 
each  of  said  terms  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  :  I  have  al- 
ready given  a  Eeturn  showing  the  num- 
ber of  ejectment  decrees  entered  down 
to  Michaelmas  Term,  1880,  to  which  I 
would  refer  the  hon.  Member.  I  shall 
present  further  Eeturns  down  to  the  end 
of  last  Hilary  Term  ;  but  in  some  coun- 
ties the  Quarter  Sessions  have  not  been 
long  concluded,  and  in  others  they  are 
only  just  concluded,  so  that  it  cannot  bo 
presented  just  yet.  I  shall  also  present 
a  Eeturn  of  the  civil  bills  in  each  county 
in  Ireland  during  the  last  four  years, 
and  I  hope  that  will  bo  ready  in  a  short 
time. 

CRIME  (IRELAND)— THE  POLICE  AT 
KNOCKNACrUEE,  CO.  KERRY. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  What  reply  has  been  given 
to  the  Memorial  of  the  inhabitants  of 
Knocknagree,  county  Kerry,  praying 
for  the  removal  of  the  police  hut  lately 
erected  there,  on  the  grounds  that  the 
structure  is  unnecessary  owing  to  the 
absence  of  crime,  and  that  it  places  a 
heavy  tax  on  an  impoverislicd  locality  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE :  I  have  seen 
the  Memorial  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers,  and  I  think  the  memorialists  are 
under  a  misapprehension  on  the  subject. 
There  is  no  ground  for  the  assertion  that 
the  placing  of  the  hut  at  Knocknagree 
imposes  a  heavy  tax  on  an  impoverished 
locality.  The  fact  is  that  the  police  in 
the  hut  belong  to  the  Parliamentary 
quota  for  tlie  East  Eiding  of  Cork,  and 
consequently  no  tax  of  the  kind  referred 
to  will  be  levied. 

Mr.  W.  E,  FonUr 


STATE  OF  IRELAXD— OGL^TT 
LI31ERICK. 

Mr.  LEWIS  asked  the  Chief  Secre. 
tary  to  the  Lord  liieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  tlu 
following  statement  in  the  "  Dablio 
Evening  Mail "  of  the  6th  instant  :— 

"  A  few  nights  sinco  nine  mon  with  bladtencd 
faces  went  ou  tho  property  of  Captain  Neven- 
ham,  in  the  vicinity  of  Crooxn,  county  lAmen/k, 
\'isite(l  the  houses  of  the  tenantry,  and  made  a 
raid  for  firearms,  securing  ei^ht  grons,  wlud 
had  to  bo  peaceably  given  up  to  them  in  the 
name  of  the  *  Irish  Republic.'  Thej  alio 
cautioned  the  inmates,  on  pain  of  death,  not 
to  pay  their  rents  due  on  the  25th  March : " 

and;  if  any  persons  have  heen  midd 
amenable  for  the  offence,  if  actuallj 
committed  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  have  seen 
the  statement  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers,  and  find  it  is  in  one  or 
two  trifling  particulars  inaccurate.  The 
number  of  guns  taken  was  seven,  and 
not  eight ;  it  is  not  true  that  the  inmates 
were  cautioned  on  pain  of  death  not  to 
pay  their  rent.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that,  not- 
withstanding the  exertions  of  the  police, 
no  persons  have  yet  heen  made  amen- 
able. We  have  found  in  this  instance, 
as  in  many  others,  the  greatest  difficulty 
in  arresting  persons  in  consequence  of 
the  impossibility  of  getting*  information 
and  assistance  from  the  injured  parties. 

THE  PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  ACT. 
1868,  THE  PARLIAMENTARY  ELEC- 
TIONS AND  CORRUPT  PRACTICES 
ACT,  187U,  AND  THE  PARLIAMENT 
TARY  AND  CORRUPT  PRACTICES 
ACT,  1880  —  SCHEDULED  SOLICI- 
TORS. 

Mr.  RY'LANDS  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  he  has  called  the 
attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  of 
the  Incorporated  Law  Society  to  the 
numerous  instances  of  Solicitors  of  the 
Iligh  Court  of  Justice  who  have  been 
scheduled  by  the  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  Corrupt  Prac- 
tices at  Elections  in  1880  ;  and,  whether 
any  steps  will  bo  taken  to  remove  their 
names  from  the  Rolls  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
IIexry  J^vmes)  :  Sir,  in  cases  where  a 
solicitor  has  been  guilty  of  misconduct 
it  is  usual  for  the  Council  of  the  Incor- 
porated Law  Society  to  take  action  and 
bring  the  misconduct  complcdned  of  be- 
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fore  the  Supreme  Oourt.  Upon  reading 
the  evidence  given  before  me  Election 
Commissioners  I  thought  it  my  duty  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Law  Society  to 
the  fact  that  several  solicitors  were  shown 
to  have  been  guilty  of  bribery.  A  special 
Council  was  called  to  consider  the  sub- 
ject; and,  after  full  consideration  by  the 
members  of  the  Council,  it  was  resolved 
that  the  certificate  of  indemnity  ought, 
under  the  present  state  of  the  law,  to  be 
regarded  as  a  protection  against  pro- 
ceedings which  might  result  in  the  soli- 
citor being  struck  off  the  Boll,  although 
the  statute  does  not  technically  afford 
this  protection.  Inasmuch  as  the  evi- 
dence against  the  solicitors  referred  to 
had  been  obtained  by  their  own  state- 
ments, and  as  they  had  all  received  cer- 
tificates of  indemnity,  I  presume  no  pro- 
ceedings will  be  taken  against  them. 

LAW  AND    JUSTICE   (IRELAND)-THE 
DUBLIN  JURY  LIST. 

Mb.  M.  BEOOKS  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  he  has 
firom  time  to  time  observed  the  reports 
published  in  the  Dublin  newspaper 
press,  of  complaints  by  the  leading  Irish 
J  udges  of  interruption  in  legal  business 
in  the  Criminal  and  Civil  Law  Courts 
in  Dublin,  in  consequence  of  the  non- 
attendance  of  jurors  owing  to  the  names 
of  the  dead  and  non-est  persons  appear- 
ing on  the  jury  list  after  the  annual 
revision ;  whether  he  has  also  observed 
a  report  in  the  Dublin  newspaper  press 
of  the  5th  instant,  of  an  application  by 
the  Dublin  Jurors'  Association  to  the 
Honourable  the  Eecorder  of  Dublin,  to 
revise  the  lists,  and  on  which  applica- 
tion the  lists  for  1881  which  came  into 
operation  in  January  last,  were  freed  of 
nearly  200  worthless  entries ;  and,  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  preventing  future  inter- 
ruptions in  the  administration  of  the 
large  legal  business  carried  on  in  the 
Irish  metropolis,  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  adopt  the  sugges- 
tion then  made  by  the  Recorder,  which 
strongly  recommended  as  most  needful 
the  institution  by  the  Legislature  of 
regularly  quarterly  sittings  being  held 
in  the  City  of  Dublin  by  the  officially 
appointed  Revising  Barristers,  so  as  to 
maintain  the  correctness  of  such  jury 
lists  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.   Law):   The  Judges 


have,  I  believe,  complained  of  incon 
veniences  caused  by  the  imperfect  re- 
vision of  the  Jury  Lists  of  the  City  of 
Dublin.  I  have  seen  a  newspaper  re- 
port of  the  proceedings  before  the 
Recorder,  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers,  and  can  only  say  that  the  sug- 
gestion of  quarterly  revisions  of  the  Jury 
Lists  being  provided  for  shall  receive 
our  consideration. 


LICENSING  ACT— THE  RADICAL  CLUB, 
KING'S  CROSS. 

Mb.  J.  COWEN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  a  Ques- 
tion of  which  he  had  given  him  private 
Notice.  There  was  a  society  called  the 
Radical  Club,  which  met  in  some  house 
near  King's  Cross,  and  a  lecture  was  now 
announced  by  Mr.  James  Beale— a  gen- 
tleman well  known  to  Liberal  Members 
in  that  House— and  another  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) ;  while 
a  third  one  was  to  oe  delivered  on  the 
political  state  of  Europe.  He  under- 
stood that  those  lectures  had  been 
stopped,  and  that  the  owner  of  the 
house  had  been  threatened  that  his 
licence  would  be  withheld  from  him 
if  these  lectures  were  continued.  He 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
If  it  was  true  that  such  an  intimation 
had  been  sent  to  the  owner  of  the  house ; 
and,  if  it  was  not  true,  would  he  state 
the  reason  why  such  an  intimation  had 
been  made  ? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HARCOURT,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Ques- 
tion was  the  first  he  had  heard  of  the 
matter,  he  having  been  out  of  town ;  but 
he  would  make  inquiry  on  the  subject. 
He  doubted  very  much  whether  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  information  was  correct. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  —  THE  TRANSVAAL— 
THE  NATIVE  INHABITANTS. 

Mb.  GORST  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
any  Petitions  had  been  received  at  the 
Colonial  Office  from  native  inhabitants 
of  the  Transvaal  relating  to  the  sur- 
render of  the  Queen's  sovereignty  over 
the  Boers ;  whether  any  replies  to  those 
Petitions  had  been  made  by  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood  or  any  other  officer  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and,  if  so,  whether  copies  of  such 
replies  will  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  ? 


A^'otimmmt^_ 
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Mb.  GBANT  duff  :   Sit,   I  have  I  reign  Office  and  the  MinlitiT  of  Ago- 
only  Teceived  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem-  i  culture  and  Commerce.    Thete  huLbtn 
'i  private  Kotice  Bince  I  came  down    preliminary    inquiries    respecting  tb 


to  the  House,  and  cannot,  of  course, 
speak  positively ;  but  I  am  not  aware 
toan  any  such.  Petitions  have  been  re- 
ceived at  the  Colonial  Office. 

Mr.  GOKST  said,  he  would  repeat  hia 
Question  to-morrow. 

METROPOLITAN  WATER  SUPPLY, 
Mr.  RITCHIE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
"RTion  thoro  was  a  likelihood  of  a  mea- 
sure dealing  with  the  Metropolitan 
water  supply  being  introduced? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAKCOUET  :  Sir, 
when  the  Bill  relating  to  land  iu  Ire- 
land is  passed  I  shall  be  in  a  bettor 
position  to  answer  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman. 

THEIEISHLASDACT,18T0— COMPENSA- 
TION FOU  BISTUKBASCE-THE 
RETURN. 

Mk.  a.  M.  SULLTVAN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  tho  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  would  bo  practi- 
cable to  layupon  the  Table  of  the  House 
a  Hetum  in  continuation  of  that  obtained 
in  1874  by  the  late  Mr.  M'Carthy 
Downing,  showing  the  number  of  cases 
heard,  tho  amount  claimed  for  compen- 
eatioa  for  disturbance  and  improvements, 
and  the  amount  granted  in  each  caae 
under  the  Land  Act  of  1870  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  rOIiSTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
lie  would  be  very  glad  to  give  the  Re- 
turn if  it  were  practicable ;  but  ho  found 
upon  inquiry  that  it  would  take  so  long 
to  prepare  that  it  could  not  be  prosenlod 
in  timo  to  bo  of  any  use  in  tho  discui- 
sions  upon  tho  Land  Bill  now  before 
the  House. 

COJIJIERCIAL  TREATY  WITH  FRANCE 
— TUE  NEGOTIATIONS. 

Mr.  MAO  IVEE  asked  tho  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  lio  could  give  tho  House  any 
further  information  with  regard  to  the 
negotiations  on  tho  Commercial  Treaty 
with  Franco  ? 

Sin  CHAELE8  W.  DILKE  said,  tho 
hon.Momberhadnotgiveuhim  even  pri- 
vate Notice  of  this  Question ;  but  Mr, 
Kennedy,  of  the  Foreign  Oifico,  was  now 
in  Paris,  and  was  in  communication 
with  representatives  of  tho  Fiencli  Fo- 


wool  trade;  but  no  formal  Treaty  nego- 
tiations had  been  begim. 

Mb.MAC  IY£H  wished  to  knowvb- 
ther  the  House  would  have  an  agpa- 
tunity  of  discuesingf  the  proposabbdon 
the  Treaty  was  concluded  F 

SiE  CHABLES  W.  DILKE  saiitu 
hadalread^  stated  that  Her  MaJQs^iOo- 
vemment  intended  to  keep  the  tradnrf 
this  country  thoroughly  informed  d 
what  was  going  on. 

Mb.MITOHETjL  HENBT  trusted  lb 
hon.  Baronet  was  aware  that  in  tin 
great  centres  of  commerce,  ouch  u  ICu- 
chester  and  Bradford,  there  was  an  op- 
nion  that  it  would  be  better  that  tiien 
should  be  no  Treaty  than  one  in  a  letift- 
grade  direction. 


CONTAGIOUS      DISEASES     (ANnUIS) 

ACTS  —  OUTBREAK    OF     FOOT-A5D- 

MOUTH  DISEASE  AT  CARLISLE. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  W.  IjOTrrBKB, 

Mb.  MUNDELLA.  said,  he  regnttel 

to  say  that  foot-and-mouth  disease  hid 

broken  out  in  the  oitj  of  Carlisle,  and 

that  momiDg  the  whole  of  the  limit*  of 

that  city  had  been  declared  an  isfectfd 

NOTICES   OF  MOTION. 


MONUMENT  TO  THE  RIGHT  HON.  THI 
LATE  EARL  OF  DEACONSFIELD. 
LoitD  EICHAED  GEOSVENOfi:  Ob 
behalf  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  I  begtogin 
Notice  that,  on  this  day  fortnight,  he  will 
move  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  * 
Committee  to  consider  that  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty 
praying  tliat  Her  Majesty  will  give  dine- 
tions  that  a  monument  be  erected  at  the 
lie  charge  in  the  Collegiate  Church  of 
!5t,Pefer'9,We8tminster,  tothememoryof 
the  Eight  Hon.  tho  Earl  of  Beaoonsfield. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Loud  EICHAED  GEOSVENOE:  On 
behalf  of  the  right  hon.  GenUoman  I 
bog  to  give  Notice  that  he  will  move 
that  tho  Uouso  at  its  rising  this  evening 
do  adjourn  till  8  o'clo<^  to-monow 
evening. 
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ORDERS     OF    THE    DAT. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  135.] 
{Mr,  Oladitone^  Mr.  Fonter^  Mr,  Brighiy  Mr% 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland^    Mr,  SoUeitor 

Oefieralfor  Ireland) 

SECOND    BEADING.      [fIEST   NIGHT.] 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Lord  Richard  Qrowenor.') 

Mr.  GIBSON  :  Sir,  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, in  introducing  this  measure,  de- 
scribed it  as  the  most  difficult  and  com- 
plex that  he  had  ever  had  to  submit  to 
his  Colleagues  or  to  Parliament.  I  can 
well  understand  why  he  used  those  terms. 
The  task  of  the  Government  is,  indeed, 
one  of  the  utmost  gravity  and  of  extreme 
responsibility.  It  is  impossible  to  over- 
rate or  overstate  the  importance  of  a 
measure  which  proposes  to  deal  with 
600,000  holdings,  and  to  do  that  at  a 
time  not  particularly  happy  in  its  cir- 
cumstances, and  when  the  country  has 
not  recovered  from  the  disturbance  of 
last  year  and  the  distress  of  previous 
years.  The  question  is  one  which  must 
have  taxed  the  ability  of  the  ablest 
draughtsman  that  ever  sat  down  to  draw 
a  Bill,  and  the  ability  of  the  most  ac- 
complished Minister  that  ever  unfolded 
a  statement  to  the  House.  We  were 
prepared,  from  the  statement  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  to  read  the  Bill  with 
attention,  with  earnestness,  and  with  a 
certain  amount  of  curiosity,  for  we  were 
told  that  the  Bill  had  been  re-printed 
and  re-edited  22  times,  and  that  it  had 
led  the  Colleagues  of  the  Prime  Minister 
to  such  an  honest  difference  of  opinion 
that  the  Duke  of  Argyll,  who  was  an 
old  Friend  and  Colleague  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  was  unable  to  remain 
longer  responsible  for  the  measure. 
Independently  of  what  may  be  the 
merits  of  the  proposals  contained  in  the 
Bill,  and  what  may  be  the  judgment 
passed  upon  its  important  legislative 
proposals,  I  must  say,  at  the  outset,  that  a 
more  confusing  and  confused  Bill  never 
was  presented  to  the  British  Parliament. 
It  is  obscure,  involved,  vague,  uncertain, 
and  often  unintelligible.  Bead  for  the 
first  time,  even  by  the  light  of  the 
speech  which  illuminated  its  introduc- 
tion; it  is  very  hard  to  realize  its  mean- 


ing; but,  on  more  frequent  perusal, 
some  kind  of  a  glimmer  of  meaning 
commences  to  dawn  upon  the  earnest 
student,  and  he  becomes  aware  that 
there  are  numerous  and  important  rights 
clearly  conferred  upon  the  tenant,  and  that 
conclusion  deepens  by  further  perusals, 
and  he  finds  that  those  rights  are  more 
numerous  and  more  clear.  But  on  the 
other  side,  at  the  outset,  one  sees  that 
the  landlord's  rights  left — there  are  none 
conferred — are  few  and  obscure,  and 
a  closer  and  deeper  study  shows  that 
they  are  more  few  and  more  obscure  still. 
Part  V.  stands  out  in  comparative  relief, 
for  it  is,  at  all  events,  comparatively 
simple  and  intelligible.  It  proposes  to 
encourage  the  growth  of  a  peasant  pro- 
prietary ;  and  I  venture  to  think  that  in 
this  House,  as  in  Ireland,  there  will  be 
little  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  de- 
sirability of  giving  every  fair,  reasonable, 
and  legitimate  encouragement  to  the 
growth  of  a  peasant  proprietary,  always 
bearing  in  mind  that  we  only  stimulate 
and  do  not  force  the  growth.  The  sub- 
ject of  the  reclamation  of  waste  lands 
deserves,  and  will,  I  am  sure,  receive 
favourable  consideration,  provided  that 
the  Legislature  is  satisfied,  not  only  that 
there  are  numerous  waste  lands  which 
may  be  reclaimed,  but  that  the  process 
will  be  attended  with  utility,  and  not 
entirely  divested  of  profit.  There  is  a 
difference  of  opinion  expressed  on  the 
G^reat  question  of  emigration ;  but  I 
believe  that  in  the  hearts  of  men  there 
is  unanimity  upon  it.  I  believe  that 
emigration,  applied  with  proper  safe- 
guards, not  only  for  the  physical,  but  for 
the  moral  and  religious  well-being  of 
those  who  voluntarily  offered  to  leave 
Ireland,  may  be  a  process  accompanied 
with  great  advantage  as  well  to  them- 
selves as  to  their  country.  I  will  leave 
the  financial  proposals  of  the  Bill  to 
those  whose  abilities  and  habits  of  mind 
qualify  them  to  deal  with  such  subjects, 
and  will  discuss  and  invite  the  earliest 
possible  explanation  upon  the  parts  which 
deal  with  the  occupation  and  tenure  of  land 
in  Ireland.  These  are  the  parts  of  the 
Bill  as  to  which  the  confusion  became 
appalling.  This  is  a  strong  and  drastic 
measure.  It  is  the  strongest  ever  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament  on  this  subject. 
It  is  far  stronger  than  the  Land  Act  of 
1870,  and  in  some  of  its  proposals  it  goes 
beyond  those  made  by  the  late  Mr.  Butt. 
The  Prime  Minister  proclaimed  and  dia- 
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claimed  certain  reasons  for  bringing  for- 
ward the  measure.  It  is  conceded  that 
the  Irish  Land  Laws  are  more  favour- 
able to  the  tenants  than  are  the  Land 
Laws  of  the  United  Kingdom  ;  but  this 
avails  not,  for  some  defects  have  been 
noticed  in  the  Irish  Land  Act  of  1870, 
which  I  may  say,  in  passing,  did  not 
confer,  and  was  not  intended  to  confer, 
any  proprietary  right,  joint  or  other- 
wise, on  the  tenant.  What  is  the 
second  class  of  reasons  with  which  we 
have  to  deal  in  reference  to  this  Bill  ? 
There  are  schemes  of  public  plunder 
afloat  in  Ireland  which,  it  is  said,  are 
so  gross  that  no  responsible  Minister 
will  have  any  act  or  part  in  them ;  but 
it  is  urged  that  the  land  hunger  must  be 
satisfied,  and  that,  therefore,  we  must 
pass  this  Bill.  And  what  is  the  third 
class  of  reasons  we  are  asked  to  con- 
sider? It  is  not  contended  that  there 
is  general  misconduct  on  the  part  of  the 
constantly  maligned  Irish  landlords,  or 
that  it  is  their  habit  as  a  class  to  exact 
unfair  and  exorbitant  rents,  or  that  it  is 
their  practice  to  exact  the  fair  commercial 
rents.  Indeed,  it  has  been  shown  with 
pride  by  the  Prime  Minister  that  the 
average  annual  number  of  evictions  has 
diminished  by  one-half  since  1870,  and 
the  number  of  evictions  as  compared 
with  the  number  of  holdings  during  the 
last  10  years,  other  than  for  non-pay- 
ment of  rent,  was  only  one  in  5,000. 
But,  notwithstanding  the  limited  num- 
ber of  Irish  landlords  who  have  acted 
differently  from  the  predominating  num- 
ber of  their  great  class,  it  is  contended 
that  the  whole  body  of  them  must,  to 
use  the  words  of  the  Prime  Minister 
himself,  bo  subjected  to  *'  searcliing  and 
comprehensive  legislation  " — in  other 
words,  that  the  Irish  landlords  must 
go  through  tiio  furnace  of  legislation 
and  litigation.  It  might  have  been 
thought  from  the  speech  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  in  introducing  this  Bill,  that 
his  observations  were  the  prelude  to  the 
introduction  of  a  limited  and  moderate 
Land  Bill.  I  thought,  however j  at  the 
time  that  the  illustrations  used  by  the 
Prime  Minister,  who,  nevertheless,  in- 
nocently protested  all  the  time  that  ho 
did  not  moan  that  any  imdue  inference 
should  bo  drawn  from  them,  wero  very 
ominous.  It  was  certainly  strange  that 
the  only  illustrations  which  occurred  to 
a  man  so  rich,  so  affluent  in  the  power 
of  illustration  as  the  Prime  Minister  of 
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the  poGdtion  of  the  Xrish  landlord,  ven 
those  of  the  Jamaica  slaTeholder,  vho 
required  to  be  restrained  from  a  letna 
to  vicious  habits,  and  of  the  stal- 
wart rufflan  who  would,  as  a  rob, 
commit  an  outrage  upon  an  infirm  man 
if  the  latter  were  not  protected  bj 
the  police.  I  think  that  those  illnsiii- 
tions  were  very  unfortunate  and  veiy 
unhappy,  and  that  they  were  illustza- 
tions  which  should  not  have  been  ued 
in  reference  to  this  question,  seeing  hov 
difficult  it  is  at  the  present  time  forlziflk 
landlords,  not  only  to  get  any  kind  of 
rent,  but  to  save  themselves  from  out- 
rage. But  the  arguments  of  the  Prime 
Minister  in  favour  of  this  Bill  did  not 
stop  there.  He  contended  that  this  mea- 
sure must  not  be  read  by  the  ordinary 
light  of  political  economy,  or  the  science 
of  observation  and  experience.  Poor 
Mr.  Bonamy  Price,  and  almost  all  the 
able  writers  of  the  Cobden  Club,  must 
wander  off  if  they  know  the  way  to 
those  interesting  places,  Saturn  and 
Jupiter,  which  have  been  described  by 
the  Prime  Minister.  But  not  only  ia 
political  economy  put  aside  by  tMs 
measure,  but  also  the  whole  tendency. 
spirit,  and  progress  of  English  law, 
which  is  ever  striving  towards  freedom, 
and  which  even  this  Session  has  ex- 
pressed its  desire,  with  the  assent  of 
the  Government,  to  free  itself  from  the 
shackle  of  copyholds ;  but  these  are  to 
bo  no  guides,  but  beacons  to  be  avoided, 
in  the  retrograde  course  of  Irish  legisla- 
tion. Neither  are  the  rules  of  logic  to 
be  relied  upon  in  a  criticism  of  the  BiU, 
because  when  a  man  suggests  any  well- 
worn  theories  about  logic  and  reason,  he 
is  told  that  he  was  discussing  a  grave, 
political  problem  on  entirely  abstract 
grounds.  This  proposed  legislation,  rest- 
ing as  it  does  upon  exceptional  and  shift- 
ing political  reasons,  naturally  gives  rise 
to  mucli  curiosity  and  criticism  on  the 
part  of  tho  earnest  and  honest  student 
It  must  be  remembered  that  this  Bill 
is  opposed  to  some  of  tho  most  deli- 
berate judgments  pronounced  by  Par- 
liament in  1870,  and  to  some  of  tho  most 
weighty  and  conclusive  reasons  ever  ad- 
dressed to  this  House  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister. The  Bill,  therefore,  comes  before 
us  unsupported  by  principle,  unaccre- 
dited by  political  economy  and  law,  and 
opi)08od  to  the  last  legislative  proposals 
on  the  subject,  and  to  the  former  reason- 
ing of  the  Qovemment.     But  let  us  look 
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at  this  strange  and  peculiar  piece  of  pro- 
posed legislation  from  the  standpoint  of 
the  Government  themselves.  I  have  ever 
striven  in  public  life  not  to  be  unfair  or 
unreasonable  in  criticizing  the  proposals 
of  my  political  opponents,  and  I  have  no 
desire  to  misrepresent  them  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.  I  understand  that  the 
way  in  which  the  Government  ask  us  to 
look  at  this  measure  is  this — that  we  are 
to  regard  it  as  a  great  practical  proposal, 
consistent  with  expediency  and  not  in- 
consistent with  justice.  I  will,  therefore, 
endeavour  to  look  at  the  Bill  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  Government,  and,  hav- 
ing regard  for  common  sense,  I  shall  look 
upon  this  measure  as  a  practical  endea- 
vour to  deal  with  what  I  admit  is  a  most 
grave,  difficult,  and  important  social  and 
political  problem.  I  will  endeavour, 
therefore,  to  see  whether  this  Bill  is  con- 
sistent with  the  dictates  of  common  sense 
and  ordinary  prudence,  and  whether  it 
is  consi.stent  with  justice.  As  the  Bill 
at  present  stands  it  concedes  to  the  tenant 
what  are  called  fair  or  valued  rents,  free 
sale,  and  fixity  of  tenure,  while  it  gives 
no  compensation  to  the  landlords  for 
what  has  been  taken  from  them,  and  no 
security  for  what  is  left,  though  it  does 
offer  them  a  guarantee  for  universal  liti- 
gation renewable  for  ever.  I  venture  to 
think  that,  notwithstanding  the  remark- 
able and  powerful  statement  of  the  Prime 
Minister  in  introducing  this  Bill,  that  the 
measure  is  at  present  understood  by  very 
few  indeed.  Having  the  respect  I  have 
for  the  Members  of  the  present  Cabinet, 
I  hardly  like  to  say  what  is  passing  in 
my  mind ;  but  I  do  venture  to  say,  with 
hesitation,  that  I  have  a  suspicion  that 
some  right  hon.  Gentlemen  in  the  Cabi- 
net have  a  very  hazy  idea  indeed  of 
what  is  the  real  meaning  and  effect  of 
this  Bill.  And  I  may  at  once  frankly 
admit  that,  notwithstanding  the  closest 
study  ot  this  measure  on  my  own  part, 
with  the  most  earnest  desire  to  ascertain 
the  effect  of  this  proposal,  my  mind  still 
fluctuates  as  to  what  the  meaning  of  some 
parts  of  the  Bill  really  is.  I  need  scarcely 
say  that  I  Lave  always  the  most  pro- 
found sympathy  with  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown  ;  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
when  the  Prime  Minister,  coming  in  the 
course  of  his  statements  to  the  thin  ice 
of  his  Bill,  turned  rv>und  blandly  to  my 
two  hon.  and  learned  Friends  opposite, 
and  undertook  on  their  behalf  that  they 
would  explain  the  legal  bearing  of  the 
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measure,  I  felt  for  them  the  most  acute 
sympathy.  I  never  saw  in  my  life  two 
men  looking  more  intensely  wretched 
than  did  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
men opposite  on  that  occasion.  It  is 
not  my  intention  at  this  stage  of  the 
Bill  to  criticize  its  details.  With  the 
indulgence  of  the  House,  however,  I 
propose  to  draw  attention  to  a  few  of 
its  more  important  principles,  and  then 
to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
give  us  some  explanation  with  regard 
to  them.  I  trust  that  the  Government 
may  find  it  consistent  with  their  duty 
to  give  as  early  as  possible  clear  and 
definite  answers  to  the  questions  I  shall 
venture  to  submit  to  them.  The  first 
topic  I  shall  touch  upon — I  do  not  say 
that  it  is  the  most  important  topic  in 
the  Bill,  although  it  is  certainly  one  of 
vast  importance — is  that  which  relates 
to  the  question  of  fair  rent.  The  rent 
is  the  most  serious  impost  upon  the 
tenant,  and  it  frequently  constitutes  the 
greater  portion  of  the  income  of  the 
landlord.  Every  reasonable  and  proper 
man  is  in  favour  of  fair  rents,  and  every 
reasonable  and  proper  man  is  strongly 
opposed  to  extreme  or  rack  rents.  How, 
then,  does  the  Government  propose  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  fair  rents  ? 
They  propose  to  apply  to  rents  a  stan- 
dard from  which  is  removed  permanently 
the  application  of  the  test  of  the  ordi- 
nary commercial  law  of  demand  and 
supply.  The  Court,  in  fixing  what 
is  to  be  the  fair  rent,  is  not  bound 
to  confer  upon  the  landlord  what  he 
could  get  in  the  open  market  by  legiti- 
mate competition.  On  this  point,  Judge 
Longfield,  whose  authority  on  the  sub- 
ject is  fully  recogpiized  by  the  Cobdea 
Club,  has  stated  his  opinion  that  any 
tenant  right  measure  dea'ling  with  rents 
must  have  the  effect  of  reducing  the 
rents  one-half.  But  if  it  is  not  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  that  rents 
should  be  reduced  in  Ireland  to  such  an 
extent,  what  rules  have  the  Government 
laid  down  in  this  measure  for  the  guid- 
ance of  the  Court  in  fixing  the  amount 
of  the  fair  rent  ?  A  fair  rent  is  defined 
by  the  Bill  to  bo  such  a  rent  as  a  solvent 
tenant  would  be  willing  to  pay.  I  do 
not  criticize  that  definition,  and  up  to 
the  present  it  has  not  boon  criticized  ad- 
versely, as  far  as  I  know.  But  the  diffi- 
culty that  strikes  my  mind,  as  it  has 
obviously  struck  public  opinion,  is  to  be 
found  in  the  remarkable  proviso  ^l>kk.\x 
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follows.  Before  I  read  that  proviso,  I 
have  to  ask  the  House  to  bear  in  mind 
the  difference  that  exists  in  the  customs 
relating  to  the  land  which  prevail  in 
Ulster,  as  compared  with  the  other 
three  Provinces  of  the  Island.  Now,  the 
position  of  Ulster  in  reference  to  this 
question  is  clear,  and  I  think  it  is  logical. 
Ulster  is  proud  of  its  tenant  right ;  it  is 
jealous  01  its  tenant  right.  The  tenants 
of  Ulster  desire  that  their  right  should 
not  be  partially  destroyed  by  frequent 
and  unjust  raisings  of  the  rent,  and  that 
their  right  of  sale  should  not  be  ham- 
pered by  office  rules,  no  matter  how 
worthy  the  motives  of  their  authors.  They 
do  not  demand,  they  repudiate  the  asser- 
tion that  they  desire  that  landlords 
should  be  deprived  of  legitimate  rents. 
Well,  that  being  the  position  of  Ulster, 
what  is  meant  in  reference  to  the  proviso 
which  is  put  down  for  the  guidance  of 
the  Court  in  reference  to  Ulster  ?  That 
Court  has  to  consider  first  what  a  sol- 
vent tenant  could  fairly  pay.  It  has 
then  to  consider  it  in  reference  to  his 
Ulster  tenant  right.  Now,  the  tenant 
right  of  Ulster  often  sells  for  20 
years',  for  30  years',  it  has  been  known 
to  be  sold  for  as  high  as  40  years' 
purchase,  whilst  the  fee  simple  of 
the  landlord  seldom  realizes  more  than 
from  25  to  30  years'  purchase.  I  will 
take  a  moderate  case  to  test  the  phrase- 
ology of  this  sub-section.  Take  a  20-acre 
farm  at  £1  per  acre ;  £20  would  be  a 
year's  rent.  The  tenant  applies  to  the 
Court  to  fix  a  fair  rent,  and  the  County 
Court  Judge,  after  consideration,  arrives 
at  the  condusion  that  £24  is  a  fair  rent 
on  the  whole,  and  the  first  element  to 
be  considered  in  his  judgment  would  be 
that  £24  would  be  a  fair  rent  that  under 
ordinary  circumstances,  without  consi- 
dering anything  else  in  the  Bill,  would 
be  paid.  Then  comes  in  the  second  ele- 
ment, that  he  is  to  have  regard  to  the 
tenant  right.  Now,  the  tenant  right  I 
put  at  a  moderate  figure — at  20  times 
the  rent.  That  would  bring  £400.  Allow- 
ing moderate  interest  on  that,  and  less 
than  £18  could  not,  I  think,  be  paid, 
and  then  having  regard  to  the  rent 
which  a  solvent  tenant  would  pay,  he 
deducts  the  interest  from  the  fair  rent 
— that  is  to  say,  £18  from  £24— 
which  would  leave  to  the  landlord  £6 
rent.  In  other  words,  two-thirds  of  the 
rent  which  has  been  paid  for  years  with- 
out a  grumble  are  taken  away  from  the 
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landlord.    Now,  whatever  maybe  tlie 
intention  of  the  GoTemmenty  1  aaseit, 
as  a  matter  of  law,  and  I  do  not  think 
it  will  be  questioned,  that  it  would  be 
competent  for  the  tribunal  which  is  to 
be  created  for  the  purpose  of  workinc 
this  Bill  to  give  a  decision  exactly  asl 
have  stated.     But,   again,  what  is  the 
guidance  of  this  section  with  regard  to 
uie  rest  of  Ireland  ?     In  the  rest  of  Ire- 
land there  is,  speaking  broadly,  really  so 
tenant  right.     There  the  Court  is  to  haie 
regard  to  the  scale  for  disturbance  in  fix- 
ing a  fair  rent — a  scale  fixed,  as  stated 
from  the  Ministerial  Bench,  not  with  the 
view  of  creating  tenant  right,  but  solelj 
as  a  penalty  to  check  disturbance.    Now, 
applying  this  guidance  to  a  case  similar 
to  the  one  just  stated — namely,  a  fann 
at  a  rental  of  £20  per  annum,  the  tenant 
may,  on  disturbance,  be  entitled  at  onee 
to  seven  times  his  rent — £140  ;  so  that 
here,  where  there  is  no  tenant  right,  or 
similarity  to  tenant  right,  the  Coi^  can 
tax  one-third  off  the  fairest  rent.    Why, 
the    late  Mr.  Butt,    in   his   numerous 
Bills,  which  were  always  opposed  by  the 
Members  of  the  present  Government, 
never  submitted  to  the  House,  speaking 
with  all  the  weight  of  the  Home  Bole 
Party,  a  proposed  so  absurd  as  that.    I, 
like  other  persons,  have  read  a  good 
deal  of  correspondence  upon  this  quee- 
tion ;  and  in  that  correspondence,  and 
also  in  conversation,  I  have  learnt  that 
another  construction  is  suggested — that 
the  section  is  an  intimation  to  the  Court, 
not  that  it  is  at  once  to  subtract  the 
maximum  for  disturbance,  but  that  it  is 
to  fix  the  rent  so  as  to  leave  to  the 
tenant  the  interest,  which  he  could  sell 
in  the  market  at  a  rate  equal  to  the 
scale  for  disturbance.     I  do  not  know 
whether  that  is  the  intention  of  the  (Go- 
vernment— possibly  they  have  not  made 
up  their  minds — but,  assuming  that  that 
is  the  argument  for  the  Bill,  I  at  once 
test  it.     what  is  the  difference  between 
deducting  from  the  fair  rent  the  value 
of  the  disturbance  scale,  and  fixing  the 
rent  so  much  below  the  fair  rent  as  to 
enable  the  tenant  at  once  to  go  into  the 
market  and  sell  the  farm  at  the  rate  of 
the  scale  ?    Is  not  that  exactly  the  same 
thing  ?    In  either  case  you  carve  out  of 
the  landlord's  property,  and  millions  are 
taken  from  the  landlords  without  any 
compensation.      Where   does  the  pro- 
perty come  from?    It  does  not  come 
from  the  tenant,  because  the  presump> 
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tion  is  that  there  is  no  tenant  right  or 
the  similarity  of  tenant  right.  If  it  was 
not  taken  m)m  the  landlord,  nothing 
comes  from  nothing.  Where  are  the 
millions  to  come  from  ?  like  manna, 
from  Heaven  ?  What  is  your  construc- 
tion of  this  clause  ?  But  that  is  not  all ; 
for  if,  even  at  his  own  election,  the 
tenant  is,  after  a  couple  or  three  years, 
evicted,  the  landlord  will  still  have  to 
pay  him  the  scale  for  disturbance.  In 
other  words,  the  candle  of  the  unfor- 
tunate landlord  is  to  be  burned  at  both 
ends.  What  is  your  construction  of  this 
clause  ?  Government  intentions  will  not 
avail.  We  call  to  mind  that  the  Prime 
Minister  now  relies  upon  a  state  of  facts 
alleged  to  exist,  but  the  intention  to 
create  which  was  disclaimed  in  1870. 
The  Prime  Minister  took  g^eat  credit 
to  himseK  for  excluding  from  this  Bill 
what  he  called  English  tenancies — 
tenancies  where  the  improvements  had 
been  made  by  the  landlord.  I  do  not 
criticize  that  now.  I  am  glad  to  hear 
of  the  intention  to  remove  fi*om  litiga- 
tion a  very  substantial  number  of  tenan- 
cies. But  why  should  landlords,  who 
for  20  years  have  not  raised  the  rent,  be 
left  to  be  worried  by  most  litigious 
tenants  for  the  purpose  of  fixing  the 
rent?  I  do  not  think  that  is  wise 
on  the  part  of  the  framers  of  this 
Bill,  but  certainly  it  is  not  just.  If 
what  I  say  now  were  done,  they  would 
exclude  from  litigation  4,700,000  acres, 
because  upon  that  amount  of  acreage 
in  Ireland  the  rent  has  not  been  raised 
during  the  last  20  years.  How  would 
all  this  fixing  of  a  fair  rent  work? 
Fair  rents  are  all  very  well  to  talk 
about  and  as  a  phrase ;  but  under  the 
very  same  Bill  as  it  stands  you  provide 
machinery  to  kill  fair  rents  under 
free  sale.  Pent  is  not  all  composed  of 
the  rent  that  is  payable  to  the  landlords. 
Pent  is  to  be  measured  by  what  the 
tenant  has  to  pay  for  possession  of  the 
holding,  whether  in  rent  to  the  landlord 
or  in  interest  on  the  money  paid  to  the 
outgoing  tenant.  You  provide  that  the 
landlord,  the  owner,  shall  have  no  power 
to  raise  the  rent,  but  you  absolutely 
leave  free  the  other  item  of  the  account; 
so  that  you  may  have  the  tenant  who 
comes  in  under  a  fair  rent  absolutely 
swamped  by  his  obligation,  not  to  the 
landlord,  but  for  interest  on  the  pur- 
chase money,  either  to  the  outgoing 
tenant  or  to  the  usurer  who  lends  the 


money.  The  Prime  Minister  saw  the  force 
of  this,  and,  in  his  statement,  he  said — 

"  In  vain  do  you  cut  down  the  landlord's  judi- 
cial rent  ....  if  ...  .  you  still 
leave  it  open  to  anyone  to  pay  an  extravagant 

sum   for    tenant  right Wo  havo 

framed  the  Bill  on  that  principle  that  to  recog- 
nize duly  the  power  of  the  landlord  or  of  the 
Court  to  raise  the  rent  is  the  duo  and  just  means 
of  preventing  the  tenant  right,  which  we  think 
to  DO  the  just  right  of  the  tenant,  from  passing 
into  extravagance,  and  from  trespassing  upon 
what  is  the  just  right  of  others." 

No  one  could  have  presented  the  case 
with  greater  clearness  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  but,  when  I  turn  from 
his  statement  to  the  Bill  which  he  was 
supposed  to  be  expoimding,  I  find  no- 
thing whatever  to  carry  out  that  object. 
The  words  ''  raising  the  rent"  are  used 
again  and  again ;  but  if  you  read  the 
clauses,  you  will  find  that  the  position 
of  the  landlord  is  penalyzed — tnat  he 
cannot  appear  in  the  Court  which  is  to 
be  created  in  this  Bill  except  when  he 
is  brought  in  by  the  tenant  with  a  rope 
round  his  neck  in  the  invidious  position 
of  a  defendant.  I  have  a  right  to  de- 
mand a  reply  to  this  question — Why,  if 
your  Court  is  to  be  a  court  of  justice, 
is  its  portal  to  be  shut  to  the  landlord  ? 
The  r^rime  Minister  said  he  did  not 
mean  one-sided  justice  to  be  adminis- 
tered in  this  Court ;  but  he  took  care,  in 
the  drafting  of  his  Bill,  that  the  door 
was  only  open  to  one  willing  litigant. 
I  ask,  not  only  in  the  name  of  British 
law,  but  in  the  name  of  impartial  jus- 
tice, how  can  you  defend  the  shutting  of 
the  door  of  your  Court,  which  is  to  be  a 
court  of  justice,  to  an  Irish  landlord 
who  desires  to  enter?  What  is  the 
machinery  for  raising  rents  left  to  the 
landlord  in  this  Bill  ?  I  take  one  or  two 
of  the  clauses  which  refer  to  permitting 
the  landlord  to  raise  the  rent,  and  you 
will  see  how  he  is  handicapped  and  made 
to  walk  in  irons  every  step  that  he  takes. 
He  may  not  have  raised  his  rent  for 
years.  He  may,  on  consideration,  arrive 
at  the  conclusion  that  the  time  has 
come  when,  having  regard  to  the 
interest  of  the  tenant  and  to  every 
gpround  of  justice,  he  may  make  a  mo- 
derate rise.  He  cannot  appeal  to  the 
Court  to  help  him,  he  must  sit  down  to 
consider  the  question  as  best  he  can ; 
and  when  he  has  come  to  his  conclusion, 
suppose  he  fixes  on  a  rise  so  moderate 
and  so  fair,  that  if  he  YrexQ  -^^txsiSXJwAVj 
the  Bill  to  enlex  fti^  ^ot:\»\&  oi  ^V^  ^j wi^ 
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call  a  court  of  justice,  any  man  who  was 
ever  called  a  Judge  would  say  it  was 
fair,  the  tenant  is  not,  by  your  Bill,  com- 
pelled to  pay  that  fair  rent.  If  he  dis- 
putes it  he  is  not  compelled  to  bring  the 
landlord  into  Court,  but  he  can  entirely 
refuse  to  pay  that  fair  and  reasonable 
rise,  and  then  he  can  compel  his  land- 
lord to  serve  a  notice  to  quit,  which  ser- 
vice of  a  notice  to  quit  exposes  the  land- 
lord to  payment  of  the  increased  scale 
for  disturbance;  and  all  this  although 
the  rise  is  fair  and  the  conduct  of  the 
landlord  is  throughout  absolutely  mo- 
derate and  reasonable.  And  yet  we  are 
told  by  the  Prime  Minister  that  this  is  a 
due  recognition  of  the  just  right  of  the 
landlord  to  raise  the  rent.  What  is  the 
other  clause  in  which  this  right  of  the 
landlord  is  recognized?  The  landlord 
considers  with  himself  what  would  be  a 
fair  rise  to  put  on  a  farm  which  is  let  too 
low.  He  makes  a  mistake  in  his  calcu- 
lation. He  is  not  allowed  in  this  tri- 
bunal to  correct  the  mistake.  He  has 
put  the  rent  a  few  pounds  above  what  is 
decided  by  the  Court  to  be  a  fair  rent. 
What  is  the  position  of  the  tenant  in 
that  case  ?  The  tenant  can  compel  the 
landlord  to  pay  at  once  a  penalty  of  ten 
times  the  amount  of  his  mistake  ;  he  can 
sell  at  the  full  rate  in  the  open  market ; 
and  I  ask  what  is  then  the  position  of 
the  purchaser  in  the  open  market  ?  The 
landlord,  under  your  Bill,  has  not  ad- 
vanced an  inch  towards  a  rise  of  rent, 
the  greater  part  of  which  was  fair,  and 
for  which,  to  the  extent  to  which  it  was 
a  mistake,  he  has  already  paid  a  penalty 
ten  times  the  amount.  The  purchaser 
is  not  bound  by  the  demand  to  raise  the 
rent ;  he  is  as  free  as  air ;  he  can  pro- 
ceed exactly  as  the  original  tenant  can 
proceed.  The  landlord  must  again  make 
the  demand ;  and  under  the  Bill  there  is 
no  machinery  by  which  he  may  effect 
the  rise  of  rent.  He  may  demand ;  it 
will  be  like  **  summoning  spirits  from  the 
vasty  deep,"  but  with  this  difference, 
that  by  the  act  of  making  summons 
the  unfortunate  landlord  is  treated  as  if 
he  were  a  criminal  to  be  punished 
by  a  fine.  Again,  as  to  the  question 
of  free  sale,  without  going  into  it,  I 
ask  the  House  to  remember  the  groat 
difference  between  Ulster  and  the  rest 
of  Ireland  ;  and  I  ask  the  House  to  con- 
fine its  attention  here  to  the  case  whero 
there  is  no  tenant  right.  There  is  no 
restriction  on  the  price;  every  tenant 

Jfr.  Gibson 


may,  if  he  likes,  give  the  preUMm  «/f^ 

lionii,  and  there  is  nothing  to  prerent 
him  if  he  has  a  good  landlord  from 
putting  up  the  amenity  of  a  good  land- 
lord to  auction  at  the  village  fair. 
Ho  may  put  up  to  auction  the  easinea 
of  the  landlord  under  non-payment  of 
rent,  the  fact  that  he  pays  the  taxes 
regularly,  or  any  other  circumstance 
which  is  likely  to  enhance  the  value  of 
the  tenant's  interest.  There  is,  again, 
no  distinction  made  in  the  Bill  between 
the  worst  tenant  and  the  best.  Everj 
tenant  in  Ireland  the  morning  after  tlu 
Bill  passes,  whether  he  be  good,  bad,  or 
indifferent,  whether  he  be  improving  or 
the  reverse,  whether  he  bought  the  ten- 
ant right  or  not,  can  put  up  his  tenancy 
to  auction  and  can  get  the  best  price  which 
the  market  will  yield.  What,  I  ask,  ii 
the  effect  of  a  sale  pending  a  notice  to 
quit?  That  is  a  plain  question,  about 
which  there  ought  not  to  be  left  the 
shadow  of  a  doubt.  Now,  either  the 
sale  is  absolutely  illusory  to  the  por- 
chaser,  or  else  the  notice  to  quit  is  a 
farce  to  the  landlord.  What  do  you  sell 
when  you  allow  a  sale  to  take  place 
pending  an  eviction  ?  Is  the  purchaser 
only  to  hold  until  the  eviction,  and  then 
bring  his  action  against  the  landlord? 
Or  does  it  on  the  sale  create  a  new 
tenancy  ?  You  say  that  the  tenant,  at 
any  time  before  he  is  evicted  for  non-pay- 
ment of  rent,  or  on  service  of  notice  to 
quit,  may  sell  his  tenancy.  If  these  words 
stand  alone,  without  qualification  or  ex- 
pansion, all  he  can  sell,  in  law,  would  be 
the  occupation  until  he  is  evicted,  for 
that  is  all  that  is  legally  in  him.  In 
that  case,  the  purchaser  would  make  an 
illusory  and  worthless  purchase.  If,  on 
the  other  hand,  you  mean  that  by  the 
act  of  purchase  he  acquires  a  right  to 
stay  in  possession  after  the  eviction,  then 
the  notice  to  quit  and  the  eviction  are 
illusory  to  the  landlord.  Then  you  put 
in  a  clause  about  the  right  of  pre- 
emption ;  but  you  give  the  landlord  this 
right  in  a  mocking  manner,  as  if  its  exer- 
cise were  a  thing  to  be  discouraged  and 
made  penal.  You  hamper  his  power  to 
make  a  new  letting,  or  a  free  letting. 
There  is  one  question  I  wish  to  put  here. 
If  a  tenant  sells,  disregarding  the  pro- 
vision of  section  1 — that  is,  if  a  tenant 
sells,  giving  no  notice  to  the  landlord 
that  ho  is  about  to  sell — if  the  landlord 
is  given  no  opportunity  of  recovering  for 
I  improvements  or  arrears  of  rent  or  to 
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o"bject,  what  is  the  position  of  the  pur- 
chaser then  ?    Is  he  in  possession  under 
the  ordinary  law  as  a  legal  assignee, 
and  can  he  laugh  at  the  landlord  ?  And 
is  it  intended  to  annul  an  assignment 
not  made  with    statutory  formalities? 
Are  the  safeguards  which  are  so  elabo- 
rately provided  for  the  landlords  against 
the  abuse  of  the  right  of  free  sale  really 
worthless  and  unavailing  ?    I  think  my 
questions  are   so   plain  that   I    might 
be  given  an  answer  affirmative  or  dis- 
sentient.   Is  it  intended  that  the  tenant 
may,  notwithstanding  and  against  your 
Bill,  come  in  under  the  provisions  of  the 
ordinary  law  ?    Now,  your  own  provision 
on  the  subject  is  this — that  the  landlord 
need  not  accept  a  tenant.     But  surely  a 
tenant  need  not  care  whether  he  is  ac- 
cepted by  the  landlord  or  not.    The  only 
question  is  whether  the  landlord  will 
accept  the  rent  or  not.     The  Bill  does 
not  create  the  power  to  sell.     It  creates 
only  a  special  power  to  sell  in  respect 
of  the  property  which  it  transfers  from 
the  landlord ;  but  it  does  not  purport  to 
annul  a  sale  not  made  in  conformity 
with  the  prescribed  regulations.     Now, 
I  do  not  like  to  ask  too  many  questions ; 
but  there  is  one  clause  which  stands 
out,  I  may  say,  in  noble  relief.    It  is 
very  hard  to  give  any  section  priority 
for  obscurity  and  unintelligibility  in  this 
Bill ;  but,  after  much  heart- searching,  I 
am  inclined   to  think  that  almost  the 
queerest  section  in  the  Bill  is  the  45th ; 
and  I  would  suggest  to  persons  of  an 
ingenious  mind  to  apply  themselves  to 
this  clause,  not  in  the  slightest  hope  that 
they  will  ever  find  out  the  meaning  of 
it,  but  as  an  intellectual  exercise.     I  do 
not  propose  to  go  through  the  section, 
and  I  dismiss  it  with  this  question — if  a 
tenancy  is  determined  when  it  is  sold, 
what  does  the   purchaser  get  ?     I  am 
sure  I  do  not  know,  but  that  is  the  first 
proposition  in  the  section ;  and  my  strong 
suspicion  is  that  when  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  comes  to 
speak,  if  he  speaks  before  the  Law  Offi- 
cers, he  will  leave  that  matter  as  a  legacy 
to  the  Law  Officers.    Now,  I  come  to 
make  a  few  observations  upon  fixity  of 
tenure,  because  it  is  idle  to  suggest  that 
fixity  of  tenure  is  not  given  here.     We 
have  the  words  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  we  know  that  valuation  of  rents  is 
perpetuity  of  tenure  in  disguise.     The 
valuation  of  rents  is  here,  and,  taken  in 
connection  with  the  rest  of  the  Bill;  there 


cannot  be  a  shadow  of  doubt  that  fixity 
of  tenure  is  also  here.  But  I  may  be  told 
that  fixity  of  tenure  never  can  exist — it 
can  never  be  where  the  power  is  left  to 
the  landlord  of  serving  ejectments  and 
notices  to  quit.  Then  ejectments  and 
notices  to  quit  can  all  be  arrested  by  the 
tenant  if  he  pleases  to  exercise  the  option 
of  sale — that  is,  unless  the  sale  is  in- 
tended to  be  illusory.  There  is  nothing 
here  to  prevent  the  full  and  free  opera- 
tion of  fixity  of  tenure.  [^Government 
cheer 8 si  Yes ;  but  if  fixity  of  tenure 
is  to  oe  given,  would  it  not  be  fair 
and  frank  to  have  done  it  in  three 
lines,  and  not  disguised  it  under  a 
mask,  as  the  authors  of  this  Bill  have 
done  ?  There  is  one  question  I  would 
put  on  this  point,  and  I  think  it  will 
serve  to  bring  into  strong  relief  some  of 
the  startling  consequences  of  this  Bill. 
A  tenant  in  Ireland  may  have  entered 
into  the  clearest  and  most  binding  con- 
tract— it  may  have  been  for  a  low  rent 
or  a  high  rent;  the  tenancy  may  be,  as  is 
common  in  certain  cases  in  Ireland,  for 
"  a  year  certain."  It  is  not  like  a  ten- 
ancy from  year  to  year,  which  suggests 
duration.  Under  this  Bill  the  tenancy 
for  a  year  certain  may,  the  morning 
after  this  Bill  passes,  be  turned  into 
15  years  certain,  and  the  rent  which 
was  measured  with  certainty  may  be 
reduced  to  what  the  Court  would  call  a 
fair  rent.  I  do  not  propose  to  discuss 
that,  but  it  does  not  strike  one  as  osten- 
tatiously just.  The  way  this  matter  has 
been  put  by  Lord  Dufiferin  shows  the 
injustice  of  applying  what  exists  in  one 
part  of  Ireland  to  all  parts  of  Ireland. 
Lord  DufTerin  says — 

"  Is  a  50-acre  farmer  in  Down,  who  took  up 
the  land  five  years  ago,  to  be  credited  with  an 
historical  claim  to  fixity  of  tenure  because  the 
grandfather  of  a  cottier  in  Gal  way  turned  10 
acres  of  bog  into  a  potato  garden  at  the  begin- 
ning of  the  century  P  *' 

I  have  referred  to,  but  not  discussed, 
the  statutory  conditions.  Under  the 
Bill  the  landlord's  right,  very  much 
valued  by  some,  of  game  would  be  abso- 
lutely destroyed  in  every  tenancy  from 
year  to  year.  If  that  is  intended,  it 
is  a  very  serious  element.  That  was 
never  contemplated  at  the  inception  of 
the  tenancy  from  year  to  year,  and  it  is 
opposed  to  the  entire  usage  of  Irish 
country  life.  The  practice  of  Irish  coun- 
try life  is  for  the  landlord  to  have  the 
sporting  over  tenancies   from  year  ta 
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year.  It  is  not  a  right  of  strict  law ;  we 
know  that.  Well,  but  the  tenancy  was 
made  of  short  duration,  easily  capable 
of  termination,  and,  therefore,  the 
tenant  who  chose  to  be  disagreeable 
and  disobliging,  without  doing  anything 
for  himself,  had  a  certain  check,  a  cer- 
tain control.  [Sir  William  Harcourt  ; 
Hoar,  hear !]  We  know  that  since  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  passed  the  Hares 
and  Rabbits  Bill,  he  is  one  of  the  greatest 
authorities  as  to  game.  But  this  Bill  is 
remarkable,  not  only  for  the  statutory 
conditions  which  it  contains,  but  for  the 
statutory  conditions  which  it  omits.  It 
would  be  permissible  for  a  tenant  with- 
out notice  to  destroy  the  offices,  level 
the  fences  upon  the  place  and  on  the 
farm,  use  the  mines  and  minerals  that 
it  contained,  and  he  would  not  come 
under  this  Bill.  There  is  nothing  in 
it  that  would  prevent  him  doing  any 
of  tho  things  I  have  mentioned;  and 
there  is  nothing  which  would  condemn 
him  as  a  bad  or  unfair  tenant.  What 
power  do  you  give  the  landlord — do 
you  leave  him — to  enforce  statutory  con- 
ditions? You  leave  him  the  power  of 
serving  notices  to  quit — a  power  which 
would  expose  him  to  pay  on  the  maxi- 
mum scale  for  trying  to  save  his  farm 
from  ruin.  Is  that  reasonable?  Can 
any  defence  be  given  of  that?  There 
is  no  limit.  Why  should  there  be  no 
limit  ?  It  is  suggested  that  much  that 
is  now  proposed  was  in  the  Land  Bill 
of  1870,  and  **  another  placo  "  is  blamed 
severely  in  connection  with  this  matter. 
But  what  is  tho  history  of  the  limit? 
It  was  proposed  from  the  Liberal  side 
of  the  House,  and  the  Prime  Minister 
said  he  accepted  it  willingly  and  un- 
grudgingly, because  he  thought  it  a 
decided  improvement;  and  yet  now  limit 
is  dropped  out  of  the  Bill  without  ques- 
tion or  explanation.  The  position  of  a 
head  lord  towards  a  sub-tenant,  whose 
immediate  middleman  landlord  has  boon 
evicted,  is  startling.  If  a  piece  of  land 
is  lot  for  10  years,  and  the  tenant  is 
evicted  for  non-payment  of  rent,  the 
tenant  may  lot  a  portion  of  it  to  a  sub- 
lessee for  1 00  yeara,  at  a  very  small  rent, 
in  consideration  of  a  large  fine ;  and 
under  tliis  Bill  you  provide  that  on  the 
eviction  of  tho  middleman  the  landlord 
is  not  entitled  to  get  possession— -that  the 
landlord,  in  fact,  is  bound  to  the  under 
tenant,  who  holds  at  a  merely  nominal 
rent.    I  do  not  dwell  on  the  moral  effect 

Mr.  Gibeon 


of  the  legislation  you  are  propoong. 
The  Prime  Minister  said  that  any  oon- 
ccssion  of  the  ''three  F'b"  would  amount 
to  a  moral  and  political  revolntion.  If 
this  Bill  passes,  will  it  be  for  the  ml 
good  of  the  Irish  people  ?  Are  the  land- 
lords  now,  as  a  rule,  not  the  centres  of 
enlightenment,  civilization,  and  chantj? 
If  you  pass  this  Bill  you  will  render  tliea 
mere  rent-chargers — bailiffs  for  the  i»- 
covery  of  rent,  and  nothing  more.  What 
motives  will  the  best  Irish  landlordi 
have  to  continue  to  act  as  they  hiTe 
acted  ?  What  motive  will  there  be  &r 
the  resident  rather  than  the  abseatee 
to  carry  on  a  career  of  improvemeDt, 
good  management,  prudent  control,  and 
philanthropy  ?  He  will  be  really  pow6^ 
less  to  do  good.  Under  this  iBill  the 
Land  Commission  is  made  a  great  nni- 
versal  land  agency  business  for  tiie 
management  and  control  of  all  landed 
property  in  Ireland,  owners  only  being 
left  the  invidious  privilege  of  collecting 
rents  in  the  best  way  they  can.  The 
Prime  Minister  recognized  the  demonl- 
izing  effects  of  this  legislation  in  1870, 
when  he  said — 

**  If  I  could  concoive  a  plan  more  calcnlitri 
than  anything  clso  ....  for  .... 
carrying  widespread  demoralization  throagboot 
tho  whole  mass  of  the  Irish  poople  .... 
it  is  this  plan  and  this  demand,  that  we  ahooU 
embody  in  our  Bill  as  a  part  of  permanent  legit- 
lation  a  pro\'ision  by  which  men  shall  be  told 
that  there  shall  be  an  authority  always  existiaf 
ready  to  release  them  from  the  contracts  thw 
have  deliberately  entered  into.** — [3  Samtrif 
cxcix.  1845.] 

In  the  past,  in  Ireland,  there  hare  been 
several  confiscations ;  but  never  before 
has  there  been  in  that  country  a  confis- 
cation directly  levelled  at  the  lojal, 
against  those  who  support  law  and  order, 
and  who  are  the  firmest  friends  of  that 
country's  connection  with  England.  You. 
cannot  be  surprised  if  it  is  widely  thought 
and  if  it  is  openly  said  from  one  end  of 
Ireland  to  the  other  that  the  genius  of 
this  legislation  has  been  the  Land 
League.  The  legislation  in  this  Bill  is 
all  for  one  class  —  the  labourers  are 
ignored.  The  slender  right  given  to  the 
landlord  of  resuming  possession  at  his 
own  expense  of  part  of  his  holding  for 
the  benefit  of  the  labourers  is  postponed 
for  1 5  years.  Future  tenants  and  their 
claims  are  forgotten  or  postponed ;  the 
landlords,  of  course,  are  not  to  be 
thought  of.  I  ask  where,  in  this  legis* 
lation,  is  your  guarantee   for   present 
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contentment,  and  where  is  your  gua- 
rantee for  future  peace  ?  The  Prime 
Minister,  in  introducing  the  Bill,  said 
that  the  Court  was  the  core  of  the  mea- 
sure ;  it  was  its  salient  point,  its  car- 
dinal principle.  This  Court  will  have 
a  stupendous  work  to  do.  It  will  have 
to  consider  the  most  numerous  transac- 
tions between  man  and  man  in  Ireland. 
Every  little  circumstance  connected  with 
the  assignment  and  tenure  or  the  rent  of 
600,000  holdings  in  Ireland  may  all 
come  at  once  under  its  purview,  and  all 
this  is  to  be  done  by  21  County  Court 
Judges  and  three  appellate  individuals. 
With  a  quick-witted,  sharp,  and  litigious 
people  like  the  Irish,  is  not  this  just  the 
condition  of  things  to  develope  litigation  ? 
Will  there  not  be  an  immediate  rush  for 
reduced  rents  ?  Will  not  a  man  who 
may  be  in  debt  be  compelled  by  his 
creditors  to  make  a  rush  for  a  £xed 
term  which  can  be  immediately  laid 
hold  of  as  security?  The  litigation 
under  this  Bill  will  be  incessant,  uni- 
versal, angry.  Calculations  have  been 
made  by  statisticians  of  the  extent, 
duration,  and  cost  of  this  litigation.  I 
believe  that  the  most  moderate  estimate 
of  the  duration  of  this  litigation  is  100 
years.  The  most  moderate  figure  put 
down  for  the  cost  is  between  £4,000,000 
and  £6,000,000.  I  do  not  guarantee 
these  figures,  for  I  have  no  particular 
tasto  for  statistics.  Under  this  Bill  you 
have  no  guarantee  for  uniformity  of 
decision;  the  decisions  imder  it  may 
vary  as  rapidly  as  the  sands  of  the  sea 
move.  As  to  the  County  Court  Judges, 
I  know  a  number  of  them ;  they  are 
able  and  honourable  gentlemen.  I 
believe,  if  they  were  consulted  on  this 
question,  not  one  of  them  would  desire 
the  labour  the  Bill  proposes  to  impose 
upon  them.  But  suppose  the  County 
Courts  are  made  tribunals  under  the 
Bill,  it  is  obvious  the  number  of  Judges 
must  be  increased ;  and  it  is  plain,  un- 
less the  Judges  are  to  be  treated  as  the 
landlords  are,  their  salaries  must  be  in- 
creased. I  am  of  opinion  that  any  kind 
of  Judge  with  judicial  training  and  in- 
dependent tenure  of  office  is  better  than 
.  casual  functionaries,  it  may  be,  with  no 
training  and  no  guarantee  of  indepen- 
dence ;  and  therefore  I  am  disposed  to 
think  that  it  will  be  difficult  to  get  better 
tribunals  than  County  Court  Judges,  with 
a  firm  tenure,  which  makes  the  Judges 
independent  of  both  the  GovenLment  and 


the  populace.  The  Land  Commission  is 
put  at  the  head  of  the  County  Court 
Judges,  and  is  supposed  to  give 
them  guidance,  advice,  correction,  and 
strength.  I  never  in  my  life  read  of  a 
queerer  tribunal  than  this  Land  Com- 
mission is  to  be.  I  do  not  know  who 
A  B,  C  D,  E  F,  are  to  be;  but  they 
need  to  be  angels  from  Heaven  to  ful- 
fil with  satisfaction  the  extraordinary 
functions  given  them.  There  may  be  a 
quorum  of  one,  and  that  quorum  of  one 
is  free  to  appoint  an  unknown  delegate 
with  arbitrary  powers  of  giving  deci- 
sions and  doing  everything  else  sug- 
gested in  the  Bill.  The  delegate  of  a 
month  may  order  Judges  of  the  Landed 
Estates  Court  about  like  lackeys;  ho 
may  hear  the  appeals  of  an  entire 
county ;  he  may  revise  the  rents  of  an 
entire  province;  and  all  this  without 
having  one  particle  of  independence, 
and  while  being  the  mere  creature  of 
whatever  people  may  appoint  him.  You 
have  in  this  tribunal  conflict  and  con- 
fusion of  jurisdiction.  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland  has  the  control  of  a 
vast  amount  of  landed  property  in  Ire- 
land in  his  judicial  capacity  of  guardian 
of  the  lunatics  of  that  country.  This 
case  may  arise.  Some  of  the  properties 
imder  his  control  may  be  let  at  low 
rents,  as  they  generally  are;  he  may 
direct  a  moderate  increase  of  rent ;  and 
this  direction  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  is 
not  to  bind  the  chairman,  or  the  quorum, 
or  the  delegate  ;  and  the  casual  itinerant 
Solon  may  overrule  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland  upon  this  question.  A  Judge 
of  the  High  Court,  having  the  control 
of  receivers  who  are  holding  property 
for  creditors,  may,  in  the  exercise  of  his 
judicial  discretion,  direct  rents  to  be 
raised  ;  and  these  unnamed  gentlemen, 
it  may  bo  without  legal  training,  and 
certainly  without  any  fixed  status,  may 
overrule  him  without  giving  any  reasons. 
The  poor  County  Court  Judges  are  liable 
to  be  confused  by  three  sets  of  rules 
made  by  three  independent  authorities ; 
while  their  decisions  may  be  taken  by 
way  of  appeal,  partly  to  the  Assizes,  and 
partly  to  the  Land  Commission.  Is  this 
Commission  to  be  represented  in  Parlia- 
ment in  any  way  ?  Or  is  it  intended  that 
its  operations  are  to  be  submitted  at  any 
time,  and,  if  so,  in  what  way,  to  public 
criticism  and  review  ?  One  word  upon 
compensation.  If  the  Bill  is  open  to 
any  of  the  criticisms  I  have  suggested, 
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I  ask,  Havo  not  the  Irish  landlords  a 
right  to  oither  of  two  thinp^a — either  a 
fair  compensation  for  tlio  lop^islation  the 
State  tliinks  necessary,  or  else  that  tlioy 
sliould  be  p:iven  the  option  of  selling 
their  properties  to  the  State  on  fair  and 
reasonable  but  not  exorbitant  terms? 
Can  any  man  conscientiously  or  fairly 
say  that  the  property  of  the  Irish  land- 
lord is  not  damaged  in  the  market  to 
the  extent  of  thousands  and  millions  by 
this  legislation  ?  With  certainty  of  re- 
duction of  rent,  with  a  penalty  for  rais- 
ing it,  with  the  practical  certainty  of 
never  resuming  possession,  I  ask  is  there 
not  a  clear  mutilation  of  property — is 
there  not  a  distinct  expropriation  ?  What 
did  the  Prime  Minister  say  in  1870, 
when  dealing  with  a  proposition  which 
was  somewhat  like  some  of  those  con- 
tained in  this  Bill  ?     He  said — 

*'I  OMrn  that  I  do  not  myself  seo  any  advan- 
tap^o  in  our  rejecting  the  plan  of  Mr  Mill, 
Tsrhich  told  out  plainly  and  distinctly  and  at 
once  the  whole  of  its  purposes  and  results,  and 
amounted,  in  ho  many  words,  to  an  expropriation 
of  the  proprietors,  with  full  comi)onsation.  I 
do  not  see  any  advantaire  in  our  rejecting  that 
plan,  if  wo  are  to  adopt  somo  otiier,  which, 
although  couched  in  other  language,  and,  per- 
haps, contemplating  certain  stages  in  the  pro- 
cess with  something  like  an  agony  of  procrasti- 
nation, is,  notwithstanding,  certainly  and  in- 
evitably to  eml  in  tho  aamo  conclusion.** — 
[3  llantardy  cxcix.  1849.] 

Now,  I  venture  to  think  that  the  land- 
lords are  entitled  to  one  or  other  of  the 
alternatives  I  have  suggested,  and  I 
would  put  this  to  the  Government.  If 
landlordism  is  to  bo  done  away  with, 
why  should  not  the  transaction  be  done 
openly  and  in  the  light  of  day  ?  Do  not 
filch  tlieir  property  without  confession, 
or  mutilate  it  without  acknowledgment. 
Let  the  transaction  bo  English  and  above- 
board.  What  you  take,  take  openly,  and 
pay  for  what  you  take.  If  no  compensa- 
tion is  to  be  given,  I  ask  what  thinker, 
what  statesman,  what  man  of  common 
honesty,  can  approve  of  some  of  the  pro- 
posals in  this  Bill  which  I  have  indi- 
cated ?  Would  it  not  be  better  at  once 
to  drop  all  disguise  and  recognize  plainly 
tlio  naked  features  of  avowed  confisca- 
tion ?  If  an  Act  of  Attainder,  if  a  Bill  of 
Pains  and  Penalties  against  Irish  land- 
lords ift  intended,  it  would  be  better  for 
all  parties — for  tho  landlords,  for  the 
tenants,  for  the  whole  community — to 
drop  tho  farce  of  pretending  that  this  is 
an  honest  Bill.  Let  tho  tenants  know  in 
plain  English  what  they  got;  tell  tho 
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landlords  in  equally  plain  English  vliat 
they  lose.  Do  not  involTe  all  parties  ia 
a  sea  of  angry  liti^tion,  in  which  thfl 
landlords  must  swim  for  their  lives,  and 
in  which  all  parties  must  lose  all  memo- 
ries of  past  kindliness  and  all  hopes  d 
future  amity.  To  put  the  matter  ptainlj, 
it  would  be  better,  it  would  be  franker, 
it  would  be  more  considerate,  to  enact 
boldly  and  at  once  what  jou  intend  the 
Courts  to  decide.  As  it  stands,  unex- 
plained and  unamended,  the  Gk>?eni- 
ment  Bill  is  neither  direct  nor  intelligible. 
It  has,  to  my  mind,  neither  the  frank- 
ness of  fearless  justice  nor  the  candour 
of  open  confiscation. 

Mr.  J.  N.  RICHARDSON  said,  that, 
although  he  could  not  help  admiring  the 
splendid  speech  to  which  they  had  jut 
listened,  he  was  not  able  to  agree  en- 
tirely with  the  views  which  his  ahb 
fellow-countryman  had  expressed.  He 
certainly  could  not  think  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  soconfusedin 
his  apprehensions  of  this  Bill  as  he  pro- 
fessed to  bo.  He  had  made  the  discoTeiy 
that  this  was  a  strong*  and  a  drastic  Bill; 
and  that  a  British  Ministry  had  at  last, 
after  centuries,  determined  to  bring  in  a 
measure  which  was  more  in  the  intereiti 
of  the  tenant  than  of  the  landlord.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  there  was  a  widespread 
feeling  of  discontent  and  insecurity  ia 
Ireland,  which  required  a  fn^at  and 
drastic  remedy.  Even  in  Ulster  the 
state  of  things  was  far  from  satisfactoiy; 
free  sale  there,  in  spite  of  what  was  said 
to  tho  contrary,  being  practically  non- 
existent. One  point  in  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  speech  struck 
him  with  great  satisfaction,  and  that 
was  the  cordiality  with  which  he  deah 
with  the  clauses  relating  to  the  question 
of  a  peasant  proprietary.  Those  clauses 
he  regarded  as  affording  the  only  final 
solution  of  the  Irish  difficulty,  and  he 
could  not  help  being  struck  by  the  fact 
that  a  fow  years  ago  BlacJcwood^i  MagntM 
denounced  the  scheme  which  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  now  ap- 
proved of  in  language  similar  to  that 
which  he  employed  in  regard  to  the  Bill 
at  large.  Abundant  proof  of  the  un- 
satisfactory condition  of  things  in  Ire- 
land was  to  be  found  in  the  evidence 
taken  by  the  Poyal  Commissioners.  In 
one  case  a  certain  landlord,  it  was  shown, 
increased  his  rent  at  every  change  of 
tenant,  and  ruthlessly  evicted  those  who 
wore  unable  to  pay  \  and  since  that  evi- 
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dence  was  given,  some  20  more  families 
had  been  evicted  on  the  same  man's  estate, 
most  of  them  in  a  state  of  the  most  abject 
misery.  There  was  also  another  case  in 
which  rents  had  been  very  considerably 
raised  over  the  whole  of  an  estate,  the 
landlord  at  the  same  time  giving  an 
entertainment  at  which  he  announced 
his  intention  of  doing  so,  a  circumstance 
which  made  many  persons  regard  their 
landlord's  hospitality  with  some  degree 
of  suspicion.  Thus,  in  1878,  one  of  the 
tenants  of  this  landlord  paid  £5  2s,,  but 
his  new  rent  was  £12  d«. ;  another  paid 
£16,  instead  of  £7  4*.;  a  third,  £11  9*.. 
instead  of  £6  ISs.;  and  a  fourth,  £13, 
instead  of  £8  14«.,  and  there  were  many 
others  whpse  rents  had  been  raised  in  a 
similar,  if  less  excessive,  proportion.  It 
was  only  fair  to  say  that  the  agent  of  the 
property  stated  that  during  the  last  30 
years  a  very  large  sum  of  money,  about 
£40,000,  had  been  spent  by  the  landlord 
in  making  allowances  to  the  tenants,  and 
that  the  figures  given  by  some  of  the 
tenants,  which  certainly  seemed  out- 
rageous, were  disputed.  However,  on 
the  agent's  own  showing,  the  new  rents 
were,  on  an  average,  20  per  cent  higher 
than  the  old  ones.  After  that  transaction, 
it  was  amusing  to  hear  that  same  agent 
complain  of  professional  agitators  and 
their  effect  on  the  minds  of  the  tenants. 
Landlords  and  agents  of  that  kind  natu- 
rally spread  terror  among  the  tenants, 
especially  when  their  exactions  were 
made  not  in  any  remote  district  West 
of  the  Shannon,  but,  so  to  speak,  in 
broad  daylight  and  in  Ulster.  As  a 
further  illustration  of  the  sense  of  in- 
security that  pervaded  the  country,  it 
might  be  mentioned  that  a  very  common 
expression  of  the  people  in  his  own 
neighbourhood  was — **  Our  souls  are  not 
our  own ;  "  and  that  was  said,  not  by 
ignorant  cottiers,  but  by  respectable 
yeoman  farmers  in  the  North,  meaning 
that  at  election  time  if  they  did  not  vote 
as  their  landlords  wished  it  would  be 
the  worse  for  them.  Before  the  Act  of 
1870  they  had  to  dread  eviction;  but 
now  what  they  had  to  fear  was  a  spite- 
ful rise  of  their  rents.  The  ballot  might 
bo  secret  in  its  operation  ;  but  it  might 
be  possible  to  order  a  man  not  to  go 
to  the  poll  at  all.  Again,  ofEce  rules 
were  a  fertile  cause  of  ill-feeling  and 
insecurity,  and,  as  one  or  two  instances 
would  show,  were  often  caprioioas  and 
unreasonable.    In  one  office  it  was  the 


rule  that  '*  money  might  not  marry  off 
the  estate,"  which  meant  that  a  tenant, 
if  he  was  able  to  portion  his  daughter 
handsomely,  should  not  marry  her  to  a 
stranger  at  the  risk  of  displeasing  the 
landlord.  On  another  estate  it  was  the 
rule  that  a  tenant,  if  a  widower  with  a 
family,  should  not  marry  again,  one 
family  being  considered  enough  for  each 
farm.  Such  rules  might  be  economically 
sound  ;  but,  at  any  rate,  they  interfered 
greatly  with  freedom  of  contract.  He 
trusted  that  these  and  other  fears  of  the 
tenants  would  be  dissipated  when  they 
received  the  fixity  of  tenure  that  the 
Bill  would  g^ve  them.  Without  unduly 
entering  into  detail,  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to  two  important  points,  one 
of  which  was  the  constitution  of  the 
Land  Courts.  He  had  personally  a  high 
opinion  of  the  County  Court  Judges; 
but  the  Courts,  as  proposed  by  the  Bill, 
would  hardly  command  the  confidence 
of  the  farmers,  and  he  should  therefore 
support  any  well-considered  Amendment 
that  woidd  tend  to  popularize  them.  A 
word  might  also  be  said  as  to  the  ques- 
tion of  titles.  If  a  man  bought  land 
under  the  Commission  his  title  would 
be  guaranteed;  but  if,  as  was  likely 
enough,  he  sold  it  again,  the  benefit 
conferred  by  the  Bill  would  be  very 
much  reduced,  as  he  would  have  to 
comply  with  the  existing  process  of 
transfer,  which,  besides  being  very 
cumbrous,  constantly  afforded  opportu- 
nities of  unjust  dealing  and  dishonesty 
to  local  attorneys.  For  instance,  he  knew 
of  one  case  in  which  a  widow  buying 
a  piece  of  land  for  £96,  borrowed  £40 
at  50  per  cent  from  the  local  attorney, 
who  was  also  good  enough  to  charge 
her  £20  for  making  out  her  title. 
However  economically  unsound  the  Bill 
might  be  considered  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  he,  speaking  neither  as  a  ten- 
ant nor  a  landlord,  but  as  one  engaged 
in  commercial  pursuits,  must  say  that 
there  could  not  be  anything  more  eco- 
nomically unsound  than  the  state  of 
things  now  existing  in  Ireland.  Whe- 
ther this  measure  would  cure  the  evils 
of  Ireland  or  not,  the  thanks  of  the 
people  of  that  country  would  be  duo  to 
a  Government  which  had  taken  up  their 
cause.  The  woes  of  Ireland  might  -not 
come  to  an  end  in  a  day  ;  but  when  the 
tenant  farmer  had  security  of  tenure, 
fair  rents,  and  free  sale,  that  would  go 
far  to  heal  them. 
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After  a  pause, 

Mr.  WAKTON  rose,  and  said,  that 
lie  fully  endorsed  the  estimate  of  the 
Bill  which  had  been  given  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gib- 
son). Having  striven  to  understand  the 
Bill  as  well  as  he  could,  ho  must  say 
that,  in  his  judgment,  every  argument 
used  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman against  that  most  unreasonable 
Bill  was  perfectly  true  and  correct.  He 
did  not  give  that  opinion  merely  upon 
his  o^^l  judgment;  the  close  attention 
given  to  the  examination  of  the  subject 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  in  itself  a  strong  ground  upon  which 
to  base  opposition  to  the  Bill ;  but  a  still 
stronger  and  a  far  better  guide  was  to 
be  found  in  the  countenances  and  de- 
meanour of  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site. Every  time  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  tried  to  elicit  an 
opinion  from  them,  they  were  mute; 
like  the  dying  Cardinal,  they  made  no 
sign.  They  were  overwhelmed  by  the 
crushing  exposition  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman ;  and  he  (Mr.  War- 
ton)  very  much  doubted  whether  the 
Law  Olhcers  of  the  Crown  could  really 
explain  what  the  measure  meant,  for 
they  had  no  answer  to  make  to  the 
strong  objections  which  had  been  taken 
to  the  Bill.  There  they  sat  perplexed, 
not  knowing  their  own  minds,  and  cer- 
tainly no  two  of  them  of  the  same  mind. 
They  might  be  waiting  with  the  hope  of 
being  able  to  snatch  a  hasty  division — 
which  was  quite  in  keeping  with  the 
policy  they  had  been  pursuing  —  by 
bringing  on  the  secimd  reading  of  the 
Bill  at  a  time  most  inconvenient  to  a 
largo  body  of  the  Members  of  the  House, 
and  to  which  they  were  prompted  by  a 
most  unworthy  moti vo.  That  was  worthy 
of  the  Ministry.  The  House  had  been 
told  by  the  Prime  Minister  that  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  had  been  tried  and 
acquitted.  That  was  tlio  reason,  he  sup- 
posed, why  the  hon.  Member  for  Armagh 
(Mr.  J.  N.  Kichardson),  with  his  splen- 
did eloquence,  had  given  so  numy  in- 
stances of  harshness  on  the  part  of  Irish 
landlords;  but  then  the  hon.  (ientloman 
qualified  his  statement  by  such  words  as 
*  *  lately ' '  and  '  *  formerly, '  *  and  alleged 
some  trivialities  in  one  or  two  cases. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  dissented,  it  ap- 
peared, from  the  Trime  Minister.  But 
what  was  the  Trinie  Minister's  own  no- 


tion of  justice?  They  were  told  in  the 
Book,  which  all  were  believed  to  revere, 
until  the  election  of  Northampton  tau^t 
them  otherwise,  that  if  a  g^iilty  city  held 
10  righteous  men  it  would  be  spared. 
But  the  Premier's  notion  of  justice  vu 
exactly  the  opposite  of  the  Divine  notion. 
Because,  according  to  the  right  hen. 
Gentleman,  on  account  of  a  few  goiltr 
men,  a  whole  class  would  be  punished. 
If,  instead  of  his  present  Office,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  in  charge  of  the 
education  of  youths,  for  which  nis  learn- 
ing so  admirably  suited  him,  if  some 
boys  misbehaved  themselves  he  wonid 
give  a  flogging  all  round.  But,  vhat 
was  worse,  the  right  hon.  Oentlemin 
would  not  only  give  the  boys  a  flogging 
all  round,  but  would  pick  out  the  oeit 
boys  and  flog  them  them  the  hardest; 
at  least,  that  was  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  because  it  appeared  that  where  a 
landlord  had  done  the  best,  he  was  to  be 
punished  the  most.  Where  a  landlord*! 
rents  were  low,  and  he  had  spent  neariy 
all  his  income  on  improving  his  estate, 
he  was  to  be  deprived  of  nearly  all 
his  property,  and  all  his  efforts  to  do 
good  were  to  go  for  nothing.  For  hii 
own  part,  he  (Mr.  Warton)  always 
distrusted  those  who  made  extraordi- 
nary professions  of  liberality  and  were 
always  talking  of  justice.  Ten  yean 
ago,  in  introducing  another  Land  Bill, 
the  Prime  Minister  said  that  there  wis 
an  old  Irish  notion  that  some  property 
in  the  soil  remained  to  the  tenant  even 
after  the  contract  between  him  and  his 
landlord  hud  expired.  That  notion,which 
was  scouted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  1870,  was  accepted  by  him  now. 
Last  year,  when  the  Compensation  for 
Disturbance  Bill  was  before  them,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Rjlands), 
in  his  usual  fussy  and  flatulent  style,  said 
that  he  rejoiced  that  the  tenant's  right  of 
property  had  been  conceded;  but  that 
statement  was  not  accepted  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Government.  Now,  however,  they 
would  be  told  that  somethinc-  had  hap- 
pened, and  tliat  the  landlord's  share  in 
his  property  was  less.  The  reason  why  he 
distrusted  and  disliked  this  Bill  was  that 
they  had  no  security  in  the  character  of 
the  Premier  that  they  should  not  have 
another  Bill  in  a  few  years  entirely  de- 
stroying what  little  value  might  yet 
remain  in  the  landlord's  hands  of  their 
property.  He  asserted  that  that,  in  fact, 
was  the  ultimate  aim  of  the  Oovem- 
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ment.  This  Bill,  which  consisted  of 
many  parts,  might  have  another  part 
tacked  on,  and  that  was  a  confiscation 
part.  In  a  few  years,  when  the  land- 
lord's property  was  reduced  to  five  or 
six  years'  purchase,  those  five  or  six 
years'  purchase  might  be  taken  away. 
What  was  the  principle  laid  down  by 
the  Premier  ?  It  was  this — that  a  ques- 
tion should  be  dealt  with  when  it  en- 
tered the  region  of  practical  politics. 
Constitutional  agitation  was  nothing  to 
the  Premier ;  the  expressed  opinion  of 
the  people,  given  at  the  polling  booths, 
was  also  nothing  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  but  the  blowing  up  of  a  prison, 
or  the  shooting  of  a  policeman,  that  was 
the  Premier's  notion  of  practical  politics. 
He  did  not  scruple  to  say  that  the  Go- 
vernment, by  their  guilty  silence  last 
year,  encouraged  Irish  discontent  and 
rowdyism  in  breaking  out  into  open  re- 
bellion. They  knew  very  well  at  that 
time  that  it  was  intended  to  diminish 
the  value  of  landlords'  property  in  Ire- 
land. They  were  diminishing  it  now. 
He  contended  that  it  would  take  some 
30  or  40  years  of  litigation  to  get  the 
Bill  into  proper  working  order.  If  the 
questions  put  to  the  Government  were 
not  answered,  the  Bill  would  remain 
wrapped  up  in  endless  obscurity.  Every- 
thing depended  upon  that,  and  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  be  able  to  throw 
some  light  upon  the  Bill,  and  answer 
the  criticisms  which  had  been  passed 
upon  its  principle  and  details.  Why, 
he  should  like  to  know,  had  the  period 
of  15  years  been  fixed  for  the  revision 
of  rents,  if  not  to  allow  time  for  the 
litigation  which  must  inevitably  arise  in 
the  Courts  to  expire.  The  real  fact  of 
the  case  was  that  the  Government  had 
yielded  to  unworthy  clamour  and  agita- 
tion, instead  of  telling  Ireland  at  once 
that  we  intended  to  govern  her,  and  that 
we  should  never  consent  to  her  becoming 
a  Republic ;  that  we  were  determined  to 
hold  her — if  possible,  as  a  friend  ;  if  not, 
otherwise,  fiut  instead  of  a  course  of 
that  kind  being  adopted,  the  Govern- 
ment, yielding  to  agitation,  asked  the 
House  to  send  a  message  of  peace  to 
Ireland,  forgetting  that  the  history  of 
the  past  proved  that  any  such  would 
only  lead  to  fresh  demands  and  new 
schemes  of  plunder  and  confiscation.  He 
had  only,  in  conclusion,  to  say,  as  no  one 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  had  risen  to 
answer  the  questions  which  had  been 


put  to  the  Government,  that  he  begged 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate, 
in  order  to  give  them  time  to  make  up 
their  minds. 

After  a  pause, 

Mr.  SPEAKER  rose,  and  put  the 
Question,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time" — ["Divide  divide!"] — 
whereupon — 

Mr.  WARTON  again  rose,  and  said 
he  moved  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate. 

Mr.  LEWIS  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (Jfr.  Warton.) 

Mr.  GORST  said,  he  wished  to  say  a 
few  words  on  the  subject.  Members  of 
the  Government  should  be  allowed  time 
to  collect  their  thoughts  and  address 
themselves  upon  the  subject  to  the 
House.  He,  perhaps,  might  be  allowed 
to  assist  the  Government  in  remembering 
what  had  taken  place.  A  powerfiu 
speech  was  made  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson). 
[Mr.  MuNDELLA :  Hear,  hear !]  He  saw 
no  reason  why  he  should  be  interrupted 
by  the  sarcastic  cheer  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  A  powerful  speech,  he 
repeated,  was  made  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  in  the  absence 
of  the  leading  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, containing  certain  questions,  some 
of  policy  and  some  of  mere  law,  which 
the  right  hon.  and  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemen  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  and  the  Solicitor  General,  who 
sat  opposite  to  him  when  he  made  his 
speech,  were  obviously  unable  to  answer. 
They,  indeed,  sat  with  perfectly  wooden 
faces,  making  no  signs  of  either  assent 
or  dissent  to  the  question  propounded. 
[Mr.  Gladstone  and  other  right  hon. 
Members  :  Hear,  hear !]  The  explana- 
tion of  such  a  proceeding  was  very 
simple,  and  was  that  there  were  no 
Members  of  the  Government  present  who 
dared  to  g^ve  an  explanation  in  the 
absence  of  the  Prime  Minister.  No 
Member  of  the  Government  could,  un- 
der those  circumstances,  answer  either 
"  Yes  "  or  *'  No."  The  present  position, 
therefore,  in  which  the  House  stood  at 
that  moment  was  that  imtil  some  answer 
was  given  to  the  questions  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  XTni- 
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versity  of  Dublin,  the  ITousg  was  loft  in 
ignorance*  as  to  the  meaning  of  several 
important  parts  of  tlie  Bill,  and  that  if 
the  debate  went  on,  hon.  ^Members  would 
not  really  know  what  it  was  they  were 
engaged  in  discussing.  The  debate,  in 
the  circumstances,  ought,  ho  thought,  to 
bo  adjourned  until  some  answer  was 
given  to  the  important  questions  of  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 

Mu.  CHAPLIN  thought  that  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  in  the  matter 
was  most  remarkable  ;  in  fact,  almo.st 
unexampled.  The  House  had  been  in- 
formed by  the  Prime  Minister  himself 
that  the  Bill  was  the  most  important 
measure  of  his  time  in  Parliament;  but 
notwithstanding  the  protest  of  some  hon. 
Members,  and  greatly  against  the  desire 
of  a  large  section  of  those  on  the  Oppo- 
sition side  of  the  House,  tho  Govern- 
ment had  determined  to  take  the  second 
reading  on  the  first  night  of  the  re- 
assembling of  tho  House  after  the  Kecess. 
That  was  a  very  inconvenient  course  to 
pursue,  for  no  suificient  time  had  thus 
been  allowed  to  hon.  Members  to  con- 
sider tho  course  which  they  should  take 
with  regard  to  tho  Bill,  of  which  from 
its  very  nature  ho  believed  not  a  single 
Member  of  tho  House,  except  the  Prime 
Minister,  understood  the  precise  mean- 
ing. What  had  happened  ?  Tho  right 
h(m.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  late  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  (^Ir.  Gibson) 
made  a  most  able,  temperate,  and  mode- 
rate speech,  and  put  to  the  Government 
n  number  of  pointed  questions,  which  he 
asked  to  have  answered,  on  the  ground 
that  until  they  had  been  answered  it 
would  be  impossible  to  understand  many 
points  of  tho  measure.  The  Treasury 
Bench,  when  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  spoke  was  full,  and  instead 
of  some  M(.*inber  -  of  tho  Government 
rir>ing,  as  always  had  li}ipj)ened  in  the 
course  of  his  (Mr.  Chaplin's)  experience, 
there  had  been  a  general  clearing  of  the 
House,  and  no  answer  was  given,  and 
no  notice  had  b(?en  taken  of  the  right 
lion,  and  learned  Gf.'utlenian's  speech  by 
tho  Government,  it  was  left  to  an  in- 
dependent Member  on  the  Back  Benches 
opposite  to  reply  to  that  speech,  and  he 
"Nvas  followed  by  another  independent 
Alember.  He  (Mr.  Chaplin)  hoped,  in  the 
circumstances,  the  Government  would  sec 
the  propriety  of  returning  some  answer 
to  the  questions  which  had  been  put  to 
them. 

M**  Oorsi 


Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  hon.  tnd 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.Gont. 
has  animadverted  on  the  conduct  of  some 
of  the  Members  of  the  Government  in 
terms  which  are,  I  think,  scarcely  be- 
coming a  Member  of  this  House.  He 
says  that  while  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  was  speak- 
ing, my  right  hon.  and  hon.  and  learned 
Friends  the  Attorney  General  and  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  sat  listening 
opposite  to  him  with  wooden  faces.  That 
is  not  the  way  in  which  Members  of  this 
House  are  accustomed  to  be  addressed; 
and  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  has  not  been  able  to  learn  the 
proper  mode  of  approaching  his  Col- 
leagues in  this  House,  which  is  to  be 
regretted,  it  is  quite  time  indeed  thit 
those  who  disapprove  of  his  methods  of 
speech  should  take  notice  of  it.  I  came 
into  tho  House  after  the  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  had  been  made.  I  heard 
of  it  with  very  much  surprise.  I  was 
informed  that  when  the  hon.  Member 
for  Armagh  (Mr.  J.  N.  I^ichardson;  sat 
down,  there  did  not  appear  to  be  a  dis- 
position on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
to  continuo  the  debate ;  but  now  I  find 
that  tho  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin)  has  kindly  under- 
taken to  determine  for  tho  Government 
in  what  ordor  speeches  are  to  be  Jc- 
livered,  and  when  it  is  necessary,  in  his 
judgment,  that  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment should  rise,  or  when  the  House 
should  bo  punished  by  having  the  de- 
bate interrupted  altogether  by  a  Motion 
for  adjournment.  But  I  must  protest 
against  the  hon.  Gentleman's  mode  of 
dealing  with  the  subject.  What  I  be- 
lieve happened  was  this — There  were  a 
number  of  questions  put  categorically  to 
the  Government,  many  of  which  I  heard 
myself,  though,  unfortunately,  I  could 
n<jt  myself  be  in  the  House  at  the  early 
part  of  the  speech,  in  reference  to  the 
construction  of  the  Bill,  and  which  called 
for  an  answer.  I  say  it  is  altogether  a 
new  doctrine  that  on  the  instant  these 
answers  should  be  given,  **Aye"  or 
''  No."  Yet  we  are  told  the  Attorney 
and  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  sat 
with  **  wooden  faces,"  and  would  not 
give  an  answer.  It  does  not  appear  to 
me  to  require  a  man  to  be  a  lawyer  to 
know  —  even  many  laymen  might  be 
aware — that  there  are  a  great  number  of 
questions  which  may  be  put  which  cannot 
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possibly  be  answered  off-hand  by  "Aye  " 
or  **  No  " — indeed,  I  should  like  to  hear 
whether  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Chatham  is  prepared  to 
answer  *'  Aye  "  or  "  No  "  any  question 
which  a  Member  of  this  House  might 
put  to  him.  In  abstaining  from  answer- 
ing at  the  moment  the  questions  raised 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Dublin  Univer- 
sity, we  thought  we  were  offering  the 
greatest  mark  of  respect  the  Govern- 
ment could  show  him  if  we  conversed 
together  on  the  several  points  which  had 
been  raised,  and  made  ourselves  quite 
certain  that  when  we  came  to  reply  we 
might  not  in  respect  to  them  be  mis- 
leading the  House.  [**  Hear,  hear !  "] 
I  am  not  at  all  surprised  to  hear  that 
mark  of  assent  from  experienced  Gen- 
tlemen opposite;  but  that  is  precisely 
the  thing  that  was  done.  But  there  is 
nothing  to  be  ashamed  of  in  saying  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  near  me  (Mr. 
Forster),  intending  to  address  the  House 
to-night,  and  not  being  a  lawyer,  was 
in  conversation  with  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  upon  several  points  raised  when 
this  singular  episode  arose.  Now,  I 
want  to  know  whether,  in  so  doing,  the 
Government  were  not  taking  the  best 
means  for  pressing  forward  the  debate 
in  the  most  convenient  manner?  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
will  have  to  address  the  House  for  a 
considerable  time.  It  has  been  asserted 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincoln- 
shire that  he  never  knew  a  case  of  an 
important  speech  by  a  prominent  Mem- 
ber of  the  Opposition  that  was  not  in- 
stantly followed  by  an  answer  from  a 
Member  of  the  Government ;  but,  with 
great  deference  to  the  enormous  Parlia- 
mentary experience  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  may  say  that  my  limited  know- 
ledge of  the  proceedings  of  this  House 
supplies  me  with  many  instances,  and  I 
know  there  are  hon.  Members  of  this 
House  who  rather  make  a  point  of 
delivering  important  speeches  between 
6  and  8  o'clock,  in  order  that  they  might 
not  be  followed  immediately  by  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government.  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  aware  of  what  takes  place  in  this 
House,  when,  with  his  limited  know- 
ledge, he  undertakes  to  lay  down  what 
the  order  of  debate  shall  be.  I  am 
anxious  that  the  House  should  not  sup- 
pose that  there  has  been  any  disrespect 


shown  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
or  to  the  House  itself;  for  whatever  we 
may  think  of  the  moderation  or  jus- 
tice of  his  opinions,  he  always  speaks 
them  out  with  great  force  and  frankness, 
and  it  is  just  in  the  case  of  those  speeches 
where  the  points  are  most  sharply  put 
that* Members  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House  should  give  their  answers  not  less 
clearly  and  explicitly.  The  Government 
will,  by  the  mouths  of  its  Members, 
endeavour  to  answer  the  various  points 
raised  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman ;  but  surely  they  may  exercise 
their  own  discretion  as  to  the  precise 
hours  of  the  evening,  and  as  to  the  pre- 
cise conjuncture  in  the  debate,  when 
their  answers  shall  be  given.  I  hope 
the  debate  will  now  be  allowed  to  pro- 
ceed 

Sik  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  I 
must  say  that  the  last  words  which  fell 
from  the  Prime  Minister  have  surprised 
me  exceedingly,  for  the  whole  argument 
in  his  speech  appeared  to  me  to  be  an 
argument  in  favour  of  adjourning  this 
debate  in  order  to  give  the  Government 
time  to  consider  what  answers  they 
should  make  to  the  questions  that  have 
been  put  to  them  by  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Dublin 
University  (Mr.  Gibson).  I  am  far  from 
wishing  to  impute  to  the  Government 
any  disrespect  or  want  of  attention, 
either  to  the  House  or  to  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  in  their  taking  time 
to  consider  what  answers  they  ought  to 
give  to  the  extremely  powerful  speech 
of  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
But  the  position  in  which  we  are  placed 
is  this.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  says  he  hopes  the  House  will 
be  allowed  to  go  on  with  the  debate. 
Well,  we  were  the  last  to  object  to  go  on 
with  it ;  but  as  the  House  did  not  seem 
inclined  to  go  on,  and  as  the  argument 
of  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  unanswered,  I  found  that  we  were 
actually  going  to  be  called  upon  to  vote 
upon  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  in 
entire  ignorance  whether  there  was  an 
answer  to  that  argument  or  not.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  says,  and  ho  appeals  to  us 
to  confirm  hiui,  that  it  is  a  very  common 
practice  for  a  Minister  to  defer  his 
answer  to  an  important  speech  made  from 
the  Opposition  Bench  for  some  little  time, 
and  until  there   is   a    reasonably  IviiL 
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House  in  which  to  carry  on  the  discus- 
sion ;  and  he  said  very  truly  that  it  was 
often  the  case  that  a  Member  spoke  up 
to  8  o'clock  or  thereabouts  in  order  that 
time  might  be  given  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  answer  that  should  bo  made 
to  the  speech.  But  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  did  not  speak  till  8  o'clock. 
He  only  .spoke  till  a  quarter  past  6  ;  and 
it  did  certainly  seem  true  to  me,  even  if 
it  were  not  possible  to  answer  off-hand 
all  the  questions  that  were  put,  that 
there  were  many  of  them  which  related 
to  points  which  had  been  before  the 
public  for  weeks,  which  have  been 
under  discussion  in  the  Press  and  else- 
where, and  to  which  the  attention  of  the 
Government  must  have  been  called. 
Now,  I  will  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  if 
the  Government,  after  all  the  pains 
whicli  they  must  have  bestowed  on  a 
Bill  of  such  enormous  importance,  are 
so  little  ])repared  to  explain  and  defend 
tlu;  principles  of  their  own  measure, 
and  to  reply,  not  to  isolated  and  bye 
questions,  but  to  questions  whi(;h  re- 
late to  cardinal  principles,  and  which 
involve  the  whole  machinery  of  the 
Bill  and  the  meaning  of  this  not  insig- 
nificant measure — if  they  are  in  that 
position,  they  were  guilty  of  a  great  in- 
sult to  the  House  in  calling  upon  us  to 
discuss  this  question,  or  to  vote  upon  it 
without  discussion.  I  can  quite  under- 
stand that  the  Government  may  have 
expected  that  it  would  bo  a  convenient 
arrangement  to  wait,  and  anticipated 
that  after  the  speech  made  from  this 
Bonch  other  hon.  Members  from  other 
parts  of  the  House,  and  representing 
different  sections  of  it,  might  have  de- 
sired to  carry  on  the  discussion.  Had 
Huch  a  dcsiro  been  evinced,  the  Govern- 
ment iniglit  have  thought  that  it  would 
1)0  well  to  answer  the  separate  speeches 
altogether.  But  when  they  saw  there 
was  no  such  desire ;  when  they  saw  that 
not  one  of  the  Representatives  of  the 
Third  Party  (the  Irish  Party)  rose  to 
say  a  word ;  when  the}'  saw  that  none 
of  their  own  independent  supporters, 
except  the  hon.  Member  for  Armagh 
(Mr.  J.  N.  Richardson),  got  up  to  say 
anything  ;  and  when  they  found  that  wo 
on  this  side  of  the  House  wore  waiting 
to  hear  what  sort  of  an  answer  could 
be  made  to  any  part  of  the  speech  of  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  they  ought 
to  have  attempted  to  answer  as  much  as 
they  could  of  that  speech,  and  to  have 
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explained  generally  their  podtion,  woi 
the  modifications,  perhaps,  which  tlief 
may  have  thought  right  to  introdon 
into  the  Bill  after  consideration  daxing 
the  Holidays ;  or  they  ought  franklj  to 
have  assented  to  the  proposal  that  tbc 
debate  should  be  adjourned.  Nobo^ 
can  deny  that  the  course  which  the  Go- 
vernment has  taken  has  beenTezyinooa^ 
venient  indeed  to  the  House.  Thej 
brought  forward  this  measure  the  raj 
day  before  the  House  rose.  It  was  im- 
possible to  criticize  it  then,,  and  no  op- 
portunity was  given  for  putting  qnei- 
tions  or  in  any  way  eliciting  information. 
AVhen  the  Bill  was  laid  before  us  we 
found  that  we  were  obliged  to  come 
here  for  the  second  reading  on  the  fint 
Monday  after  the  Easter  Hecess,  and  we 
were  twitted  if  we  showed  any  kind  of 
reluctance.  In  spite  of  all  this,  hov- 
ever,  when  we  come  here  and  ask  for 
information,  not  only  in  a  Parliamentaiy 
manner,  but  in  a  manner  in  which  the 
country  will  have  expected  us  to  ask  it, 
are  we  to  comment  upon  questions  of 
this  magnitude  in  the  aark  —  questions 
which  affect,  and  even  revolutionize,  tlie 
whole  social  system  of  Ireland?  Aie 
we  to  be  left  without  an  answer,  and  to 
be  told  that  it  is  an  insult  on  our  pait 
to  ask  questions  ?  The  Government,  I 
say,  have  no  right  to  take  that  position. 
We  are  entitled  to  have  an  explanation 
of  the  points  that  have  been  raised ;  and 
if  the  Government  are  not  prepared  to 
give  that  explanation  now,  let  us  take 
the  course  that  has  been  proposed  and 
adjourn  the  debate  until  such  a  time  as 
they  shall  be  able  to  do  so. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Staf- 
ford Northcote)  is  hardly  fair.  In  the 
first  place,  he  takes  upon  himself  to 
dictate  to  us  at  what  time  we  should 
speak,  and  the  aiTangement  we  shall 
make  for  the  debate.  Indeed,  he  even 
goes  so  far  as  to  say,  because  no  one  nwe 
from  this  Bench  immediately  after  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Mcnibor  for  the  Universit}*  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson),  that  wo  had  no  explana- 
tion to  give.  "Well,  I  hope  that  before 
the  evening  closes  we  shall  show  that 
that  is  a  mistake.  But  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  say  that  I  and  my  ri^ht  hon. 
Friends  oxpected  that  I  should  know 
bofuro  I  spoke  what  were  the  views  and 
feelings  of  other  hon.  Gentlemen  besides 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
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the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  this  may 
still  be  the  case.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton) 
jumped  to  the  conclusion  that,  because 
he  was  the  only  Gentleman  who  rose  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  no  one  waited 
to  go  on  with  the  debate.  How  did  he 
know  that  half-a-dozen  Gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House  were  not  willing 
to  continue  it?  I  cannot  pry  into  the 
motives  and  feelings  of  right  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  ;  but  they  wanted  to  force 
an  immediate  answer  to  the  questions  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
"Well,  I  do  not  know  that  we  are  bound 
to  obey  their  behests  immediately,  and  I 
imagine  that  there  are  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  this  side  of  the  House  who  are 
prepared  to  go  on  with  the  debate. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS :  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken 
was  not  in  the  House  when  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate  was  moved.  I  admit 
that  his  absence  was  due  to  a  justifiable 
and  praiseworthy  cause,  and  that  he  and 
his  Colleagues  were  most  properly  dis- 
cussing what  answers  should  be  given 
to  the  questions  that  have  been  put  to 
them. 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER :  We  were  not 
so  much  discussing  what  answers  to  give 
as  what  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  had  said. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS :  Anyhow, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  in  the 
House  when  the  incident  occurred,  and, 
consequently,  he  a  little  misunderstood 
and  mis-stated  it.  What  happened  was 
this.  Nobody,  when  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  sat  down,  got  up  on  the 
Treasury  Bench,  nor  did  anyone  get  up 
to  speak  on  the  Government  side  of  the 
House  except  the  hon.  Member  for 
Armagh  (Mr.  J.  N.  Richardson).  That 
hon.  Member  made  a  very  short  speech ; 
and,  so  far  as  I  could  understand  it,  it 
was  not  a  speech  which  could  materially 
assist  or  explain  the  principles  of  the 
measure.  When  he  sat  down,  no  one 
rose  among  the  real  Leaders  of  the 
Government  on  this  occasion — I  refer 
to  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  below 
the  Gangway  —  nor  did  any  Gentle- 
man connected  with  the  independent 
Radicals  in  this  House  show  any  wish 
to  speak.  In  fact,  nobody  rose,  and 
Mr.  Speaker  proceeded  to  put  the 
Question.    Then  my  hon.  and  learned 


Friend  the  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton)  got  up  and  made  a  speech  full 
of  effusions  of  vivacious  humour,  con- 
cluding by  moving  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate.  He  was  seconded  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
colnshire (Mr.  Chaplin),  and  after  that 
Mr.  Speaker,  not  hearing  the  Motion  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  waited  until 
the  usual  period  had  elapsed,  and  then 
rose  and  proceeded  to  put  the  Question 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 
What  followed  ?  I  think  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Ministerial  Bench— or,  if  it  were 
not  they,  at  all  events,  hon.  Gentlemen 
sitting  immediately  behind  them — cried 
** Divide,  divide!"  The  House,  there- 
fore, absolutely  with  the  assent  of  those 
Members  of  the  Government  who  were 
sitting  on  the  Front  Bench,  was  proceed- 
ing to  a  division  on  the  Main  Question, 
when  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  called 
Mr.  Speaker's  attention  to  the  fact  that 
he  had  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate.  Then,  and  not  till  then,  did 
Mr.  Speaker  put  the  Question  of  ad- 
journment. During  the  putting  of  that 
Question  the  absent  Ministers  entered 
the  House,  and  then  came  the  lecture 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  upon  the  demeanour 
and  upon  the  propriety  of  the  language 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst).  I  beg  to  express 
my  opinion  that  that  lecture  was  quite 
uncalled  for  and  unnecessary ;  because, 
if  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  not 
observed  the  usual  customs  and  received 
courtesies  of  this  House,  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  would  have  called  his  atten- 
tion to  the  fact.  But  as  you,  Sir,  took 
no  notice  of  the  observations  which  he 
had  made,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman may  rest  quite  content  with  the 
severe  censure  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  think  it  is  right  to  state  the 
facts  as  they  occurred.  It  is  quite  out 
of  the  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit 
near  me  that  this  important  debate 
should  bo  concluded  in  the  manner  in 
which  the  Friends  of  the  Ministry  ap- 
peared to  wish  that  it  should  conclude. 
They  are  of  opinion  that  the  debate 
should  be  continued ;  and  I  would  ven- 
ture to  suggest  to  those  who  have  the 
management  of  affairs  in  this  House,  if 
they  wish  the  debate  to  be  continued, 
they  had  better  exercise  that  gentle 
pressure,  which  they  know  so  well  how 
to  apply  to  theii  Uii^ii^'a  «^^^XTi^  wl  SJcia 
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Back  Benches,  in  order  to  keep  up  the 
debate  until  Ministers  have  made  up 
thoir  own  minds  as  to  the  course  thev 
intend  to  take,  and  the  explanations  the}' 
propose  to  offer. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET:  I  con- 
fess I  was  extremely  interested  in  the 
speech  of  the  rij^ht  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  the  ^lember  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson);  but 
there  was  one  thing  about  it  which  a  little 
surprised  me.    That  was,  considering  the 
ability  of  tho  speech,  and  the  firmness 
and  deci.sion  with  which  it  condemned 
the  Bill  in  almost  every  part,  consider- 
ing that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman ended  by  saying  that  it  was  not 
an  honest  Bill,  but  a  Bill  proposing  con- 
fiscation, I  was  a  little  surprised,  I  say, 
til  at  he,  representing  the  Opposition  in 
this  House,  did  not  say  whether  he  was 
going  to  vote  for  the  Bill,  or  propose  an 
Amendment,   or  vote  against  the  Bill. 
There  are  some  people,  no  doubt,  who 
have  not  made  up  their  minds,  though 
they  have  given  up  the  Easter  Recess  to 
the  study  of  the  Bill,  as  to  the  course 
which  they  are  going  to  take ;  but  the 
only  proper  and  natural  Parliamentary 
conclusion  to  such  a  speech  as  that  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  have  been  a  !^£otion  for  the  re- 
jection of  the  Bill.   But,  instead  of  that, 
what  is  the  position  which  has  been  taken 
up?  The  Opposition,  led  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  War- 
ton),  who  was  supported  by  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote),  as  I  un- 
derstand, has  begun  a  tactic  of  judicious 
adjournments  of  the  debate  on  this  mea- 
sure.    If  the  matter  had  stopped  there.. 
I  should  have  thought  this  was  one  of 
the  humorous  freaks  to  which  we  are 
accustomed,  and  which  we  enjoy  with 
amusement  sometimes,  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport,  until  some 
observations  which  wo  made  ourselves 
led  us  to  tlio  conclusion  that  this  is  what 
is  generally  imderstood  as  an  arrangiMl 
movement.   It  was  not  until  we  observed 
the  communications  which  passed  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Brid- 
port before  the  Motion  was  made,  and 
when  ho  Limself,  the  light  frigate,  had 
opened  fire,  that  then  tho  heavy  three- 
deckers  from  the  Front  Opi>osition  Bench 
came  forward  to  support  the  Motion  to 
adjourn  tho  debate  on  the  Irish  Land 
Bill,  that  we  understood  the  position  of 
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affairs.  Now,  it  seeniB  to  me  that  tb 
worst  thing  we  can  do  is  to  waste  anj 
more  time  in  the  discussion  of  a  Motkn 
for  adjournment.  It  is  a  very  fair  issue, 
becau&e  the  riprht  hon.  and  learned  On- 
tleman  (Mr.  Gibson),  who  has  denounced 
this  Bill  as  a  Bill  of  confiscation,  dan 
not  take  a  direct  issue  against  it.  Li 
spite  of  the  lan^age  which  he  has  em- 
ployed to-night,  he  dare  not  aay  that  the 
Opposition  will  oppose  this  Bill  And 
now  let  us,  at  least,  know  whether  t]» 
majority  of  the  House  of  Commons  ire 
in  favour  of  the  policy  of  obstmctiaa 
proposed  from  the  Front  OpposxdoB 
Bench. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON    CROSS:  Th« 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcourt)  will,   I  hope,   hereafter 
deplore — I  am  sure   everyone  else  will 
deplore — that  he  should   have  alloved 
himself,  even  for  one  moment,  to  hare 
been  betrayed  into  the  language  whidi 
he  has  just  used.     I  am  quite  sure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman    will   some  time 
deeply  regret  it,  for  no  man  has  erer 
set  liis  face  so  much  ag'ainst  obstmctioii 
as  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote). 
I  agree  thrt  it  is  quite  time  to  goon 
with  the  debate  upon   this  Bill;  bat  I 
hope  we  are  not  to  have  the  Speaker 
putting  the  Question  until  some  answer 
has  been  made  to  the  questions  whidi 
have  been  put   to-night.     But  let  me 
remind  the  Government  that  this  debate 
has  arisen  from  the  very  unusual  coune 
which  they  themselves  have  taken.  XeTer 
in  the  recollection  of  any  Member  of  this 
House,  of  whatever  standing,  was  it  ever 
known  that  a  Bill  of  such  importance  ai 
the  present  should  be  placed  upon  the 
Table,  read  a  first  time,  and  should  then 
be  read  a  second  time  without  a  single 
opportunity  of  placing  an  Amendment 
n]n)n  the  Paper  being  allowed  after  the 
Bill  has  been  in  the  hands  of  the  House. 
Tliat  course  I  believe  to  be  absolutely 
witliout  precedent,   and  I  hope  it  wiU 
nevnr  be  followed  again.      I  hope  we 
sliall  now  go  on  with  the  discussion, 
^[otion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

^r».  LEWIS  said,  that  as  he  under- 
stood they  were  in  tho  same  i)osition  as 
b(»r<)re  tho  last  Motion,  no  one  having 
ris«Mi  to  continue  tlio  debato,  ho  would 
niuvn  til  at  tho  House  do  now  adjourn.  It 
was  all  very  well  to  criticize  Members  of 
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the  Opposition  and  charge  them  with 
obstruction ;  but  the  real  obstructors 
were  Her  Majesty's  Government.  He 
might  not  be  believed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  the  Secretary 
of  Stafce  for  the  Home  Department ; 
but  he  would  state  that  when  he  came 
to  the  House  he  did  not  know  whether 
he  should  support  the  Bill  or  not.  He 
was  waiting  to  hear  what  answer  or  ex- 
planation the  Government  had  to  give 
by  way  of  answer  to  the  speech  of  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Gib- 
son). "Whether  he  voted  for  or  against 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  would 
in  some  measure  depend  upon  whether 
the  provisions  as  to  rent  valuation 
mentioned  in  the  Bill  bore  the  con- 
struction put  upon  it  by  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.  If  it  bore  a 
different  construction,  he  and  others 
might;  perhaps,  vote  for  the  second  read- 
ing. But  let  the  House  understand  the 
position  of  affairs.  When  the  Motion 
recently  made  was  withdrawn,  had  any- 
one risen  to  continue  the  debate  ?  No ; 
the  House  was,  therefore,  left  to  go 
to  a  division  without  any  explanation 
from  the  Government  of  what  the 
Bill  really  meant.  He  was  not  afraid 
that  the  country  would  misunderstand 
what  had  occurred.  The  country  cer- 
tainly would  not  throw  upon  the  Oppo- 
sition the  charge  of  obstruction.  He 
was  most  anxious  that  the  Government 
should  have  as  much  time  as  they  de- 
sired to  make  up  their  minds  as  to  the 
answer  they  would  give  to  the  speech  of 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  He 
desired  to  see  the  Bill  fairly  and  honestly 
discussed ;  but  what  would  the  public 
think  of  the  proceedings  of  that  even- 
ing? They  would  think  that  the  Go- 
vernment, having  long  considered  this 
Bill,  did  not  themselves  know  what  it 
meant,  and  that  when  the  Party  which 
was  bound  by  its  history  and  traditions 
thoroughly  to  investigate  such  a  measure 
as  that  before  the  House  asked  for  in- 
formation as  to  its  meaning,  the  Go- 
vernment sat  quietly  by  and  proposed  to 
leave  them  in  the  dark. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said,  that  he  had  no  desire 
in  any  way  to  obstruct  the  Bill  ;  but  he 
did  so  because  he  was  ashamed  to  con- 
fess that  he  honestly  did  not  know  whe- 
ther he  rightly  understood  the  measure, 
and  was  waiting  to  hear  what  answer 
would  be  made  to  the  speech  of  his 
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right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gibson).  He  would  remind  the  Govern- 
ment that  as  no  one  got  up  to  continue 
the  debate,  the  Government  had  no 
choice  but  to  supply  an  immediate  an- 
swer to  that  speech.  He  should  like  to  hear 
what  explanation  the  Government  had 
to  offer  for  refusing  to  reply  to  the  able 
and  moderate  speech  of  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin ;  and  he  had  no 
doubt  an  equal  desire  prevailed  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  to  hear  the 
answer  of  the  Government  to  the  ques- 
tions which  had  been  put.  Until  the 
Government  had  answered  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
(Mr.  Gibson),  he,  for  one,  did  not  know 
whether  to  vote  for  or  against  the  Bill. 
There  were  at  that  moment  eight  or 
nine  Members  of  the  Government  on  the 
Front  Bench,  and  unless  they  were  pre- 
pared to  meet  the  speech  of  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  the  country  and 
the  House  could  come  to  only  one  con- 
clusion—  namely,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  were  utterly  unable  to  answer 
that  speech,  and  did  not  at  present 
imderstand  their  own  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr,  Lewis.) 

Mr.  LITTON  said,  the  tactics  of  the 
Opposition  were  perfectly  manifest.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson),  whose  speech  partook 
rather  too  much  of  the  character  of  an 
advocate's  speech,  sought  to  draw  a 
statement  from  the  Treasury  Bench  in 
regard  to  many  important  points  of  the 
Bill.  He  (Mr.  Litton)  thought,  how- 
ever, that  the  Government  had  shown 
their  good  sense  and  prudence  in  not 
returning  an  answer  to  the  questions  ad- 
dressed to  them,  because  the  object  was 
to  precipitate  the  debate  before  it  had 
developed  itself,  and  to  extract  answers 
which  might  be  made  use  of  in  the  pro- 
gress of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's speech,  so  as  to  make  an  un- 
favourable impression  in  the  country  in 
the  morning  papers.  If  these  were  the 
tactics  to  be  pursued  at  the  outset  of  that 
debate,  there  was  very  little  chance  that 
in  the  future  progress  of  the  Bill  the 
subject  would  be  considered  with  that 
amount  of  judicial  qjii^tiw^^  ^tA  ^^\r^ 
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with,  wbicli  its  consideration  should  be 
approached.  He  hoped  the  Motion  for 
adjournment  would  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  as  an 
Irish  Member,  he  felt  bound  to  protest 
against  dilatory  Motions  for  adjourn- 
ment being  made  on  the  threshold  of  the 
discussion  of  that  momentous  question. 
When  hon.  Members  from  Ireland  moved 
such  Motions  they  were  charged  with 
obstruction  ;   but  when  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
sought  to  adjourn  the  debate  upon  a 
measure  which  was  of  a  remedial  and 
not  a  coercive  character  they  repudiated 
any  idea  of  obstruction.     Now,  when 
they  were  called  upon  to  discuss  that 
great  remedial  measure,  let  them  be  con- 
sistent and  not  interpose  adjournment 
Motions  to  delay  the  progress  of  so  im- 
portant a  measure.     He  came  down  to 
hear  what  could  be  said  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  opposite  Benches  in  the  way 
of  criticism  on  the  Bill ;   but  no  one 
arose,   to   his  (Mr.   A.    M.    Sullivan's) 
astonishment,     except    the     hon.    and 
learned    Member    for    Bridport    (Mr. 
Warton)  after  the    hon.   Member   for 
Armagh  (Mr.  J.  N.  Eichardson),   and 
he    only    to    move    the    adjournment. 
He    (Mr.    A.    M.    Sullivan)    appealed 
to  both  sides  of  the  House  to  proceed 
with  the  debate,  for  while  time  was  being 
wasted  in  Party  criticism  tenants  in  Ire- 
land had  evictions  hanging  over  them, 
so  that  what  was  sport  to  them  was  death 
to  others.     Let  there  be  an  end  to  this 
episode,  and  when  the  debate  was  resumed 
there  would  be  no  lack  of  speakers. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
thought  it  should  in  justice  be  stated 
that  the  points  mentioned  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
University  (Mr.  Gibson)  were  the  very 
points  on  which  explanations  were  re- 
quired. The  House  must  feel  that  this 
was  something  like  the  real  situation  of 
affairs — the  Prime  Minister  might  be  said 
alone  to  understand  this  Bill,  p'  Hear, 
hear !  "  from  the  Opposition  Benclies.']  Ho 
made  that  observation  with  no  intention 
of  raising  a  derisive  cheer  from  the  other 
side.  He  made  it  in  perfect  seriousness. 
The  Bill  had  to  do  witli  the  Act  of 
1870,  and  was  the  result  of  a  most  pro- 
longed and  difficult  consideration  of  the 
whole  Land  Question  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister. Under  ordinary  cirrum stances, 
the  Prime  Minister  would  have  been  pre- 
sent at  the  commencement  of  the  debate ; 
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but  he  was  unable  to  be  prosont,  aod 
when  the  speech  of  the  ri^t  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  UniTerrityof 
Dublin  was  concluded,  he  (Mr.  Mitcli«Q 
Henry)  certainly  expected  that  someou 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  would  rise  tsd 
give  the  explanations  asked  for.    They 
ought  to  approach  the  discussion  of  tiiii 
measure  in  the  fairest  and  most  judiciil 
spirit.     One  great  point  was  that  then 
should  be  some  tribunal  to  stand  betvea 
the  landlord  and  tenant.    Another  point 
was  the  right  of  free  sale.     On  that  thi 
Prime  Minister  had  laid  great  streu; 
but  there  were  other  points  on  vhick 
hon.  Members  could  not  commit  tbem- 
selves    without    knowing    exactly  tbt 
meaning  of  the  Government.     He  vu 
not  going  beyond  the  duty  he  owed  to 
the  Government;    he   was   anxious  to 
give  them  the  fullest  support  in  their 
heroic  attitude  towards  this  Bill ;  for  ha 
believed  the  Bill  contained  within  it  tin 
elements  of  a  radical  settlement  of  the 
Land  Question  for  all  time  ;  but  its  pro- 
visions must  be  made  perfectly  clear  and 
distinct,  although  the  questions  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dablin 
were,  perhaps,  somewhat   exaggerated 
and  rhetorical.     For  his  own  part,  he 
was  most   anxious    that    there   shoi^ 
be  no  recriminations  about  obstruction. 
He  did  not  believe  the  conduct  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  had  been  actuated  in 
the    slightest    degree    by   a   desire  to 
obstruct  the  Business   of    the   House; 
but  it  was  only  reasonable   that  thej 
should  desire  to  obtain  information  on 
the  points  raised  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin.      Questions  rach 
as  those  relating  to   the    purchase  of 
tenant  right  by  tho  landlord,  and  the 
disability  of  the  landlord  to  go  into  the 
same  Court  as  the   tenant,  were  veir 
important,  and  ought  to  be  answend. 
If  they  were  not  answered,  the  House 
was  likely  either  to  drift  into  an  aimless 
and  profitless  discussion  of  the  whole 
Land  Question  on  general  principles,  or 
engender  within  itself  a  heat  emiuentlj 
ill-calculated    to    settle     tho    question. 
Those  points,  he  might  observe,  were 
not  raised  now  for  the  fii*8t  time,  as  they 
had  been  discussed  at  every  meeting  and 
ill  every  newspaper  in  the  Three  King- 
dums  during  tlio  liooess. 

Mk.  HICODKK'K  supported  the  ap- 
peal made  to  the  Prime  Alinister  by  Um 
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hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry).  The  questioii  was  whether 
hon.  Members  were  to  go  on  discussing 
the  measure  under  what  might  possibly 
be  a  total  misconception  of  the  meaning 
of  those  points  which  had  been  referred 
to  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dubh'n  (Mr.  Gibson).  Hon.  Mem- 
bers on  that  side  were  entitled  to  protest 
against  the  course  which  was  being 
adopted  with  regard  to  the  Bill.  More 
than  a  fortnight  ago,  before  the  adjourn- 
ment, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  prophesied  that  if  such  a 
course  were  adopted  the  House  would 
enter  into  a  discussion  without  having 
the  power  to  continue  it.  In  the  circum- 
stances, he  hoped  that  a  protest,  not  on 
the  ground  of  obstruction,  but  merely 
that  they  might  be  allowed  to  properly 
understand  the  Bill,  would  have  due 
weight  with  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSYtrusted.that, 
if  the  Motion  for  adjournment  were  per- 
sisted in,  the  House  would  divide  upon 
it,  defeat  it,  and  then  proceed  with  the 
debate.  No  hon.  Gentleman  followed 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson)  except  for  the  purpose  of 
moving  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
It  was  well  known  that  there  were  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  House  who 
entertained  objections  to  the  Bill  which 
were  very  different  from  those  held  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
spoke  of  it  as  a  lawyer ;  but  there  were 
others  who,  like  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  re- 
garded it  from  the  country  gentleman's 
point  of  view.  The  Prime  Minister  was 
now  asked  to  stand  up  and  reply  to  one 
Member  of  the  Opposition.  This  was  a 
course,  however,  which  had  never  be- 
fore been  pursued  ;  and  he  thought  the 
Government  were  entitled  to  have  the 
full  case  stated  against  the  Bill  from 
every  point  of  view  before  they  were 
called  upon  to  reply  to  objections.  If 
the  Conservative  Party,  instead  of  stat- 
ing their  objections,  would  insist  upon 
entering  into  a  conspiracy  of  silence,  and 
if  they  thus  deprived  the  Government  of 
the  opportunity  of  hearing  all  the  main 
objections  to  the  Bill  before  answering 
them,   he  thought  the  country  would 


blame  the  Conservative  Party  for  the 
course  they  pursued.  He  might  add  that 
the  Irish  Representatives  were  also  on- 
titled  to  know  adequately  and  completely 
the  nature  of  the  objections  raised  against 
the  Bill  by  the  Conservative  Members. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  remarked  that  this 
was  a  matter  of  the  most  grave  import- 
ance to  the  country,  and  said  it  was 
extremely  undesirable  that  the  debate 
should  degenerate  into  an  unworthy 
wrangle  on  the  question  of  adjournment. 
[Sir  William  Harcourt  :  Hear,  hear  !] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  **  Hear, 
hear !  "  in  a  very  contemptuous  manner ; 
but  he  knew  very  well  that  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  fasten  a  charge  of  obstruc- 
tion upon  the  Conservative  Party  which 
even  his  supporters  had  protested  against. 
If  the  Government  would  undertake  that 
at  10  o'clock,  or  some  other  convenient 
time,  a  reply  should  be  given  by  some 
one  on  their  behalf  to  the  objections  raised 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson),  he  was  certain  the  Motion 
for  adjournment  would  be  at  once  with- 
drawn. All  that  hon.  Members  on  the 
Opposition  side  desired  was  that  the 
debate  should  be  conducted  in  a  manner 
which  was  likely  to  advance  the  real 
elucidation  of  the  grave  issue  which  was 
at  stake.  The  logical  conclusion  to  be 
drawn  from  the  speeches  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers sitting  on  the  Treasury  Bench  was 
that  the  House  ought  to  have  adjourned 
till  10  o'clock,  or  to  such  other  time 
when  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  or 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  or  who- 
ever else  might  be  selected  to  answer 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  would 
be  able  to  speak,  and  when  the  House 
could  know  what  interpretation  the  Go- 
vernment gave  of  their  own  Bill  in 
answer  to  the  questions  raised  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin. 
If  the  Government  would  undertake  to 
conduct  the  debate  in  the  ordinary  way, 
cither  by  one  of  their  own  body  or  one 
of  their  ordinary  supporters  answering 
the  important  speech  of  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Colleague,  he  was  certain 
that  the  Motion  before  the  House  would 
be  withdrawn.  The  course,  however, 
which  had  been  pursued  was  certainly 
not  fair  to  lion.  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  whose  only  and  earnest  wish 
was  til  at  the  question  should  bo  fully 
considered  with  a  view  to  a  satisfactory 
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conclusion  being  arrived  at.  The  fact 
was,  however,  that  by  accident — if  it 
was  by  accident — on  the  first  day  of  a 
most  important  debate  of  a  most  impor- 
tant measure  the  discussion  almost  fell 
through.  If  it  had  not  been  that  when 
the  question  was  put  an  hon.  and  learned 
Member  interposed  there  would  have 
been  a  very  grave  and  serious  miscar- 
riage in  the  collapse  of  the  debate.  He 
sincerely  hoped  that  some  satisfactory 
conclusion  of  the  present  incident  would 
be  arrived  at. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  that  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Mr.  Plunket)  had  spoken 
with  great  moderation  on  the  question 
which  had  been  raised.  He  (Mr. 
Forster)  quite  agreed  with  him  that  they 
ought  to  proceed  with  the  debate,  and 
he  did  not  think  there  would  be  any 
difficulty  in  doing  so.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South- West 
Lancashire  (Sir  K.  Assheton  Cross)  had 
mistaken  the  position  when  he  said  that, 
as  a  natural  consequence  of  fixing  that 
night  for  the  debate,  no  Amendment 
could  be  put  on  the  Paper.  The  fact 
was  that  three  Notices  of  Amendments 
already  appeared  on  the  Paper,  and  he 
confessed  that  he  came  down  to  the 
House  expecting  that  they  would  be 
moved.  He  was  rather  surprised,  how- 
ever, to  see  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  rise  in  his 
Elace  when  the  second  reading  of  the 
till  had  been  moved,  instead  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  "Waterford  (Mr.  Yilliers- 
Stuart),  the  noble  Lord  (LordElcho),  or 
the  third  hon.  Member  who  had  given 
Notice  of  Amendment.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber foP  Waterford  was  now  in  his  place, 
and  he  hoped  to  have  the  opportunity 
of  hearing  tne  remarks  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber before  he  addressed  the  House.  It 
had  been  said  that  there  had  been  a 
conclave  of  Ministers  to  consider  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin.  Well,  that  speech 
was  a  most  interesting  one  ;  but  it  did 
not  require  a  conclave  of  Ministers  to 
consider  it.  What  really  did  happen 
was  the  most  natural  thing  in  the  world. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter did  not  reach  the  House  until  three- 
fourths  of  that  speech  had  been  de- 
livered, and  it  was  natural  ho  phould 
wish  to  hear  from  a  Colleague  the  argu-  j 
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ments  that  had  been  adyanoed.  TImb, 
again,  two  or  three  legal  points  bad 
been  raised,  and  as  to  these  he  dednl 
to  consult  his  hon.  and  learned  Friead 
the  Attorney  General  before  addroMuii 
the  House.  He  could  assure  the  Hoon 
that  the  Government  desired  to  gire  tb 
fullest  opportunity  for  discussion,  and 
that  they  were  perfectly  able  to  give  thi 
explanations  that  had  been  aucedfo, 
but  they  would  take  their  own  time  to 
do  so ;  and,  inasmuch  as  Amendmflnti 
had  been  placed  on  the  Order  Book,  h 
was  but  reasonable  that  they  shoold 
hear  what  was  to  be  said  in  support  of 
them  before  they  replied. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
they  had  on  that  side  been  charged  wiA 
obstruction ;  but  he  begged  to  say  thil 
it  had  been  made  unnecessarily,  aad 
that  there  was  no  foundation  whatem 
for  that  charge.  Charges  had  bea 
brought  against  them  most  recklesdr, 
and  without  due  consideration  on  tha 
part  of  those  who  advanced  them. 
What  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ^Ifr. 
W.  £.  Forster)  had  just  pointed  out 
was  exactly  what  appeared  to  them  to 
be  the  state  of  the  case.  The  Bill  wu 
brought  forward  and  distributed  jut 
before  the  Recess.  It  was  introduoed 
on  the  last  day,  and  there  was  really  no 
time,  as  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Ment- 
ber  for  South- West  Lancashire  (SirS. 
Assheton  Cross)  had  stated,  for  that 
consultation  which  was  necessary  after 
the  Bill  was  in  print ;  and,  therefore,  ai 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  stated,  no 
opportunity  had  occurred  for  considering 
Amendments.  Nevertheless,  Amend- 
ments were  put  down,  amonc^  them  one 
of  considerable  importance  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  Villien- 
Stuart).  When  they  came  to  conuder 
what  was  likely  to  be  the  course  of  the 
debate,  they  had  before  them  the  warn- 
ing of  the  Prime  Minister,  that  it  vas 
not,  in  his  opinion,  possible  that  it  could 
be  concluded  in  one  night — that  that 
would,  in  fact,  be  only  the  beginning  of 
the  debate.  And,  looking  at  the  enor- 
mous importance  and  the  difEcuIt  and 
intricate  character  of  the  measure,  every- 
one must  feel  that  it  was  due  to  the 
country  and  to  the  House  that  there 
should  be  a  full  and  satisfactory  discus- 
sion of  the  question.  Well,  it  was 
understood  that  the  first  place  would  be 
p:iven  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford;   but  they  saw  that    Uiere  wen 
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points  on  which  further  information  was 
required,  and  that  it  would  he  difficult 
to  carry  on  the  dehate  until  these  points 
were  cleared  up.  The  hon.  Memher  for 
"Waterford  did  not  press  his  precedence, 
and  questions  as  to  which  information 
was  required  were  put  hy  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Gibson)  in  a 
speech,  not  of  great  length,  but  of  a  full 
character,  and  at  a  time  when  answers 
could  have  at  once  been  given.  If,  sub- 
eequently,  other  questions  were  raised 
by  other  Members,  there  would  still  be 
plenty  of  time  for  their  discussion.  But 
what  occurred  ?  They  found  themselves 
really  on  the  point  of  a  division,  and 
probably  on  the  second  reading  being 
carried  and  afi&rmed,  and  that  in  abso- 
lute ignorance  of  the  opinions  of  the 
Government  on  most  important  points, 
and  without  any  opportunity  being 
given  to  any  hon.  Member  who  had  not 
been  in  his  place  to  express  his  opinion. 
It  might  be  said  that  every  hon.  Mem- 
ber ought  to  be  there.  But  it  was  not 
their  fault  that  the  Government  had 
fixed  the  first  day  after  the  Becess  for 
the  commencement  of  so  important  a 
discussion.  He  hoped  the  effect  of  what 
had  been  done  would  be  not  to  stop 
debate,  but  to  bring  it  about.  If  it  had 
not  been  for  the  course  taken  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton)  they  might 
not  have  had  a  debate  at  all.  He  trusted 
that  the  debate  would  now  proceed,  and 
that,  though  the  present  conversation 
had  been  somewhat  animated — not  more 
so,  however,  than  was  necessary — it 
would  not  prejudice  the  calm  and  full 
and  adequate  consideration  of  the  most 
important  measure  before  them.  He 
was  sure  that  if  the  Qt)vernment  desired 
to  have  the  Bill  discussed  and  weighed 
by  the  House,  they  would  use  their 
influence,  if  such  should  be  necessary, 
to  have  the  debate  continued  in  the 
manner  in  which  such  discussions  were 
usually  carried  on.  The  last  speech  had 
been  made  from  that  side  of  the  House, 
and  if  it  were  answered  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Waterford  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  moving  his  Amendment,  to 
which  he  trusted  full  consideration 
would  be  given.  He  thought  that  no 
blame  could  properly  attach  to  hon. 
Members  for  the  part  they  had  taken 
in  preventing  a  chance  division  being 
snapped  upon  the  most  important  stage 
of  the  most  important  measure  that  ne 


thought  he  over  remembered  being 
brought  before  the  House ;  for  if  they 
had  taken  any  other  course  they  would 
have  stultified  themselves. 

Mr.  YILLIERS-STUART  rose  to 
submit  his  Amendment,  when 

Mr.  speaker  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  Question  as  to  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  had  not  been 
disposed  of. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Mb.  VILLIERS-STUART  :  It  is  in 
no  unfriendly  spirit  towards  the  Land 
Law  Bill  that  I  have  given  Notice  of 
the  Motion  that  stands  in  my  name. 
On  the  contrary,  it  is  in  the  hope  that 
a  grave  omission  may  be  supplied,  and 
that  it  may  be  brought  a  step  nearer 
to  tnat  which  we  all  long  for — a  sub- 
stantial settlement  of  the  Land  Question. 
Such  a  settlement  must  involve,  if  it  is 
to  be  of  any  permanent  benefit,  the  re- 
dress of  grievances  of  the  various  classes 
connected  with  land,  and  depending 
upon  agriculture  for  their  subsistence ; 
that  cannot  be  considered  a  settlement 
of  it  which  leaves  out  a  class  amounting 
to  half  the  entire  agricultural  popula- 
tion of  Ireland.  The  labourers,  with 
their  families,  number  not  less  than 
2,000,000  of  human  beings.  The  con- 
dition in  which  a  large  number  of  these 
live  is  a  disgrace  to  any  civilized  com- 
munity, and  a  standing  reproach  to  the 
Government  of  England.  Nothing  strikes 
a  foreigner  visiting  Ireland  with  greater 
astonishment,  I  may  say  indignation, 
than  the  miserable  hovels  in  which 
Irish  farm  labourers  reside.  Roofs  of 
rotten  thatch,  floors  of  mud,  with  one 
single  room  doing  duty  at  night  as  a 
dormitory  for  all  ages  and  both  sexes, 
while,  in  the  daytime,  it  is  shared  by 
the  pig  and  the  poultry.  Let  me  read 
a  description  from  an  official  Return 
made  last  year  for  the  information  of 
the  Members  of  this  House.  It  is  the 
Report  of  Dr.  Nixon,  Medical  Inspector, 
relative  to  Swinford  Union.     He  said — 

"  I  have  the  honour  to  report  that  I  \'i8ited 
on  yesterday, with  Captain  Spaight,  the  Faheens, 
a  small  village  throe  miles  Irom-  Swinford.  It 
consists  of  4 1  cabins,  nearly  all  of  which  are 
single-roomed,  accommodating  46  families,  and 
has  a  population  of  188.  The  condition  of  the 
people  here  is  extremely  wretched.  In  most  of 
the  cabins  cattle  and  pigs  are  kept  in  the  room 
that  is  occupied  by  th^  ivMui\^'.   T\\!^  irtv^j^ 
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matter  is  parth'  carried  off  by  open  drains  which 
run  throuG;h  the  centre  of  the  floor,  whilat 
stiffnant  pools,  containing  all  sorts  of  ofTrnsiyo 
matter,  lie  in  front  of  the  cabins.  In  this  ^nl- 
lapfp  there  is  no  sewaj^e  of  any  kind,  and  no 
road  for  cars  within  more  than  a  mile's  reach. 
The  food  of  the  ]>(»oplo  hero  consists  almost  ex- 
clusively of  Intlian  meal  without  milk.  Xo- 
tlnnjQ^  could  exceed  the  complete  absence  of  sani- 
tary arranpfoments  in  this  village.  There  were 
fully  eight  inches  of  manure  in  one  cabin  in  the 
room  where  seven  j)ersons  lived,  and  the  woman 
of  the  house  explained  that  she  could  not  clear 
it  out,  as  then  slie  would  have  no  manure.  A 
large  pond  filled  with  greenish  wat^^r,  and  con- 
taining all  kinds  of  sewage  matter,  was  in  front 
of  the  house,  and  the  sewer  in  connection  with 
it  had  its  mouth  closed  by  a  large  stone  put 
agriiinst  it ;  yet,  although  illness  exi8te<l  in  three 
families  in  this  village,  for  over  two  months,  it 
was  only  on  the  proc(!ding  day  that  the  medical 
ofHcer  of  the  district  was  sent  for.*' 

Of  course,  this  must  not  be  taken  as  a 
fifeneral  description  of  the  condition  of 
Irish  labourers'  cottages ;  but  it  is  true 
of  only  too  many  of  them.  What  houses 
to  return  to  after  a  hard  day's  work ! 
What  materials  for  discontent,  for  dis- 
affection, for  a  fierce  sense  of  wrong  and 
injury,  for  an  outburst  of  a  more  des- 
perate agitation  and  revolt  than  any  that 
Ireland  has  yet  seen  !  For  it  will  be 
by  men  who  have  nothing  to  lose,  who 
cannot  be  worse  off  than  they  are.  Do 
not  tell  mo,  then,  that  there  can  bo  a 
satisfactory  settlement  while  such  fester- 
ing sores  are  loft  without  the  salve  of 
healing  measures.  You  may  build  a 
fine  house  over  a  putnd  cesspool ;  you 
may  thus  bury  out  of  sight  the  mass  of 
corruption ;  your  edifice  may  bo  goodly 
to  view,  but  it  contains  within  itself  the 
elements  of  dissolution  and  death  for 
those  that  trust  in  it.  So  you  may  rear 
the  edifice  of  your  Land  Bill  over  the 
festering  sore  and  tlie  grievous  wrongs 
of  the  Irish  labourers,  hiding  them  for 
the  moment  out  of  sight ;  but  you  will 
leave  an  element  of  corruption  and  de- 
cay in  the  very  foundations  of  it  which 
will  bo  fatal  to  its  permanence.  What 
will  be  the  feelings  of  these  men  when 
they  see  the  wrongs  of  the  class  imme- 
diately above  them  redressed ;  when  they 
see  benefits,  concessions,  favours,  piled 
upon  them  without  stint,  while  they  are 
left  to  tlioir  misery  and  wretchedness, 
put  off  witlf  vague  promises  of  some- 
thing to  be  done  for  them  in  the  future  ? 
Anger  and  disappointment,  deep  in  pro- 
portion to  the  extent  of  the  concessions 
in  which  they  have  neither  part  nor  lot, 
are  sure,  sooner  or  later,  to  blaze  fottb. 

Jfr.  VilHeri'Stuart 


int6  active  disaffection.  Tet  the  Iruh 
labouring  classes  have  earned  a  jut 
claim  to  consideration  by  the  toaching 
patience  with  which  they  have  bomsi 
very  hard  lot.  No  class  suffered  mon 
severely  during  the  recent  period  of  dii- 
tress  than  they  did ;  employment  almo«t 
entirely  ceased,  and  those  that  did  get 
work  had  to  accept  g^atly  redac«d 
wages.  I  know  cases  of  men  with  a 
wife  and  five  children  receiving  onlj 
3«.  6f/.  per  week  during  the  distress  of 
last  year,  and  of  this  6d.  per  week  vent 
in  tobacco  "  to  keep  the  heart  in  poor 
Tim,"  as  one  of  the  women  explained; 
yet  these  poor  fellows  have  not  taken 
part  in  the  fierce  agitation  of  the  lut 
few  months ;  they  have  suffered  patientlj 
and  in  silence.  If  they  are  now  paaeed 
over,  I  cannot  conceive  a  greater  ii- 
centivo  to  agitation  than  their  fate  will 
offer.  Those  who  have  agitated  an 
about  to  achieve  the  redress  of  their 
grievances ;  while  those  who  have  been 
patient  and  law-abiding  have  been  neg- 
lected, and  a  deaf  ear  turned  to  t£e 
friends  who  would  advocate  their  canse. 
Last  year  I  suggested  that  the  question 
of  the  labourers  should  be  included  in 
the  scope  of  the  Bessborough  Commis- 
sion ;  and  if  a  sub -Committee  bad  been 
appointed  to  take  evidence  on  this  sub- 
ject at  the  same  times  and  places  as  tlu 
Commission  we  might  now  have  had 
their  Beport  before  us.  I  regret  that 
this  suggestion  was  rejected,  for  the 
evidence  so  obtained  would  have  been 
of  the  greatest  use  in  guiding  us  to  defi- 
nite remedies  for  this  much-neglected 
and  long-suffering  class  of  the  agricul- 
tural population.  We  cannot,  of  coune, 
raise  the  rate  of  wages  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament ;  but  we  may  improve  their  lot 
by  securing  for  them  better  dwellings, 
a  suitable  garden  allotment,  so  useful  in 
eking  out  their  scanty  means  of  sub- 
sistence. In  Committee  I  shall  propoie 
to  add  some  clauses  to  the  Bill,  which,  I 
hope,  may  be  found  practicable,  and 
which  would  remedy  their  lot  in  two  very 
important  respects.  I  appeal  to  the  dis- 
tinguished author  of  this  Bill.  It  is  his 
noblest  distinction  that  he  is  the  friend  of 
tlie  poor,  and  the  champion  of  the  desti- 
tute and  oppressed.  I  appeal  to  him  not 
to  allow  this  blot  to  remain  on  a  measure 
which  we  hope  is  destined  to  become  a 
lasting  monument  of  his  genius,  and  of 
his  wonderful  influence  over  the  comieilfl 
of  mQii.    I  a\\\}eal  to  him  not  to  learo 
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out  of  the  scope  of  his  Bill  that  class 
which  is  least  ahle  to  help  itself,  which 
is  least  able  to  make  its  voice  heard  in 
this  House,  feeling  confident  that  the 
cause  I  plead  will  have  their  sympathy 
and  support ;  and  I  beg  to  move  the 
Hesolution  that  stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  '*  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  no  measure  of  Land  Reform  for  Ireland, 
however  ahly  advised,  can  be  considered  com- 

Slete  or  perfectly  satisfactory  which  does  not 
eal  with  the  condition  of  the  farm  labourers  of 
Ireland,  with  a  view  to  ameliorate  it," — {Mr, 
Villiers  Stuarty) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.** 

Mr.  BLAKE  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Waterford  (Mr.  Villiers- Stuart) 
deserved  very  great  credit  for  having 
brought  the  subject  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  and  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ;  but  he  (Mr.  Blake)  was  sorry  the 
hon.  Member  had  not  stated  more  speci- 
fically what  he  thought  should  be  done 
in  the  matter.  It  was  a  question  of  much 
difficulty  to  determine  how  the  position 
of  the  Irish  farm  labourer  could  be  im- 
proved; but  he  would  suggest  as  part 
of  the  remedy  that  tenant  farmers  hav- 
ing 100  acres  of  good  land  should  be 
required  to  build  at  least  two  decent 
cottages  for  labourers,  and  should  allot 
half  an  acre  of  land  to  each  dwelling. 
He  was  not  disposed  to  give  the  labourer 
more  than  half  an  acre,  lest  the  old  and 
objectionable  system  of  squatting  in  Ire- 
land should  be  revived.  By  the  plan 
he  proposed,  the  hard-working  labour- 
ing population  of  Ireland  might  be  in- 
duced to  resist  the  temptation  of  emi- 
grating to  America;  and  he  thought 
they  should  do  all  in  their  power  to 
induce  such  men  to  remain  in  the  coun- 
try, especially  as  a  vast  scheme  of  re- 
clamation was  likely  to  be  opened  out 
under  the  operation  of  the  Bill.  It  was 
his  duty  for  10  years  to  administer  the 
Fishery  Laws  in  different  parts  of  Ire- 
land, during  which  time  he  had  been  a 
close  observer  of  the  condition  of  the 
labouring  classes  in  several  districts; 
and  he  was  very  sorry  to  say  that  a 
great  many  farmers  in  Ireland  did  not 
show  that  consideration  for  the  labourers 
which  they  ought  to  do— that  the  lodg- 
ings they  gave  to  the  labourers  were 


often  of  the  worst  possible  description. 
Doctors  told  him  that  such  treatment 
produced  a  most  injurious  effect  upon 
the  labourers.  No  doubt  this  sometimes 
arose  from  not  having  adequate  accom- 
modation in  their  own  houses.  A  suffi- 
ciency of  good  cottages  would  obviate 
this,  and  save  the  labourers  from  many 
hardships  amongst  them,  having  often 
to  walk  many  miles  to  and  from  their 
work,  in  consequence  of  having  some- 
times to  lodge  in  villages  and  towns  at  a 
distance  from  their  employment.  He 
thought  the  subject  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  brought  forward  was  well 
worthy  of,  and  deserved  the  attention  of 
the  Gt)vemment  as  much  as  anything 
contained  in  the  Land  Bill,  seeing  that 
it  was  the  most  important  suggestion 
which  had  been  made  since  the  measure 
had  been  brought  forward. 

Mb.  AETHUR  AENOLD  said,  he 
listened  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) 
with  a  conviction,  which  grew  with  every 
sentence  he  uttered,  that  he  had  lent  to 
this  measure  a  powerful  but  very  indirect 
support.  The  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  carry  con- 
viction to-morrow  to  the  minds  of  every- 
one in  the  United  Kingdom  that  this 
Bill  was  a  strong  and  drastic  measure. 
No  one  would  doubt  the  reality  of  testi- 
mony such  as  that  coming  from  such  a 
quarter.  He  was  pleased  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  affirm 
in  the  strongest  possible  language,  and 
with  the  authority  which  belonged  to  a 
distinguished  lawyer,  that  there  could 
not  be  a  shadow  of  a  doubt  that  this  Bill 
contained  fixity  of  tenure  for  the  tenant 
farmers  of  Ireland.  His  first  thought 
was  one  of  regret  that  the  Bill  had  not 
been  introduced  three  months  ago.  Had 
that  been  possible  the  House  might  have 
been  spared  the  shame  and  humiliation 
of  suspending  the  Constitutional  safe- 
guards of  the  Irish  people.  He  had 
heard  that  night  of  another  terrible 
murder,  and  he  could  only  say  he  would 
have  been  surprised  to  find  that  a  com- 
plete suspension  of  crime  had  taken  place 
as  a  result  of  the  stringent  action  of  the 
Coercion  Bill.  The  Bill  would  secure 
the  property  of  the  largest  class  in  Ire- 
land. But  some  time  must  elapse  before 
it  could  be  passed.  It  was  consequently 
felt  to  be  a  case  of  now  or  never  by  bad 
landlords  in  Ireland.  Tha^  ^Qt%\^^N^<s\iL- 


1135 


Land  Law 


[COMMONS} 


{Ireland)  SOI. 


1136 


ing  to  get  rid  of  their  tenants,  whose 
only  protection  until  this  Bill  passed  lay- 
in  the  menaces  of  the  Land  League.  He 
should  have  been  glad  if,  without  wait- 
ing for  the  Hoyal  Assent  to  be  given  to 
this  Bill,  the  Government  had  inserted 
a  provision  making  its  action  date  from 
the  time  of  its  introduction  by  the  Prime 
Minister.  He  believed  that  such  a  pro- 
vision would  have  given  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  a  far  better 
means  than  he  at  present  possessed  of 
maintaining  peace  and  tranquillity  in 
Ireland.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  apologized  for  omitting  the 
consideration  of  certain  parts  of  the  Bill, 
on  the  ground  that  he  was  not  an  autho- 
rity in  figures  or  finance.  He  (Mr. 
Arnold)  would  not  follow  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  with  reference 
to  legal  technicalities  ;  but  he  ventured 
to  assert  he  had  a  claim  at  least  as  high 
as  that  of  the  nght  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  deal  with  parts  of  the  Bill 
with  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  dealt.  He  had  some 
claim  to  rebut  the  charge  that  this  Bill 
was  a  denial  of  all  the  laws  of  poli- 
tical economy.  As  they  were  likely  to 
hear  a  good  deal  about  the  laws  of  poli- 
tical economy,  he  proposed  to  say  a  few 
words  on  that  subject.  Opponents  of 
this  Bill  sometimes  held  up  their  hands 
in  thankfulness  that  they  did  not  observe 
the  laws  of  political  economy.  But  it  was 
most  important  to  observe  those  laws, 
because  they  were  laws  which  regulated 
the  promotion  and  distribution  of  na- 
tional wealth.  This  Bill,  so  far  from 
deviating  in  any  way  from  the  laws  of 
political  economy,  was  a  Bill  for  the 
more  strict  observance  of  the  laws  of 
political  economy  in  Ireland.  It  sub- 
stituted for  threatening  letters  and  the 
blunderbuss  in  the  protection  of  property 
in  Ireland  a  beneficent  law.  The  opponents 
of  tiie  Bill  boasted  that  they  had  on  their 
side  Mr.  Bonamy  Price,  who,  he  believed, 
was  an  accredited  authority  on  political 
economy.  He  asserted  that  Mr.  Bonamy 
Price  had  utterly  mis-stated  the  problem 
that  was  submitted  to  his  judgment. 
That  Bill  was  not  a  ]3ill  for  the  valua- 
tion of  rent.  It  would  be  more  cor- 
rectly defined  as  a  Bill  for  the  appor- 
tionment of  rent ;  and  the  apportion- 
ment of  a  rent  where  there  were  two 
claimants,  as  in  this  case,  for  that  rent 
was  a  work  strictly  within  the  functions 
of  Parliament.    It  was  a  fact  that  the 
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rent  which  a  solTent  tenant  would  paj 
one  year  with  another  did  not,  in  Ire- 
land, belong  to  the  landlord.  Mr. 
Bonamy  Price  thought  that  the  prin- 
ciples of  political  economy  were  out- 
raged by  the  notion  of  fixity  of  tenure. 
Now,  as  Lord  Sherbrooke  had  said,  land 
was  a  species  of  property  in  which  from 
its  very  nature  the  public  must  have  i 
kind  of  dormant  joint  interest  with  the 
proprietor.  And  between  the  eTiction 
of  a  single  person  and  the  eviction  of  i 
whole  people  there  was  a  line  at  which 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  State  to  interrene 
and  decree  fixity  of  tenure.  That  wu 
the  position  at  which  they  had  arrived 
in  Ireland.  Mr.  Bonamy  Price  said  tbit 
they  could  not  value  rent ;  but  rent  wu 
valued  every  day  in  this  country  and  in 
Ireland  by  a  machinery  far  less  effica- 
cious than  that  proposed  to  be  estab- 
lished by  the  Government.  To  justify 
the  tenour  of  the  first  four  parts  of  the 
Bill,  it  was  necessary  to  establish  the 
fact  that,  as  a  rule,  Irish  tenants  hid 
property  in  their  holding^  which  was  at 
present  unprotected.  He  could  not  un- 
derstand how  anyone  could  look  throng 
the  evidence  lately  given,  or  at  the  eri- 
dence  given,  many  years  ago,  before  the 
Devon  Commission,  and  could  deny  the 
existence  of  that  property.  The  rule  in 
Ireland,  in  South  as  well  as  North,  was 
and  had  been,  as  Lord  Portsmouth's 
agent  admitted  with  regard  to  the  estates 
of  that  Nobleman,  that — 

"  All  tho  improvemonts  on  the  farm  are  thu 
property  of  his  tenantry,  because  neither  ho 
nor  his  predocossor  ever  expended  a  ■>iilKng 
on  it.*' 

The  fair  rent  of  such  landlords  was  t 
charge  for  what  Lord  Portsmouth's  agent 
very  fairly  called  **  the  raw  material." 
The  just  rise  in  rent  which  might  take 
place  would  be  a  rise  due  to  the  increase 
in  value  of  the  raw  material.  Let  them 
read  the  admission  of  injustice  committed 
in  expropriation  after  the  Famine  of 
1847  of  tenants  g^ven  by  Mr.  Halliday, 
a  land  agent  and  inspector  of  land  im- 
provements under  the  Irish  Board  of 
Works.  He  said  they  were  turned  out 
because  they  were  unable  to  pay  the  rent 
due ;  but  if  their  property  in  buildings 
and  improvements  had  been  reckoned, 
there  would  instead  have  been  some- 
thing payable  to  them  at  the  time.  Let 
them  take  the  case  described  by  Pro- 
fessor Baldwin,  which,  it  might  be  said, 
was  one  of  thousands  throughout  Ire- 
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land,  in  which  the  tenant  effected  im- 
provements hy  removing  stones  and 
otherwise  improving  the  land  to  the 
value  of  £30  an  acre.  Would  they  hear 
an  eulogy  of  that  law  by  which  the  Con- 
nemara  landlord  who  Mr.  Baldwin  told 
the  Commission  had  not  spent  a  penny, 
and  yet  had  raised  his  rental  from 
£62  10«.  to  £276  Us.?  Then,  in  the 
same  evidence,  let  them  take  note  of  the 
fact  that  on  Lord  Arran's  estate  an  in- 
crement of  25  per  cent  was  put  on  with 
each  change  of  tenancy,  and  in  that  way 
that  charge  had  been  laid  on  three  times 
in  two  years.  Could  any  hon.  Member 
doubt  that  that  charge  was  an  undue 
profit  derived  from  the  pocket  of  the  ten- 
ants ?  If  Irish  agriculture  was  bad,  if  it 
exhibited,  as  they  were  told  in  the  evi- 
dence it  did  exhibit,  the  three  **  D's  " — 
namely,  drink,  dirt,  and  debt — could 
they  wonder?  Was  not  security  the 
basis  of  success  in  every  occupation? 
Then  they  heard  that  landlords  had 
made  much  expenditure.  He  had  no 
doubt  they  had;  and  that  expenditure 
must  have  fair  and  full  consideration. 
But  it  was  sometimes  misrepresented. 
He  read  in  an  article  in  The  Times  the 
other  day — 

"  That  almost  the  whole  of  the  revenues 
derived  from  Lord  Ardilaun's  33,298  acres  in 
Gralway  and  Mayo  have  for  12  years  past  been 
spent  upon  estate  works  and  improvements.'* 

But  what  were  those  improvements? 
From  the  article  one  would  suppose  they 
were  agricultural  improvements.  The 
Correspondent  of  ITie  Times  told  them 
they  were  the  building  of  a  magnificent 
mansion,  and  the  inclosing  and  planting 
of  a  park  of  200  Irish  acres,  including 
the  compensation  for  disturbance  of  ten- 
ants cleared  off  to  make  way  for  that 
magnificent  park.  Were  they  to  bo  told 
that  political  economy — that  was,  that 
the  laws  regulating  national  wealth — 
demanded  that  a  tenant's  purchase  or 
inheritance  of  improvements  should  be 
insecure  ?  Were  they  to  be  told  that  in 
such  cases  a  fair  rent  was  to  be  what  a 
solvent  tenant  would  give  one  year  with 
another  ?  If  so,  then  he  had  no  hesita- 
tion in  declaring  that  the  laws  of  poli- 
tical economy  would  say  of  such  a 
system  that  it  was  the  way  to  national 
ruin  rather  than  to  national  wealth. 
The  owners  of  Irish  land  had  generally 
elected  for  themselves,  as  in  Lord  Ports- 
mouth's and  thousands  of  other  cases,  to 
be  the  proprietors  of  the  raw  matcKrial 


only.  They  had  not,  therefore,  full 
property  in  the  manufactured  article  ; 
and  to  allow  them,  or  a  few  of  them  who 
would  do  so,  to  assert  their  claims  to 
that  property  and  to  maintain  it  by  law, 
was  obviously  to  condemn  Ireland  to 
anarchy,  to  the  reign  of  violence,  and 
to  bad  agriculture.  Last  year,  upon  the 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  Bill,  he 
had  quoted  the  significant  words  in 
which,  by  desire  of  the  Royal  Ag^- 
cultural  Society  of  England,  Mr.  Caird 
reported  to  that  great  body  of  landlords 
upon  this  subject  in  1878.  Mr.  Caird 
put  the  matter  very  plainly.  He  said 
that  the  Irish  tenant  '*  had  established 
for  himself  a  claim  to  co-partnership  in 
the  soil  itself."  There  coidd  not  be  a 
doubt  that  the  laws  of  political  economy 
inculcated  that  to  make  agriculture  good 
and  the  country  wealthy,  there  must  be 
absolute  security  for,  and  every  en- 
couragement of,  agricultural  improve- 
ment. There  was  a  part  of  that  Bill 
which,  he  fancied,  was  framed  to  meet 
the  case  of  Lord  Dufferin,  who  did,  in- 
deed, as  he  would  show,  know  the  value 
of  security  in  agriculture,  but  was  dis- 
posed to  think  it  should  be  limited  by 
the  length  of  his  leases,  in  which  he 
excluded  the  operation  of  the  Ulster 
Custom.  LordDufferin  had  been  eloquent 
upon  the  ills  of  insecurity.  It  was  that 
noble  Lord  who,  1 0  years  ago,  looking 
to  the  condition  of  the  vast  majority  of 
the  tenantry  of  Ireland,  exclaimed,  in 
"  another  place  " — 

"  What  is  a  yearly  tenancy  ?  Why  it  is  an 
impossible  tenure — a  tenure  which,  if  its  terms 
were  to  be  literally  interpreted,  no  Christian 
man  would  offer,  and  none  but  a  madman  would 
accept." — [3  Mansard^  ccii.  68.] 

The  Duke  of  Argyll  evidently  supposed 
that  what  his  Grace  had  named  the  com- 
mercial principles  applicable  to  the  hire 
of  land  were  infringed  by  that  Bill. 
With  all  respect,  he  joined  direct  issue 
with  the  Duke.  He  said  that  the  true 
commercial  and  economic  principles  ap- 
plicable to  the  hire  of  land  were  affirmed 
and  maintained  by  that  Bill.  Let  them 
take  the  known  facts  of  the  case.  Lord 
Portsmouth,  let  them  say  of  his  grace 
and  goodness,  allowed  free  sale  of  the 
tenant  right  on  his  estate,  and  main- 
tained, he  would  assume,  a  fair  rent 
with  reference  to  that  tenant's  claim. 
Was  it  sound  commercial  principle  that 
that  fair  dealing  should  be  dependent 
upon  the  grace  ajid  ^o^^s^^^m^  ^\  ^ss^ 
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man ;  saj  upon  that  of  the  next  land- 
owner,  who  might  do  nothing   of  the 
Bort?     The   facts    of   Irish   husbandry 
showed  one  thing  clearly  enough — that 
commercial  and  economic  principles  had 
been  utterly  excluded  from  the  dealings 
of  landlords  and  tenants.     For  his  own 
part,  he  could  not  understand  the  apolo- 
getic tone  adopted  by  some  persons  nn 
accepting  that  Bill.     He  would  accept 
neither  that   nor  any  other  Bill  which 
violated  economic  principles.     That  was 
a  Bill  to  assert  and  maintain  economic 
and  commercial  principles.    Commercial 
principles  were  trampled  upon  when  the 
landlord  might  confiscate  the  interest  of 
the  manufacturer  of  food  in   the  soil. 
Economic  laws  were  outraged,  and  the 
promotion  of  wealth  was  denied,  when 
the  tenant's  interest  was  ignored.     The 
proper  light  in  which  to  regard  that  Bill 
was,  it  seemed  to  him,  that  of  an  award 
of  arbitration  by   the   only  competent 
arbitrators  in  the  matter  of  the  disputed 
co-partnery    rights    and    claims   which 
existed   over   the    greater  part  of  the 
cultivated  lands  of  Ireland.     Referring 
to  Part  III.,  and  to  the  matter  of  **  judi- 
cial leases,"  it   would  seem  that  they 
ought  to  know  something  of  the  clauses 
of  a  judical  lease,  which,  it  appeared, 
was    not    only  for    its    duration,    but 
after  its  expiry,  to  exclude  the  tenant 
from  the  benefits  of  the  Act.    He  could 
not  help  thinking  that  this  remarkable 
provision  had  a   closer    connection    in 
fact  than  it  had  in  the  Bill  with  Clause 
47,  which  appeared  to  have  been  framed 
to  suit  the  case  of  Lord  Dufferin  and  of 
his    leases.      Lord    Dufferin    regarded 
Ulster  tenant  right  and  Ulster  free  sale 
as  **  the  illegitimate  child  of  an  adul- 
terous connection  between  landlord  and 
tenant;"  and  he  was  bold   enough  to 
assert  that  Ulster  would  be  more  pros- 
perous  without    the    system  of   tenant 
right.  He  agreed  with  Lord  Dufferin  that 
Ulster  tenant  right  was  at  present  a  very 
unsatisfactory  arrangement.     It  would, 
however,  be  considerably  improved  and 
solidified  by  that   Bill.     Ho  could  not 
Bee   why  a   tenant   who    resumed    the 
status  of  a  yearly  tenant  at  the  expira- 
tion of  a  judicial  lease,  or  of  any  other 
lease,  should  not  be  permitted  to  resign 
his  tenancy  under  statutory  conditions, 
just  as  he  could  do  so  at  the  end  of  a 
statutory  term  of  15  years.     When  so 
much  was  given,  and  some  things  that 
were  unneoessaryi  as,  for  example,  tbe 
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too  close  definition  of  the  reasonable 
grounds  on  which  a  landlord  might  re- 
fuse a  tenant  as  purchaser,  would  it  be 
too  much  to  ask  that  the  outlines  of  a 
judicial  lease  should  be  included  in  i 
Schedule  of  the  Bill  ?     He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  it  would  reduce  rents  on  many 
of  the  great  estates  in  Ireland.    Not  lets 
absurd  had  been  the  suggestions  that  it 
would  operate  to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
most  lenient  landlords;  because  there 
was  an  express  provision  in  sub-sectioii 
6  for  adjusting  the  position  of  landlords 
who  had  charged  less  than  or  more  than 
a  fair  rent.     Part  V.  of  the  Bill  was  un- 
doubtedly that  which  eare  the  greatest 
satisfaction  and  the  highest  hope.    It 
had  led    to  a    proposition   from  Lord 
Lansdowne,  Lord  Leconfield,  and  others, 
that  the  State  should  be,  upon  the  re- 
quirement of  a  landowner,  compelled  to 
purchase  his  estate  at  22  years'  purchase 
of  a  fair  rent.  Lord  Lansdowne,  it  mnst 
be  confessed,   sometimes  failed  to  see 
both  sides  of  the  relations  of  landlord 
and  tenant.     For  instance,  he  evidently 
supposed  that  his  proposal  as  to  pur- 
chase was  just  to  the  State  and  to  those 
who  were  represented  in  the  State ;  and 
he  appeared  to  be  convinced  that  when 
he  borrowed  money  from  the  State  to  be 
repaid  by  annual  instalments  of  £3  SsM, 
per  cent  it  could  be  just  to  charge  the 
whole  of  that  to  the  tenant,  and  then, 
when   the    charge    was    liquidated,  to 
claim  tlie  improvement  as  belonging  to 
the  estate  and  not  to  the  tenant.    When 
the  Land  League  proposed  the  compul- 
sory expropriation  of  landlords   at  20 
years'  purchase  of  Griffith's  valuation, 
he  told    his    constituents   that   it  was 
unjust  that  the  buyers  should  in  any 
transaction  fix  the  terms  of  compulsory 
purchase  from  the  sellers.     The  State 
could  ordain  without  injustice  the  com- 
pulsory purchase  of  any  lands.     He  was 
not  an   advocate  of,  or  a  believer  in, 
State   landlordism.     But  he   failed  to 
understand  upon  what  ground  of  prin- 
ciple he  was  asked  to  accept  Lord  Lans- 
downe's  proposal  for  compulsory  pur- 
chase and  to  reject  that  of  the   hon. 
Member  for  the    City    of    Cork    (Mr. 
Parnell).      In  principle  there   was  no 
difference  between  compelling  the  State 
to  purchase    and  compulsion  exercised 
by  the  State  upon  the  owner  as  to  sale. 
To  j  ustify  one  or  the  other  the  same  and 
the  all-sufficient  plea  must  be  put  for- 
waxd^that  of  the  public  welfare  and 
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advantage.  If  Lord  Lansdowne  would 
tako  his  advice  he  would  not  press  his 
proposal  unless  he  was  prepared  to  con- 
sider its  correlative,  the  proposition  of 
the  Land  League,  though  he  did  not 
think  Lord  Lansdowne*s  valuation  was 
by  any  means  unacceptable  or  other 
than  moderate.  Upon  that  part  of  the 
Bill  he  submitted  that  the  House  should 
be  guided  by  the  views  of  the  Execu- 
tive Government ;  and  if  the  Govern- 
ment desired  to  obtain  compulsory 
powers  of  purchase,  to  be  exercised 
at  the  discretion  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sion, and  were  willing  to  couple  with 
such  power  an  acceptance  of  Lord  Lans- 
downe's  proposition,  he  should  not  hesi- 
tate to  give  them  his  support.  He 
thought  the  Government  had  done  wisely 
in  not  themselves  undertaking  the  re- 
clamation of  land  included  in  the  Sche- 
dule of  the  Bill.  He  had  only  a  few 
words  more  to  say.  He  was  very  glad 
that  the  Government  had  not  taken  the 
work  of  reclamation  in  hand.  As  to  the 
proposals  in  the  Bill  wjth  regard  to 
emigration,  he  was  sure  they  were  well 
meant ;  but  he  was  not  quite  certain 
that  they  were  entirely  judicious.  The 
population  of  Lreland  was  not  well  dis- 
tributed. If  the  Irish  people  had  a 
wholesome  land  system — towards  which 
he  hoped  that  Bill  was  a  great  contribu- 
tion— they  might  be  well  distributed  on 
Irish  soil.  There  was  no  doubt  Ireland 
was  capable  of  supporting  a  much  larger 
population  than  she  now  possessed  ;  and 
he  looked  forward  with  hope  and  ex- 
pectation to  the  time  when  the  popula- 
tion of  Ireland  would  by  immigration 
be  increased  by  another  1,000,000  of 
Irish  from  the  United  States  and  this 
country.  The  late  Lord  Derby,  when 
Ireland  had  a  population  of  8,500,000 — 
in  1845 — would  not  say  that  she  was 
over-populated.  If  they  had  free  land 
in  this  country  their  population  might, 
beneficially  to  all,  but  especially  to 
landlords,  be  increased  by  at  least 
5,000,000 ;  and  if  any  hon.  Member 
wished  to  know  what  he  meant  by  **  free 
land,"  under  the  present  pressure  of  time 
he  would  venture  to  refer  him  to  the 
Library  of  that  House.  He  confessed 
that  he  was  not  zealous  to  diminish  the 
pressure  for  an  adequate  settlement  of 
the  Land  Question  by  affording  means 
for  reducing  a  population  which,  in  his 
sinoere  opinion,  mi^ht  be  advantageously 
augmented.    He  had  great  confidenoe' 


in  the  efficacy  of  the  just  provisions  of 
the  Bill  to  operate  slowly,  perhaps,  but 
surely,  in  putting  an  end  to  the  excessive 
sub-division  which  prevailed  in  some 
parts  of  Ireland.  He  should  listen  with 
respectful  attention  to  the  comments  of 
others  upon  the  proposals  for  the  forma- 
tion of  the  Land  Court  and  of  the  Land 
Commission.  But  he  should  require  from 
the  Government  very  much  stronger 
justification  than  was  now  apparent  for 
the  exemption  from  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  pasture  farms  of  not  less  than 
£50  of  value.  If  discontent  prevailed  in 
that  Kingdom  at  the  present  time  it 
had,  in  his  opinion,  no  justification  so 
valid  as  that  of  the  vast  injury  which 
the  economic  interests  of  that  country 
were  sustaining  through  the  rapid  con- 
version of  arable  land  into  pasture.  The 
evil  was  alike  in  both  countries,  but  it 
was  of  greater  magnitude  in  Ireland; 
and  if  anyone  would  take  the  trouble  to 
investigate  the  causes  of  that  evil  transi- 
tion he  would  find  that  primarily  it  was 
due  to  the  fact  that  of  the  land  of  the 
United  Kingdom  by  far  the  greater  por- 
tion was  settled  land.  If  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber wanted  further  information  as  to 
the  disabilities  of  settled  land,  he  had 
only  to  study  the  Settled  Land  Bill  of 
the  late  Lord  Chancellor,  which  was  on 
the  Paper  for  Wednesday  next,  in  order 
to  learn  how  very  far  and  by  what  a 
maze  of  intricacies  settled  land  was  re- 
moved from  the  operation  of  economic 
laws.  He  should  have  ill-expressed  the 
views  which  it  was  his  intention  to  con- 
vey to  the  House,  if  his  criticisms  of  cer- 
tain portions  of  the  measure  before  the 
House  left  any  doubt  as  to  his  apprecia- 
tion of  its  value  and  importance.  It  was 
a  good  Bill  and  a  great  Bill ;  and  when 
it  was  grafted  on,  as  he  trusted  it  would 
be  next  year,  to  a  general  Land  Bill 
dealing  with  those  master  evils  of  our 
land  system — settlement  and  entail  and 
the  system  of  conveyancing  by  deed, 
which  operated  as  a  blight  and  a  curse 
upon  the  agriculture  and  the  general  in- 
dustry of  that  country — he  was  confident 
that  its  operation  would  bear  good  fruit 
in  the  happiness  and  tranquillity  of  the 
Irish  people,  and  that  its  acceptance 
would  do  honour  to  the  Government 
and  the  Parliament  of  that  which  he 
desired  should  be  not  in  name  only  but 
in  the  hearts  of  the  people^the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land. 
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Viscount  LYMINGTON:  I  should 
not  have  ventured  to  have  intruded  my- 
self upon  the  attention  or  the  time  of 
the  House  during  a  debate  of  such  great 
dimensions  and  of  such  importance  if  it 
was  not  that,  without  any  merit  on  my 
own  part,  circumstances  have  enabled  me 
to  obtain  some  practical  knowledge  of  the 
various  points  arising  out  of  the  Irish 
Land  Question,  so  that  I  have  been  en- 
abled to  approach  the  consideration  of  this 
Bill  in  a  spirit  different  from  that  either 
of  mere  political  partizanship  or  of  mere 
outside  opinion.  As  far  as  I  am  able 
to  gather,  there  are  two  kinds  of  objec- 
tions that  are  likely  to  be  urged  against 
this  Bill.  The  one  appears  to  me  will 
be  urged  against  that  part  of  the  Bill 
which,  relating  to  changes  in  the  tenure 
of  land,  is  regarded  as  au  unjust  invasion 
of  the  rights  of  the  landlord.  The  other 
is  based,  partly  on  politico-economic, 
partly  on  purely  economic  grounds,  which 
condemn  the  Land  Court,  as  infringing 
free  contract,  and  the  proposal  of  the 
State  to  lend  money  upon  certain  con- 
ditions to  tenants  desirous  of  purchasing 
their  holdings,  or  for  purposes  of  the  re- 
clamation of  waste  land,  as  ruinous  to 
the  State  and  injurious  to  the  individual. 
I  think  that,  to  some  extent,  these  ob- 
jections are  not  to  be  met  by  positive 
disregard  or  by  any  angry  denial.  It  is 
true  the  landlords  of  Ireland  are  asked 
to  surrender  certain  rights — rights  which 
the  wise  landlords  have  exercised  in  a 
manner  which  I  do  not  think  need  fear 
the  arbitrament  of  any  Land  Commission 
or  of  any  Land  Court ;  but  the  abuse  of 
which  by  extortionate  or  by  less  wise 
landlords  rendered  them,  as  was  said 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  both  odious  and 
impracticable.  On  the  other  hand,  I 
think  there  is  some  truth  in  the  remark 
that  the  House  is  asked  to  support  a 
proposal  in  the  latter  part  of  the  Bill 
rather  upon  political  than  upon  eco- 
nomic grounds.  It  would  be  well,  I 
venture  to  say,  if  we  could  approach  the 
subject  in  no  spirit  of  carping  criticism. 
It  is  a  question  which,  above  all  others, 
requires  generous  treatment.  I  think  it 
wiU  be  well  and  wise  if  the  House  will 
persuade  itself,  in  dealing  with  a  great 
Irish  Question,  to  assume  a  point  of  view 
which  is  wiser,  wider,  and  braver  than 
that  which  looks  through  the  spectacles 
either  of  Party  or  of  class  interest.  I 
will  ask  the  House  to  bear  with  me  while 
J  enter  into  the  question  of  the  extent 


and  manner  in  which  thia  Bill  is  pre- 
sumed to  make  so  terrible  an  inyaoon 
of  the  rights  of  the  landlord.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  MeiiH>6r 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson] 
regards  the  Bill  as  a  measure  of  confisca- 
tion. Well,  that  is  a  very  serious  charge 
to  bring  against  a  Government  and  a 
Party ;  and  I  venture  to  say  it  would  be  a 
venr  serious  charge,  if  Members  opposite 
had  not  used  that  word  previoudy  in 
regard  to  every  measure  that  had  been 
proposed  by  the  Liberal  Petrty  for  the 
amelioration  of  Ireland.  If  that  lan- 
guage had  not  been  used  so  consistentlj 
and  so  recklessly  that  it  has  lost  half  its 
significance  and  almost  sunk  into  the 
mere  language  of  Party  invective,  it 
would  be  a  very  serious  charge  indeed. 
Sir,  speaking  as  one  who  is  personally 
interested  in  Irish  property,  I  fcdl  to  see 
any  confiscation,  although  I  do  see  re- 
striction, in  this  measure ;  but  in  that 
restriction  I  do  not  see  evil,  but  rather 
a  benefit  to  good  landlords.  I  see  no 
hardship  in  the  State  stepping  in  to 
prevent  a  right  such  as  the  raising  of 
rent,  which  may  be  legitimate  and  fair  in 
itself,  being  made  the  vehicle  of  great 
injustice.  Nor  does  it  seem  to  me  unjust 
that  the  miscreants  of  a  class  should  be 
prevented  from  performing  those  acts  of 
hardship  or  injustice  which  do  not  only 
affect  those  who  inflict  them,  but  in 
the  ready,  rough,  and  unfair  generaliza- 
tion of  public  opinion  bring  discredit 
and  odium  upon  the  whole  class  of  which 
they  are  members.  "We  have  plenty 
of  evidence  in  Lord  Bessborough's  Com- 
mission of  the  demoralizing  effect  that 
follows  an  unjust  Act,  no  less  in  the  loss 
among  the  surrounding  tenants  of  that 
confidence  which  is  the  secret  of  agri- 
cultural development  in  Ireland  than  in 
the  bitter  and  mischievous  feeling  which 
it  engenders.  In  regard  to  the  question 
of  right,  it  will  be  well  for  the  House  to 
bear  in  mind,  in  contemplating  the  inter- 
ference of  a  Land  Court  in  the  settlement 
of  rent,  two  special  characteristics  in 
regard  to  the  Irish  land.  In  the  first 
place,  with  the  exception  of  a  few 
great  estates  conducted  on  English  prin- 
ciples, the  tenants  make  the  improve- 
ments and  put  up  the  buildings.  On 
the  other  hand,  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  argument  of  the  ''  land  hunger"  is 
a  very  serious  and  real  one.  There  are 
manufacturing  interests  in  Ireland  only 
in  a  limited  and  drcumsoribed 
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while  taking  there  to  be,  upon  the  com- 
putation of  the  O'Oonor  Don,  500,000 
tenants  in  Ireland,  with  an  average  of 
five  individuals  for  each  family,  we  find 
2,500,000  persons,  or  nearly  half  the 
population,  directly  connected  with  land 
as  occupiers  of  the  soil.  There  is  not 
only  this  unnatural  competition,  but 
the  class  of  competitors  is  largely 
composed  of  those  who  are  either  too 
depressed  by  poverty  or  ignorance  to 
know  of  any  other  means  or  any  other 
avenues  by  which  they  may  earn 
their  livelihood.  In  consequence  of  the 
preponderance  of  the  agricultural  in- 
terest in  Ireland,  there  are  others  than 
those  who  directly  compose  the  agricul- 
tural class  who  are  influenced  by  the 
prosperity  or  adversity  of  that  industry. 
There  is  a  large  number  of  the  com- 
mercial classes — notably  the  small  shop- 
keeper and  the  merchant  —  who  are 
very  largely  influenced  by  the  stability 
of  the  agricultural  interest.  If  I  am 
asked  what  is  the  stability  of  the  agri- 
cultural interest,  I  should  say  that  if 
there  is  a  point  on  which  it  depends 
it  is  upon  the  occupiers  of  the  soil 
being  able  to  meet  their  obligations 
to  their  landlords,  and  yet  have  suffi- 
cient left  to  enable  them  to  do  justice 
to  the  land.  All  the  Keports  agree 
in  remarking  upon  the  importance  of  a 
fair  rent — that  is  to  say,  of  allowing  the 
tenant  to  have  a  margin  between  what 
he  pays  and  the  full  commercial  value 
of  his  holding-^for  the  prosperity  and 
peaceful  progress  of  the  a^ricidtural 
interest  in  Ireland.  I  maintain  that  no- 
thing can  be  more  injurious  to  the  cause 
of  agriculture  in  Ireland,  more  disturb- 
ing to  the  trade  of  the  country,  or  more 
demoralizing  to  the  tenant,  than  the 
system  which  unfortunately  in  some  parts 
exists,  under  which  agents  exact  exor- 
bitant rents  from  the  tenants — rents 
which,  under  peculiarly  favourable  cir- 
cumstances, they  can  pay;  but  which, 
immediately  the  tide  of  prosperity 
turns,  leaves  the  landlord  in  this  posi- 
tion— either  to  accept  only  portions  of 
the  rent,  which  is  demoralizing  to  the 
tenant,  or  to  resort  to  those  acts  of 
eviction  which  outrages  public  opinion 
and  disorders  the  feeling  of  a  whole 
country  side.  In  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  I  find  for  31  holdings  in 
the  West  of  Ireland  the  rent  paid  is 
£1,182  17«.,  and  Griffith's  valuation  is 
£605,  or  that  the  rent  is  nearly  double 


the  Government  valuation.  Of  course, 
it  would  be  ridiculous  to  suppose  that 
land  in  Ireland,  the  raw  material  by 
the  increased  value  of  which  the  land- 
lord has  an  unquestioned  right  to  profit, 
have  not  increased  since  a  valuation  made 
30  years  ago  on  a  standard  of  prices  ex- 
ceptionally low,  and  under  circumstances 
in  which  it  was  the  interest  of  both 
landlord  and  tenant  to  keep  it  as  low  ad 
possible.  On  the  other  hand,  one  can 
form  a  rough  and  not  an  unreasonable 
estimate  as  to  the  condition  of  rent  upon 
agricultural  land  in  comparing  the  differ- 
ence between  the  rent  which  is  now  de- 
manded and  the  Government  valuation 
— and  it  does  appear  to  me  to  be  unjust 
that  land  which  nas  had  no  adventitious 
increase,  no  unearned  increment,  which 
is  purely  agricultural  such  as  is  that 
stated  in  the  districts  I  have  taken,  which 
has  been  improved  in  all  cases  to  a  con- 
siderable extent,  in  most  cases  exclu- 
sively by  the  tenant,  should  be  taxed 
with  a  rent  nearly  double  that  of  Griffith's 
valuation.  When  I  first  saw  these 
figures  in  the  Eeport  of  the  Commission, 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  felt  some 
surprise,  when  I  remembered  the  rents 
that  were  received  on  the  property  with 
which  I  am  connected.  If  it  is  fair 
that  agricultural  land  should  be  let  at 
100  per  cent  over  Ghriffith's  valuation,  I 
feel  that  it  is  preposterously  unfair  on  the 
part  of  my  father's  agent  that  his  tenants 
should  only  pay  for  his  agricultural  land 
an  average  of  one-tenth  over  Griffith's 
valuation,  and  that  it  should  be  the 
custom  on  the  expiration  of  a  lease  of 
30  years  to  increase  the  tenant's  rental 
to  an  extent  varying  only  from  a  quarter 
to  one- eighth  of  the  Government  valua- 
tion. These  rents,  however,  have  stood 
the  strain  of  the  excitement  of  last 
winter,  and  during  the  whole  of  that  time 
they  have  been  punctually  and  readily 
paid.  The  Land  League  have  been  de- 
clared to  be  largely  responsible  for  the 
non-payment  of  rent,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  these  arguments  will  be  urged 
to  explain  the  statement  that  I  find  in 
the  evidence  that  the  arears  of  rent  in 
the  district  to  which  I  have  alluded 
amount  to  over  £25,000.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  criti- 
cized the  Land  Court  as  likely  to  con- 
vert the  landlord  into  a  mere  rent- 
charger,  and  that  it  will  encourage 
absenteeism.     I  fail  to  appreciate  tha 
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reality  of  these  dangers,  though  I  quite 
admit  the  value  of  a  resident  gentry. 
No  one  can  deny  that  the  admixture  of 
classes  which  is  thus  engendered,  the 
location  in  several  parts  of  the  country 
of  men  of  means  and  education,  is  a  con- 
tribution— a  large  contribution — to  the 
political  prosperity  and  loyalty  of  the 
country.  But  what  is  hidden  in  this 
terrible  complaint,  that  the  Bill  will 
make  the  landlord  a  mere  rent-charger  ? 
Why,  if  it  gives  an  effective  meaning 
to  that  term,  many  of  the  landlords  will 
have  much  to  thank  the  Bill  for.  Nor 
can  I  see  that  residence  in  Ireland 
will  be  made  less  comfortable,  or  less 
pleasurable,  or  less  calculated  to  be  of 
service  to  the  State,  in  allaying  class 
prejudices  and  harmonizing  the  differ- 
ences of  race,  if  the  landlord  and  tenant 
are  enabled  to  throw  the  responsibility 
and  odium  of  settling  a  disputed  rent 
upon  the  decision  of  an  impartial  tribu- 
nal. I  confess  that  the  difficulty  will  be 
to  secure  the  impartiality  of  that  tribu- 
nal. I  am  not  afraid  lest  it  should  err 
on  the  side  of  the  landlords ;  but  I  be- 
lieve that  there  is  a  danger  that  unless 
great  care  is  taken  to  insure  that  it  is 
composed  of  persons  of  strong  character 
and  independent  circumstances,  it  may 
bo  approached,  in  times  of  excitement, 
by  popular  influences  and  neglect  the 
paramount  duty  of  impartiality.  This 
is  a  matter  that  needs  careful  atten- 
tion in  Committee ;  but  I  think  that 
the  supposed  danger  that  the  Land 
Court  may  bo  so  constituted  as  to  be 
too  liable  to  popular  influences  is  one 
that  with  careful  attention  may  be 
mot  in  Committee.  I  do  not  think 
that  it  constitutes  in  itself,  or  that  the 
apprehended  evils  of  litigation  are 
sufficient  to  outweigh  the  paramount 
and  absolute  importance  of  fixing  the 
rent,  which  Mr.  Kavanagh  has  truly  de- 
scribed as  the  gist  of  the  Irish  grievance, 
upon  a  basis  which  will  secure  as  much 
justice  as  experience  and  equity  com- 
bined, and  honestly  administered  can 
offer,  and  which  will  have  the  inesti- 
mable advantage  of  being  final.  I  do  not 
understand  why  15  years  has  been  fixed 
upon  as  the  period  for  which  a  valuation 
should  bo  made  ;  I  should  have  pre- 
ferred that  a  lease  should  be  extended 
to  30  years,  for,  on  the  supposition  that 
the  tenant  does  all  the  improvements,  15 
years  are  not  enough.  As  to  free  salo, 
I  think  I  can  speak  on  that  subject 
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with  the  authority  of  praetioal  ene- 
rience,  the  principle  of  &ee  Bale  haTing 
been  allowed  on  my  father's  property 
since  1823.  There  is  plenty  of  evidenoe 
in  the  Eeport  of  the  Commission  to  show 
that  it  is  impossible  to  prevent  free  sale. 
It  exists  already  upon  certain  propertiei. 
Lord  Lucan's  agent,  Mr.  Larminie, 
states  in  his  evidence  how  it  existed  on 
his  Lordship's  property,  where  it  wai 
not  allowed.  Again,  it  occurs  on  Mr. 
French's  property,  where  it  is  forbidden ; 
while  it  appears  in  the  evidence  that  on 
the  Fitzwilliam  estates,  during  the  life- 
time of  the  late  Lord,  when  free  sale  was 
allowed,  but  the  price  was  fixed  by  office 
rules,  the  parties  agreed  to  the  stipulated 
price  insiae  the  office,  and  the  purchaser 
paid  the  excess  outside  the  office.  It  ig 
impossible,  even  if  it  were  expedient,  to 
prevent  or  to  limit  free  sale.  If  restric- 
tion were  possible,  it  would  be  of  no 
benefit  to  the  landlord,  it  would  be  un- 
just to  the  tenant,  and  very  injurious  to 
agriculture.  But  how  could  I  more  con- 
clusively condenm  such  restrictions,  how 
coidd  I  better  prove  them  to  be  upon 
the  highest  grounds  of  politics  more  in- 
expedient than  in  reminding  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  that  they  constitute  a  direct 
invasion  upon  economic  principles  ?  It 
appears  to  me  that  the  opinions  of  hon. 
Members  opposite  possess  a  convenient 
elasticity,  or  their  Easter-tide  lucubra- 
tions upon  political  economy  have  been 
studfed  upon  principles  rather  of  anti- 
pathy to  the  Bill  than  of  sympathy  with 
the  rigid  ordinances  of  their  subject. 
They  say  it  is  wi'ong  for  the  Land  Court 
to  interfere  with  the  landlord  getting 
as  much  rent  as  possible ;  but,  still,  they 
say  it  is  right  for  a  Land  Court  or  land- 
lord to  prevent  a  tenant  from  making  as 
much  as  he  can  of  his  tenant  right.  In 
the  ono  case  you  advocate,  in  the  other 
you  condemn,  freedom  of  contract.  If 
you  were  to  restrict  free  sale  you  must 
restrict  it  on  some  hard-and-fast  rule. 
Nothing  can  be  more  unfair  and  in- 
convenient than  for  a  tenant  not  to  be 
able  to  measure  exactly  the  extent  to 
which  the  landlord  may  interfere  with 
his  realizing  his  tenant  right  in  the  open 
market.  Yo\x  can  only  limit  free  sale  in 
ono  of  two  ways,  except  by  elaborate 
nrraugemonts  which  the  House  will  at 
onco  admit  to  be  impracticable — you 
can  either  limit  the  price  to  be  paid 
to  a  stipulated  number  of  years'  pur- 
chase,  or  you   must   fix  tlie  value  of 
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the  tenant  right  at  so  muoh  per  acre. 
But  in  both  these  ways  injustice  will 
be  done  to  the  improving  tenant.  Sup- 
pose, for  instance,  the  tenant  right 
is  valued  at  £5  an  acre,  will  it  be  fair 
to  the  improving  tenant,  who  may  have 
spent  £10  an  acre  on  his  farm,  that 
he  shall  receive  no  more  than  the  bad 
tenant,  who  has  left  the  land  exhausted 
and  worn  out  ?  To  decide  the  value  of 
tenant  right  is  a  more  difficult  and 
complex  matter  than  to  determine  a  fair 
rent.  In  consequence  of  the  tenants 
having  in  most  cases  done  all  the  im- 
provements, the  interest  of  the  landlord 
is  confined  to  what  is  described  as 
the  unearned  increment.  I  do  not 
envy  the  Land  Court  its  duty  in  this' 
respect,  for  it  will  be  a  very  difficult 
matter  to  determine  what  is  the  un- 
earned increment  apart  from  all  im- 
provement. But  it  will  be  much  more 
difficult  for  any  body  of  men  to  decide 
on  the  value  of  the  tenant's  interest. 
How  can  it  be  done  except  by  appeal- 
ing to  public  opinion,  and  how  can 
that  be  tested  except  by  free  sale  ? 
I  am  not  aware  that  the  tenant  is  any 
more  infallible  than  the  landlord.  Eng- 
lish Members  who  are  practically  ac- 
quainted with  agriculture  could  call  to 
mind  numerous  instances  where  so-called 
improvements  had  best  been  left  alone. 
In  some  cases  the  interest  from  the 
money  expended  in  such  improvements 
is  entirely  sunk ;  in  some  it  has  been 
considerably  diminished ;  while  in  other 
cases  the  land  has  been  left  in  a  condi- 
tion inferior  to  what  it  was  before.  A 
public  auction,  where  the  bidders  are 
practical  men,  many  of  them  acquainted 
with  the  farm,  will  condemn  such  im- 
provements. 13ut  I  cannot  conceive  a 
better  opportunity  for  an  agricultural 
grievance  than  where  the  improvements 
have  been  foolishly  conceived  for  the 
Land  Court  to  step  in  and  put  a  very  dis- 
proportionate value  upon  the  improve- 
ments to  the  sum  that  the  tenant  has 
expended  upon  them,  or  to  the  opinion 
he  claims  for  them,  and  so  afford  him 
the  excuse  of  grumbling  at  every  market 
ordinary  how  he  might  have  got  twice 
as  much,  if  he  had  only  been  allowed  to 
sell  in  an  open  market.  On  the  other 
hand,  there  are  some  improvements  that 
do  not  necessarily  add  to  the  value  of 
land  for  letting  purposes,  and  free  sale 
offers  the  only  satisfactory  way  of  testing 
the  value  of  such  improvements.   If  a 


man  enlarges  his  houBe,  or  betters  the 
position  of  the  farm,  there  appears 
to  me  to  be  no  reason  why  the  Land 
Court  should  interfere  to  prevent  him 
getting  a  fancy  price,  any  more  than 
there  is  reason  why  the  Land  Court 
should  interfere  to  prevent  a  man  ob- 
taining the  pretium  affectionis  from  the 
returned  emigrant.  The  just  and  fair 
way  of  looking  upon  the  effect  of  free 
sale  upon  the  incoming  tenant  who 
has  purchased  is  .not  to  regard  it  as 
increasing  his  rent,  but  as  virtually 
throwing  upon  him  the  payment  of  in- 
terest on  a  capital  sum,  which  is  still  his, 
and  which,  subject  to  the  chances  of  all 
trade,  he  is  able  to  realize  whenever  and 
in  whatever  manner  he  may  wish.  I 
consider  that  the  whole  case  against 
free  sale  has  completely  broken  down. 
In  the  first  place,  we  have  evidence  that 
you  cannot  prevent  its  existence,  in  some 
shape  or  the  other,  on  estates  where  it 
has  not  been  sanctioned.  In  the  second 
place,  where  it  is  possible  to  limit  the 
price,  it  can  only  be  done  with  great  in- 
justice, great  inconvenience,  and  at  the 
cost  of  a  great  deal  of  irritation.  But, 
Sir,  free  sale  can  stand  on  its  own  merits; 
it  needs  no  apology  and  no  excuse.  I 
believe  that  if  it  were  practical  or  politic 
to  confer  tenant  right  with  one  hand,  and 
with  the  other  deprive  the  gift  of  all  its 
grace  by  depriving  it  of  half  its  value, 
free  sale  is  to  be  desired  in  the  interests 
of  the  State,  of  agriculture,  and  of  the 
landlord.  As  regards  the  case  of  the 
landlord,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House  I  will  quote  from  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  Kirkpatrick.  Speaking  to  Lord 
Portarlington,  who  at  the  time  was  op- 
posed to  tenant  right  and  free  sale,  and 
whose  agent  he  is,  he  says — 

"  There  is  tenant  right,  whether  you  heard  of 
it  or  not.  Undoubtedly  it  has  been  going  on,  and 
it  is  very  greatly  for  your  advantiigo.  A  bad 
tenant,  who  would  be  a  burden  to  you,  gets 
something  from  a  good  tenant  for  going.  In 
ever}'  case  these  bad  tenants  have  been  replaced 
by  excellent  tenants ;  the  outgoing  people  are  no 
burden  to  you  ;  everybody  is  satistied,  and  your 
property  is  greatly  benefited." 

Let  us  hear  what  Mr.  Kavanagh  says 
on  this  point — 

**I  entertain  no  disinclination  whatever  to 
extend  this  right  to  the  majority  of  holdings  on 
my  own  propertv,  although  I  have  spent  very 
large  sums  mvsclf  in  the  improvement  of  them ; 
and  I  must  confess  that,  strongly  as  I  was  op- 
posed to  its  g-t-nnral  cxt'msion  before  I  entered 
upon  this  in(iuiry,  the  evidence  I  have  heard. 
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and  done  my  best  to  sift,  has  convinced  me  that 
extending  this  right  would  confer  more  advan- 
tages on  the  present  occupiers  than  disadvan- 
tages on  me.*' 

Secondly,  it  will  be  a  source  of  great 
comfort  to  the  landlord,  because  of 
the  manner  in  which  it  eliminates  the 
difficult  question  of  compensation  for 
improvements.  Thirdly,  it  limits  the 
yalue  of  tenant  right  to  a  matter  of  fact 
and  not  of  opinion,  and  thus  entirely 
removes  many  subjects  of  petty  an- 
noyance and  discomfort  from  the  ground 
commonly  occupied  by  landlord  and 
tenant.  Fourthly,  it  has  the  advan- 
tage of  giving  to  the  landlord  a 
security  for  the  repayment  of  arrears 
of  rent ;  and,  lastly,  it  possesses  this 
great  advantage — that  it  becomes  the  in- 
terest of  the  tenant  to  keep  and  to  leave 
his  farm  in  good  order.  It  happens  too 
frequently  in  England  that  a  man  taking 
a  farm  for  a  few  years  puts  nothing  into 
it  and  takes  everything  out  of  it,  and 
finally  throws  it  upon  his  landlord's 
hands  in  a  condition  ahnost  unletable. 
Against  that  evil  free  sale  forms  a 
simple  and  natural  security.  But  free 
sale  is  not  merely  a  custom  which  is 
agreeable  to  the  landlord  and  tenant, 
but  it  is  one  which  I  think  goes  far  to 
.  touch  that  which  lies  at  the  bottom  of 
the  Irish  difficulty.  As^itations  must 
have  a  ground  upon  which  to  start ;  it  is 
only  half  the  truth  to  say  that  they 
create  the  miseries  upon  which  they 
thrive ;  and  if  I  could  point  to  any  one 
thing  which  has  inspired  and  is  the 
foundation  of  the  present  discontent  and 
disaffection  in  Ireland,  I  would  say  that 
it  is  the  desperate  and  despondent  spirit 
which  is  fostered  in  the  mind  of  the 
Irish  occupier  by  the  sense  that  in 
losing  his  holding  he  loses  everything. 
It  is  this  despondency,  added  to  the  sense 
of  insecurity,  which  springs  from  that 
curse  of  Ireland,  which  has  sapped  the 
very  life  and  energy  of  her  people — the 
system  of  tenancy  at  will  with  leasehold 
conditions.  It  is  this,  and  not  what  is 
described  in  the  ignorant  phraseology 
of  the  day  as  the  thriftlessness  of  the 
Irish  race,  that  has  fed  the  spirit  of 
agitation  and  crushed  that  of  commercial 
prosperity.  "Where  do  we  find  that  the 
Land  League  has  its  most  devoted  fol- 
lowers ;  where  has  it  aroused  the  strength 
of  its  influence ;  whore  does  the  advice  of 
some  hon.  Members  who  occupy  some  of 
the  Opposition  Benches  below  theQang- 
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way,  to  keep  a  firm  grip  npcm  flie  land* 
speak  with  greater  force  and  a  deeper 
meaning  than  among  those  mifienbla 
cottiers  in  the  West  of  Ireland,  whofe 
passionate  clinging  to  the  plot  which  thej 
cultivate  is  only  natural  wlien  we  contem- 
plate what  the  loss  of  that  means  ?  Sir,  it 
robs  them  of  everything  that  human  life 
can  give — of  home,  of  reepectabilitj, 
often  of  the  industry  of  a  lifetime. 
Life  alone  is  left  to  them ;  the  life  of 
an  outcast  in  a  world  which  offers  no 
compensation  but  the  workhouse.  I 
have  not  exaggerated  what  the  loss  of 
his  land  means  to  the  Irish  cottier. 
Even  the  language  of  eloquence  wonU 
be  inadequate  to  describe  it.  Sir,  free 
sale  will  go  far  to  alter  this.  With  free 
sale,  it  becomes  the  object  of  the  tenant, 
who  is  doing  badly,  to  realize  his  tenant 
right  before  it  is  consumed  by  arrears  of 
rent.  The  tenant  feels  that  in  quitting 
his  holding,  so  far  from  losing  everj- 
thing,  he  is  often  the  gainer  by  a  w^- 
timed  and  prudent  act.  Of  this  impor- 
tant Bill  there  is  nothing  which,  in  mj 
humble  opinion,  is  of  greater  importance. 
No  part  of  the  Bill  has  been  more  ob- 
jected to  than  free  sale,  while  really 
there  is  none  which  is  less  open  to  objec- 
tion. Nothing  can  so  naturally  relieve 
the  land  where  the  population  is  con- 
gested. Nothing  will  more  matCTiall? 
conduce  to  its  good  cultivation ;  and, 
lastly,  no  agency  could  more  effectually, 
and  yet  more  pleasantly,  meet  that  des- 
perate spirit  among  the  occupiers  of  land 
in  Ireland  to  which  I  have  alluded.  We 
cannot  expect  that  this  measure  or  any 
other  can,  of  itself,  secure  contentment 
and  prosperity  to  Ireland.  No  legisla- 
tion can  take  the  place  of  a  people'^ 
energy  or  enterprize.  Those  "who  sup- 
port the  Bill  do  not  expect  this.  What 
they  do  look  for  in  it,  and  what  they 
trust  it  will  accomplish,  is  to  revive  in 
the  heart  of  the  Irish  agriculturist  a 
spirit  of  security,  confidence,  and  enter- 
prize. The  difficulties  and  anxieties  of 
the  task  are  very  real  and  very  great 
But,  by  these — the  accompaniments  of 
all  great  measures — Members  who  sit 
on  this  side  of  the  House  are  surely  not 
going  to  be  dismayed.  But  if  this  were 
so,  wo  might  well  take  heart  and  borrow 
some  courage  from  the  example  that 
has  been  set  by  that  illustrious  states- 
man, whom  a  long  and  laborious  life  of 
public  service  has  not  deterred  from  a 
task  which,  in  many  senses,  will  be  a 
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thankless  one,  which  can  offer  him  no 
personal  reward  other  than  the  bless- 
ings which  posterity  will  award  to  the 
author  of  a  great  measure  of  justice,  and 
of  that  boldness  which  the  political  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  transfer  from  an 
act  of  rashness  into  one  of  statesman- 
ship. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  rise  now, 
Sir,  feeling  that  if  I  further  postpone 
my  remarks,  we  may  be  told  that  we 
are  not  prepared  to  carry  on  the  debate, 
because  we  cannot  reply  satisfactorily  to 
the  arguments  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) ;  but 
I  think  my  noble  Friend  the  Member 
for  Barnstaple  (Viscount  Lymington) 
has  shown — in  a  speech  of  remarkable 
eloquence  aud  thought,  and  of  remark- 
able knowledge,  arising  partly  from  his 
hereditary  connection  with  Ireland,  and 
I  must  say  from  his  sympathy  with  the 
Irish  people  and  the  Irish  tenantry— 
with  what  ability  the  debate  can  be 
carried  on.  That  speech  may  be  taken 
as  a  sufficient  answer  to  the  taunts  we 
heard  earlier  in  the  evening.  Before 
entering  upon  the  main  subject  of  the 
debate,  I  may  say  a  word  with  regard  to 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Waterford  (Mr.  Villiers-Stuart),  who 
has  brought  forward  a  question  of  great 
importance — namely,  the  condition  of 
the  Irish  labourers.  I  do  not  think  he 
has  painted  their  position  in  too  strong 
language.  The  condition  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourer  is  one  which  excites  great 
sympathy,  and  it  will  become  the  House 
to  consider  most  carefully  how  it  can  be 
improved.  It  is  better  now  than  it  was 
25  or  30  years  ago,  but  it  is  very  bad 
still.  But  we  cannot  do  two  or  three 
things  at  once.  This  is  a  Bill  for  reform- 
ing the  land  tenure  of  Ireland  as  its 
principle  object ;  but  if  my  hon.  Friend, 
or  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  followed  him 
(Mr.  Blake),  who  has  had  great  prac- 
tical experience,  can  bring  in  any  clauses 
in  Committee  at  all  germane  to  the  Bill, 
to  improve  the  condition  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourers,  we  shall  be  glad  to  con- 
sider them.  I  will  now  refer  to  the 
speech  in  which  the  debate  was  opened, 
and  which  I  heard  with  pleasure,  and  for 
this  reason.  The  right  hon.  andleamel 
Gentleman  began  with  an  attack  upon 
the  Bill  and  ended  with  a  most  fierce  de- 
nunciation of  it,  and,  as  my  noble  Friend 
has  said,  he  aUuded  to  what  he  called  its 
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confiscatory  clauses,  complaining  that  we 
had  not  the  courage,  the  justice,  or  the 
candour  of  open  confiscation.  We  are  not 
unaccustomed  to  these  attacks  on  mea- 
sures which  we  have  thought  it  our  duty 
to  bring  forward ;  but  in  the  present  case 
it  was  encouraging  to  find  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  who,  from 
his  great  powers  and  his  knowledge  of 
Ireland,  is  almost,  if  not  quite,  our  ablest 
critic,  in  spite  of  his  dislike  to  the  Bill, 
has  not  formally  proposed  to  oppose  it. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
began  by  asking  why  the  Bill  was 
brought  forward,  and  gave  two  or  three 
reasons  for  that  course,  which  he  pre- 
sumed were  in  our  minds,  but  which 
were  not  in  his.  I  thought  he  would 
have  condemned  the  Bill  as  being  mis- 
chievous ;  but  he  did  not  take  that  view, 
nor  does  the  Conservative  Party  in  Eng- 
land or  in  Ireland  either  wish  that  it 
should  be  thrown  out.  They  are  very 
anxious  that  there  should  be  a  settle- 
ment of  the  question  this  year,  and  they 
are  well  aware  that  it  will  be  necessary 
to  base  that  settlement  upon  the  general 
lines  of  this  Bill.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  appeared  to  have 
misconceived  several  parts  of  the  Bill, 
which  I  will  endeavour  to  explain; 
and  while  he  started  some  objections 
to  it  which  will  have  to  be  met  in 
the  course  of  this  debate,  he  mentioned 
others  which  are  fairly  matters  for  Com- 
mittee. We  must  not  forget  that  in  a 
complicated  measure  of  this  kind  there 
will  be  many  clauses  which  admit  of  dis- 
cussion in  Committee,  and  in  respect  to 
which  the  Government— though  they 
put  them  before  the  House  as  the  method 
in  which  they  think  the  matter  may  be  best 
dealt  with — is,  of  course,  open  to  sugges- 
tions; but  at  the  stage  of  the  second 
reading  we  are  considering  only  the 
principles  of  the  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  that  he 
found  the  Bill  very  complicated,  and 
confessed  that  lie  could  not  fully  under- 
stand it ;  but  he  gave  it  a  good  character 
in  one  respect,  and  said  that  it  was 
clearly  intelligible  as  regards  the  in- 
terests of  the  tenants.  Undoubtedly,  it 
is  a  measure  of  great  complication.  It 
is  no  matter  of  surprise  that  a  Bill  deal- 
ing with  the  land  tenure  throughout  Ire- 
land, and  dealing  with  the  evils  of  the 
condition  of  the  people  of  the  West  of 
Ireland,  and  the  overcrowded  parts  of 
Ireland,  and  also  dealing  with  the  %t^^^ 
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social  object  of  increasing  the  number 
of  the  yeomen  proprietors  of  Ireland, 
should  be  complicated ;  and  if  any  hon. 
Member  supposes  that  a  Bill  for  these 
objects  will  pass  in  a  few  simple  clauses, 
he  must  have  very  little  experience 
of  Parliamentary  discussion.  Now,  the 
three  main  objects  of  the  Bill  are  these 
— first,  the  reform  of  the  land  tenure  of 
Ireland ;  secondly,  the  increase  of  the 
number  of  the  proprietors  of  land;  and, 
thirdly,  the  relief  of  overcrowded  dis- 
tricts. As  regards  the  second  and  third 
objects,  I  imagine  that  there  is  in  prin- 
ciple no  difference  of  opinion.  "With  re- 
gard to  the  relief  of  overcrowded  dis- 
tricts, the  principle  is  that  euch  relief 
must  be  given  by  State  assistance.  I 
am  aware  that  many  hon.  Members 
doubt  whether  that  ought  to  be  done  by 
migration,  or  emigration,  or  by  the  em- 
ployment of  the  people  on  public  works ; 
but  everyone  admits  that  it  is  almost  im- 
possible to  leave  those  districts  as  they 
are,  without  some  attempt  to  provide 
State  action  to  relieve  them.  Then  as 
regards  the  increase  in  the  number  of 
landowners,  although  the  principle  is 
one  to  which,  I  think,  the  House  assents, 
and  our  object  is  to  effect  that  increase 
by  lending  money  to  tenants  to  enable 
them  to  purchase  their  holdings,  there  will 
be,  no  doubt,  great  differences  in  regard 
to  the  details  of  our  plan.  Now  we  come 
to  our  first  object,  which  undoubtedly  is 
the  most  complicated,  the  most  im- 
portant, and,  as  I  believe,  the  most  im- 
mediately necessary  of  the  three — I  mean 
the  reform  of  the  land  tenure.  Here, 
again,  there  are  three  principles  in  our 
scheme,  to  which  principles,  if  they  have 
not  commanded  universal  concurrence,  I 
do  not  expect  very  serious  opposition, 
though  there  may  be  great  opposition 
to  the  details  by  which  we  attempt 
to  carry  them  out.  They  are — first,  a 
Court  or  tribunal  to  fix  a  fair  rent; 
next,  security  of  tenure  at  this  fair 
rent;  and,  lastly,  the  power  of  the 
tenant  to  sell  his  interest  in  his  hold- 
ing. Of  these  three,  the  first  is, 
in  my  opinion,  the  most  important.  If 
there  be  one  principle  to  which  the 
House  will  agree,  it  will  be  the  principle 
that,  in  the  present  relations  between 
landlords  and  tenants  in  Ireland,  we 
must  have  a  tribunal  in  the  last  resort 
to  fix  the  rent  as  between  the  two  parties, 
and  that  we  cannot  leave  it  to  be  deter- 
mined by  competition  and  the  laws  of 


supply  and  demand.  That  is  flie  most 
important  proposal  we  have  to  make, 
and  the  most  novel,  and  also  to  many 
political  economists,  or  those  who  caU 
themselves  political  economists,  the  moet 
staggering ;  but,  to  almost  all  who  haTS 
studied  the  condition  of  Ireland,  the 
most  necessary.  It  is  most  remarkaUe 
to  notice  how  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  passed  over 
the  objections  from  political  economy  in 
one  phrase.  I  had  expected  that  botii 
he  and  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Elcho)  woold 
urge  them ;  but  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  all  but  ignored  them. 
It  is  striking,  as  my  right  hon.  Friendfiaid 
in  bringing  the  measure  forward,  that  in 
the  two  Commissions,  this  is  the  one 
point  on  which  almost  everybody  agrees. 
The  majority  of  the  Duke  of  Biclmiond 
and  Gordon's  Conmiission  agree  with 
the  minority  upon  it,  and  it  is  the  one 
proposal  which  all  the  five  Members  of 
Lora  Bessborough's  Commission  agree 
upon.  It  is  quite  true  that  exception 
has  been  taken  to  it  by  Mr.  Bonamj 
Price,  the  Professor  of  Political  Eco- 
nomy at  Oxford,  who,  I  must  admit, 
expresses  his  views  very  clearly,  and 
strongly  opposed  a  tribunal  for  fixing 
rents ;  but,  although  I  will  not  weazj 
the  House  with  quotations,  I  will  read 
what  another  authority,  the  late  Mr. 
John  Stuart  Mill,  said  on  this  subject^ 

''Peasant  rents  ought  never  to  be  arbitraxr, 
never  at  the  discretion  of  the  landlord,  either 
by  custom  or  law.  It  is  imperatively  necessary 
that  they  should  be  fixed,  and  when  no  mntoallj 
advantageous  custom  has  established  itself,  rea- 
son and  experience  recommend  that  they  should 
bo  fixed  by  authority.'* 

That  is  a  strong  argument  in  favour  of 
what  we  propose  to  do ;  but  the  objec 
tions  that  are  based  on  political  economy 
have  not  really  been  started  this  even- 
ing, and  I  do  not  know  that  I  need 
answer  them.  It  is  not  very  difficult  to 
show  the  reasons  why  in  this  particular 
matter  we  must  not  allow  the  bargain 
to  be  settled  by  the  bargain -makers 
themselves.  The  truth  is,  we  must 
interpose  in  what  is  called  freedom 
of  contract,  because  it  is  not  real  free- 
dom of  contract.  The  two  parties  are 
not  free  to  contract.  An  analogy  has 
often  been  asserted  to  exist  between  rent 
and  wages.  It  is  said — **  Why  fix  rents, 
when  you  cannot  fix  wages  ?  "    But  I 


1167 


Zand  Law 


(April  25,  1881) 


{Irehnd)  Bill. 


1158 


think  the  illustration  is  in  favour  of  in- 
terforence,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  we 
are  obliged  to  interfere  in  the  question 
of  wages.     If  we  were  to  carry  out  the 
principle  of  absolute  non-intervention, 
and  leave  the  capitalists  and  labourers 
to  deal  between  themselves,  without  any 
sort  of  intervention  by  the  State,  the 
capitalist  would  have  the  advantage  of 
the  labourer's  hunger  for  food ;  but,  by 
the  Poor  Law,  we  protect  the  labourer, 
and  so  far  we  intervene  between  him 
and  his  bargain.     Let  us  look   for  a 
moment  to  the  various  circumstances  in 
Ireland  at  this  time.     If  the  House  will 
allow  me,  I  will  just  state  how  those 
circumstances  vary.     "We  have  in  Ire- 
land facts  for  almost  every  theory.     In- 
deed, I  defy  any  hon.  Member  to  have 
a  theory  about  Ireland  which  he  would 
not  be  able  to  produce  facts  in  support 
of.      There  are  many  very  low-rented 
estates  in  Ireland ;  there  are  some  rack- 
rented  estates ;  there  are  estates  which 
are  let  at  exorbitant  rents;   and  there 
are  many  low-rented  estates  of  which 
naturally  we  hear  less  than  we  do  of 
the  others.     There  are   many  estates 
where  the  rents  have  not  changed  for 
more  than  20  years,  and  there  are  others 
where  the  landlord  has  thought  it  fit 
to  raise  the  rents  every  three  or  four 
years.   There  are  some  landlords  in  Ire- 
land who  have  improved  their  properties 
quite   as  much  as  the  average  of  the 
English  landlords,  and  some,  I  dare  say, 
who  have  improved  them  more ;    but, 
undoubtedly,  the  general  rule  is  that 
improvements  are  made  by  the  tenants. 
Then  there  are  many  landlords  who  are 
doing  their  utmost  for  their  tenants, 
who  are  a  blessing  to  their  neighbour- 
hood, and  whose  departure  from  it,  if 
we  contemplated  such  a  thing,  would  be 
a    great  misfortune.     Other    landlords 
never  go  near  their  property,  but  leave 
the  management  of  it  to  agents ;   and, 
perhaps,  in  some  cases,  it  is  well  that 
they  do  not  go  near  their  estates.   After 
the  distress  of  the  late  year  or  two,  and 
the  agitation,  almost  any  hon.  Member 
who  wishes  to  make  out  a  case  could 
bring  forward    facts  in  support  of  it. 
Some  tenants   are  perfectly  unable  to 
pay  their  rents.   Many  tenants  are  quite 
able  to  pay  them  and  not  willing  to  pay 
them ;   and   there  are  some  landlords, 
though  not  many  I  am  happy  to  say, 
demanding  payment  most  unreasonably. 
There  are  many  landlords  who  are  for- 


bearing, and  some  who  are  forced  to  de- 
mand their  rents,  and  others  who  are 
justified  in  doing  so  by  both  law  and 
justice.    Facts  for  partial  and  imperfect 
generalizations   may  thus  be  adduced 
for  any  theory  ;    but  there  is  one  gene* 
ralization  which  may  be  made  all  over 
Ireland,  and  that  is  that  the  demand  for 
land  does  greatly  exceed  the  supply,  and 
has  exceeded  it  for    generations — for 
more  years  than  any  of  us  can  recollect. 
My  noble  Friend  (Viscount  Lymington) 
has  stated  that  the  chief  reason  for  this 
is  that  there  are  no   other  means  of 
living,  and  that  there  is  no  other  mode  by 
which  the  farmers,  or  the  peasants,  or 
the  middle  class  men  and  small  capi- 
talists can  obtain  a  living.    Therefore,  a 
tenant  clings  to  the  land,  and  you  can- 
not compensate  him  for  disturbing  him 
out  of  the  land.     And  here  comes  the 
important    fact    that    rather    than   be 
evicted  he  will  make  almost  any  promise 
and  almost  any  contract.     Well,  there- 
fore, we  find  that,  as  an  absolute  prac- 
tical necessity,   we    must  protect    him 
against  the  contracts  which  he  himself 
is  willing  to  make,  and,  upon  the  whole, 
we  shall  find  it  wiser  to  do  that  than  to 
rely  solely  on  our  power  to  oblige  him 
to  fulfil    his    contract.      I  have   often 
asserted  in  this  House — and  I  have  been 
found  great  fault  with  for  saying  so — 
that  we  must    enforce    the  law   as   it 
stands.     But   if  we  rely  solely  on  our 
power  of  enforcing  the  law,  we  shall 
find  it  so  difficult  to  do  it  that  we  shall 
have  a  very  strong  outcry  not  only  in 
Ireland,  but  in  this  country  also,  that 
the  law  must  be  changed.     Therefore, 
we  find  a  tribunal  to  ascertain  a  fair 
rent  to  be  necessary,   and   almost  all 
practical  politicians  have  come  to  con- 
sider it   to   be   necessary   in   the    last 
resort.     My  right  hon.  Friend  called  it 
an  optional  tribunal.     We  do  not  force 
the  rent  on  the  landlord  and  tenant  upon 
every  farm  ;  but  we  do  make  it  compul- 
sory, it  is  true,  upon  the  landlord  on  the 
application   of   the   tenant.      In   doing 
that,  I  admit  that  one  of  our  chief  objects 
ought  to  be  to  give  every  possible  induce- 
ment to  the  tenant  not  to  apply  to  the 
Court  to  fix  the  rent.     It  is  far  better 
that  a  fair  bargain  should,  if  possible, 
bo  made  between  the  two  parties.     If  it 
should  be  found  that  there  is  any  pro- 
vision in  our  Bill  which  would  prevent 
this  iuducomoiit,  and  if  any  Amendments 
to  improve  the  measure  in.  tkva  t^^"^^^\> 
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8bould  be  proposed,  we  should  be  glad 
to  consider  them ;  but  we  believe  that 
the  key-stone  of  our  measure  is  the  ab- 
solute necessity  in  the  present  condition 
of  Ireland  and  of  the  relations  between 
landlord  and  tenant  that  there  should  be 
an  outside  tribunal  able  to  fix  a  fair 
rent  which  the  tenant  shall  pay.  If, 
then,  we  are  driven  to  have  this  tri- 
bunal, let  us  come  to  the  question  of 
how  this  fair  rent  should  be  defined. 
And  now  I  come  to  the  chief  point 
raised  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin.  I  understood  him  to 
make  an  objection  similar  to  that  which 
I  have  seen  in  two  or  three  of  the  daily 
journals.  It  is  that  our  definition  of 
fairness  will  imply  that  the  value  of  the 
tenant  right  is  to  be  carved  out  of  the 
existing  rent.  I  see  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  accepts  that  interpre- 
tation ;  and  it  is  stated  how  unfair  this 
would  be. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  I  do  not  know  what 
the  intention  of  the  Government  may 
be.  I  stated,  as  a  matter  of  clear  law, 
what  might  be  the  construction  drawn 
by  the  Courts. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  understood 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man wished  to  have  an  assurance  of  our 
own  interpretation,  and  to  know  whether 
we  take  that  view  or  not.  Now,  I  say 
that  that  would  be  very  unfair,  espe- 
cially if  it  was  understood  that  the 
lower  the  rent  the  larger  would  be  the 
tenant  right,  and  the  greater  the  de- 
duction. Consequently,  a  generous  land- 
lord would  suffer  for  his  generosity.  But 
I*do  not  believe,  and  I  cannot  understand 
why  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
supposes,  that  our  clause  can  bear  any 
Buch  interpretation.  In  the  first  place, 
I  think  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman has  forgotten — and  the  mistake  is 
very  general — that  the  meaning  of  the 
clause  is  not  that  the  rent  must  neces- 
sarily be  reduced.  Its  meaning  is  that 
the  rent  must  be  fixed.  In  fact,  the 
clause  does  show  in  one  of  its  sub-sections 
that  {it  is  possible  the  rent  may  be  in- 
creased. That  is  one  misrepresenta- 
tion that  our  critics  make.  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  tenant  with  a  low  rent 
will  go  into  Court.  He  will  have  a  wise 
reluctance  to  do  so ;  he  will  fear  that 
the  rent  may  be  raised  if  he  does.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  ex- 
pected a  great  rush  into  Court.  I  do  not 
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believe,  and 'we  have  no  expectation, 
that  that  will  be  the  general  effect 
The  low-rented  tenants  will  think  it 
better  to  let  well  alone ;  and  the  rack- 
renting  landlords  will,  I  expect,  lower 
the  rent  of  themselves  in  order  to  avoid 
going  into  Court.  And  thus  one  of  the 
great  causes  of  discontent  will  be  re- 
moved— the  fear  of  a  rise  in  the  rent 
The  tenant  hitherto  has  been  obliged  to 
choose  between  such  a  rise  and  the  leav- 
ing of  his  holding.  *  He  fears  to  make 
improvements  lest  the  improvement! 
may  be  sacrificed.  That  is  a  fear  which 
affects  almost  every  tenant  in  Ireland. 
It  affects  the  tenants  upon  low-rented 
estates,  not  so  much  but  as  well  as  the 
tenants  not  so  favourably  circumstanced, 
because  they  fear  that  upon  the  death  of 
their  landlord  there  may  be  a  change, 
or  that  the  landlord  may  choose  to  mi 
But,  by  the  provision  we  make,  we  re- 
move, as  I  believe,  that  fear  from  their 
minds,  because  they  will  know  that,  at 
any  time,  they  may  apply  to  have  the 
rent  fixed.  But  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  seems  to  me  to  have 
made  a  still  greater  mistake,  and  the 
mistake  is  a  very  general  one.  He 
seems  to  forget  the  first  part  of  the  defi- 
nition of  a  fair  rent,  which  is — 

**  Such  a  rent  as  in  the  opinion  of  the  Comt, 
after  hearing  the  parties  and  considering  all  ih» 
circumstances  of  the  case,  holding-,  and  district, 
a  solvent  tenant  would  undertake  to  pay  one 
year  with  another.*' 

["  Read  on !  "]  I  would  rather  explain 
this  part  first.  That  would  mean,  taken 
by  itself,  in  all  probability,  a  very  con- 
siderable rise  of  rents  upon  many  estatei 
in  Ireland.  It  would  mean  that  upon 
the  low-rented  and  a  g^eat  many  of 
the  moderately-rented  estates,  according 
to  the  Irish  acceptation  of  the  term,  the 
rent  would  be  raised,  for  a  solvent  tenant 
would  be  willing  and  able  to  pay  a 
higher  rent.  I  do  not  believe  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  himself 
would  have  accepted  our  definition  if  we 
had  stopped  there.  He  contrasted  in 
his  speech  fair  rent  with  rack  rent,  and 
said  that  a  fair  rent  was  not  a  rack  rent. 
Rack  rent  has  got  a  very  bad  name  in 
Ireland  ;  but  what  is  rack  rent  but  com- 
petition rent  ?  Therefore,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  allows  that  he 
would  not  interpret  a  fair  rent  to  be  a 
rack  rout  or  a  competition  rent.  But  if 
wo  had  left  the  clause  there  it  would  be 
a  competition  rent.     The  right  hon.  and 
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learned  Gentleman  himself  snrely  would 
not  wisli  that  the  Ulster  tenant  right 
should  be  confiscated.  But  that  right 
would  bo  confiscated  if  we  said  that  the 
Court  was  to  fix  the  rent  without  any 
reference  to  the  Ulster  tenant  right.  It 
would  mean  this.  Suppose  the  rent  of 
a  particular  farm  was  £1  an  acre,  and 
that  because  the  occupier  had  paid  a 
considerable  sum  for  the  tenant  right. 
But  a  solvent  tenant  coming  in,  and  not 
having  paid  that  money,  would  be  per- 
fectly willing  to  pay  a  much  higher  rent, 
perhaps  d5«.  or  £2  an  acre.  That  would 
oe  a  definition  of  a  fair  rent,  unless  we 
had  the  provision  that  reference  was  to 
be  made  to  the  tenant  right.  These  are 
the  words  to  which  objection  has  been 
made.  In  Ulster  the  tenant  right  exists, 
but  out  of  Ulster  we  refer  to  improve- 
ments and  compensation  for  disturbance. 
We  do  not  mean  that  the  words  are  to 
be  absolute  guides.  Above  all,  we  do 
not  mean  that  whatever  the  tenant  has 
paid  for  the  tenant  right  should  be  given 
him,  for  he  may,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend 
said,  have  paid  as  a  pretium  affeetionis  a 
perfectly  unreasonable  sum.  But  what 
we  moan  is,  that  it  should  be  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Court  to  make  a  fair  allow- 
ance for  the  tenant  right.  Will  the 
House  allow  me  to  read  one  expres- 
sion of  opinion  by  a  Member  of  Lord 
Bessborough's  Commission,  a  Gentle- 
man very  unlikely  to  speak  unfairly  of 
the  landlords?  It  is  hardly  possible 
to  find  anywhere  a  man  of  greater  fair- 
ness— I  mean  The  O'Conor  Don.  He 
says — 

*'  A  fair  rent  must  be  something  less — I  am 
bound  to  express  my  own  opinion— something 
considerably  less  than  the  fair  commercial  value 
or  the  letting  value  of  the  land.'' 

I  believe  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  admit  that.  He  would 
not  for  a  moment  admit  that  the  rent 
should  be  such  as  to  eat  away  and  con- 
fiscate the  Ulster  tenant  right.  But 
then  outside  the  Ulster  tenant  right  we 
have  to  deal  with  improvements.  If  we 
were  to  take  what  a  solvent  tenant  would 
pay,  that  would  be  to  take  no  note  of  the 
improvements,  and  they  would  -be  con- 
fiscated. Besides,  it  is  impossible  to 
deny  that  there  is  some  goodwill  out  of 
Ulster,  some  value  attached  to  the  good- 
will, partly  arising  from  the  fact  that 
the  tenant  has  some  property  in  the 
holding.  He  has  made  llie  improve- 
ments in  the  holding;    they  may  not 


appear  to  us  to  be  very  valuable  im- 
provements, but  they  are  often  the  only 
improvements  on  the  estate— the  clear- 
ing away  of  stones  and  the  erection  of 
the  buildings.  The  fact  that  the  landlord 
has  allowed  him  to  make  the  improve- 
ments is  a  fact  that  he  cannot  forget. 
The  landlord  is  well  aware  that  that 
does  give  the  tenant  some  right,  whether 
it  be  called  property  or  interest,  in  the 
land.  There  is  a  goodwill — it  exists ; 
there  is  a  right  of  continuous  occu- 
pancy by  the  tenant  which  in  Ulster  is 
acknowledged  by  law,  and  which  has 
been  attempted  to  be  ignored  by  law, 
but  which,  nevertheless,  has  been  uni- 
versally acknowledged  throughout  the 
country  by  sentiment  and  feeling,  and 
was  acknowledged  in  Ulster  and  out 
of  Ulster ;  admitted  by  the  practice  of 
very  [many  landlords  themselves  in  the 
moderate  and  even  low  rents  they  have 
established,  as  compared  with  the  com- 
mercial value.  But  it  is  said  this  is  a 
punishment  for  low  rents.  What  we 
maintain  is  this — that  the  Court  is  first 
to  estimate  what  a  solvent  tenant  would 
undertake  to  pay.  The  low  rent  might 
by  this  estimate  be  very  considerably 
raised;  and  after  the  Court  has  deter- 
mined it  with  due  consideration  for  the 
tenant  right,  it  may  be  left  as  it  was 
before.  We  have  no  expectation  that  the 
low-rented  tenants  would  venture  to  go 
into  Court.  They  would  rather  leave  well 
alone.  The  other  provisions  seem  natu- 
rally to  follow.  Before  making  any  re- 
marks with  regard  to  security  of  tenure, 
I  may  be  allowed  to  answer  some  other 
questions  that  were  put  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gib- 
son). I  understood  him  to  say,  sup- 
posing a  fair  rent  fixed  as  we  propose, 
on  the]  landlord,  after  an  interval,  de- 
manding an  increase  of  rent,  the  tenant 
would  get  disturbance  allowance.  But 
I  think  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman must  have  forgotten  that  the 
tenant  could  only  claim  that  on  eviction. 
It  was  only  when  evicted  that  he  could 
demand  that.  Then  the  question  was 
asked.  Why  the  Court  is  not  open  to  the 
landlords  ?  Our  view  was  that  the  land- 
lord did  not  need  the  Court,  and  for  this 
reason — he  can  alter  the  rent  without 
the  assistance  of  the  Court,  and  we  know 
he  very  often  does.  The  tenant  can- 
not. The  hon.  Member  for  Salford  (Mr. 
Arnold)  asked  why,  at  the  expiration  of 
a  judicial  lease,  the  occu^iet  ^\VL  \^<^\» 
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oLtain  tlio  advantages  of  tho  Bill  ?  The 
occupier  will  obtain  the  advantages 
offered  to  an  ordinary  or  future  tenant, 
though  not  to  a  present  tenant.  My 
hon.  i?^riend  inquired  why  we  had  fixed 
upon  the  term  of  15  years  as  the  dura- 
tion of  a  settlement  of  the  rent  ?  And 
my  noble  Friend  (Viscount  Lymington) 
also  expressed  surprise  at  this.  Well, 
that  is  a  matter  which  will  have  to  be 
thoroughly  discussed  in  Committee.  But 
when  tho  hon.  Member  for  Salford  com- 
pared it  with  the  term  of  the  statutory 
lease,  I  must  remind  him  that  in  the 
15  years'  lease  fixed  by  the  Court,  the 
judicial  rent  is  compulsory  upon  the 
landlord;  whereas  the  31  years'  is  the 
voluntary  acceptance  of  both  parties ;  so 
that  they  are  not  precisely  similar.  I 
have  dwelt  for  some  time  on  tho  tri- 
bunals fur  fixing  fair  rents,  and  it  appears 
to  me  that  the  other  provisions  naturally 
follow.  Let  us  take  security  of  tenure ; 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  us 
a  good  character  by  saying  that  over  a 
large  part  of  Ireland  our  Bill  will  give 
fixity  of  tenure.  What  it  does  give,  as 
we  think,  is  very  good  security  of  tenure, 
and  that  follows  from  fixing  a  fair  rent. 
What  would  be  the  use  of  giving  a  man 
a  fair  rent,  if  ho  is  to  be  turned  out  next 
day  or  next  month  ?  May  I  allude  to 
one  objection  not  yet  made  in  debate, 
but  which  is  certain  to  be  made — the 
objection  that  we  have  not  given  at  once 
perpetual  fixity  of  tenure,  that  we  have 
not  fixed  the  rent  and  tho  tenure  to  go 
on  in  perpetuity  ?  Well,  thero  are  two 
objections  to  that.  One  is,  that  it  must 
be  a  one-sided  bargain.  It  is  impossible 
that  it  could  be  anything  but  a  one- 
sided bargain,  as  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  because  it  would  be  perfectly 
good  against  tho  landlord,  but  it  would 
be  of  no  value  against  the  tenant.  If 
prices  rise,  tho  landlord  would  get  no 
benefit  from  them ;  and  if  prices  foil,  no 
law  we  can  pass  could  force  a  man  to  go 
on  i)aying  his  landlord  a  rent  which  he 
was  not  able  to  earn  from  tho  soil.  Then, 
secondly,  we  also  believe  that  this  ar- 
rangement would  have  the  eflfect  which 
it  is  said  our  Bill  will  have— but  which 
we  say  it  will  not  have — of  converting 
landlords  into  mere  rent- chargers,  the 
consequence  of  which  would  be  that  we 
should  lose  the  advantage  of  a  landlord 
class,  which  I  beliove  would  be  very  inju- 
rious. As  to  free  sale,  that  seems  to  fol- 
low fair  rents  quite  as  naturally  as  secu- 
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rity  of  tenure  does.  In  giying  security 
of  tenure  at  a  fair  rent  we  acknowledge 
the  right  of  the  occupier  of  the  holding. 
My  belief  is  that  it  would  be  imposdUe 
to  prevent  the  sale  of  the  tenant's  right, 
and,  indeed,  although  the  landlords  nave 
set  their  faces  stermj  against  it,  jet  the 
sale  has  been  made ;  and  it  is  far  more 
to  the  interest  of  the  landlord  thtt  he 
should  admit  a  fact  which  gives  the 
tenant  the  greatest  inducement  to  lesie 
his  farm  in  a  good  condition.  As  to 
arrears,  I  do  not  think  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Salford  thoroughly  esti- 
mates  the  effect  of  the  clause  to  wludi 
he  alluded.  I  may,  however,  state  that 
the  4Bth  clause,  combined  with  the  13th, 
enables  a  tenant  who  is  involved  in 
legal  proceedings  in  connection  with  the 
owing  of  rent,  whether  arrears  or  not, 
to  apply  to  the  Court  for  a  judicial 
rent,  and  thereby  obtain  the  advantages 
which  the  Bill  is  intended  to  confer.  I 
have  seen  it  stated  in  many  speeches 
which  have  been  made  out-of-doors  that 
no  tenant  can  obtain  any  of  the  advan- 
tages of  the  Bill  until  he  pays  up  his 
arrears.  That,  however,  is  not  the  case. 
Ho  may  apply  to  the  Court  if  paying 
an  exorbitant  rent,  and  the  Court  may, 
and  probably  would,  fix  a  lower  rent, 
and  he  would  obtain  the  power  of  selling 
his  tenancy.  [Mr.  Paenell.  :  But  the  ar- 
rears would  not  be  wiped  away  as  a 
debt.]  That  is  perfectly  true  ;  but  it  is 
also  true  that  he  would  obtain  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  lowering  of  the  rent 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Salford 
(Mr.  Arnold)  went  further,  and  asked 
why  the  Bill  should  not  be  altered  so 
as  to  apply  to  the  prevention  of  all  evic- 
tions from  the  time  of  its  introduction. 

Mr.  AETHUR  ARNOLD :  What  I 
was  contending  for  was  that  the  pro- 
tection afforded  by  the  Bill  should 
apply  from  the  date  of  its  being  brought 
in. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  I  think  my 
hon.  Friend  will  find  that  the  retro- 
spective action  of  the  Bill  in  respect  to 
the  protection  it  will  afford  will  go  far- 
ther than  he  seems  to  suppose.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Qibson),  I  may  add,  drew  atten- 
tion to  the  veto  which  was  to  be  ffiven 
to  the  landlord.  I  find  that  the  limi- 
tation veto  which  we  have  admitted  is 
very  much  the  veto  claimed  by  those 
who  have  the  greatest  experience  of 
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free  sale — the  Ulster  tenants.  I  do  not 
thiuk  it  reasonable  tliat  the  landlord 
should  have  no  veto.  The  argument  of 
the  advocates  of  the  cause  of  the  tenant 
is  that  there  is  a  sort  of  joint  ownership 
between  him  and  the  landlord.  Now, 
even  admitting  that  to  be  the  case,  it 
would  not  be  fair  to  give  one  owner 
power  to  sell  what  he  possesses  to  the 
injury  and  destruction  of  the  property 
of  another.  The  landlord  has  the  power 
to  sell ;  but  we  have  so  guarded  the 
Bill  that  he  cannot  sell  so  as  to  injure 
the  tenant.  If  you  g^ve  no  possibility 
of  veto  to  the  landlord,  you  may  make 
the  ownership  of  no  value  to  him. 
Without  doubt,  there  are  great  diffi- 
culties in  these  arrangements  between 
landlord  and  tenant.  Bome  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  say — "  Why 
not  at  once  acknowledge  you  cannot 
make  these  arrangements  between  land- 
lord and  tenant,  and  get  rid  of  the 
landlords  altogether  ?  "  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell), 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary 
(Mr.  Dillon),  who  take  that  view,  seem 
to  me  to  agree  very  much  with  my 
noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Had- 
dingtonsliire  (Lord  Eicho),  who  says — 
*' Leave  the  landlords  to  do  what  they 
will  with  their  own,  and  do  not  meddle 
with  them."  If,  however,  we  were  to 
take  that  line,  very  great  power  would 
be  given  to  those  who  attack  the  insti- 
tution of  landlordism.  I  do  not  wish 
hon.  Members  to  suppose  that  I  think 
either  this  House  or  the  country  would 
not  insist  on  making  the  law  respected ; 
but  I  am  quite  sure  that  if  landlords  are 
to  be  left  to  do  exactly  as  they  like  with 
their  land,  as  with  Consols,  without  in- 
terfering with  them,  there  will  be  a 
very  strong  feeling  that,  while  the  law 
must  be  enforced,  it  will  be  necessary  to 
amend  it.  I  must  say,  however,  I  do 
not  think  that  anything  that  could  be 
done  for  the  purpose  would  have  the 
e£P6ct  of  abolishing  landlordism  in  Ire- 
land or  anywhere  else.  Two  laws  would 
have  to  be  passed— one,  that  every  land- 
lord who  is  not  an  occupier  must  sell 
or  transfer  his  land  to  an  occupier ;  next, 
that  an  occupier  should  never  sell  his 
land,  however  tired  of  farming  it  he 
might  be,  to  anyone  who  was  not  an 
occupier.  It  is  only  necessary  to  state 
these  facts  to  show  that  in  the  present 
state  of  civilization  it  is  impossible  to 
abolish  landlordism.      You  nave  land- 


lords in  France,  you  have  them  in 
large  numbers  in  the  United  States, 
and  you  would  find  them  very  soon 
again  in  Ireland  if  you  got  rid  of  tho 
present  landlords.  Well,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  spoke  of  compensation 
to  the  landlords,  and  I  think  I  am  not 
mistaken  in  supposing  that  that  was  the 
real  meaning  of  his  speech.  The  real 
meaning  of  his  attack  upon  the  Bill, 
combined  with  his  very  careful  avoid- 
ance of  making  that  attack  really  serious, 
was  that  he  hoped  that  terms  would  be 
made  for  the  landlords  in  Ireland  by 
means  of  a  large  State  compensation. 
Now,  I  wish  to  state  the  argument  for 
compensation  fairly.  I  imagine  the 
conaition  of  things  to  be  this  —  that 
equity  gives  one  thing  and  the  Statute 
Law  enforces  another.  The  Statute 
Law  has  not  admitted  in  many  parts 
of  Ireland  the  right  of  the  tenant  to 
continuous  occupancy,  and  even  in 
that  part  of  Ireland  where  that 
right  is  admitted,  it  is  not  guarded 
against  being  invaded ;  whereas  equity 
now  demands  that  it  should  be  so 
guarded.  We  have  had  cases  very  often 
in  which  we  have  had  to  change  the 
law  in  order  to  carry  out  the  principles 
of  equity,  and  there  have  been  cases 
sometimes  in  which  large  compensation 
has  been  given  out  of  State  funds.  I, 
therefore,  am  not  surprised  to  hear  a 
claim  made  for  compensation.  But  the 
English  law  in  the  matter  depends  upon 
whether  damage  can  be  proved,  and  my 
firm  belief  is  that  no  damage  can  be 
proved ;  on  the  other  hand,  that  if  the 
landlord  were  compensated,  you  would 
compensate  him  for  conferring  on  him  a 
benefit.  [**  Oh  !  "]  Those  who  scorn 
that  statement  should  consider  the  ar- 
gument just  used  by  my  noble  Friend 
(Viscount  Lymington),  who  will  pro- 
bably be  owner  of  a  large  estate  in 
Ireland,  on  the  subject.  Let  me  re- 
mind those  hon.  Members  of  one 
fact — of  the  immense  difference  that 
there  is,  not  now,  not  in  consequence 
of  the  late  distress  or  the  agitation,  but 
that  there  is  generally  between  the 
selling,value  of  Irish  estates  and  of  Eng- 
lish estates.  I  have  a  very  strong  be- 
lief that  the  share  that  the  Irish  landlord 
gets  out  of  his  land  is  as  much  as  that 
of  the  English  landlords.  [Hon.  Mem- 
BEBS :  More.]  Well,  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  easy  to  ijroyQ  th&t  \\»\^\i^^« 
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Wliat  I  say  is  this — that  the  number  of 
years'  purchase  of  an  estate  in  Ireland 
for  a  lonp^  time  past  has  been  much  less 
than  it  has  been  in  England.  I  sup- 
pose it  would  be  reckoned  as  between 
20  to  25  years'  purchase  in  Ireland,  as 
against  35  or  40  years'  purchase  in  Eng- 
land. Well,  what  does  that  arise  from  ? 
It  arises  mainly  from  this,  that  some  land- 
lords in  Ireland  have  used  their  power  in 
Buch  a  way  as  to  very  much  diminish  the 
Burety  of  letting  estates  there,  and  my 
noble  Friend  ackno  wledg  es  that  the  limits 
of  this  Bill  will  be  no  real  injury  to  any 
individual  or  to  any  class.  Then  there 
is  another  benefit  to  be  conferred  on 
the  landlords — a  very  considerable  one — 
namely,  that  a  large  number  of  new  pur- 
chasers will  bo  brought  into  the  market 
by  this  Bill.  [**  Oh  !  "]  Does  any  hon. 
Member  doubt  that  if  we  lend  a  large 
Bum  of  money  to  purchase  land,  it  will 
bring  a  large  number  of  now  purchasers 
into  the  market  ?  And  does  not  that 
increase  the  value  of  the  property  ?  In 
tlio  present  state  of  trade  I  should  be 
very  glad  if  a  large  sum  of  money  were 
lent  to  the  purchasers  of  goods  in  the 
manufacture  of  which  I  am  interested. 
It  is  stated  that  at  this  time  landlords  are 
very  willing  to  sell,  and  I  expect  that  for 
a  time  there  will  be  as  many  sellers  as 
purchasers.  Undoubtedly,  the  provision 
of  these  new  purchasers  is  something  for 
which  the  landlords  need  not  be  com- 
pensated, for  it  is  compensation  in  itself. 
To  that  part  of  the  Bill  I  expect  no  Irish 
objections.  If  it  be  objected  to  at  all, 
the  objection  should  come  from  the  Eng- 
lish taxj)ayer.  It  is  a  matter  which  re- 
quires, I  admit,  great  care  and  caution  ; 
but  I  believe  the  risk  is  far  less  than  is 
supposed.  You  must  remember  this, 
that  the  tenant  gets  three-fourths  of 
the  value  of  his  farm  advanced  to  him  by 
the  Government,  and  it  is  not  at  all  pro- 
bable that  he  will  be  a  defaulter  if  he  can 
help  it.  "We  will  bring  to  bear  upon  him 
the  strongest  possible  inducement  not  to 
be  a  defaulter.  Every  year  the  value  of 
Lis  property  will  be  increased,  and  every 
year  what  he  would  lose  by  being  a  de- 
faulter will  be  greatly  increased.  There 
is  some  ri.sk  in  it ;  but  I  think  it  is  a  risk 
which  tho  State,  and  this  country  espe- 
cially, might  very  gladly  run,  in  the  hope 
of  obtaining  a  quieter  state  of  things  in 
Ireland.  1  have  only  a  word  or  two  to 
say  upon  another  part  of  the  Bill.  I 
think  there  has  been  rather  an  unfair 
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attack  upon  the  Gh>vemment  with  regizd 
to  the  emigration  clauses.  It  has  beea 
stated  that  our  object  is  to  sweep  ths 
Irish  out  of  Ireland  and  to  force  them 
away.  Well,  we  have  no  such  object 
whatever.  We  have  been  forced  to  see 
what  is  the  condition  of  some  parte  of 
Ireland,  especially  in  the  West,  where, 
in  some  districts,  there  is  an  over  po|m- 
lation  to  an  extent,  perhaps,  that  no  BiU 
for  tho  reform  of  land  tenure  can  alto- 
get  her  meet.  Many  of  those  people  tie 
highly  rented ;  but  if  they  paid  no  rent  at 
all,  they  could  not  live  in  decency.  We 
wish  to  relieve  this  distress  by  eoii- 
gration.  Some  say — "  Do  it  by  the  re- 
clamation of  waste  lands,  by  mig^tion." 
That  might  be  useful  to  some  extent; 
but  there  will  be  some  who  prefer  to  tiy 
their  chance  in  Canada,  Australia,  or  the 
Far  West,  and  if  they  were  my  neigh- 
bours I  should,  in  their  own  interest, 
strongly  recommend  them  to  try  it.  I 
very  much  doubt  if  hon.  Members  who 
so  attack  this  scheme  will  be  supported 
by  the  people  of  Ireland  themselvee. 
Several  Catholic  clergy  have  already 
organized  an  emigration  of  families  to 
America.  We  have  the  Canadian  Oo- 
vernment  anxious  for  families  to  emi- 
grate, and  the  Pacific  Railway  requiring 
a  large  number  of  labourers.  I  am  quite 
willing  to  admit  that  there  have  been 
great  evils  in  Irish  emigration — very 
little  care  for  the  material  well-being  of 
the  emigrants  for  the  first  year  or  two, 
and  disregard  of  their  spiritual  wants;  so 
that  there  is  ground  for  the  complaint! 
of  the  Boman  Catholic  clergy  as  to  the 
temptations  to  which  emigrants,  partica- 
larly  the  young,  are  exposed.  Our  object 
is  to  avoid  that ;  and  if  a  scheme  can  be 
devised  by  which  the  wretched  people  of 
Mayo  can  be  transplanted,  and  be  looked 
after  till  they  can  earn  their  own  living, 
it  will  be  a  great  advantage.  Of  course, 
any  emigration  will  be  voluntary.  I 
believe  that  if  the  proposal  wore  fairly 
stated  to  the  people  themselves  they 
would  appreciate  our  motives,  and  would 
be  sorry  not  to  be  allowed  the  chance  of 
benefiting  themselves  by  it.  Undoubtedly, 
any  such  scheme  must  be  extremely  diffi- 
cult ;  and  I  am  not  sure  that  if  we  pass 
tho  measure  we  shall  find  it  possible  to 
bring  it  into  operation.  It  will  require 
all  sorts  of  safeguards  against  over- 
expenditure  and  mismanagement;  but  if 
it  can  be  done,  it  will  be  of  great  advan* 
tage  to  those  for  whom  it  is  intended.  I 
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agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford 
(Mr.  Arthur  Arnold)  in  looking  forward 
to  a  time  when  the  population  of  Ireland 
will  be  larger  than  it  is  now,  though  not, 
perhaps,  in  certain  districts.  I  know  not 
how  wo  can  meet  the  labourers'  question 
except  by  emigration.  At  present  the 
wages  are  miserably  low,  because  there 
is  an  over-supply  of  labour.  Of  course, 
if  that  can  oe  relieved,  wages  will  in 
all  probability  rise.  It  would  be  a  fair 
ground  of  complaint  against  our  emi- 
gration clauses  if  it  could  be  shown  that 
they  were  a  main  object  of  the  Bill,  and 
that  we  had  no  real  and  honest  intention 
to  reform  the  land  tenure.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers might  then  say — **  You  have  given 
up  all  hope  of  doing  good  in  Ireland, 
and  you  want  to  get  rid  of  the  people." 
But,  no  doubt,  we  are  now  calling  on  the 
House  to  engage  in  a  most  difEcult  task. 
There  are  great  difficulties  in  the  go- 
vernment of  Ireland;  but  I  have  not 
lost  hope,  and  I  have  probably  as  much 
reason  to  feel  anxious  on  this  point  as 
any  hon.  Member.  I  believe  there  never 
was  a  better  opportunity  of  meeting  the 
difficulties  of  Ireland  than  now,  if  the 
House  is  determined  resolutely — and  I 
believe  it  is — to  settle  this  question. 
In  Committee  we  shall  have  many  dis- 
cussions, and  very  likely  some  altera- 
tions of  the  Bill ;  but  I  believe  that  in 
its  main  features  it  will  pass  through 
the  ordeal  of  Committee,  and  will  become 
law  ;  for  I  believe  there  is  a  feeling  in 
the  House  and  in  the  country  to  support 
us  in  doing  our  utmost,  by  a  reform  in 
the  land  tenure  of  Ireland  on  the  prin- 
ciples of  this  measure,  to  put  the  rela- 
tions of  landlord  and  tenant  on  a  better 
footing,  and  thereby  to  remove  the  feel- 
ing of  discontent.  There  is  also  a  feeling 
that  we  ought  to  try  to  remove  that 
overcrowding  which  is  one  of  the  chief 
causes  of  Irish  misery,  and  to  give  to 
Ireland  the  great  social  benefit  of  an 
increase  in  the  number  of  its  landed 
proprietors. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Lord  Elcho,) 

Mfi.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  rather 
early  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  at  that  hour  (12  o'clock),  and  he 
hoped  his  noble  Friend  would  be  con- 
tent to  allow  it  to  proceed.  If,  how- 
ever, his  noble  Friend  persisted  with  his 
Motion  for  adjournment,  he  would  not 


oppose  it,  and  the  debate  would  be  re- 
sumed on  Thursday. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Debate  adjourned  till  TAursdag, 

CUSTOMS  AND   INLAND   REVENUE 

BILL.— [Bill  136.] 

( Jfr.  Play/airy  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^ 

Lord  Frederick  Cavendish.) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  would  not 
ask  the  House  to  read  the  Bill  a  second 
time  that  night,  because  he  was  not  aware 
whether  there  was  any  disposition  to  dis- 
cuss it  on  the  second  reading  or  not ;  but, 
considering  the  nature  of  the  Bill,  he 
did  not  apprehend  that  any  discussion 
would  take  place  upon  that  stage.  The 
points  on  which  difference  of  opinion 
would  arise  would  most  naturally  occur 
in  Committee.  On  Thursday  evening, 
if  he  had  an  opportunity,  he  shoiild  move 
the  second  reading ;  and  he  might  add 
that,  after  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill, 
the  Government  would  give  the  first 
place  on  the  Paper  to  the  Budget  pro- 
posals. 

Second  reading  deferred  till  Thursday. 

ALKALI,  &c.  WORKS  REGULATION 

BILL  [Xorrf»].—[BiLL  119.] 

{^Mr.  Dodson.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  Dodson.) 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  propose  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Bill  that  evening. 

Mr.  dodson  said,  he  merely  wished 
the  House  to  forward  the  Bill  into  the 
stage  of  Committee,  and  he  only  pro- 
posed to  go  on  with  the  unopposed  parts 
of  the  measure.  He  should  not  press 
any  matter  upon  which  there  was  oppo- 
sition. 

Sir  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  said,  he 
had  placed  a  Notice  upon  the  Paper  of 
his  intention  to  move  that,  instead  of 
Mr.  Speaker  leaving  the  Chair,  the  Bill 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 
The  measure  was  one  which  proposed  to 
place  serious  restrictions,  not  only  upon 
alkali  works,  but  upon  all  persona  en- 
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gaged  in  the  manufacture  of  cement.  The 
Preamble  of  the  Bill  declared  that  it 
was  necessary  to  amend  the  Alkali  Works 
Act  of  1874,  and  to  make  further  pro- 
vision for  regulating  works  from  which 
noxious  gases  were  emitted.  His  reason 
for  asking  the  Ilouse  to  send  the  Bill  to 
a  Select  Committee  was  that  he  believed, 
if  the  Ilouse  assented  to  that  proposition, 
he  shoidd  be  able  to  show  the  Committee 
that  there  were  no  noxious  gases  what- 
ever emitted  in  the  manufacture  of  cement. 
He  did  not  ask  the  House  to  accept  that 
dictum  from  him  ;  but  he  would  read  a 
few  words,  and  a  few  words  only,  from 
the  evidence  given  upon  this  subject  by 
two  most  eminent  cnemists.  The  first 
was  Dr.  Russell,  Honorary  Secretary  to 
the  Chemical  Society  and  Lecturer  on 
Chemistry  at  St.  Bartholomew's  Hospital, 
and  that  gentleman  stated  in  his  evidence 
that  he  had  spent  some  days  in  examin- 
ing, in  a  most  careful  manner,  the  vapours 
and  gases  emitted  from  cement  works, 
and  the  conclusion  he  arrived  at  from 
his  analysis  was  that  the  smoke  emitted 
was  largely  diluted  with  air,  and  that  it 
became,  immediately  on  emission,  still 
more  diluted,  so  that  within  a  few  yards 
only  of  its  emission  there  was  only  to  be 
recognized  the  very  slightest  trace  of 
gas  more  than  existed  in  the  air  itself. 
Certainly  the  extent  of  the  existence  of 
noxious  gases  was  not  sufficient  to  render 
the  vapours  emitted  from  cement  works 
in  any  degree  unwholesome  or  danger- 
ous. Dr.  liussell  added,  that  on  examin- 
ing the  condition  of  the  neighbourhood 
in  which  these  works  were  in  existence, 
he  failed  to  find  any  indication  of  in- 
jury. He  (Sir  Sydney  Waterlow)  might 
be  told  that  in  the  evidence  given  before 
the  Committee  on  Noxious  Vapours  some 
of  the  chemists  who  were  examined  gave 
an  opinion  which  differed  from  that  ex- 
pressed by  Dr.  Russell ;  but  the  views  of 
Dr.  Russell  were  strongly  confirmed  by 
another  eminent  chemist — Dr.  Odling. 
These  very  differences  were,  he  thought, 
an  argument  in  favour  of  the  Motion  he 
was  about  to  make — that  the  Bill  should 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  in 
order  that  such  Committee  might  have 
an  opportunity  of  examining  scientific 
witnesses,  so  as  to  obtain  a  clear  opinion 
upon  the  whole  facts  of  the  case.  He 
ventured  to  think  that  if,  instead  of  re- 
ferring the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  its 
provisions  were  dealt  with  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House,  it  would  be 
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impossible  to  bring  before  the  Hoiim 
any  evidence  of  that  kind.  He  might 
also  point  out  that  there  were  other 
matters  involved  in  the  Bill  which  could 
only  be  fairly  inquired  into  by  a  Select 
Committee.  Themanufacturer  of  cement 
in  this  country  was  already  seriously 
handicapped  by  foreign  competition,  and 
if  further  restrictions  were  to  be  imposed 
upon  him  by  a  Bill  of  this  description, 
it  would  be  impossible  for  the  Britidi 
manufacturer  to  hold  his  own  in  compe- 
tition with  the  foreign  trade;  and  the 
result  would  be  that  the  Legislatuxe 
would  drive  from  the  banks  of  our 
rivers  a  trade  which  at  the  present  mo- 
ment afforded  means  of  employment  for 
a  large  number  of  persons.  It  was  un- 
necessary to  point  out  that  such  a  result 
would  be  a  great  injury,  not  only  to 
the  manufacturers,  but  to  the  working 
classes.  The  cement  works  had  been 
erected  on  the  faith  of  an  understanding 
that  they  would  not  be  interfered  with. 
Large  sums  of  money  had  been  iu  vested 
in  the  trade  when  the  former  Act  of 
Parliament  was  passed  ;  but  the  manu- 
facture of  cement  would  be  most  mate- 
rially and  injuriously  affected  if  the  Bill 
was  to  pass  in  its  present  shape.  Under 
those  circumstances,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  allow  the  Bill  to  go  to  a  Select 
Committee,  because  he  believed  it  could 
easily  be  proved  that  the  vapours  from 
cement  manufactories  and  from  gas 
works  were  injurious  to  a  very  trifling 
and  inappreciable  extent.  He  did  not 
think  it  was  necessary  that  at  that  stage 
of  the  Bill  he  should  trouble  the  House 
further ;  but  he  would  simply  move,  as 
an  Amendment,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee." 

Mr.  BIDDELL  begged  to  second  the 
Amendment.  There  was  evidence  al- 
ready that  the  vapours  from  this  parti- 
cular class  of  works  were  not  quite  so 
injurious  as  represented;  and  the  Bill, 
if  passed  as  it  stood,  he  was  informed, 
would  materially  interfere  with  the  con- 
ditions under  which  the  manufacture  of 
cement  and  manure  would  in  future 
bo  carried  on.  It  was  only  reasonable, 
therefore,  that  a  Select  Committee  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  inquiring  into  the 
matter,  and  of  hearing  the  evidence  of 
scientific  witnesses  upon  it,  so  that  some 
means  might  be  devised  of  giving  reUef 
to  the  manufacturers,  without  mate- 
rially  interfering  with  the  main  objects 
which  the  Bill  was  intended  to  aeoom- 
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plish.  For  these  reasons,  lie  had  muoh 
pleasure  in  aeconding  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
GravBsend  (Sir  Sydney  Waterlow)  that 
the  Bill  be  referred  to  a.  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  "  That  "  to  the  end  of  the 
Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee,"— (Sir  Sydney  WaUrlotv,) — In- 
stead thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  bo  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

Mb.  EYLANDS  said,  ho  was  fuUy 
alive  to  the  extreme  importance  of 
taking  care,  in  the  passing  of  this  Bill, 
that  no  works  or  maaufactoriea  should  be 
brought  under  its  provisions  of  which 
the  necessity  could  not  clearly  be  shown. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  he  confessed  that 
he  was  unable  to  see  in  the  arguments 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Qravesend  (Sir 
Sydney  Waterlow)  anything  sufficient 
to  justify  the  House  in  referring  the  Bill 
to  a  Select  Committee.  He  thought  it 
would  be  granted  that  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  they  would  be  quite 
ready  to  hear  and  consider  all  the  argu- 
ments that  might  be  adduced  in  favour 
of  excluding  certain  works  fiom  the 
operation  of  the  Bill,  or  in  favour  of  in- 
cluding under  its  provisions  other  works 
which  were  not  already  included  under 
them.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that 
they  were  not  altogether  without  evi- 
dence in  the  matter.  Hon.  Membere 
would  bo  awaro  that  a  Boyal  Gommis- 
slon  had  already  held  an  inquiry,  and 
had  presented  an  important  Beport.  He 
was  bound  to  say  that  in  certain  districte 
of  the  country — certainly  in  some  parts 
of  bis  own  neighbourhood — tho  results 
arising  from  the  unrestricted  emission 
of  noxious  vapours  were  most  deplor- 
able. It  was  quite  time  that  Parliament 
should  take  the  matter  in  hand,  in  order 
to  aeo  bow  far  the  evils  complained  oj 
could  be  remedied.  If  the  Bill  were 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  and  if 
it  was  intended  that  «vidonce  should  be 
given  before  such  Select  Committee  in 
relation  to  the  various  trades  affected  by 
the  Bill,  it  would  be  quite  hopeless  to 
expect  that  the  BUI  could  bo  passed 
during  the  present  Session.  Therefore, 
although  he  was  quite  prepared  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  to  conaider 


the  case  of  the  cement  manufacturers, 
and  although  he  had  no  doubt  that  the 
Souse  would  bo  similarly  prM>ared,  he 
did  not  think  the  arguments  of  the  hou. 
Member  for  Gravesend  were  sufficient 
to  justify  them,  solely  in  reference  to  the 
interests  of  a  particular  class  of  manu- 
facturers, in  preventing  progress  being 
made  with  the  measure  during  the  pre- 
sent year. 

Sir  B.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  wished 
io  say  a  few  words  upon  the  question  be- 
fore it  was  disposed  of.  He  came  from 
a  part  of  the  country  which  was  very 
deeply  interested  in  the  whole  question. 
Any  hon.  Member  who  had  seen,  smelt, 
or  felt  the  evils  which  arose  from 
noxious  vapours  emitted  from  alkali 
works,  wonld  certainly  not  vote  for  re- 
ferring the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee. 
This  was  not  a  new  matter  ;  it  was  not 
a  matter  which  they  were  approaobing 
for  the  first  time,  and  it  was  not  a 
matter  upon  which  the  House  had  no 
information.  The  whole  subject  had 
already  been  inquired  into  by  a  Boyal 
Commission,  and  had  been  uioroughly 
sifted  in  every  possible  shape  and  form, 
and  the  whole  of  the  evidence  collected 
by  the  Commission  would  be  found  in 
the  Library.  If  any  hon.  Member  would 
do  him  the  favour  to  visit  his  (Sir  K. 
Assheton  JCross's)  county,  he  would  be 
able  to  see  how  matters  stood  under  the 
present  law.  A  person  engaged  in 
agricultural  pursuits  might  see  the  finest 
crop  of  wheat  one  day,  and  look  forward 
with  tho  greatest  possible  hope  to  a  good 
harvest ;  and  the  next  morning  he  might 
awake  to  find  the  whole  of  his  hopes 
absolutely  blasted  by  the  vapourings 
from  alkali  works.  No  one  could  well 
imagine  the  amount  of  destruction  done 
to  the  crops  unless  he  saw  it.  That 
being  so,  and  the  matter  having  already 
been  thoroughly  sifted andinvestigatedin 
every  form  and  shape,  the  Government 
had  acted  very  properly  in  introducing 
the  present  Bill.  In  that  Bill  they  did 
not  adopt  the]entire  Report  of  the  Eoyal 
Commission  which  investigated  the  sub- 
ject, and  they  did  not  seek  to  apply  the 
provisions  of  the  measure  to  all  manner 
of  works ;  but  they  took  those  works 
only  which  were  considered  to  be  of  an 
injurious  nature,  and  limited  the  scope 
of  the  Bill  to  them.  He  was  bound  to 
say  that  the  Bill,  as  it  stood,  deserved 
in  a  great  measure  the  support  of  the 
House.    There  would  be  no  objection  to 
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Consider  the  case  of  comont  works  when 
^lio  Bill  got  into  Committee,  or  any  other 
special  class  of  works  in  regard  to  which 
evidence  might  bo  brouglit  before  the 
Committee  to  convince  them  that  such 
works  should  not  be  included  in  the  Bill. 
But  the  measure  was  practically  an 
Alkali  Bill,  and  as  an  Alkali  Bill  it 
must  be  passed.  He  would  appeal 
to  any  hon.  Member  connected  with 
Lancashire,  no  matter  from  what  part  of 
the  county  he  came,  whether  the  Bill 
was  not  an  absolute  matter  of  necessity  ? 
All  these  smaller  and  minor  matters 
could  very  well  be  dealt  with  in  a  full 
Committee.  There  was  no  one  better 
able  to  deal  with  the  case  of  the  cement 
works  than  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
the  Member  for  Gravesend  (Sir  Sydney 
Waterlow),  and  the  House,  when  the 
Bill  went  into  Committee,  would  be  quite 
ready  to  hear  anything  the  hon.  Baronet 
might  have  to  say.  He  was  quite  sure 
that  his  hon.  Friend  behind  him,  the 
Member  for  Suffolk  (Mr.  Biddell), 
would  bear  him  out  when  ho  said  that 
it  was  quite  time  to  put  a  stop  to  the 
main  evil  they  required  to  deal  with.  If 
the  Bill  went  to  a  Select  Committee, 
everyone  knew  it  would  be  absolutely 
impossible  to  deal  with  the  question 
during  the  present  Session.  He  there- 
fore hoped  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  would  not  accept  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Gravesend,  and  if 
his  right  hon.  Friend  would  not  accept 
it,  ho  hoped  both  sides  of  the  House 
would  support  him. 

Colonel  MAKINS  pointed  out  that 
the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Gravesend  (Sir  Sydney  AVater- 
low)  was  based  not  upon  the  question 
of  the  alkali  works,  which  had  been  so 
forcibly  dwelt  uj)on  by  his  riglit  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South- AVost 
Lancashire  (Sir  R.  Asshcton  Cross),  but 
ujion  certain  other  other  works,  which 
Lis  hon.  Friend  sought  to  exclude  from 
the  operation  of  the  Bill.  The  questions 
which  would  have  to  be  raised  in  regard 
to  these  works  involved  so  many  matters 
of  detail,  and  so  much  technicality,  that 
ho  was  quite  sure  the  House,  with  the 
immense  amount  of  Business  it  had  to 
transact  during  the  rest  of  the  Session, 
would  not  be  able  to  devote  to  the 
consideration  of  the  question  the  amount 
of  time  that  was  necessary  to  enable 
tbem  to  deal  with  it  fairly.    He  was 


quite  sure  that  if  it  was  really  denied 
to  make  speedy  prog^ress  with  the  mea- 
sure, the  best  plan  would  be  to  accept 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Gravesend,  and  refer  the  Bill  to  t 
Select  Committee,  so  that  the  time  for 
the  consideration  it  would  require  at  the 
hands  of  the  House,  when  it  came  dovn 
from  the  Select  Committee,  might  be 
materially  shortened.  He  did  not  think 
that  anybody  in  the  House  was  opposed 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  so  far  as 
alkali  works  were  concerned;  but  as 
regarded  certain  other  branches  of  in- 
dustry which,  as  it  stood  at  present, 
were  included  in  it,  he  thought  they 
had  not  at  present  had  an  opportnni^ 
of  being  heard  in  the  matter.  It  vas, 
therefore,  desirable  that  the  Bill  should 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  so  that 
they  might  be  able  to  obtain  the  opinion 
of  scientific  experts  and^'of  persons  who 
were  engaged  in  the  trade.  For  these 
reasons,  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  would  accept  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Gravesend. 

Mu.  DODSON :  I  must  ask  the  House 
to  support  the  Motion  I  have  made,  that 
the  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Cliair. 
As  I  have  already  stated,  if  that  Motion 
is  assented  to,  I  do  not  propose  to  ask 
the  House  to  go,  at  this  hour  of  the 
niglit,  into  any  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  that  may  be  opposed ;  but  as  soon 
as  we  arrive  in  Committee  at  any  op- 
posed portion  of  the  Bill,  1  should  ask 
the  Committee  to  stop.  I  would  ask  the 
House  to  consider  for  a  moment  what 
the  proposition  is  which  I  have  sub- 
mitted to  it.  This  is  a  Bill  founded 
on  the  Kcport  of  a  Boyal  Commission, 
which  Boyal  Commission  was  composed 
of  ^lembcrs  of  both  i3ranches  of  the 
Legislature,  of  practical  men  engaged 
in  business,  and  of  scientific  men.  Some 
of  the  most  eminent  chemists  in  the 
country  were  Members  of  that  Commis- 
sion. The  Commission  heard  evidence 
in  regard  to  all  the  different  businesses 
which  are  included  in  the  Bill,  and  a 
great  many  more;  and  they  made  an 
elaborate  Beport,  which  was  presented 
to  Parliament  with  a  very  full  volume  of 
the  evidence  taken.  The  present  Bill  is 
founded  on  the  Beport  of  that  Commis- 
siou.  As  my  right  hon.  Friend  opposite 
(Sir  B.  Asshoton  Cross)  has  pointed  out, 
it  docs  not  go  to  the  full  extent  of 
the  Beport  of  that  Commission ;  but  it 
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only  applies  to  those  businesses  which 
the  Commissioners  emphatically  declared 
stand  most  in  need  of  such  legislation. 
The  hon.  Baronet  behind  me  (Sir  Sydney 
Waterlow)  says  he  wishes  the  Bill  to  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  because 
it  includes  in  its  provisions  as  it  now 
stands  cement  works,  and  he  thinks  he 
should  be  able  to  show  a  Select  Com- 
mittee that  cement  works  should  not  be 
included.  Now,  I  would  ask  the  House 
if  it  is  fair  to  ask  that  an  entire  Bill  of 
this  nature  should  be  referred  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee  on  the  single  question  of 
cement  works?  I  should  be  perfectly 
ready  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House, 
or  privately,  to  give  every  attention  to 
any  representation  that  might  be  made  to 
me  by  the  manufacturers  engaged  in 
cement  works,  or  by  the  hon.  Baronet, 
or  by  any  other  hon.  Member;  but  I 
cannot  admit  that  any  case  has  been 
made  out  for  referring  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee.  The  •  matters  with 
which  the  BUI  deals  have  already  been 
the  subject  of  a  very  careful  investiga- 
tion by  a  Boyal  Commission ;  and  if  the 
only  object  of  referring  the  Bill  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee  is  to  take  evidence  upon 
scientific  and  business  matters,  upon 
which  the  Hoyal  Commission  has  already 
taken  evidence,  the  only  practical  result 
would  be  that  you  would  be  appealing 
from  a  tribunal  more  competent — namely, 
a  Royal  Commission — to  one  less  com- 
petent, and  with  less  power  of  afford- 
ing information — namely,  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. It  is  not  necessary  that  I  should 
detain  the  House  longer.  I  hope  that 
hon.  Members  will  support  me  in  the 
proposition  I  have  made,  that  the  Speaker 
should  now  leave  the  Chair. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Commencement  of  Act).  ~ 

Sir  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  moved, 
as  an  Amendment,  in  page  1 ,  line  9,  to 
omit  '*  1882,"  and  insert  *'  1883."  The 
BiU  provided  that  after  the  passing  of 
the  Act  the  Inspectors  should  be  em- 
powered to  order  the  works  that  were 
deemed  necessary  under  it  to  be  c^trried 


out ;  and  Clause  2  provided  that  the  Act 
should  come  into  operation  in  January, 
1882.  Many  persons,  on  the  faith  of 
the  existing  law,  had  incurred  consider- 
able expenditure  in  the  construction  of 
works  for  carrying  on  certain  manufac- 
turing processes,  and  they  were  now  to 
be  called  upon  entirely  to  alter  the  cha- 
racter of  their  works.  It  was  hardly 
fair,  he  thought,  to  put  a  man  in  that 
position  without  giving  him  full  and 
proper  notice.  If  the  clause  remained 
as  it  stood,  the  manufacturer  would, 
practically,  have  only  four  months  to 
make  what  might  prove  to  be  very 
serious  alterations.  He  had  no  wish  to 
say  anything  in  regard  to  alkali  works, 
because  he  did  not  pretend  to  under- 
stand that  question;  but  it  would  be 
perfectly  impossible  for  any  cement  ma- 
nufacturer to  re- construct  his  works  and 
put  them  in  the  form  indicated  in  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Royal  Com- 
mission in  the  course  of  four  months. 
He  would  therefore  move,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, to  insert  *M883"  instead  of 
**  1882,"  which  would  give  an  additional 
year  for  constructing  the  necessary 
works. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1 ,  line 
9,  to  leave  out  **  1882,"  in  order  to  in- 
sert 'M 883."— (fi'ir  Sgdney  Waterlow.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  *1882' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  that  as  he  had 
told  the  House  he  would  not  press  any 
matter  that  was  objected  to,  of  course, 
if  the  hon.  Baronet  insisted  upon  his 
Amendment,  he  (Mr.  Dodson)  would 
move  to  report  Progress.  He  would, 
however,  point  out  that  it  was  a  mis- 
apprehension to  suppose  that  a  manu- 
facturer would  be  required  within  four 
months  to  alter  his  works,  although  the 
work  of  inspection  under  the  Bill  would 
commence  at  that  date. 

Sir  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  re- 
marked, that  the  manufacturer  might 
be  summoned  if  he  had  not  complied 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Act. 

Earl  PERCY  hoped  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Gravesend  (Sir  Sydney 
Waterlow)  would  not  press  the  Amend- 
ment. The  statement  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
(Mr.  Dodson)  ought  to  be  entirely  satis- 
factory. He  did  not  think  the  effect  of 
the  Amendment  would  be  a  very  serious 
one,  except  that  it  would  put  off  for 
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another  year  all  the  benefits  that  were 
to  be  derived  from  the  Act.  It  was, 
however,  quite  a  mistake  to  suppose  that 
the  moment  the  Act  came  into  operation 
the  pains  and  penalties  imposed  under 
it  would  be  put  in  force.  It  simply  pro- 
vided that  from  and  after  the  time  the 
Act  came  into  operation  a  certain  in- 
spection should  commence,  and  that 
the  Inspector  should  have  power  to  re- 
commend certain  alterations.  In  every 
case  it  was  carefully  provided  that  ample 
time  should  be  given  for  carrying  out 
the  alterations  required  by  the  Act.  He 
was  quite  satisfied  that  there  was  no  de- 
sire to  press  the  manufacturers  unduly. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  '*That 
the  Chairman  do  now  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — ( J/r.  Dod- 
8on,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thursday. 

MARRIED  WOMEN'S  PROPERTY  (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL.— [Bill  45-128.] 
{Mr.  Anderson,  Mr.  Duncan  McLaren,  Sir  David 

Wedderhurn.) 

CONSIDERATION,    AS  AMENDED. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
road. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  taken  into  Con- 
sideration."— {Mr.  Anderson.) 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Are  there  any 
Amendments  ? 

Mr.  ANDERSON:  No. 

Siu  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
really  hoped  that  this  very  important 
Bill  would  not  be  proceeded  with  at  that 
hour  of  the  night  (12.35).  Ho  did  not 
think  that  the  Members  of  the  Ilouse 
or  the  public  in  Scotland  had  the  least 
id(»a  of  what  the  nature  of  this  measure 
was.  It  was  a  Bill  of  enormous  im- 
portance, and  it  totally  changed  the  cha- 
racter of  husband  and  wife  in  relation 
to  the  possession  of  property.  It  pro- 
vided that  in  future  marriage  should  bo 
a  mere  partnersliij),  and  not  one  and  the 
same  interest.  He  boliovod  that  the 
measure  was  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee ;  but  the  Committeo  was  largely 
composed  of  Members  who  wore  what 
was  known  as  **  women's  rights*  men.** 
He  also  found  on  the  back  of  the  Bill 

^arl  Percy 


that  the  names  of  the  hon.  Memben  vko 
had  introduced  it  were  all  "women'i 
rights  men."  It  was  a  very  importnt 
measure,  but,  nevertheless,  it  was  to 
apply  to  Scotland  only.  In  that  respeel 
he  thought  that  the  hon.  Members  who 
had  brought  it  in  had  been  a  little  un- 
just to  Scotland.  So  far  as  the  Bill  had 
been  discussed  in  Scotland  veiy  serious 
objection  had,  he  believed,  been  takes 
to  it  by  various  persons  of  important, 
weight,  and  authority ;  and  he  aaw  no 
reason,  if  the  principle  of  the  measnn 
were  a  good  and  just  one,  why  itshonU 
not  be  applied  to  the  whole  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  seeing^  that  the  pro- 
perty of  the  whole  of  the  country  was  in 
precisely  the  same  position.  The  Bill 
now  came  before  them,  at  that  hoar,  u 
a  matter  of  surprise ;  and,  seeing  that  the 
questions  involved  in  it  were  of  so  mnch 
importance,  he  must  be  allowed  to  ex- 
press a  strong  hope  that  it  would  not  be 
allowed  to  be  proceeded  with  at  thit 
hour  of  the  night. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  had,  he  thought,  drawn  a 
very  erroneous  picture  of  the  meaning 
and  object  of  the  Bill.  Its  provisions 
had  already  been  considered  by  a  Com- 
mittee, not  of  Members  in  favour  of 
women's  rights,  but  of  Members  whom 
he,  as  the  promoter  of  the  Bill,  looked 
upon  as  rather  a  hostile  Committee.  The 
evidence  taken  by  the  Committee  was 
that  of  the  principal  lawyers  of  Scot- 
land, and  the  Bill  had  been  moulded  in 
accordance  with  the  statements  which 
they  made.  The  consequence  was  that 
the  measure  was  not  now  entirely  what 
he  should  wish  it  to  be.  It  had  been 
a  good  deal  changed  in  its  character,  ac- 
cording to  the  opinions  of  the  learned 
Ijord  Advocate,  of  the  Solicitor  General 
for  ►Scotland,  of  the  Dean  of  the  Faculty 
of  Advocates  of  Edinburgh,  and  also  ac- 
cording to  the  opinions  of  other  lawyers 
of  Scotland  who  came  to  give  evidence 
upon  it.  lie  had  deferred  his  opinion 
t»)  theirs,  although  he  did  not  entirely 
agree  with  the  views  which  they  put 
forward,  and  the  Bill  was  not  now  at  all 
of  tlie  character  described  by  the  hon. 
^ffmbcr  for  Kirkcaldy,  but  was  an  ex- 
tremely reasonable,  moderate,  and  mild 
nioasuro.  Then,  again,  in  place  of  taking 
the  House  by  surprise,  the  Bill  had 
bo(^n  before  the  House  for  a  whole  Ses- 
sion, and  it  had  been,  as  he  had  already 
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eaid,  before  a  Select  Oommittee  up- 
stairs. It  had  passed  through  that  Com- 
mittee, and  various  Amendments  had 
been  inserted  in  it.  Certainly,  the  hon. 
Mem'ber  for  Kirkcaldy  never  placed  any 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  at  all,  and 
never  expressed  any  opinion  upon  what 
Amendments  should  be  made  on  the 
Bill.  The  subsequent  Amendments 
which  had  been  made  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  had  been  proposed  by 
lawyers,  and  they  had  all  been  adopted. 
As  the  Bill  now  stood,  it  was  a  measure 
which,  by  a  consensus  of  opinion,  had 
been  accepted  by  the  lawyers  of  Scotland, 
and  he  was  sorry  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  should  not  accept  it  also. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  69  ;  Noes 
19  :  Majority  50.— (Div.  List,  No.  186.) 

Bill  considered;  to  be  read  the  third 
time  To-morrow. 

india  office  atjditok  [supbkannua- 

tion]. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sesolvedf  That  it  is  expedient  to  make  provi- 
sion for  the  pa3rment,  out  of  the  Revenues  of 
India,  of  Superannuation  Allowances  to  the 
Auditor  of  the  Accounts  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  in  Council  and  his  Assistants. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrotc, 

MOTIONS. 


ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  at  its  rising  do  ad- 
journ till  To-morrow  at  Eight  o'clock 
p.m." — {Lord  Richard  Orosvenor,) 

Several  hon.  Members  :  Until  9  o'clock. 

Sir  STAFEOED  NOETHCOTE  said, 
he  understood  that  the  Notice  given  at 
an  early  period  of  the  evening  was  that 
the  adjournment  should  be  until  8 
o'clock  ;  but  he  believed  it  was  the 
feeling  of  the  House  that  9  o'clock 
would  be  a  far  more  convenient  hour. 
From  a  communication  he  had  had  with 
the  Prime  Minister,  it  seemed  there  was 
no  objection  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  an  adjournment  until  9  o'clock ; 
and  he  therefore  trusted  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  assent  to  that  course. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON 
said,  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime 
Minister  had  been  quite  prepared  to 

assent  to  this  propos^  Zho  oiJy  object 


in  fixing  8  o'clock  was  to  give  as  much 
time  as  possible  to  private  Members  to- 
morrow. If  it  was  understood  that  it 
would  be  to  the  convenience  of  the 
House  to  adjourn  until  9  o'clock,  he 
would  not  offer  opposition  to  the  pro- 
posal. 

Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed 
to. 

Resolved^  That  this  House  at  its 
rising  do  adjourn  till  this  day  at  Nine 
o'clock  p.m. 

MONUMENT  TO   THE  EARL  OF  BEA0ON8- 

EIELD. 

Committee,  to  consider  a  humble  Address  to 
be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  Her 
Majesty  will  give  directions  that  a  Monument 
be  erected,  as  a  public  charge,  in  the  CoUegiate 
Church  of  St.  Peter,  Westminster,  to  the 
memory  of  the  late  Right  Honourable  the  Earl 
of  Beaconsfield  (Queen's  Recommendation  signi- 
fied), upon  Monday  9th  May. — (Mr.  Oladstone.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
One  o'clock,  till  To-morrow 
at  Nine  o'clock  p.m> 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  2eth  April,  1881. 


MINUTES.]  —  Public  Bills— Orrftfr^rf— Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (Berwick- 
upon-Tweed,  &c.)  ♦  ;  Local  Qovemment  Pro- 
visional Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  2)  *. 

QUESTIONS. 

THE  NAVY— SUPPLY  OF  SEAMEN. 

Captain  PRICE  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  at  Devonport  there  is  at  present 
some  difficulty  in  manning  the  ships  of 
the  fleet,  and  that,  on  an  application 
being  made  for  four  ordinary  seamen 
for  H.M.S.  **  Arab,"  the  reply  made  by 
signal  was  **None  available,  all  being 
either  in  hospital  or  in  gaol ; "  and,  if 
this  is  a  correct  statement  of  the  case, 
whether  the  Admiralty  will  reconsider 
their  intention  of  reducing  the  number 
of  men  and  boys  this  year  ? 

Mil.  TKEVELYAN  :  I  may  say,  Sir, 
that  the  Question  asked  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant   Member,    by  the   omission  of 

two  ward0|  becomes  about  aa  fax  fcoTSk 
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being  the  fact  as  it  is  possible  to  be.  On  ton,  came  to  the  Table  to  fake  tnd  nb> 
tbe  29th  of  Marcli  a  ei^al  was  made  scribe  the  Oath,  and  the  CleA  was  pn- 
from  the  Commantlor-in -Chief  at  llount   ceediag  to  adniinister  the  same  to  him, 

Wise,  "  Have  you  four  ordinary  soamcn,  ,when 

second-class,  available  for  draft  f  "  The,  Sib  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTB, 
reply  was,  "  None  available.  All  being  Member  for  the  Northern.  Division  of 
either  in  hospital  or  gaol,"  Now,  8ir,  |  the  county  of  Devon,  rose  to  take  objw- 
aecond-class    ordiaariea    are  lads    who    tion  thereto,  and  to  submit  a  Uotioii  hi 


unusually  backward  physically 
lorally,  who  cannot  be  rated  ae  ordi- 


the  House  ;  whereupon— 
Ur.  ISFEAKBB  addressed  the  Hoiin 


nary  seamen,  and  tbe  fewer  wo  have  of  I  as  follows : — I  understand  that  ths  right 
them  the  better  for  the  country.  Of  i  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ncoth 
ordinary  seamen  there  were  343  on  tbe  j  Devon  proposes  to  submit  a  Hotioit  fa 
books  of  the  Iloj/at  Adelaide  at  Devon-  j  the  House  on  this  matter.  Befcm 
port,  of  whom  141  were  available  for  'the  right  hon.  Baronet  does  so,  I 
foreign  service.  I  am  sorry  that  thie  i  think  it  right  to  say  that  the  bca. 
Question',  reflecting  as  it  does  upon  the  [Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brsd- 
Navy,  has  been  allowed  to  stand  foi  laugh),  having  boon  introdncsd,  hu 
'  ..     ■"  »  jjjg  |(^nig  to  the  Table  to   take  fho  Oith 

required  by  Law  in  the  accuBtamed 
form.  He  is  prepared-  to  comply  witk 
every  provision  of  the  Statatee  in  otia 
to  take  his  Seat  in  this  House.  Ub- 
doubtedly,  a  proceeding  so  regnl&r  sad 
formal  ought,  under  ordinary  dmis- 
stancea,  to  be  continued  without  ints^ 
ruption  ;  but,  havin^regard  to  formn 
Bosolutions  of  the  House,  and  to  ths 
Keports  of  its  Committees  in  refersnn 
[  i  to  this  matt«r,  I  cannot  withhold  from 
the  House  an  opportunity  of  expressing 
its  judgment  upon  the  new  conditicnu 
under  which  the  Oath  is  now  proposed 
to  be  taken. 

SiK  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE:  I 
waited.   Sir,   to    see — [Cnw    ^  "0^ 

ITr.  SPEAKEE  :  Pending  discussion 
on  this  matter,  in  accordance  with  the 
ordinary  practico,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  should  withdraw  belov 
the  Bar ;  and,  acting  in  pursuance  with 
the  ordinary  praelico  of^the  House,  I 
DOW  call  upon  tho  hon.  Member  so  to 

Mb.  BE.VDLAUGH:  In  complying. 
Sir,  with  your  direction  to  withdraw— 
["  Order!  "]— I  will  only  ask— [Criw*/ 
■'Order!  "]~I  npk  most  respectfully 
tbrouph  yo-a.~[/lnitired  Crie»  of  "Or- 
der !  "J— I  ask  through  you.  Sir,  respect- 
fully,  that  before  tho  House  comes  to  s 
decision — [CriMo/"  Order,  order  I"] 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Tho  hon.  Member 
for  Noi-thampton  is,  under  existing  dr- 
cumBlancos,  entitled  to  be  heard.  If, 
however,  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton ehould  take  a  course  which,  in 
my  judgment,   appears  to  be  uncalled 

. for,  1  shall  then  submit  the  matter  to  the 

MoTSiben  for  the  Borough  oiNoxthamig-  l^iMd^ouut  o£  th.«  HgoBe. 
Mr.  ^mtgm 


nearly  three  weeks  on  the  Paper 
House,  when  a  single  word  to  me 
private  would  have  obviated  the  neces- 
sity of  its  being  printed. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  BASUTOS 
(NEGOTIATIONS). 

Mr.  a.  pease  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  Stato  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther tho  Basuto  chiefs  have  expressed 
their  willingness  to  submit  to  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Cape  Government;  am' 
so,  whether  ho  will  inform  the  House 
upon  what  terms  the  High  Commissioner 
is  prepared  to  make  peace  with  the  tribe? 

Mr.  GHANT  duff  :  Sir,  the  exact 
position  of  affairs  can  best  bo  explained 
by  my  reading  a  telegram  from  Sir 
Hercules  Eobiiison,  dated  April  20.  It 
is  as  follows: — 

"  After  Bovcral  wcpka'  nepfolistions,  Lorothodi 
on  Sunday  last,  nt  Alasorti.  iDfomicd  t)LC  Lio- 
vernor'n  iiRpnt  tlint  ho  would  nccppt  my  arbitra- 
tion, and  that  he  placed  himself  unrostn-i'dly  in 
my  hinde.  As  pn-of  nf  the  alocerity  of  hiH  iti- 
tcution  to  aljidc  \iy  my  duetaion  he  promiscil  (o 
order  hiit  pmple  forthwith  to  lay  down  their  nrm.'i 
and  diHporsc  to  thinr  houits.  An  suun  ua  t  hear 
thutUiis  habboen  dune  I  shall  girv  my  award." 
We  have  no  further  information. 

SiH  GKOEOE  CAMPBELL  asked 
whether  the  Cape  Government  had  ac- 
cepted the  arbitration  of  Sir  Hercules 
Eobinsou  ? 

Mr.  GEANT  duff  :  Certaiuly. 

MOTION. 


PARLIAMESTAIiY  OATH  (MR 

BRAT>LAUGHJ. 

Mr.  BnADLAuon,  returned  as  one  of  the 
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Mr.  BRADLAUQH  :  In  complying,  ] 
Sir,  with  your  direction,  I  most  respect- 
fully desire  to  ask  through  you  that 
before  the  House  comes  to  any  decision 
upon  my  claim  to  fulfil  the  duty  imposed 
upon  me  by  law  it  may  accord  me  the 
privilege  of  being  heard. 

The  hon.  Member  then  withdrew. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHOOTE:  I 
am  desirous,  Sir,  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  position  in  which  we 
stand,  and  to  submit  a  Motion  for  the 
judgment  of  the  House  with  reference 
to  the  intention  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  to  take  the  Oath  in 
the  manner  in  which  it  is  usually  taken 
by  Members  on  taking  their  seats  in  this 
House.  I  am  anxious  to  say  as  little  as 
possible,  and  to  keep  the  question  as  free 
as  possible  from  any  extraneous  matter 
which  might  be  imported  into  it.  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  issue  which  the 
House  has  to  decide  is  one  of  a  very 
simple  character,  and  one  which  admits 
of  being  very  briefly  stated.  I  waited 
before  taking  any  exception  to  see 
whether  the  hon.  Member  proposed  to 
take  the  Oath,  or  whether  he  proposed, 
in  pursuance  of  the  Standing  Order 
which  exists  in  such  a  case,  to  do  that 
which  he  did  on  the  occasion  when  he 
took  his  seat  last  Session — namely,  to 
claim  his  right  to  affirm.  The  hon. 
Member  proposed  to  take  the  Oath,  and 
I,  therefore,  felt  it  necessary  to  rise,  in 
order  that  I  might  remind  the  House  of 
the  Resolution  at  which  the  House  itself 
arrived  last  Session  with  regard  to  the 
hon.  Member.  On  the  23rd  of  June 
last,  a  Resolution  was  arrived  at  by  the 
House  to  this  effect — 

*'  That  having  regard  to  the  Heports  and  pro- 
ceedings of  two  Select  Committees  appointed  by 
this  House,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  not  permitted  to 
take  the  Oath  or  make  the  Affirmation  men- 
tioned in  the  Statute  29  Vic.  c.  19,  and  the  31 
and  32  Vic.  c.  72." 

I  need  not  trouble  the  House — for  the 
matter,  no  doubt,  is  fresh  in  its  memory 
— by  going  into  the  circumstances  which 
led  to  the  passing  of  that  Resolution. 
Suffice  it  to  say  that  the  Resolution  was 
adopted,  and  that  on  the  following  day 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  presented  himself  with 
a  view  to  take  the  Oath,  and  you,  Sir, 
informed  him  that  the  Resolution  which 
had  been  passed  precluded  him  from 
doing  so.  The  hon.  Member  was,  there- 
fore, not  allowed  to  take  the  Oath ;  he 

YOL.  CCLX.      [thibd  sbsiss.] 


was  called  upon  to  withdraw ;  and  ulti- 
mately steps  were  taken  to  compel  obe- 
dience to  the  Order  of  the  House.  Now, 
so  much  of  that  Resolution  as  stated 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  not  be  per- 
mitted to  take  the  Oath,  stands,  I  appre- 
hend, upon  the  Journals  of  the  House 
unrescinded.  The  second  part  of  the 
Resolution,  which  forbade  the  hon. 
Member  making  an  Affirmation,  was, 
no  doubt,  subsequently  rescinded,  and  a 
Resolution  was  passed  and  a  Standing 
Order  made,  that  any  Member,  including 
the  hon.  Member  himself,  who  should 
claim  the  right  to  affirm  should  be 
allowed  to  affirm,  so  far  as  this  House 
was  concerned,  but  without  prejudice  to 
any  proceedings  in  a  Court  of  Law.  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  took  that  course,  and  did  so 
subject  to  legal  proceedings,  which  were 
adopted,  and  which  resulted  in  a  decision 
that  he  was  not  a  person  entitled  to  affirm. 
The  result  of  his  being  held  to  be  a  per- 
son not  entitled  to  affirm  was  this — that 
his  seat  immediately  became  vacant,  and 
the  House,  recognizing  the  fact  that 
that  decision  had  rendered  the  seat 
vacant,  agreed  to  issue  a  new  Writ, 
which  has  resulted  in  a  second  and 
fresh  election,  and  the  re-election  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  Now,  Sir,  I  wish 
to  ask  the  House  to  consider  this — we 
must  regard  the  hon.  Gentleman,  when 
he  comes  before  uS;  not  as  a  stranger 
of  whose  opinions  or  whose  antecedents 
we  know  nothing,  but  as  a  Gentleman 
whose  opinions  have,  so  far  as  they  are 
material  to  the  issue  now  before  us, 
already  been  declared,  and  have  been 
judged  and  decided  upon  by  the  House 
itself.  The  ground  on  which  that  Re- 
solution was  based,  so  far  as  taking  the 
Oath  was  concerned,  was  this — that  a 
Committee  which  had  been  appointed 
by  the  House  to  inquire  into  the  mat- 
ter reported  their  opinion — 

''That  under  the  circumstances  the  com- 
pliance by  Mr,  Bradlaugh  with  the  form  used 
when  an  Oath  is  taken  would  not  be  the  taking 
of  an  Oath  within  the  true  meaning  of  the 
Stiitutcs,  and  that,  therefore,  the  House  can 
and,  in  the  opinion  of  your  Committee,  ought 
to  prevent  Mr.  Bradlaugh  going  through  this 
form." 

That  was  the  Resolution  at  which  the 
Committee  arrived,  and  which  the  House 
accepted  and  acted  upon.  They  held— • 
and  I  believe  the  same  would  be  the  opi- 
nion of  most  hon.  Gentlemen — they  held 
that  it  would  be  a  very  serious  matter 
that  we  who  regard  the  Oath  as  a  most 

2  Q 


1187        Parliamentary  Oath  { OOMMONS } 


(Jfr.  BraiUmfl).        1188 


solemn  invocation  of  the  Supreme  Power 
should  make  ourselves  parties  to  the  use 
of  that  Oath  hy  one  who  openly  and  freely 
expresses  before  the  House  his  opinion 
that  an  oath  is  to  him  a  mere  meaning- 
less form.  We  hold,  as  a  matter  of  feeling, 
and  of  right  feeh'ng  as  I  contend,  that  it 
is  not  our  duty  to  sit  by  and  to  make 
ourselves  parties  to  what  I  cannot  but 
consider  a  profanation  of  a  sacred  form. 
But,  Sir,  with  regard  to  the  opinions  of 
the  hon.  Member,  I  would  point  out 
that  not  only  has  this  House,  which  was 
elected  last  Session,  and  is  the  same 
House  that  it  was  then — not  only  has 
this  House  so  far  taken  cognizance  of 
the  proceedings  and  views  of  the  hon. 
Member  as  brought  before  it  as  to 
adopt  those  Besolutions  and  that  course 
of  action,  but  we  have  now  had  laid 
before  us  within  the  last  few  days  the 
record  of  proceedings  of  an  authoritative 
character  taken  in  Courts  of  Law ;  and 
in  this  record  I  see  that  so  late  as  in  the 
month  of  November  last,  in  the  plead- 
ings of  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  action 
in  which  he  was  defendant,  he  made  this 
defence — He  stated,  as  an  alternative 
defence,  that  at  the  time  of  the  alleged 
offence  in  the  statement  of  claim  men- 
tioned he  was  a  person  who, 

"  when  called  upon  to  g^ve  evidence  in  any 
Court  of  Justice  would  object  to  take  an  oath, 
and  upon  whose  conscience  an  oath,  if  taken, 
would  have  no  binding  effect." 

That  is  not  only  a  statement  made  in 
the  pleadings  which  may  have  one  or 
another  technical  bearing — I  am  not 
competent  to  speak  upon  that — but  it  is 
a  statement  which,  in  one  way  or  an- 
other, the  hon.  Member  has  repeatedly 
made,  and  has  never  withdrawn.  If  the 
hon.  Member  withdrew  that  statement, 
we  should  find  ourselves  in  a  different 

Eosition;  but  I  understood  him  to  ad- 
ore to  the  statement  which  the  House 
has  before  it,  and  upon  which  it  has 
made  its  Orders ;  and,  upon  that  state  of 
facts,  I  contend  that  it  would  be  abso- 
lutely impossible  for  the  House,  with 
proper  respect  for  its  own  dignity,  with 
proper  respect  for  the  Oath  which  it  is 
taking  part  in  the  administration  of,  to 
admit  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  make  that 
Oath,  and,  therefore,  Sir,  without  intro- 
ducing further  matter,  I  beg  to  move 
my  Besolution. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That,  having  regard  to  the  Resolution  of 
this  House  of  the  22nd  June  1880,  and  to  the 

Sir  Stafford  NortlmU 


Reports  and  Proceedings  of  the  two  Select  Con- 
mittees  therein  refeired  to,  Mr.  Bndlangli  be 
not  permitted  to  go  through  the  form  of  repeit- 
ing  the  words  of  the  Oath  prescribed  by  the 
Statutes,  29  Vic.  c.  19,  and  31  and  32  Vic. 
c.  72."--{5i>  Stafford  Korthcote.) 


Mb.  H.  DAYEY,  in  rising  to  more, 
as  an  Amendment, 

''That  in  a  case  where  a  Member,  dolj 
elected,  presents  himself  at  the  Table  in  confor- 
mity with  the  call  of  ^Ir.  Speaker,  and  is  pro- 
ceeding to  comply  with  the  formalities  prescnbel 
for  the  taldng  of  Parliamentary  Oaths,  without 
qualification,  this  Houae  will  not,  on  the  ground 
of  information  extraneous  to  the  transaction, 
offer  any  impediment  to  the  fulfilment  of  th« 
intention  of  such  Member;" 

said,  he  had  not  taken  any  part  in  the 
debates  which  took  place  last  year  rela- 
tive  to  this  question,  and  he  had  care- 
fully guarded  himself  ag^nst  expressing 
any  opinion  as  to  the  legal  merits  of  the 
question  that  had  been  so  much  dis- 
cussed. He  might  confess  that  he  had 
great  doubts  whether,  having  regard  to 
the  language  of  the  statutes,  the  hon. 
Member  was  one  of  those  persons  who 
had  a  right  to  make  an  Affirmation; 
and,  more  than  that,  he  had  voted 
against  the  Besolution  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  referred  of  the  22nd 
June,  1880,  on  the  ground  that  the  ques- 
tion at  issue  was  one  which,  in  hii 
opinion,  a  Court  of  Law  should  decide, 
and  because  questions  of  the  kind  were 
discussed  in  such  an  Assembly  with 
warmth,  and  topics  were  introduced  and 
arguments  used  which  tended  rather  to 
cloud  than  to  clear  the  intellectual  view 
of  the  issues.  He  had  no  personal 
acquaintance  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton.  He  had  never  exchanged 
10  words  with  the  hon.  Member  in  his 
life,  and  if  he  now  intruded  himself  on 
the  House  it  was  because  he  thought  the 
Besolution  a  novel  one,  and  one  which 
involved  extremely  dangerous  prece- 
dents. The  question  was  not  one  of 
propriety.  The  question  was  not  as  to 
whether  the  House  should  express  either 
approval  or  disapproval  of  the  course 
which  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  chosen  to  take 
in  reference  to  this  matter.  Many  hon. 
Members  might  think  that  it  would  have 
been  the  wiser  course  for  that  Gentle- 
man not  to  have  presented  himself  to 
take  the  Oath,  but  to  have  en^ag^  in 
an  agitation  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
an  alteration  of  the  law.  That,  however, 
was  a  matter  for  Mr.  Bradlau^  HnngAlf. 
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It  was  not  a  question  upon  wliioh  the 
House  had  a  right  to  express  an  opinion 
one  way  or  another.  The  question  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  whether,  at  the 
invitation  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote),  the  House  was 
prepared  to  affirm  what  was  without 
precedent  in  the  annals  of  Parliament — 
whether  the  House  would  pass  a  Besolu- 
tion  which  would  create  almost  a  revo- 
lution in  our  Parliamentary  procedure, 
and  establish  a  precedent  which  might 
be  of  little  importance  in  the  present 
case,  but  which  would  be  fraught  with 
danger  to  the  future^?  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
in  making  his  claim  to  afELrm,  had  inci- 
dentally stated  that  he  was  a  person 
upon  whose  conscience  an  oath  would 
have  no  binding  effect.  The  Committee 
of  the  House,  to  whom  the  question  as 
to  the  right  and  jurisdiction  of  the 
House  to  refuse  to  permit  any  duly  elected 
person  to  take  the  Oath  had  been  re- 
ferred, had  reported  that  there  was  an 
inherent  power  in  that  House  to  require 
the  law  under  which  a  Member  sat 
and  voted  in  the  House  to  be  duly  ob- 
served, but  that  the  House  had  no 
power  to  interrogate  anv  duly  elected  per- 
son presenting  himself  to  take  the  Oath 
as  to  his  religious  belief,  or  to  hear  any 
evidence  in  relation  to  such  matter.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  that  Beport  of  the 
Committee  was  absolutely  fatal  to  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite.  The  only  ground  upon  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  could  pretend  to 
interpose  between  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  and  his  right  to  take  the 
Oath  was  that  in  a  previous  Session, 
and  under  totally  different  circumstances, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  asserted  that  his 
conscience  would  not  be  bound  by  an 
oath.  The  right  hon.  Baronet,  there- 
fore, was,  in  the  language  of  the  Beport 
of  the  Committee,  seeking  to  induce  the 
House  to  listen  to  evidence  relating  to 
the  religious  belief  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton.  The  Committee  had 
reported  that  in  the  then  circumstances 
the  taking  of  an  oath  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
would  not  be  a  taking  of  the  Oath  within 
the  meaning  of  the  statute.  That  finding 
was  purely  relative  to  the  circumstances 
then  existing;  and  it  went  to  the  extent 
of  declaring  that  in  those  circumstances 
the  taking  of  an  oath  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
would  be  an  unmeaning  form,  and,  there- 
fore, would  not  be  a  compliance  with  the 
spirit  of  the  statute,  which  required  a 


Member  of  that  House,  before  he  sat 
and  voted,  to  take  the  Oath.  The  Be- 
port of  the  Committee,  however,  went 
no  further  than  that ;  and  it  could  not 
now  be  contended  that  that  Beport  was 
applicable  to  an  entirely  different  set  of 
Giroamstances.  They  now  found  them- 
selves in  this  position — there  had  been 
recently  a  vacancy  in  the  representation 
of  Northampton;  Mr,  Bradlaugh  had 
been  elected ;  he  was  not  disqualified  by 
law  from  being  so  elected,  and  he  had  a 
right  to  present  himself  to  take  the  Oath 
and  to  fiilfil  those  conditions  which  were 
imposed  upon  Gentlemen  elected  to  sit 
in  the  House ;  and  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had 
not  since  his  late  election  either  said  or 
done  anything  from  which  the  House 
was  entitled  to  infer  that  he  was  in  any 
sense  disqualified  from  taking  the  Oath. 
As  far  as  his  (Mr,  H.  Davey's)  own 
opinion  went,  he  was  boimd  to  say  that 
had  he  been  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee he  should  have  concurred  in  the 
Besolution  proposed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Preston  (Sir  John 
Holker),  which  was  supported  by  several 
influential  hon.  Members,  and  which 
was  to  the  effect  that  no  precedent  had 
been  shown  for  that  House  refusing 
to  allow  a  duly  elected  Member  to  take 
the  Oath  prescribed  by  law  on  the 
ground  of  his  religious  belief,  and  that 
die  House  could  not  constitutionally  re- 
fuse permission  to  take  the  Oath  upon 
such  account.  But  whether  the  Besolu- 
tion which  the  Committee  arrived  at, 
and  the  decision  which  that  House  then 
came  to,  was  right  or  wrong,  they  related 
to  a  totally  different  set  of  circumstances 
from  those  which  now  existed.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton,  having  been 
recently  duly  returned  as  a  Member  for 
that  borough,  came  before  the  House  and 
asked  to  take  the  Oath  in  the  same  position 
as  though  he  were  now  elected  for  the  first 
time ;  and  in  order  to  raise  any  valid 
objection  to  his  taking  the  Oath  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  was  com- 
pelled to  go  back  upon  what  had  occurred 
last  Session,  and  to  ask  the  House  to 
inquire  into  the  religious  belief  of  the 
hon.  Member.  Such  a  course  would,  in 
his  opinion,  be  a  most  inconvenient  one. 
He  could  readily  suppose  that  the  Party 
opposite  were  ready  to  admit  extraneous 
evidence,  and  to  institute  an  inquiry  into 
religious  belief.  The  principle  of  that 
Besolution  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
proposed  was  that  the  Kou!&Q'^^^T^^^&^^ 
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and  if  entitled,  then  bound  to  enter  into 
an  inquiry  as  to  religious  belief.     What 
the  right  hon.  Laronet  relied  on  was  an 
admission  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton, in  the  course  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  last  Session  of  Parliament,  and 
not  on  anything  that  had  been  said  or 
done  in  or  anyming  that  had  taken  plabe 
as  the  result  of  the  recent  election.     If 
they  were  to  go  back  to  the  proceedings 
of  the  past  Session,  and  admit  such  ex- 
traneous evidence,  there  was  nothing  to 
prevent  any    Member,    when    another 
came  up  to  take  the  Oath,  saying  that 
in  consequence  of  something  he    had 
heard  him  say  at  a  dinner  party,  or  in 
consequence  of  what  a  third  person  had 
said  about  him,  he  had  a  reasonable  be- 
lief that  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  defec- 
tive in  his  religious  belief.     They  could 
not  stop  short  of  an  inquisitorial  pro- 
ceeding in  such  a  case.  The  House  tnen 
admitted  that  the  question  whether  an 
hon.  Member  should  be  admitted    to 
affirm  or  not  was  one  which  could  betried 
in  a  Court  of  Law.     The  recent  case  of 
Clarke  v.  Bradlaugh  showed  there  was 
no  bar  to  the  Courts  of  Law  entertain- 
ing  such  points ;  but  a  Court  of  Law 
could  not  dive  into  the  recesses  of  a 
man's  heart  or  his  state  of  mind  at  the 
time  of  taking  the  Oath,  and  the  House 
ought  not  to  do  it  any  more  than  a  Court 
of  Law.    The  Statute  contemplated  that 
the  question  whether  an  hon.  Member 
had  or  had  not  complied  with  the  require- 
ments of  the  Statute  in  taking  the  Oath 
should  be  determined  by  a  Court  of  Law. 
The  question  whether  an  hon.  Member 
could  take  the  Oath  or  not  was  a  ques- 
tion between  his  conscience  and  himself. 
He  besought  the  House  not  to  endea- 
vour to  discharge  inquisitorial  functions 
which — ^he    spc^e  respectfully — it  was 
absolutely  unfit  to  discharge.     He  en- 
treated the  House  not  to  enter  into  an 
inquiry  into  the  state  of  a  man's  mind 
or  into  his  religious  belief.     He  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  that  they  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  considerations  of  that 
kind.     He  submitted  to  the  House  that 
they  were  not  entitled  on  evidence  of 
that  kind,  or  on  evidence  of  any  other 
kind,  to  entertain  any  question  as  to  the 
religious  belief  or  state  of  mind  of  any 
hon.  Member  who  presented  himself  at 
the  Table.  And,  above  all,  he  entreated 
the  House  not  by  passing  the  Besolu- 
tion  to  sanction  a  principle  which  he 
ventured  to  say  would  prove  a  most 
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dangerous  precedent.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man concluded  by  moving  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE,   in  seconding 
the  Amendment,  said,  he  thought  tiie 
House  would  show  its  wisdom  by  adopt* 
ing  it.    He  confessed  that,  with  the  troe 
respect  he  had  for  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Devon,  he 
was  surprised  that  the  right  hon.  Gfen- 
tleman,  as  Leader  of  the  Conservatire 
Party    in    that     House,    should   hare 
thought  fit  to  step  in  between  a  G^tle- 
man    entertaining  Liberal    views   and 
elected  by  a  Liberal  constitaency  and 
the  taking  of  his  seat  in  that  Home. 
He  was  all  the  more  surprised  when  he 
considered  what  called  for  that  inte^ 
vention.     The  ground  of  that  interven- 
tion was  a  desire  to  stir  up  the  smoulder- 
ing   elements  of   religious   bigotiy  in 
order  to  delude  the  country  into  the 
notion  that  the  Conservative  Party  were 
the  champions  of  Christianity,  and  that 
the  Liberal  Party  were  its  opponents. 
He  ventured  to  say  that  Christianity  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  present  question. 
I'*  Oh !  "1    He  was  not  discussing  what 
ought  to  be ;  but  what  he  asserted  as  a 
matter  of   fact  was  that    that  Home 
ceased  to  be  an  Assembly  exclusively  of 
Christians  when    Jews  were  admitted 
into  it.     Let  the  House   and  let  the 
country  clearly  understand  what  was 
meant  by  the  Besolution  of  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman.      Its  object   was   to 
establish  a  Deistic  test  in  that  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  laid  down 
that  anyone  who  believed,  or,  speaking 
more  correctly,  anyone  who  asserted  hie 
belief  in  the  existence  of  a  Supreme 
Being  had  a  right  to  sit  in  that  House. 
Even  heathen  devil-worshippers  would 
be   received    there    with    open    arms. 
I*'  Oh,  oh !  "]    Well,  he  was  not  mak- 
ing   any    personal  allusion.      He  con- 
gratulated hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  on 
this  astounding  creed.     Whether  it  was 
a  sound  religious  creed  or  not,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  it  was  as  different 
from,   and  opposed    to,   the    creed   of 
Christianity    as    the    two    poles    were 
asunder.   Therefore,  he  hoped  the  coun- 
try would  understand  what  the  issue 
was  that  was  raised  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  a  Kesolution  was  passed  in  that 
House  last  year  by  which  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  was  not  allowed  to  take  the  Oath. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  whe- 
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tlier  that  Resolution  was  not  still  bind- 
ing on  tho  House.  He  confessed  he  was 
surprised  to  hoar  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man ask  that  question,  and  he  was 
obliged  to  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  was  entirety  in  error.  There 
was  a  difference  between  a  Besolution 
and  a  Standing  Order.  On  April  2nd, 
1842,  Mr.  Speaker,  in  answer  to  Lord 
John  Eussell,  said  that  a  Eesolution  was 
binding  on  the  House  only  for  the  Ses- 
sion in  which  it  was  passed.  Oonse- 
quently,  the  Besolution  in  question  was 
in  no  way  binding  upon  the  House  in 
the  present  Session.  It  was  not  sur- 
prising that  that  Besolution  was  not 
made  a  Standing  Order,  because  if  it 
had  been  it  would  practically  have  dis- 
qualified Mr.  Braalaugh  again  from 
being  elected.  The  law  did  not  recognize 
the  right  of  the  House  to  disqualify 
any  Gentleman  from  being  elected  by 
a  constituency  of  this  country,  nor  did 
it  disqualify  him  from  taking^  his  seat 
when  elected.  But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  ask  the  House  to  put 
in  force  the  Besolution  of  last  Ses- 
sion, and  he  contested  the  rieht  of  the 
House  to  pass  the  new  Besolution  now 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  elected  honestly  and 
fairly  a  few  weeks  ago  by  a  constituency 
of  this  country.  Being  elected,  he  was 
obliged  to  come  and  take  his  seat  in  that 
House.  By  a  Statute  of  Bichard  H., 
any  Gentleman  elected  was  liable  to  fine 
and  imprisonment  if  he  did  not  take  his 
seat.  To  take  his  seat  it  was  necessary 
by  the  Statute  that  the  Gentleman  elected 
should  take  the  Oath  of  Allegiance.  He 
ventured  to  contend,  therefore,  that  a  Be- 
solution of  that  House  could  not  over- 
ride the  statutory  right  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh.  But  if  the  House  had  a  right  to 
do  so,  he  would  ask  if  it  was  wise  f  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  told  the 
House  that  they  should  pass  the  Beso- 
lution on  account  of  two  statements 
which  were  made  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh — 
one  last  year  in  a  letter  to  The  Times,  and 
another  in  the  pleadings  in  ''  Clarke  v. 
Bradlaugh ''  to  the  effect  that  the  Oath 
had  no  binding  effect  upon  him,  and  that 
it  really  contained  words  that  were  un- 
meaning and  merely  formal.  Far  be  it 
from  him  (Mr.  Labouchere)  to  raise  a 
metaphysical  or  theological  discussion  in 
that  House ;  but  he  ventured  to  say  it 
by  no  means  followed  from  the  wcms 
used  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh  that  Mr.  Brad- 


laugh did  not  consider  the  Oath  in  its 
declaratory  sense  as  binding  upon  him. 
In  his  examination  before  the  second 
Committee,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  said  he  did 
not  refuse  to  take  it,  nor  had  he  then  or 
since  expressed  any  mental  reservation, 
or  stated  that  the  Oath  of  Allegiance 
would  not  be  binding  on  him ;  but,  on 
the  contrary,  he  said  that  the  essential 
part  of  the  Oath  was  in  the  fullest  de- 
gree binding  on  his  honour  and  his  con- 
science. Many  people  who  did  not  en- 
tertain Mr.  Bradlaugh's  opinions  enter- 
tained the  same  views  with  regard  to  the 
Oath.  He  need  only  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  Jeremy  Bentham,  who  said 
that  veracity  could  not  have  two  mea- 
sures. They  had  in  the  House  Gentlemen 
who  objected  to  taking  the  Oath — ^for  ex- 
ample, the  right  hon.  Member  the  Chan- 
cellor for  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster.  Did 
anybody  assert  that  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's word  was  not  as  good  as  the 
oath  of  any  man  in  the  House  ?  When 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  came  forward  and  said 
he  did  consider  that  declaration  of  Alle- 
giance, commencing  with  the  words  **  I 
swear,''  was  absolutely  binding  on  him, 
they  were  bound  to  believe  him.  How 
did  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  or 
the  House  know  what  the  mental  condi- 
tion of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  might  be  at  that 
moment?  Before  1869,  when  an  Act 
was  passed  enabling  Atheists  to  affirm 
in  Courts  of  Law,  they  were  not  allowed 
to  give  any  evidence  if  it  were  shown 
that  they  were  Atheists.  But  how  was 
it  necessary  to  show  that  they  were 
Atheists  ?  It  was  necessary  to  obtain  it 
from  their  own  words  in  Court.  He  only 
asked  the  House  to  take  the  same  course 
as  the  Courts  of  Law,  by  accepting  the 
assumption  that  anyone  who  came  to  the 
Table  and  offered  to  take  the  Oath  was 
not  an  Atheist  unless  he  should  himself 
then  and  there  state  that  he  was  one. 
Now,  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  certainly  had 
not  done.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  wanted  a  statement — a  sort  of 
recantation  from  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  What 
was  to  be  the  form  of  the  recantation, 
and  to  whom  was  it  to  be  made  ?  Was 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  come  to  the  Table 
and  say  he  recanted  his  letter  to  The 
Times  or  the  pleadings  in  Clarke's  case  ? 
The  right  hon.  Baronet's  suggestion  was 
utterly  absurd. 

SiK  STAFFOBD  NOBTHCOTE  :  I 
did  not  want  any  statement  from  Mr. 
Bradlaugh.    I  said  that  he  had  made 
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certain  statements  and  had  never  re- 
canted them. 

Mb.   LABOUCHEKE  said,   he   cer- 
tainly understood  it  to  be  the  complaint 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  had  not  recanted.   The  letter 
in  The  Times  of  that  morning  from  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  appeared  to  bear  out 
his  construction,  because,  in  that  letter, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  said  he  contem- 
plated interfering  to  prevent  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  from  tttkiog  the  Oath  because  he 
had  not  made  any  statement  recanting 
his  previous  views.   Therefore,  he  might 
fairly  ask — What  was  the  nature  of  the 
recantation  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man wanted  ?     The  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Walpole),  in  the  Eeport  of  the  Com- 
mittee, said  that  no  instance  had  been 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  which  an  inquiry  had  been 
made  into  the  moral  or  religious  opi- 
nions of  the  person  desiring  to  take  a 
promissory  oath,  and  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  foresee    the  evils   which 
must  arise  if  such  a  practice  were  adopted. 
Therefore,  the  right  hon.  Member  did 
not  take  the  same  view  as  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  and  did  not  wish  to  call  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  forward  to  make  a  public  re- 
cantation.   It  had  never  been  done  be- 
fore,  and  he  humbly  trusted  it  never 
would  be  done  in  that  House.     He  ad- 
mitted that  it  would  be  unsatisfactory 
that  a  man  should  go  up  to  the  Table 
and  take  in  his  hand  a  Book  which  they 
held   sacred,    and    invoke    a    Supreme 
Being  in  whom  he  possibly  did  not  be- 
lieve ;  but  it  was  acknowledged  last  year 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  might  have  gone  to 
the  Table   and  taken  the  Oath.     And 
why  did  he  not  ?     Out  of  respect  for  the 
feelings  of  hon.  Members  of  the  House ; 
and  this  course  subjected  him  to  much 
obloquy  and  expense.     He  hoped  that 
they   would   not  have  a   succession   of 
what  were  called  **  Bradlaugh  debates." 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  not  a  brawler ;  he  was 
bound  to  take  the  Oath.  Now,  he  himself, 
last  year,  and  again  this  Session,  had 
attempted  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  meet 
the  case ;  but  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
had  blocked  the  Bill  and  rendered  its 
introduction  impossible.     It  was,  there- 
fore, owing  to  their  own  action  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  was  now  obliged  to  take  the 
course  he  was  now  pursuing.     What 
would  be  the  consequence  if  the  Besolu- 
tion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
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Bradlaugh's  own  yiew,  and  that  of  many 
eminent  lawyers,  he  derived  his  right  to 
take  the  Oath  from  the  flEu^  that  he  had 
been  elected,  and  he  was  bound  to  go 
up  to  the  Table  and  take  the  Oath.  T&o 
House,  they  held,  had  no  right  to  inter- 
fere with  him;  and,  therefore,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh owed  it  to  himself  and  to  his 
constituents  to  come  forward  as  often  ai 
he  could  and  offer  to  take  the  Oath. 
What,  therefore,  was  the  altemative  be- 
fore the  House  ?  They  must  either  agree 
to  the  Amendment  or  they  must  keep 
Mr.   Bradlaugh  in  prison    during  the 
whole  of  the  present  Parliament.  [/'  Oh, 
oh !  *n    That  was  the  choice,  becaaee 
Mr.   Bradlaugh,   with    his  views,  wai 
logically  bound  to  eo  to  the  Table  and 
take  the  Oath ;  ana  the  House,  on  the 
other  hand,   if  the  Besolution  of  the 
right  hon.    Baronet  was    passed,  wu 
logically  bound  to  prevent  mm  doing  ao 
by  putting  him  in  durance.     There  was 
no  tribunal  to  interfere  ;  but  if  they  had 
to  contest  this  question,  it  was  not  with 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  alone,  but  with  the  6n« 
tire  constituencies  of  the  country.  [**  No, 
no!*']     He  said   "Yes,    yes!"     Hon. 
Members  would  remember  that  more 
than  1 00  years  ago  the  same  thing  was 
asserted  with  regard  to   Wilkes.    No 
doubt,  many  GenUemen  said  "  Oh,  oh ! " 
and  scoffed  and  jeered  against  Wilkea 
being  able  to  hold  his  own  against  that 
House.  Wilkes,  expelled  by  the  Houae, 
was  re-elected  ;   and,  being  again  ex- 
pelled, was  re-elected.     When  another 
Parliament  met  what  happened  ?    The 
Eesolution    was    expunged    from    the 
Journals  of  the  House.      Sir  Erskine 
May  said  that  Besolution  was  a  wamiDg 
to  both  Houses  to  act  within  the  limits 
of  their  jurisdiction  and  in  strict  con- 
formity with  the  law.  The  House  would 
do  well  to  pause  before  entering  into  a 
contest  with  the  constituencies  as  to  their 
right  to  send  to  the  House  whom  they 
pleased,  and  to  insist  that  he  whom  they 
sent  to  the  House  took  his  seat  there,  if 
he  was   not  under  any  statutory  dis- 
qualification. The  House  might  succeed 
for  a  time  in  preventing  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
from  entering  it ;  but  he  ventured  to  say 
that  in  the  end  the  House  would  not  be 
able  to  succeed  against  the  people  of 
this  country. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  tke  word  '*  That^*  to  the 
end  of  tho  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  woidi 
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manly  to  deny  them;  and  it  must  be 
said  to  his  credit  that,  instead  of  con- 
cealing his  unpopular  opinions  until  he 
had  taken  the  Oath,  he  had  the  manli- 
ness to  avow  those  opinions  in  the  face 
of  the  House,  and  to  accept  the  conse- 
quences the  House  might  impose.  It 
was  the  same  House  that  was  discussing 
the  same  question,  and  the  same  person 
was  waiting  at  the  Bar  to  take  the  Oath 
in  the  same  terms ;  and  now  they  were 
asked  from  the  other  side  to  say  it  was 
by  extraneous  information  that  the  House 
knew  Mr.  Charles  Bradlaugh.  Was  a 
man  an  unbeliever  down  in  the  Hall, 
where  men  met  him  and  cheered  him  ; 
did  he  become  a  believer  as  he  crossed 
the  Lobby ;  and  was  his  conversion  com- 
plete as  he  took  his  stand  in  front  of  the 
Mace?  He  made  no  attack  on  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  because  of  his  opinions  ;  but 
so  long  as  the  House  retained,  for  its 
own  security  and  for  the  security  of  the 
Throne,  the  Oath  which  was  taken  at  the 
Table,  he  submitted  it  would  be  deroga- 
tory to  its  dignity  to  permit  that  Oath 
to  be  turned,  in  the  presence  of  the 
House,  into  a  meaningless  farce.  The 
suggestion  was  that  he  should  be 
allowed  to  take  the  Oath,  and  the  ques- 
tion again  remitted  to  the  Courts  of  Law 
to  decide  whether  the  Oath  was  valid. 
The  House  distinctly  resolved  last  year 
not  to  allow  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  take  the 
Oath ;  and  on  the  Motion  of  the  Leader 
of  the  House  it  resolved  to  allow  him  to 
take  the  other  alternative — ^to  affirm, 
subject  to  the  opinion  of  the  Courts  of 
Law.  That  opinion  had  been  g^ven 
against  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  and  with  what 
sense  of  dignity  or  self-respect  could  the 
House  now  take  another  course  and  say, 
"  Because  it  has  been  coerced  by  a 
second  election  *' — a  second  victory,  the 
Seconder  of  the  Amendment  would  per- 
haps say ;  though  two  such  victories 
would  be  a  defeat — **  it  is  to  allow  that 
performance  to  be  gone  through  which 
it  refused  last  year."  Surely  there  was 
only  one  straightforward  course  to  pur- 
sue in  this  matter.  It  was  that  a  Bill 
should  be  proposed  and  proceeded  with 
applying  to  all  cases  and  relieving  all 
Members  from  the  obligation  of  twcing 
the  Oath.  [  Cheer 8. "]  He  did  not  want  to 
catch  an  approving  cheer  without  fol- 
lowing it  up  with  this  remark — that  he 
should  earnestly  vote  against  any  such 
measure,  because  he  believed  that  the 
frame  of  mind  which  prevented  a  man 


''in  a  caso  where  a  Member,  duly  elected, 
presents  himself  at  the  Table  in  conformity 
with  the  call  of  Mr.  Speaker,  and  in  proceeding 
to  comply  with  the  formalities  prescribed  for  the 
taking  of  Parliamentary  Oaths,  without  qualifi- 
cation, this  House  will  not,  on  the  ground  of 
Information  extraneous  to  the  transaction,  offer 
any  impediment  to  the  fulfilment  of  the  inten- 
tion of  such  Member." — {Mr,  Davey,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 

8 reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
luostion." 

Mb.  EDWAED  CLABKE  wished  to 
recall  the  House  to  the  fact  that  they 
were  discussing,  not  a  question  of  law, 
but  a  question  as  to  the  dignity  of  the 
House  and  the  self-respect  of  its  Mem- 
bers. He  had  heard  for  a  good  while 
that  the  science  of  special  pleading  was 
going  out  of  fashion ;  but  tney  had  seen 
its  most  fantastic  survival  in  the  speech 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Christchurch  (Mr.  H.  Davey), 
and  in  the  speech  of  his  hon.  and  he 
thought,  under  all  the  circumstances,  he 
might  say  his  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere). 
The  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Christchurch  bore  on  the 
face  of  it  a  misrepresentation  of  the 
case  that  was  before  the  House.  To 
the  greater  part  of  the  Amendment  he 
should  unreservedly  give  his  adhesion ; 
but  it  contained  a  statement  that  when 
a  Member  came  to  be  sworn,  and  claimed 
to  tender  the  Oath,  no  one  was  entitled 
to  object  on  the  ground  of  extraneous 
information.  That  rested  the  whole  case 
on  the  question  whether  the  knowledge 
the  House  had  of  the  opinions  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  depended  on  extraneous  in- 
formation or  not ;  and  it  was  the  most 
fantastic  special  pleading  that  was  ever 
heard,  not  only  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, but  in  a  Court  of  Law.  That 
very  House  last  year  passed  a  Hesolu- 
tion  in  reference  to  the  same  person 
now  before  it,  elected  by  the  same 
constituency,  whose  opinions  were  not 
gathered  from  pamphlets  or  speeches 
delivered  outside,  but  indicated  by  his 
coming  to  the  Table  and  claiming  to  be 
allowed  to  afiBrm  upon  the  only  ground 
that  a  person  could  affirm  —  namely, 
that  the  Oath  was  not  binding  on  his 
conscience.  Now,  it  was  said,  **  What 
do  you  know  of  the  opinions  of  this 
gentleman  ?  "  Why,  it  was  idle  to  ask 
the  House  of  Commons  what  it  knew  of 
the  opinions  of  Mr.[Charles  Bradlaugh ! 
He  had  never  denied  them  \  he  was  too 
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recognising  a  Supreme  Being  disquali- 
fied him  from  being  a  useful  Member 
of  that  House.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  not  remit  this  question  to  the 
Courts  of  Law,  or  allow  itself  to  be 
confused  by  any  idea  that  at  a  time  and 
place  not  stated  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  re- 
canted the  opinions  he  had  formerly  held ; 
but  that  it  would  abide  by  the  Eesolu- 
tion  agreed  to  last  Session,  after  full 
consideration,  and  refuse  to  make  itself 
an  accomplice  in  the  performance  which 
would  take  place  at  the  Table  if  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  was  allowed  to  take  the  Oath. 
Mb.  JOHN  BEIGHT:  If  anybody 
in  this  House  has  hitherto,  or  even  10 
minutes  ago,  had  any  doubt  as  to  the 
extent  of  the  question  which  is  placed 
before  the  House  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Devonshire  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote),  and  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken 
(Mr.  Edward  Clarke),  he  can  have  no 
doubt  now  after  the  speech  to  which  we 
have  just  listened,  because  it  is  clear 
there  that  the  whole  matter  is  distinctly 
put  before  us  as  a  question  of  religious 
disability.  [An  hon.  Member  :  Irre- 
ligious disability.]  An  hon.  Member 
says  *  *  Irreligious  disability. ' '  Well,  you 
have  objected  before  to  the  admission  of 
the  Roman  Catholics.  You  objected  to 
them  because  of  their  religion,  which 
you  deemed  to  bo  false;  but  the  religion 
YOU  deemed  to  be  false  you  consider  much 
better  than  no  religion  at  all.  On  the 
same  ground  you  resisted  for  many  years 
the  claim  of  the  Jews  to  be  admitted  to 
this  House ;  and  you  have  now  raised 
exactly  the  same  question,  but  in  a  more 
offensive  form ;  because  you  aim  your 
shafts  against  a  particular  individual, 
who  cannot  be  said  to  represent  a  class, 
asking  to  be  admitted  to  a  seat  in 
this  House.  Now,  in  the  last  Session 
of  Parliament — and  I  want  just  to 
turn  to  that  for  a  moment,  because  I 
think  a  very  great  injustice  has  been 
done  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton in  many  of  the  arguments  used 
in  this  question — last  Session,  when  Mr. 
Bradlaugli  came  to  the  Table  he  asked 
to  be  allowed  to  afHrm.  It  is  assumed 
that  ho  asked  to  be  allowed  to  affirm, 
and  thereby,  in  the  face  of  the  House, 
and  in  a  manner  almost  offensive,  pro- 
claimed that  he  did  not  hold  the  belief 
which  men  are  assumed  to  hold  who  take 
the  Oath  which  is  tendered  to  Members 
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of  the  House.  But  that  was  not  the 
ground  on  which  he  proposed  to  affimt 
The  ground  was  this — a  ground  honour- 
able to  himself — ^it  was,  in  point  of  fact, 
a  tenderness  of  conscience  as  I  should 
call  it.  [Loud  iauffhUr.ll  Hon.  Gentle- 
men probably  think  no  man  has  a  tender 
conscience  but  themselves.  I  saythii 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  with  his  opinions — as  I 
with  my  opinions — had  a  perfect  liglit, 
believing  uiat  it  was  lawful,  to  offer  to 
afErm  in  preference  to  taking  the  OatL 
He  did  not,  therefore,  by  that  offer  to 
afErm  declare  that  he  haa  no  belief  in  t 
Supreme  Being.  He  said  nothing  of 
the  kind.  He  asked  merely  to  be  allowed 
to  afhrm,  which  to  him  was  a  preferable 
mode  of  making  a  declaration  with  regud 
to  allegiance  to  the  Crown  than  tuing 
the  Oath  which  the  Statutes  of  the  Houe 
have  provided  that  hon.  Members  should 
take.  And,  therefore,  I  think  it  is  a 
gross  unfairness — it  was  then  and  ii 
now — to  bring  forward  the  fact  that  he 
himself  preferred  to  aflirm  rather  thin 
take  the  Oath,  and  then  upon  that  to 
assume  that  the  Oath  would  not  be 
binding  upon  his  conscience.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chore) — who  is  in  the  House,  and  who 
seconded  the  Amendment — read  a  pas- 
sage from  the  evidence  given  by  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  before  one  of  the  Committeet 
on  this  question.  In  that  passage,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  states  in  the  most  distinct 
manner  that  the  words  of  the  Oath,  ai 
they  are  tendered  here  at  the  Table,  an 
binding  upon  his  conscience — binding, 
he  said,  *^  upon  his  honour  and  upon 
his  conscience."  If  that  be  so,  you  have 
no  right  to  assume,  as  you  constantly 
do,  that  the  Oath  is  not  binding  upon 
his  conscience.  You  might  as  well  tell 
me  that,  but  for  the  clause  in  the  Act  of 
Parliament  which  prevents  your  doing 
so  gross  an  injustice,  if  I  come  to  make 
an  Af&rmation,  an  Oath  is  not  binding 
upon  my  conscience.  The  Affirmation 
is  binding  upon  my  conscience,  and  the 
Declaration  which  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ii 
willing  to  make  he  declares  is  binding 
upon  his  conscience.  Therefore,  in  my 
opinion,  you  have  no  right  to  assume 
that,  when  he  takes  the  Oath  with  the 
words  which  he  would  rather  have 
omitted  from  it,  the  Oath  is  not  as  bind* 
ing  upon  his  conscience  as  upon  the  con* 
science  of  any  other  Meniber  in  tUs 
House.  Now,  he  comes  to  the  Table  of 
the  House,  and  he  does  not  ask  to  affirm. 


1201        Parlutnmtary  (Mh        {April  26,  1881]  {Ur.  BraSlaugh).        1202 


The  law  has  decided  that,  in  the  par- 
ticular circumstances  of  the  case,  he  is 
not  permitted  to  affirm  ;  but  no  law  has 
decided  that  he  is  not  permitted  to  take 
the  Oath.  On  the  contrary,  the  law 
states  as  clearly  as  words  can  make  it, 
and  without  any  equivocation,  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  haying  been  elected  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  must  take  the  Oath 
at  this  Table  before  he  takes  his  seat ; 
and  that  is  what  he  proposes  to  do  to- 
night. But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Devon  has  interposed, 
in  a  manner  utterly  unknown  before,  with 
the  proposition  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  shall 
not  be  allowed  to  take  the  Oath.  He 
sayS;  and  the  supporters  of  the  Besolu- 
tion  also  say  with  him,  that  notwith- 
standing that  some  thousands  of  the  free 
oloctors  of  a  constituency  have  returned 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  the  House,  because 
you  assume  that  which  is  absolutely  un- 
true if  you  believe  that  the  Oath  is  not 
binding  upon  his  (Mr.  Bradlaugh's)  con- 
science, you  will  not  allow  him  to  take 
the  Oath  even  in  the  form  of  words 
which  you  yourselves  and  the  Statute 
have  prescribed.  What  right  have  you 
to  assume  this  ?  None  whatever.  You 
do  assume  it,  however ;  every  hon. 
Member  on  that  side  of  the  House  who 
is  about  to  vote  for  the  exclusion  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  assumes  that  the  Oath  is  not 
binding  upon  his  conscience.  It  is  the 
rip;ht  of  every  hon.  Member  of  this 
House  to  be  believed  when  he  makes  a 
Declaration.  Amongst  the  Gentlemen 
assembled  in  this  House  it  is  not  com- 
mon to  call  in  question  any  declaration 
which  any  man  should  make  of  that  of 
which  he  is  personally  assured ;  and  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  has  distinctly  stated  before  a 
Committee  of  this  House,  and  will,  no 
doubt,  state  it  here  again,  that  the  Oath 
which  he  purposes  to  take  is  just  as 
binding  upon  his  conscience  as  if  he 
himself  had  written  out  the  words,  or  as 
if  he  himself  believed  every  word  in  it 
with  the  same  implicit  faith  as  Gentle- 
men opposite  who  oppose  his  admission 
to  this  House.  I  think  the  House  will 
not  be  acting  with  due  impartiality  if  it 
assumes  that  the  words  are  not  binding 
upon  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  conscience  which 
ho  declares  are  as  binding  upon  his 
honour  and  conscience  as  either  the 
Oath  is  upon  your  consciences,  or  the 
AjQGirmation  is  upon  mine.  But  if  it  be 
permitted  to  make  these  assumptions 
with  regard  to  the  hon.  Member  for 


Northampton,  why  is  it  not  equally 
right  to  make  them  with  regard  to  other 
persons — I  will  mention  no  names — but 
we  all  know  there  are  men  in  this  House 
or  outside  this  House,  who,  either  by 
public  declarations  or  private  statements, 
are  known  to  hold,  with  regard  to  this 
question,  the  same  opinions  as  are  as- 
sumed to  be  held  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ? 
But  nobody  proposes  to  put  any  questions 
to  them.  It  is  admitted  now — ana,  in  fact, 
hon.  Members  opposite  admitted  last  year 
— that  if  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  come  to  the 
Table  and  said  nothing  about  the  Affir- 
mation— I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  it 
is  to  his  credit  that  he  did  not  take  that 
course— and  had  offered  to  take  the 
Oath,  no  question  would  have  been 
asked  ;  but  ne  would  have  been  allowed 
to  take  the  Oath  just  as  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  House.  If  these  Questions 
are  not  to  be  put  to  any  other  hon. 
Member  of  the  House,  what  is  the  posi- 
tion in  which  we  stand  in  regard  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  ?  Why 
should  we  inflict  upon  him  such  a  dis- 
ability, because  his  belief  with  regard 
to  religious  matters  is  not  the  same 
belief  as  that  which  is  supposed  to  be 
entertained  by  the  great  majority  of 
Members  of  this  House  ?  [**No,  no !  "] 
Does  anybody  say  **No,  no?"  No- 
thing could  be  more  clear — the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Plymouth  proves  it — than  that  it  is  a 
purely  religious  disability  which  is  about 
to  be  enforced  and  inflicted  upon  Mr. 
Bradlaugh.  Shall  we  make  an  excep- 
tion in  a  special  case  of  this  kind  ?  No 
other  hon.  Member  of  this  House  has 
been  questioned.  Nobody  assumes  to 
question  any  other  hon.  Miember.  Mem- 
bers affirming  are  not  asked  any  ques- 
tions with  respect  to  their  religious  be- 
lief. Nothing  in  the  Affirmation  touches 
upon  that  point.  Therefore,  we  who  are 
accustomed  and  enabled  and  permitted 
to  affirm  are  placed  in  a  different  posi- 
tion from  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton. We  are  not  asked  what  we 
believe ;  he  is  asked  what  he  believes. 
[**  No,  no  !  "]  Hon.  Members  say  *'No, 
no!"  but  they  must  know  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  in  an- 
swering the  letter  of  his  correspondent, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Devon,  had  been  able  to  in- 
form him  that  his  views  on  religious 
matters  had  changed  since  last  year,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  have 
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proceeded  to  oppose  his  admission  to 
this  House.  Therefore,  it  is  strictly  a 
question  of  rolip^ous  disability  ;  and  any 
hon.  Member  of  this  House  who  is  going 
to  vote  for  the  Resolution  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  denies  that,  denies 
that  which  is  obvious,  and  which  cannot 
be  controverted  by  any  honest  and  sen- 
Biblo  man  in  this  House.  I  wish  the 
House,  in  considering  this  matter,  to  look 
upon  it  in  this  light — that  in  the  year 
1881,  we  are  assuming  to  establish,  to 
create  now,  to  affirm,  to  perpetuate  a 
religious  disability,  which  I  undertake 
to  say,  in  this  House  of  Parliament, 
in  accordance  with  the  !Rej)ort  drawn 
up  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Spencer  Walpole),  has  never 
heretofore  been  proposed  on  the  floor 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  That  is 
undoubted,  and  cannot  be  denied.  You 
are  seeking  to  establish  now  a  religious 
disability.  [**No,  no!"]  I  ask  hon. 
Members  who  belong  to  the  greatest 
and  oldest  of  the  Christian  Churches — 
those  who  are  in  communion  with  the 
Church  of  Eome — I  ask  them  to  recollect 
what  their  forefathers  have  suffered  in 
consequence  of  opinions,  and  prejudices, 
and  intentions,  such  as  we  have  heard 
expressed  to-night  from  the  Benches  op- 
posite. And  if  there  be  any  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  belonging  to  the 
Nonconformist  Churches,  I  ask  them 
also  to  recollect  what  their  forefathers 
have  suffered,  and  suffered  under  the 
pressure  of  the  same  disposition  to  in- 
flict religious  disabilities  upon  civil  and 
loyal  inhabitants  of  this  country.  I 
ask  every  hon.  Member  present  who  is 
unwilling  that  we  should  return  to  the 
system  and  practice  of  religious  disa- 
bilities to  disavow  altogether  and  oppose 
to  the  utmost  the  principle  and  purpose 
put  forward  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  North  Devon,  and 
to  proclaim  that  now  and  for  ever  no 
man  untainted  by  crime,  unconvicted  of 
crime,  and  elected  by  a  free  constituency, 
shall  be  disabled  from  takinc:  his  seat  in 
this  House  upon  making  such  a  Declara- 
tion or  taking  such  an  Oath  as  Parlia- 
ment in  its  wisdom  may  have  determined 
to  impose.  [**  Hear,  hear !  "]  Yes,  that 
cheer  has  reference  exactly  to  the  ori- 
ginal point,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton,  not  being  of  your  belief, 
does  not  take  the  Oath  as  a  declaration 
l)inding  upon  his  conscience — although 
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he  tells  yon,  in  the  most  express  tenns, 
that  that  is  absolutely  untrue.  [An  hon. 
Member:  What  is  the  value  of  it?] 
And  here,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  may  express 
my  regret  at  what  I  may  eaU  the  almoik 
violent  temper  with  which  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  come  to  the  con- 
sideration of  this  question.  I  can  feel, 
myself,  charity  for  a  Member  of  this 
House  who  holds  views  on  religiou 
matters  which  appear  to  me  so  extra- 
ordinary and  so  unfortunate  as  those 
which  are  assumed  to  be  held  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton;  but 
I  think  the  House  might  be  called  upon 
to  consider  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
many  months  has  sat  in  this  Hoose; 
that  there  has  been  no  Member  of  this 
House  who  has  conducted  himself  with 
greater  propriety ;  that  he  has  brought 
to  our  discussions  at  least  average,  per- 
haps more  than  average,  ability;  and 
that  there  is  not  a  single  word  that  he 
has  uttered,  not  a  single  act  that  he  has 
committed  which,  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree,  ought  to  debar  him  from  taking 
his  place  in  this  Assembly  of  Gentlemen. 
I  would  ask  hon.  Members  to  think  for 
a  moment  whether  it  is  in  accordance 
with  that  Christianity  which  they  as- 
sume so  much  to  defend,  that  thej 
should  now,  after  the  many  years,  I 
may  almost  say  the  centuries,  of  discus- 
sion of  the  subject  of  the  liberties  of 
Members  of  this  House,  determine  to 
raise  up  another  barrier  against  that 
civil  freedom  which  our  constituencies 
believe  themselves  to  enjoy,  and  against 
that  fairness  in  the  construction  of  Acts 
of  Parliament  in  matters  of  this  kind, 
so  as  to  prevent  a  Member  who  has 
been  duly  elected  from  taking  his  seat 
amongst  us.  One  of  our  poets  has  said 
about  bigotry  of  this  kind — I  hope  hon. 
Members  will  forgive  me  if  I  use  the 
term  bigotry;  there  is  such  a  thing  as 
bigotry,  and  I  think  that  to  bar  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  from 
his  right  according  to  law,  to  take  the 
Oath  which  is  prescribed  by  the  law,  is 
itself  an  act  of  bigotry — one  of  our 
poets  has  said — 

"Bigotry  may  swell 
The  sail  which  sots  for  Heaven  with  blasts  from 
lleU." 

I  hold  there  can  be  nothing  consonant 
with  Christianity  in  its  highest  prin- 
ciples, and  nothing  consonant  with  that 
religious  freedom  for  which  our  fathen 
have  striven  in  determining  atill  to  ob- 
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struct  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton when  he  goes  towards  the  Table  to 
take  the  Oath.  I  hope  no  Gentlemen 
in  the  House  who  have  any  regard  for 
religious  freedom,  for  civil  and  Parlia- 
mentary and  Constitutional  freedom  as 
all  the  great  lights  of  freedom  in  our 
country  have  understood  it — I  hope  not 
one  of  them  will  g^ve  a  vote  which  may 
bar  the  constituency  of  Northampton 
from  their  due  and  rightful  representa- 
tion in  this  House. 

Mr.  GORST  thought  that,  after  the 
speech  which  had  just  been  delivered, 
the  House  ought  to  be  recalled  to  the 
simple  question  for  consideration.  There 
was  no  disposition  on  this  side  of  the 
House  to  treat  the  question  in  the  spirit 
of  intolerance  and  bigotry  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  had  done 
bis  very  best  to  stir  up.  He,  therefore, 
hoped  the  House  would  not  be  led  away 


did  so  last  year,  and  he  founded  his  ob- 
jection to  the  taking  of  the  Oath  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  upon  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  already  alluded 
to.  But  the  Resolution  was  not  only 
founded  upon  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee, but  also  upon  its  proceedings,  in 
the  course  of  which  there  was  placed  in 
its  hands  a  ''  Statement  of  the  Oath 
Question  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh."  Now, 
that  Statement  answered  in  the  most 
positive  manner  the  statement  just  made 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster, who  had  told  the  House,  in  pas- 
sionate language,  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
had  declared  that  the  Oath  was  binding 
upon  his  conscience.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton,  in  his  Statement, 
said — 

**  The  Oath,  although  to  me  including  words 
of  idle  and  meaningless  character,  was  and  is 
regarded  by  a  large  number  of  my  fellow- 
countrymen  as  an  appeal  to  a  Deity  to  take 
cognizance  of  their  swearing.    It  would  have 


by  the  eloquence  of  the  right  hon.  Gen-    ,  **v  *  i4.-i* 

.  /  X    ?      A  At-  jj  xj.        been  an  act  of  hypocrisy  for  me  voluntarily  to 
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of  theological  passion.  It  ought  rather 
to  be  treated  purely  as  a  question  of 
legality  and  reasonable  respect  for  the 
Forms  of  the  House.  Substantially, 
there  were  two  simple  points  for  the  de- 
termination of  the  House.  The  first 
was,  whether  the  House  possessed  juris- 
diction and  power  to  intervene  between 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  and 
the  Oath?  The  second,  whether,  if  the 
House  did  possess  such  power,  it  ought, 
under  the  present  circumstances,  to  make 
use  of  it  ?  As  to  the  first  point,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Christchurch 
(Mr.  Davey)  had  told  the  House  that  it 
had  no  jurisdiction  in  the  matter;  but 
his  opinion  was  altogether  at  variance 
with  that  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown,  with  that  of  the  Committee  who 
considered  the  matter  last  year,  and 
with  that  of  the  House  itseft,  for,  by 
passing  the  Resolution  of  June  22,  1880, 
the  House  assumed  the  power  and  juris- 
diction in  question.  He  held,  therefore, 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Christchurch  ought  not  to  obtain  the 
support  of  the  House,  when  he  said  that 
they  had  no  power  to  intervene  between 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  and 
the  Oath.  Then  came  the  important  ques- 
tion whether  the  House  ought  to  exercise 
its  power  in  the  present  case.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  tne  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  said  the 
House  ought  to  exercise  it,  because  it 


been  open  to  me,  or  to  take  it  without  protest, 
as  though  it  would  in  my  mouth  contain  any 
such  appeaL" 

Mr.  Bradlaugh  went  on  to  say  that  his 
duty  to  his  constituents  was  to  fulfil  the 
mandate  they  had  given  him  ;  and  if  to 
do  that  he  should  have  to  submit  to 
take  the  Oath,  so  much  the  worse  for 
those  who  forced  him  to  repeat  words 
which  he  had  scores  of  times  said  were 
words  which  for  him  contained  no  mean- 
ing. It  was  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Christchurch  and  the  right 
hon.  Qen tleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  who  wished  to  force 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  repeat  words  which 
to  him  conveyed  no  definite  meaning. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  Benches 
had  no  desire  to  do  any  such  thing.  It 
was  in  consequence  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's 
own  Statement  that  the  House  on  the 
22nd  of  June  last  came  to  the  conclusion 
it  did  ;  and  the  question  now  was,  whe- 
ther the  House  was  still  of  the  same 
mind  ?  To  say  that  this  was  a  question 
for  the  Courts  of  Law  was  absurd.  The 
Courts  of  Law  would  naturally  regard 
that  House  as  the  proper  guardian  of 
the  sanctity  of  its  Oaths,  and  it  was, 
in  fact,  the  duty  of  the  House  to  see  that 
the  Oaths  taken  in  its  presence  were 
properly,  reverently,  and  effectively 
taken — a  condition  which,  he  contended, 
had  not  been  fulfilled  in  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh's  case. 
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^[b.  WALTER  rose  to  address  the 
House,  when 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  having  been  in- 
timated to  mo  that  tlie  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  wishes 
to  address  the  House,  I  will  now  take 
tho  pleasure  of  the  House  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  should 
now  be  heard. 

Question,  **That  the  Member  for 
Nortliampton  be  now  heard,'*  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (who  spoke  from 
the  Bar  of  the  House)  said;  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  have  again  to  ask  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  while  I  submit  to  it  a  few 
words  in  favour  of  my  claim  to  do  that 
which  the  law  requires  me  to  do.  Per- 
haps the  House  will  pardon  me  if  I 
supply  an  omission,  I  feel  unintention- 
ally made,  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr. 
Gorst)  in  some  words  which  have  just 
fallen  from  him.  I  understood  him  to 
say  that  he  would  use  a  formal  State- 
ment made  by  me  to  the  Committee 
against  what  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John  Bright) 
had  said  I  had  said.  I  am  sure  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham, 
who  has  evidently  read  tlie  proceedings 
of  the  Committee  with  care,  would,  if 
he  had  thought  it  fair,  have  stated  to 
tho  House  that  the  Statement  only  came 
from  me  after  an  objection  made  by  mo 
— a  positive  objection  on  the  ground 
that  it  related,  to  matters  outride  this 
House,  and  that  the  House  in  the 
course  of  its  liistory  had  never  inquired 
into  such  matters;  but  I  can  liardly 
understand  what  the  lion,  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  meant,  when  he 
said  that  he  contrasted  what  I  did  say 
with  what  the  Cliancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  said  I  said,  for  it  is  not 
a  matter  of  memory,  it  is  on  the  pro- 
ceedings of  this  House.  Being  examined 
formally  before  the  Committee,  I  stated — 

"  That  tho  essential  part  of  tho  Oath  is  in  tho 
f  uUoflt  and  most  complote  clegroo  binding  upon 
my  honour  and  conscience,  and  that  tho  repeat- 
ing of  tho  words  of  asseveration  does  not  in  tlio 
Bligliteat  dogreo  woakou  tho  binding  of  the 
allegiance  on  me." 

I  say  now  I  would  not  go  through  any 
form — much  as  I  value  the  right  to  sit 
in  this  Houso,  much  as  I  desire  and 
believe  that  this  House  will  accord  me 
that  right— that  I  did  not  mean  to  be 


binding  upon  me  without  mental  reser- 
vation, without  oquivocation.     I  would 
go  through  no  form  unless  it  were  folly 
and  completely  and  thoroughly  binding 
upon  me  as  to  what  it  expressed  or  pro- 
mised.   Mine  has  been  no  easy  position 
for  the  last   12  months.     I  have  been 
elected  by  the  free  votes  of  a  free  con- 
stituency.      My     return     is    untainted. 
There    is    no    charge    of    bribeiji  no 
charge  of  corruption,    nor  of  inducing 
men  to  come  drunken  to  the  polling 
booth.    I  come  here  with  a  pure  un- 
tainted return — not    won   by  accident. 
For  13  long  years  have  I  fought  for  thii 
right — through  five  contested  elections, 
including  this.     It  is  now  proposed  to 
prevent  me  from  fulfilling  the  duty  my 
constituents  have  placed  upon  me.   Ton 
have  force— on  cay  side  is  the  law.   The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Plymouth 
(Mr.  Edward  Clarke)    spoke  the  truth 
when  he  said  he  did  not  ask  the  House 
to  treat  the  matter  as  a  q  uestion  of  law ; 
but  the  constituencies  asK  me  to  treat  it 
as  a  question  of  law.     I,  for  them,  ask 
you  to  treat  it  as  a  question  of  law.    I 
could  understand  the  feeling  that  seems 
to  have  been  manifested  were  I  some 
great  and  powerful  personage.    I  could 
understand  it  had  I  a    huge   influence 
behind    me.     I    am     only   one  of  the 
people,  and  you  propose  to  teach  them 
that  on  a  more  tecunical  question  you 
will  put  a  barrier  in    tho  way  of  "my 
doing  my  duty  which   you  have  never 
put  in  tho  way  of    anyone   else.     The 
question  is — has  my  return  on  the  9th  of 
April,  1881,  anything  whatever  to  im- 
peach it?    There  is  no  legal  disquali- 
fication involved.    If  there  were  it  could 
be  raised  by  Petition.      The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Plymouth  says  the 
dignity  of  this  House  is   in  question. 
Do  you  mean  that  I  can  injure  the  dig- 
nity of  this  House  ?     This  House  wLidi 
has  stood  unrivalled  for  centuries  I   This 
Houso  supreme  among  the  Assemblies 
of  the  world  I     This  House,  which  re- 
presents the  traditions    of    liberty!    I 
should  not  have  so  libelled  you.     How 
is  the  dignity  of  this  House  to  be  hurt? 
If  what    happened   before    the   9th  of 
April  is  less  than  a  legal  disqualifica- 
tion, it  is  a  matter  for  the  judgment  of 
the  constituency,  and  not  for  you.     The 
constituency  has    judged    me ;    it  hie 
elected  me.     I  stand  here  with  no  legal 
disqualification  upon  me.     The  right  of 
the  constituency  to  return  me  is  an  on- 
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impeaohable  right.    I  know  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  make  light  of  constituenoies; 
yet  without  the  constituencies  you  are 
nothing.     It  is  from  them  you  derive 
your  whole  and  sole  authority.     The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Plymouth 
treats  lightly  the  legal  question.    It  is 
dangerous  to  make  light  of  the  law — 
dangerous,   because,  if   you    are    only 
going  to  rely  on  your  strength  of  force 
to  override  the  law,  you  give  a  bad 
lesson  to  men  whose  morality  you  im- 
peach as  to  what  should  be  their  duty  if 
emergency  ever  came.    Always  outside 
the  House  I  have  advocated  strenuous 
obedience  to  the  law,  and  it  is  under 
that  law  I  claim  my  right.     It  is  said 
by  the  right  hon.  Joaronet  who  inter- 
poses between  me  and  my  duty  (Sir 
Stafford    Northcoto)  that    this    House 
has    passed    some    Resolution.      First, 
I    submit    that    that    Besolution    does 
not  affect  the  return  of  the  9th  April. 
The   conditions  are  entirely  different; 
there  is  nothing  since  the  date  of  that 
return.     I  submit  next  that,  if  it  did 
affect  it,  the    Besolution    was   illegal 
from  the  beginning.    In  the  words  of 
Oeorge  Ghrenville,  spoken  in  this  House 
in  1769,  I  say  if  your  Besolution  goes 
in  the  teeth  of  the  law — if  against  the 
Statute  —  your  Besolution  is  null  and 
void.     No  word  have  I  uttered  out- 
side these  walls  which  have  been  lack- 
ing in  respect  to  the  House.    I  believe 
the  House  will  do  me  justice,  and  I  ask 
it  to  look  at  what  it  is  I  claim.    I  claim 
to  do  that  which  the  law  says  I  must. 
Frankly,  I  would  rather  have  affirmed. 
When  I  came  to  the  Table  of  the  House 
I  deemed  that  I  had  a  legal  right  to  do 
it.   The  Courts  have  decided  against  me, 
and  I  am  bound  by  their  decision.    I 
have  the  legal  right  to  do  what  I  pro- 
pose to  do.    No  Besolution  of  yours  can 
take  away  that  le^al  right.    You  may 
act  illegally  and  hinder  me,  and,  unfor- 
tunately, I  have  no  appeal  against  you. 
"Unfortunately,"  perhaps,  I  should  not 
say.  Perhaps  it  is  better  that  the  Cham- 
ber which  makes  the  law  should  never 
be  in  conflict  with   the  Courte  which 
administer  the  laws  that  the  Chamber 
makes.     I    think  the  word   ''  unfortu- 
nately'* was  not  the  word  I  ought  to 
have  used  in  this  argument.    But  the 
force  that  you  invoke  against  the  law  to- 
day may  to-morrow  be  used  against  you, 
and  the  use  will  be  justified  by  your  ex- 
ample.   It  is  a  fact  that  I  have  no  re- 


medy if  you  rely  on  your  force.    I  can 
only  be  driven  into  a  contest,  wearying 
even  to  a  strong  man  well  supported, 
ruinous  and  killing  to  one  man  standing 
by  himself — a  contest  in  which,  if  I  suc- 
ceed, it  will  be  injurious  to  you  as  well 
as  to  me— injurious  to  me,  because  I  can 
only  win  by  lessening  your  repute,  which 
I  desire  to  maintain.    The  only  Court  I 
have  the  power  of  appealing  to  is  the 
Court  of  Public  Opinion,  which,  I  have 
no  doubt,  in  the  end  will  do  me  justice. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ply- 
mouth said  I  had  the  manliness  on  a 
former  occasion  to  make  an  avowal  of 
opinions  to  this  House.    I  did  nothing 
of  the  kind.    I  have  never,  directly  or 
indirectly,  said  one  word  about  my  opi- 
nions, and  this  House  has  no  right  to 
inquire  what  opinions  I  may  hold  out- 
side ite  walls.    The  only  right  is  that 
which  the  Statute  gives  you;  my  opi- 
nions there  is  no  right  to  inquire  into. 
I  shelter  myself  under  the  laws  of  my 
country.     This  is  a  political  Assembly, 
met  to  decide  on  the  policy  of  the  nation, 
and  not  on  the  religious  opinions  of  the 
citizens.     While  I  had  the  honour  of 
occupying  a  seat  in  the  House,  when 
questions  were  raised   which   touched 
upon  religious  matters,  I  abstained  from 
uttering  one  word.  I  did  not  desire  to  say 
one  word  which  might  hurt  the  feelings 
of  even  the  most  tender.    But  it  is  said. 
Why  not  have  taken  the  Oath  quietly  ? 
I  did  not  take  it  then,  because  I  thought 
I  had  the  right  to  do  something  else, 
and  I  have  paid  the  penalty.     I  have 
been  plunged  in  litigation,  fostered  by 
men  who  had  not  the  courage  to  put 
themselves  forward.  I,  a  penniless  man, 
should  have  been  ruined,  if  it  had  not 
been  that  the  men  in  the  workshop,  pit, 
and  factory  had  enabled  me  to  fight  this 
battle.     ["  Oh,  oh !  "]     I  am  sorry  that 
hon.  Members  cannot  have  patience  with 
one  pleading  as  I  plead  here.    It  is  no 
light  stake,  even  if  you  put  it  on  the 
lowest  personal    grounds,   to  risk  the 
ambition  of  a  life  on  such  an  issue.     It  is 
a  rightful  ambition  to  desire  to  take  part 
in  the  Councils  of  the  nation,  even  if  you 
bring  no  store  of  wisdom  with  you,  and 
can  only  learn  from  the  great  intellects 
that  we  have.     What  will  you  inquire 
into?    The  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
inquire  into  my  opinions.     WiU  you  in- 
quire into  my  conduct ;  or  is  it  only  my 
opinions  you  will  try  here  ?    The  hon. 
and   learned    Member    for    Plymouth 
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^rankly  puts  it  opinions.     If  opinions, 
why  not  conduct  r     Why  not  examine 
into  Members'  conduct  when  they  come 
to  the  Table,  and  see  if  there  be  no 
Members  in  wliose  way  you  can  put  a 
barrier  ?    Are  Members,  whose  conduct 
may  be  obnoxious,  to  vote  my  exclusion 
because  to  them  my  opinions   are  ob- 
noxious?    As  to  any  obnoxious  views 
supposed  to  be  held  by  me,  there  is  no 
duty  imposed  upon  me  to  say  a  word. 
The  right  lion.  Baronet  has  said  there 
has  been  no  word  of  recantation.     You 
have  no  right  to  ask  me  for  any  recan- 
tation.    Since  the  9th  April  you  have 
no  right  to  ask  me  for  anything.     If 
you  have  a  legal  disqualification.  Peti- 
tion, lay  it  before  the  Judges.     When 
you  ask  me  to  make  a  statement,  you 
are   guilty   of  impertinence  to   mo,   of 
treason  to  the  traditions  of  this  House, 
and  of  impeachment  of  the  liberties  of 
the  people.     My  difficulty  is,  that  those 
who  have  made  the  most  bitter  attacks 
upon  me  only  made  them  when  I  was 
not  here  to  deal  with  them.     One  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  recently  told  his 
constituents  that  this  would  be  made  a 
Party  question,  but  that  the  Conserva- 
tive Members  had  not  the  courage  to 
speak  out  against  me.     I  should  have 
thought,  from  reading  HatMard,  not  that 
they  wanted  courage,  but  that  they  had 
cultivated  a  reticence  that  was  more  just. 
I  wish  to   say  a  word  or  two  on  the 
attempt  which  has  been  made  to  put  on 
the  Government  of  the  day  complicity  in 
my  views.    The  Liberal  Party  has  never 
aided  me  in  any  way  to   this  House, 
p*  Oh!  "/row  the  Opposition.']     Never  ^ 
I  have  fought  by  myself.    I  have  fought 
by  my  own  hand.     I    have  been  hin- 
dered in  every  way  that  it  was  possible 
to  hinder  me ;  and  it  is  only  by  the  help 
of  the  people,  by  the  pence  of  toilers  in 
mine  and  factory,  that  I  am  here  to-day, 
after  those  five  struggles  right  through 
13  years.     I  have   won  my  way  with 
them,  for  I  have  won  their  hearts,  and 
now  I  come  to  j'ou.     Will  you  send  me 
back   from   here  ?     Then  how  ?      You 
have  the  right,  but  it  is  the  right  of 
force,  and  not  of  law.    When  I  am  once 
seated   on    these  Benches,   then  I   am 
under  your  jurisdiction.     At  present  I 
am  under  the  protection  of  the  Writ 
from  those  who  sent  me  hero.     I  do  not 
want  to  quote  what  has  happened  before ; 
but  if  there  be  one  lesson  which  the 
Houbo  has  recorded  more  solemnly  than 
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another,  it  is  that  there  Bhould  be  no 
interference  with  the  judgpnent  of  a  con- 
stituency in  sending  a  man  to  thisHooM 
against  whom  there  is  no  statutory  dis- 
qualification. Let  me  appeal  to  the 
generosity  of  this  House  as  well  as  to 
its  strength.  It  has  traditions  of  liberty 
on  both  sides.  I  do  not  complain  thtt 
hon.  Members  on  that  (the  GonservatiTe} 
side  try  to  keep  me  out.  They  act  ac- 
cording to  their  lights,  and  think  my  poor 
services  may  be  injurious  to  them.  [Crui 
0/  *'  No  !  "]  Then  why  not  let  me  in? 
It  must  be  either  a  political  or  a  reli- 
gious question.  I  must  apologize  to  tha 
House  for  trespassing  upon  its  patience. 
I  apologize  because  I  know  how  generou 
in  its  listening  it  has  been  from  the  time 
of  my  first  speech  in  it  till  now.  But  I 
ask  you  now,  do  not  plunge  with  me 
into  a  struggle  I  would  shun.  The  law 
gives  me  no  remedy  if  the  House  decidea 
against  me.  Do  not  mock  at  the  con- 
stituencies. If  you  place  yoursehea 
above  the  law,  you  leave  me  no  oonne 
save  lawless  agitation,  instead  of  rea- 
sonable pleading.  It  is  easy  to  begin 
such  a  strife,  but  none  knows  how  it 
would  end.  I  have  no  Court,  no  tri- 
bunal to  appeal  to  ;  you  have  the 
strength  of  your  votes  at  the  moment 
You  think  I  am  an  obnoxious  man,  and 
that  I  have  no  one  on  my  side.  If  that 
be  so,  then  the  more  reason  that  thia 
House,  grand  in  the  strength  of  its  cen- 
turies of  liberty,  should  have  now  that 
generosity  in  dealing  with  one  who  to- 
morrow may  be  forced  into  a  strug^e 
for  public  opinion  against  it. 

The  hon.  Member  then  withdrew. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Two  Gentlemen 
of  the  Legal  Profession  have  addressed 
the  House  in  support  of  the  Motion 
which  has  been  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite.  One — the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr. 
Edward  Clarke) — has  said  that  this  'n 
not  a  question  of  law,  but  a  question 
of  the  (lignity  of  the  House.  Well,  for 
my  part,  as  regards  the  dignity  of  the 
House,  my  belief  is  that  it  will  always 
bo  best  ftn<l  most  efTectually  maintained 
by  the  strictest  possible  adherence  to  the 
law.  But  as  regards  the  opinion  of  that 
lion,  and  learned  Gentleman,  that  this 
is  not  a  question  of  law,  he  must  have 
observed  that  he  is  in  direct  conflict 
with  the  other  legal  authority  who  has 
addressed  the  House  in  suppoxt  of  the 
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Motion.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Chatliam  (Mr.  Gorst),  on  the  con- 
trary, states  that  it  is  most  distinctly  a 
question  of  law;  and  thus  those  two  per- 
sons are  entirely  at  issue  on  the  funda- 
mental proposition  which  lies  at  the  root 
of  their  argument.  But  as  I  understand 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chat- 
ham, he  says  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  is 
imder  no  legal  disqualification.  He  says 
that  it  is  idle  to  profess  that  he  can  go 
to  the  Courts  of  Justice,  for  if  he  does 
go  to  the  Courts  of  Justice,  it  will  be 
found  that  he  has  complied  with  the 
conditions  of  the  law,  as  the  law  is 
understood  in  the  Courts  of  Justice,  and 
if  so,  then  the  Courts  of  Justice,  in  de- 
clining to  try  the  case,  will  give  the 
most  solemn  affirmation  that  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  has  complied  with  the  conditions  of 
the  law.  Well,  if  that  is  so,  then  I  must 
say  that,  in  my  opinion,  there  is  very 
great  force  in  the  appeal  that  has  just 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northamption  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  who 
used  these  words — **  There  is  no  legal 
disqualification  upon  me,  and  you  have 
no  right  to  impose  upon  me  any  dis- 
qualification less  than  legal."  Now, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  is  upon  his  trial  before 
this  House ;  but  the  House  also,  per- 
mit me  to  say  it  with  great  respect,  is 
upon  its  trial.  It  would  be  unpardon- 
able in  me,  though  it  is  perfectly  par- 
donable and  natural  in  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton — it  would  be  unpar- 
donable in  me  if  I  were  to  speak  on 
this  occasion  with  the  slightest  tinge  of 
warmth,  or  to  deviate  from  the  driest 
possible  line  of  argument;  and  in  en- 
deavouring to  avoid  anything  of  the 
kind,  I  shall  only  be  following  in  that  re- 
spect the  speech  in  which  the  Motion  was 
submitted  to  the  House.  Nothing  could 
have  been  more  unexceptionable  than 
the  tone  of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  censo- 
rious ;  but  I  must  say  that  it  was  with 
some  regret  that  I  observed  that  when 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Christchurch  (Mr.  H.  Davey)  rose  to 
make  a  most  temperate  and  most  able 
legal  argument  on  this  case,  without  a 
single  syllable  of  exaggeration  or  im- 
putation, he  was  not  heard  with  the 
Eatience  which  befits  a  judicial  Assembly 
ke  the  House  of  Commons.  Now,  the 
House  itself  is,  as  I  have  said,  upon  its 
trial.  It  is  upon  its  trial  before  the 
constituency  that  has  returned  the  hon. 


Member  for  Northampton,  who  justly 
says  that,  apart  from  the  authority  our 
constituencies  give  us,  we  are  nothing. 
It  is  upon  its  trial  before  the  general 
public,  upon  issues  which  will  possibly 
come  before  future  Parliaments,  as  the 
Parliament  that  proceeded  against  Mr. 
Wilkes  was  tried  by  a  subsequent  Par- 
liament, and  was'emphatically,  formally, 
and  ignominiously  condemned.  It  re- 
quires great  self-denial  to  look  closely 
and  calmly  at  these  questions.  Let  us 
consider  what  is  and  what  is  not  the 
question  before  us,  and  what  are  the 
judgpnents  of  those  whom  we  regard  as 
authorities.  I  do  not  understand  that 
the  highest  authority  in  the  House — 
namely,  the  Speaker  of  the  House — has 
declared  any  legal  objection  to  the  taking 
of  the  Oath  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  I  cannot 
but  observe  remarkable  absences  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  to-night.  I  say 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  because, 
though  I  speak  from  no  Party  spirit,  it 
is  known  that  Gentlemen  belonging  to 
the  Conservative  Opposition  intend  to 
vote  for  the  Motion.  I  observe,  I  say, 
the  absence  of  a  very  high  legal  autho- 
rity, the  late  Attorney  General  (Sir  John 
Holker),  which,  following  up  as  it  does 
similar  absences  on  former  occasions,  and 
his  emphatic  declaration  in  the  Commit- 
tee last  year,  indicates  that  his  opinion  is 
radically  different  from  that  of  his  Party. 
I  observe,  in  the  same  way,  the  absence, 
not  less  conspicuous,  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  senior  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Cambridge  (Mr.  Walpole), 
who  took  a  prominent  part  in  these 
discussions  last  year,  who  was  the  Chair- 
man of  both  the  Select  Committees  that 
sat  last  year,  but  who  has  not  come  down 
to  support  the  contention  of  the  Party 
opposite  to-night.  In  regard  to  these 
and  other  authorities,  I  may  perhaps  be 
permitted  to  quote  an  independent  autho- 
rity, one  who,  if  he  had  still  held  his  seat 
in  this  House,  would  have  spoken  with 
an  authority  second  to  that  of  no  one  on 
this  occasion — I  mean  Sir  George  Grey. 
Sir  George  Grey  was  an  ornament  of 
this  House  for  fully  40  years,  and  he 
has  not  ceased  to  take  a  lively  interest  in 
its  proceedings.  He  has  given  much  at- 
tention to  this  question,  and  has  followed 
it  most  carefully.  I  hold  in  my  hand  his 
written  opinion,  expressed  in  the  most 
decisive  terms,  and  going  to  the  fullest 
length.  He  says,  speaking  as  one  of  the 
public,  that  he  has  the  fullest  conviction 
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that  the  opposition  to  the  taking  of  the 
Oath  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  if  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  offered  to  take  the  Oath  in  com- 
pliance with  the  letter  of  the  Statute, 
ought  not  to  be  tolerated — with  great 
respect  I  give  this  as  the  opinion  of  Sir 
George  Grey — ought  not  to  be  permitted 
by  the  Chair.  This  is  the  position  in 
which  we  stand  as  far  as  authority  is 
concerned.  Most  marked  absences  from 
the  opposite  ranks  of  persons  of  the 
greatest  weight,  who  are  unwilling  to 
support  the  Motion  now  made ;  no  sem- 
blance of  countenance  given  to  it  from 
the  Chair;  and  an  opinion  given  in  the 
strongest  terms  by  one  who  has  only 
recently  ceased  to  sit  among  us,  and 
who  brouglit  to  the  question  the  double 
qualification  of  long  experience  and  legal 
knowledge — that  double  qualification 
ap^ain  crowned  by  a  personal  character 
of  the  highest  stamp,  and  perhaps  I 
may  be  permitted  to  say,  distinguished 
by  a  known  regard  for  those  interests  of 
religion  which,  I  believe,  are  weighing 
upon  the  minds  of  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  Well,  Sir,  so  much  for  autho- 
rity. The  question  we  have  to  decide  is 
not  whether  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton has  or  has  not  judged  correctly 
in  coming  to  the  Table  to  take  the  Oath. 
Internally  —  in  foro  conscientia  —  many 
among  us  may  believe  the  hon.  Member 
mistaken  ;  but  in  the  court  of  conscience 
the  repetition  of  the  words  does  not  con- 
stitute the  Oath  unless  the  man  who  re- 
peats the  words  is  able  to  give  to  every 
one  of  them  its  full  sense  and  its  full 
force.  Yes,  I  say  that  many  a  man  may 
be  of  that  opinion,  speaking  of  that  pro- 
cess which  IS  internal  to  the  mind  ;  but 
that  process  internal  to  the  mind  of  man 
is  not  the  subject-matter  that  we  have 
now  io  deal  with.  Mr.  Bradlaugh  may 
be  mistaken  in  his  belief  that  he  is  right 
in  coming  to  the  Table  to  take  the  Oath. 
It  does  not  follow  that  we  shall  be  right 
in  interfering  to  prevent  him.  Indeed, 
I  am  bound  to  say,  in  the  most  open  way, 
that  I  think  every  man  must,  in  common 
fairness,  admit  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  is  to 
be  credited  with  the  best  and  highest 
motives.  He  is  under  a  primd  facie 
obligation  and  duty,  a  presumptive  obli- 
gation and  duty,  having  been  elected  by 
a  constituency,  to  present  himself  at  the 
Table  as  the  only  means  in  which  he  can 
fulfil  his  duty  to  that  constituency.  On  the 
other  hand,  I  need  not  animadvert  upon 
his  conduct.     Far  from  it.     I  think  it  is 
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generally  admitted  that  hifl  oonduot  while 
he  sat  on  those  Benches  was  the  conduct 
of  a  man  of  great  ability,  inte^ty, 
honour,  and  public  spirit.  But  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  the  question  as  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  he  can  take  the  Oath  is  not 
the  question  before  us.  It  is  purely  an 
internal  question  for  his  own  mind  and 
conscience,  or  else  for  some  other  tri- 
bunal than  this  House.  We  must  have 
other  grounds  on  which  to  proceed  if  we 
are  to  be  justified  in  the  face  of  the 
world,  and  in  the  face  of  those  who,  if 
we  make  a  false  step  now,  may  be  here- 
after involved  in  the  consequences  of  our 
error.  Neither  is  it  a  (niestion  whether 
we  ought  to  be  parties— -I  think  I  am  now 
taking  a  simple  argumentative  objection 
to  the  argumentative  opening  speech 
— whether  we  ought  to  be  parties  to  the 
taking  of  the  Oath  in  a  sense  which  we 
believe  to  be  unworthy.  The  contention 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  behind  me 
(Mr.  Davey),  and  my  contention,  and,  I 
believe,  the  contention  now  generally 
made  in  opposition  to  the  proposition  is, 
that  we  ought  not  to  be  parties  at  aU. 
The  Statute  has  not  imposed  upon  us 
the  duty  of  becoming  parties,  or  the 
right  of  becoming  parties,  nor  has  it 
g^ven  us  the  means  of  becoming  parties. 
Our  duty  and  voice  are  strictly  limited 
by  the  terms  of  the  Statute.  It  may 
be  that,  in  the  view  of  those  opposite, 
it  is  thought  that  we  should  oecome 
parties.  My  contention  is  that  we  should 
not  become  parties.  We  have  no  charge 
placed  upon  us  in  this  matter  which 
justifies  the  examination  we  are  asked 
to  make.  Lastly,  it  is  not  the  question 
whether  the  Besolution  of  last  year,  to 
which  the  Motion  appeals,  was  or  was  not 
a  just  and  correct  Besolution.  I  am  very 
far  from  saying  that  it  was  a  just  Beso- 
lution. What  I  say  is,  that  we  are  not 
bound  by  it  in  point  of  fact  or  in  point 
of  form.  It  has  gone  ;  it  does  not  exist. 
I  do  not  understand  very  well  the  appeal 
to  it.  If  it  means  a  formal  appeal,  the 
Besolution  is  in  no  sense  binding  on  the 
House.  Let  us  see,  then,  to  what  au 
extent  it  is  an  authority,  and  what  it  is 
that  the  Besolution  does.  The  conten- 
tion, and  I  think  the  sound  contention 
is,  that  the  House  of  Commons  is  not  a 
Court  for  administering  the  Oath.  If 
the  Statute  intended  to  make  the  House 
of  Commons  a  Court  for  administering 
the  Oath,  it  would  have  told  the  House 
of  Commons  that  it  ahoold  administer 
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the  Oath.  It  carefully  ayolds  saying 
anything  of  the  kind.  It  requires  the 
presence  of  the  House,  the  presence  of 
the  Speaker  in  the  Chair,  as  necessary 
to  constitute  a  regular  House;  but  it 
places  no  duty,  and  in  placing  no  duty 
on  the  Chair  it  places  no  duty  upon  the 
House,  and  it  gives  no  right  to  the 
House.  It  states  that  the  Member  shall 
present  himself  at  the  Table,  and  shall 
there  take  the  Oath.  The  House  is 
nowhere  directed,  and  nowhere  era- 
powered  by  the  statute,  with  respect  to 
the  taking  of  the  Oath.  What  was  done 
by  the  Resolution  of  last  year  ?  Un- 
doubtedly, it  did  something  beyond  the 
simple  passive  attitude  we  take  up  in 
ordinary  circumstances.  The  Resolution 
of  last  year  went  this  length — by  cir- 
cumstances it  was  brought  about  that 
the  House  became  cognizant  of  the  fact 
that  certain  words  of  the  Oath  were  to 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  a  meaningless  formula ; 
and  it  became  cognizant  of  that  fact  as 
part  of  the  transaction,  as  part  of  the  res 
gestce,  and  the  meaning  of  the  prohibi- 
tion contained  in  the  Resolution  of  last 
year  was  that,  as  that  knowledge  had 
come  to  the  cognizance  of  the  House 
as  a  portion  of  the  transaction,  the 
House  should  take  notice  of  it  and 
not  permit  the  Oath  to  be  taken.  Now, 
Sir,  what  is  now  contended  ?  It  is  con- 
tended that  what  took  place  a  year  ago, 
and  was  applicable  to  the  transaction 
which  then  occurred,  is  applicable  to  the 
transaction  that  is  now  before  us ;  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
the  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Clarke), 
to  whose  opinions  I,  for  one,  always 
listen  with  the  respect  they  deserve,  con- 
tends that  this  is  the  same  transaction, 
and  not  only  so,  but  he  treats  with  very 
considerable  contempt,  as  a  kind  of 
exuberance  of  special  pleading,  any 
contention  to  the  contrary  effect.  I  am 
not  going  to  say  it  is  special  pleading 
carried  to  an  extreme  which  contends 
that  this  is  the  same  transaction ;  but  I 
would  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber to  have  compassion  on  the  infirmi- 
ties of  intellects  less  robust  and  vigorous 
than  his  own.  I  must  own  that  in  point 
of  common  sense,  and  in  the  sense  of 
the  Constitution,  I  contend  that  the 
transaction  is  completely  separate.  I 
hold,  as  contended  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  Bar,  that  the  9th  of  April  is 
the  origin  of  these  proceedings,  and  that 
we  have  no  title  to  go  back  beyond  that 
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date ;  but  I  should  like,  in  what  little  I 
have  to  say,  to  keep  in  view  the  two 
questions  together.     I  do  not  wish  to 

fut  too  highly  the  abstract  argument ; 
wish  to  mix  together  the  arguments 
of  the  absence  of  right  and  the  absence 
of  prudence  in  the  House.  My  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  makes  no  abstract 

S reposition.  He  invites  the  House  to 
eclare  that  it  will  not,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, interfere.  Those  who  think 
the  House  has  no  right  to  interfere  can, 
I  believe,  with  the  great  authority  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Preston 
(Sir  John  Holker)  to  sustain  them — can, 
with  the  utmost  ease,  support  the  Amend- 
ment. So  can  those  who  think  that  it  is 
imprudent  for  the  House  to  interfere, 
and  in  what  I  have  to  say,  if  I  incline  to 
the  stricter  view,  I  will  look  chiefly  to 
the  question  of  prudence,  and  I  begin  by 
affirming  that  we  are  invited  distinctly 
to  go  beyond  the  Resolution  of  last 
year  and  to  take  a  new  and  distinct 
ground.  It  is  perfectly  intelligible  to 
say  that  when  an  Oath  is  taken  in  your 
presence.  Sir,  with  attendant  circum- 
stances such  as  to  constitute  it  part  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  House,  that  we 
may  take  an  objection  to  it,  and  that  it 
is  legitimate  to  take  an  objection.  But 
what.  Sir,  is  now  contended  for  ?  I  am 
not  imputing  to  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site that  which  I  believe  they  would 
fervently  disclaim — namely,  that  they 
are  going  to  adopt  in  principle  all  the 
odious  consequences  of  religious  inqui- 
sition ;  but  I  am  going  to  charge  that 
without  such  an  intention  they  are 
calling  upon  us  to  take  a  step  which, 
consistently  followed  up,  will  lead  to 
those  consequences.  I  admit  that  by 
the  Resolution  of  last  year,  to  which  I 
was  no  party,  we  have  committed  our- 
selves to  this  extent — that  if  in  the 
course  of  the  transaction  itself  the 
House  were  put  into  a  position  of 
becoming  aware  that  the  Oath  was 
being  treated  as  a  meaningless  formula 
the  House  would  take  notice  of  it,  and 
on  its  own  responsibilitj'  determine  that 
the  taking  of  the  Oath  should  not  be 
permitted.  So  far  you  are  pledged ; 
out  can  it  be  that  that  pledge  being 
given  at  that  time  is  a  declaration 
having  the  same  force  and  effect  now 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
has  been  back  to  his  constituency,  and 
that  they,  being  cognizant  of  the  whole 
of  the  case,  have  re-elected  him  and. 
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made  him  anew  a  Member  of  this 
House  as  much  as  if  the  Parliament 
had  been  dissolved  and  had  been  newly 
chosen  ?  In  my  opinion  that  contention 
is  most  irrational ;  but  what  I  want  to 
urge  on  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  is 
this.  They  may  all  agree  with  me  at 
first  sight  that  that  contention  is  irra- 
tional ;  but  I  ask,  and  I  think  I  am 
entitled  to  know,  up  to  what  point  it 
is  to  lead  us?  I  observe  that  not  a 
single  Oentleman,  not  even  the  Mover 
of  the  Eesolution  itself,  has  thrown 
the  slightest  light  upon  the  subject. 
It  is  now  shown  that  on  a  given  occa- 
sion, when  in  connection  with  the  taking 
of  the  Oath  an  opinion  was  expressed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
that  part  of  it  was  meaningless,  the 
House  interfered.  But  what  is  now 
contended  ?  It  is  now  contended  that, 
because  that  was  done  a  year  ago  in  a 
transaction  upon  taking  the  Oath  with 
reference  to  a  former  election,  we  are 
to  hold  it  is  done  at  the  present  moment. 
To  what  consequences  does  not  this  lead? 
Does  it  not  lead  to  this — that  if,  from  any 
source,  at  any  time,  in  any  way,  you  could 
obtain  the  knowledge  that  a  Gentleman 
who  proposes  to  take  the  Oath  has  not  the 
beliei  you  consider  it  necessary  he  should 
have  to  make  it  a  reality,  you  will  not 
allow  him  to  take  the  Oath  ?  On  what 
ground  are  you  to  stand  ?  Is  it  because 
a  communication  has  been  made  to  the 
House  at  some  former  period  ?  Is  that 
the  ground  ?  [**  Yes !  '^]  '*  Yes!  "  says 
an  hon.  Member.  Then  am  I  to  un- 
derstand that  the  communication  having 
been  made  to  the  House  it  is  to  be 
held  good  for  ever  ?  Pray  recollect  that 
in  your  contests  with  the  people,  or  in 
your  contests  with  a  portion  of  the  people 
— a  constituency — you  have  great  advan- 
tages in  your  dignity,  your  authority, 
and  your  power  over  their  Representa- 
tive who  appears  at  your  Bar ;  but  you 
have  one  disadvantage,  and  that  is 
you  are  temporary ;  but  they  are  per- 
manent. By-and-bye  you  will  cease  to 
exist ;  but  they  will  remain  on  the  spot. 
Their  power,  their  position,  does  not  die. 
And  is  it,  then,  intended  that  for  years 
and  years  Mr.  Bradlaugh  is  to  be  put 
aside  as  not  being  a  Member  of  tliis 
House  on  the  ground  of  a  declaration 
made  by  him— I  believe  extorted  from 
him— [**  Oh  !  *']— at  least,  reluctantly 
made  by  him — ho  thinks  extorted  from 
him — is  it  to  be  held  that  on  account  of 
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that  declaration  bo  obtained  from  lum 
last  year,  upon  another  election,  through- 
out any  number  of  elections,  for  tay 
number  of  years,  in  any  number  of  Pa^ 
liaments,  because  that  declaration  wu 
made  to  this  House — is  that  declaratioa 
to  be  held  ^ood  for  ever,  and  is  he  to  be 
prevented  from  taking  the  Oath  until 
there  is  a  recantation?  Is  that  a  n- 
tional  or  a  reasonable  contention?  Or, 
if  you  say  you  will  not  be  bound  bj  that 
contention,  how  far  will  you  go  ?  It  is 
said  the  transaction  is  the  same  truu- 
action  now.  If  the  transaction  is  tb 
same  transaction  after  one  election,  it  is 
ridiculous  to  say  that  it  would  not  be  the 
same  transaction  after  any  number  of 
elections.  Therefore,  upon  the  strength 
of  a  declaration  made  last  year — I  hope 
I  am  not  saying  anything  that  may  of- 
fend anyone— on  the  strength  of  a  de- 
claration made  last  year,  imputing  logictl 
and  argumentative  consequences,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  is  to  be  repelled  unless  he 
comes  to  volunteer  a  confession  to  yoa— 
which  you  have  no  right  to  ask  from 
him — that  the  state  of  his  consdence 
has  undergone  a  chcuiee.  Upon  what 
principle  is  it  that  this  distinction  rssts? 
Is  it  because  a  communication  has  been 
made  to  this  House  ?  Is  it  the  sooree 
from  which  the  knowledge  comes,  or  the 
form  in  which  it  comes?  If  you  are 
entitled  to  take  cognizance  of  a  man's 
belief,  these  are  secondary  points — the 
real  point  is  the  amount  of  knowledge. 
Do  you  know  that  a  man's  belief  ii 
such  as  to  make  his  oath  an  unreality? 
[Crm  of  "  Yes ! "]  Supposing  an  hon. 
Member  had  pubhshed  a  treatise  whidi 
had  appeared  this  morning,  in  which  he 
had  declared  the  same  opinions,  that 
publication  would  have  no  relation  to 
the  House,  nor  would  be  addressed  to 
the  public.  Would  that  be  a  ground 
for  interfering?  [An  hon.  Member: 
It  would.]  Yes,  it  would.  Very  well, 
then,  it  comes  to  this — that  the  House 
is,  upon  all  occasions  when  there  is  evi- 
dence forthcoming,  to  say  that  in  the 
opinion  of  the  House  a  man,  offering  to 
take  the  Oath,  who  does  not  hold  the 
belief  which  Members  think  neces- 
sary to  make  the  Oath  a  reality, 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  take  it, 
whatever  be  the  source  of  the  informa- 
tion, and  however  it  may  be  got  at. 
[Cries  of  **0h!"]  I  beg  pardon.  I 
hope  that  ]ion.  Members  will  not  inter- 
rupt me  in  the  middle  of  a  sentence,   j 
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was  contending  that  it  is  not  the  source 
of  the  evidence,  nor  the  sufficiency  of 
the  evidence,  that  should  justify  you. 
If  it  be  demonstrated  and  clear  that  a 
man  does  not  hold  what  you  consider  to 
bo  the  proper  belief,  are  you  going  to 
take  your  stand  upon  such  a  quicksand 
as  this — '*  Although  I  have  absolutely 
certain  knowledge — and  no  doubt  can 
exist  in  the  mind  of  any  rational  man — 
I  will  not  act  upon  it  at  all,  because  the 
source  from  which  I  derive  it  is  only 
a  public  and  solemn  declaration,  made 
deliberately  in  an  authentic  and,  per- 
haps, systematic  work,  which  cannot 
leave  any  doubt  upon  the  mind  of  any- 
one ?  "  It  appears  to  me  that  the  Gen- 
tlemen who  recommend  such  a  course  as 
this  are  bound  to  tell  us  how  far  they 
mean  to  travel  along  this  slippery  road. 
It  is  quite  evident,  I  think,  from  what 
appears  to  be  admitted  sporadically,  at 
least  on  the  opposite  side,  that  this  is 
not  the  last  occasion  on  which  the  decla- 
ration of  last  year  will  be  held  to  be 
valid.  Then  you  thereby  establish  a 
principle  of  the  greatest  breadth;  and 
it  is  this — that  the  House  of  Commons 
may  not  only  refuse  the  Oath  on  account 
of  something  that  has  happened  in  the 
course  of  the  transaction  which  shows 
the  Oath  to  be  unreal,  but  it  may  like- 
wise call  for  evidence  aliunde,  and  if  it 
has  sufficient  evidence  it  may  refuse  to 
allow  the  Oath  to  be  taken.  I  should 
like  to  know  what  is  the  principle  on 
which  we  are  to  stand  ?  No  declaration 
has  been  made  of  that  principle.  The 
Motion  carefully  avoids  it ;  it  refers  us 
to  a  Besolution  which  does  not  govern 
the  case ;  it  refers  us  to  a  Resolution 
which  speaks  of  a  refusal  founded  on 
what  happened  in  the  course  of  the 
transaction ;  it  invites  us  to  apply  it  to 
a  new  transaction.  My  first  contention 
is,  that  that  Besolution  was  limited  to 
the  time  it  was  passed,  and  it  appears 
to  me  no  one  has  argued  the  contrary, 
and  that  it  is  not  without  limit  of  time. 
Until  we  hear  from  Mr.  Bradlaugh  a 
recantation — which  you  profess  not  to 
desire,  and  are  incompetent  to  ask  or 
receive — you  will  inflict  on  him  a  per- 
manent disability;  and  though  you  desire 
to  limit  the  ground  of  it  to  a  communi- 
cation made  to  this  House,  you  must 
necessarily  go  a  good  deal  further ;  you 
cannot  conscientiously  stop  short  of  this 
— that  whenever  you  have  evidence  to 
convince  you  that  a  man's  belief  is  not 


sound  on  fundamental  portions  of  this 
Oath,  you  will  not  permit  it  to  be  taken. 
Is  that  a  proposition  that  can  be  dis- 
tinguished ft^m  a  religious  inquisition  ? 
I  am  as  far  as  possible  from  imputing  to 
any  man  the  desire  to  institute  it ;  but  I 
have  a  perfect  right  to  impute  it  to  his 
argument.  There  is  nothing  more  com- 
mon in  this  House  than  for  Gentlemen 
to  use  arguments,  the  real  bearing 
and  consequences  of  which  they  have 
not  seen.  Only  two  Gentlemen  have 
addressed  us  .who  spoke  with  legal 
authority,  and  one  disclaimed  entirely 
any  desire  to  deal  with  the  question 
as  a  question  of  law.  We  contend, 
on  the  contrary — it  is  our  strict,  abso- 
lute, bounden,  indispensable  duty  to 
deal  with  it  as  a  question  of  law  and 
as  nothing  else ;  and  if  we  are  in- 
fluenced by  any  motive,  any  regard  fop 
what  we  call  our  dignity  and  consistency, 
any  misplaced  or  misjudged  regard  for 
what  we  conceive  to  be  for  the  benefit  of 
our  religion  itself,  that  is  an  oflence  and 
an  error.  To  maintain  the  law  is  our 
first  and  our  only  duty.  [  Cries  o/  *  *  Oh ! "  ] 
There  is  surely  nothing  so  monstrous  in 
that  statement  that  the  observance  of  the 
law  is  our  first  and  our  only  duty,  that 
it  should  lead  at  once  to  a  manifestation 
of  impatience.  I  close.  Sir,  with  the 
words  used  by  the  hon.  Member  him- 
self— ''  If  you  are  unable  to  fix  on  me  a 
legal  disqualification  you  must  show, 
and  as  yet  you  have  made  no  attempt  to 
show,  that  you  have  a  right  to  inflict 
upon  me  a  disqualification  which  is  less 
than  legal." 

Sib  HAEDINGE  GIEFAED  :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  commented 
upon  the  absence  of  certain  authorities 
whom  he  says  ought  to  have  been  here ; 
but  he  does  not  appear  to  have  referred 
to  the  absence  of  the  expression  of  an 
opinion  on  the  part  of  the  Legal  Advisers 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I  trust, 
before  the  debate  is  concluded,  that  that 
omission  may  be  supplied.  I  can  under- 
stand the  difficulty  that  really  prevails 
with  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General,  because  I  observe  that 
his  name  is  among  those  who  voted  with 
the  majority  against  the  proposition  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Preston  (Sir  John  Holker),  and  that 
he  affirmed,  upon  his  view  of  the  law, 
that  it  was  not  only  the  right,  but,  under 
the  circumstances,  the  duty  of  the  House 
to  prevent  Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  going 
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through  the  form  of  taking  the  Oath. 

tThe  Attorney  General  (Sir  Henry 
amea) dissented.]  Ifmyhon.  andlearned 
Friend  questions  that  statement  I  will 
give  the  language.  [The  Attorney 
General  (Sir  Henry  James) :  I  voted 
against  it.]  Then  I  will  take  it  that  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  voted  against 
it  himself.  But  what  was  the  language 
of  the  Resolution — 

"  Your  Committee  are  of  opinion  that,  under 
the  circumstances,  compliance  by  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  with  the  form  used  when  the  Oath  is 
taken  would  not  be  the  taking  of  an  Oath  ^-ithin 
the  true  meaning  of  the  Statute ;  and,  therefore, 
the  House  can,  and,  in  the  opinion  of  your  Com- 
mittee ought,  to  prevent  ^Ir.  Bradlaugh  from 
going  through  that  form." 

Now,  Sir,  it  appears  to  me  that  that  ex- 
presses most  guardedly  and  correctly  the 
true  condition  of  the  question.  What 
is  the  taking  of  an  Oath  ?  The  Legisla- 
ture has  imposed  that  necessity  upon 
every  Member  who  comes  to  sit  and  vote 
in  this  House,  and  the  question  is  by 
what  Act  is  that  legislative  requisition 
complied  with.  It  would  appear  the 
Prime  Minister  is  of  opinion  that  the 
mere  repeating  of  the  words  and  kissing 
the  Book  is  a  compliance  with  that  form. 
That  appears  to  me  to  be  the  whole  ques- 
tion. And  now  let  me  invite  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  another  considera- 
tion. There  is  no  statute  in  point  of  law 
which  involves  the  existence  of  a  religious 
belief.  It  is  part  of  the  Common  Law, 
and  no  person  could  be  examined  in  a 
Oourt  of  Law  who  did  not  possess  some 
religious  belief — that  is  to  say,  that  he 
must  recognize  the  existence  of  a 
Supreme  Power  and  of  a  responsibility 
here  and  hereafter.  There  is  no  statute 
that  provides  that.  It  is  the  condition 
of  the  Common  Law  and  the  Parlia- 
mentary Oaths  Act,  when  it  enacted  that 
as  a  condition  of  a  Member  exercising  his 
functions  as  a  Member  of  Parliament, 
and  it  must  be  taken  to  have  viewed  the 
language  in  which  the  Oath  was  to  be 
taken  in  the  same  sense  as  a  Court  of 
Justice  requires  the  Oath  to  be  taken. 
It  is  not  an  Oath  unless  there  is  the 
existence  of  that  belief.  Then,  if  the 
House  is  bound  by  the  Statute  and,  as 
the  Prime  Minister  says,  the  great  thing 
is  that  we  are  to  observe  the  law,  the 
question  is — Are  we  observing  the  law ; 
are  we  complying  with  the  requisitions 
of  the  Statute  if  we  permit  a  Gentleman, 
who  has  proclaimed  that  tlie  essential 
condition  of  an   oath  is  absent  from  his 
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mind  at  the  time  he  takes  the  Book  into 
his  hands  to  go  through  the  formuk 
prescribed  by  the  Act  of  Parliament— 
but,  let  it  be  remembered,  prescribed  ti 
an  Oath?  And  therein  I  can  reeon- 
cile  somewhat  the  difference  whidi 
exists  between  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  and  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst).  Mr.  Bradlangli 
says — **  A  promise  is  binding  on  my  con- 
science." Hesays — **I  profess  that  when 
I  say  solemnly  '  I  mean  to  keep  a 
ticular  engagement '  that  it  is  bine 
on  my  conscience."  But  Mr.  Bradlai 
has  never  said,  and  be  has  not  now  in  Sis 
later  statement  at  all  qualified  whst  he 
said  before — he  has  never  said  it  is  bind- 
ing on  his  conscience  as  an  oath.  On 
the  contrary,  he  proclaims  that  it  is  not 
binding  upon  his  conscience  as  an  oath, 
but  that  as  a  gentleman,  and  as  one  pro- 
fessing to  speak  the  truth,  it  binds  him, 
because  any  promise  is  binding  upon 
him.  Now,  that  is  the  exact  state  of  the 
facts.  Then  can  it  be  pretended  that  if 
a  Member  comes  up  to  that  Table  and 
says  at  the  time — I  will  deal  with  the 
question  of  the  continuity  of  the  transac- 
tion for  the  moment — suppose  that  when 
he  takes  the  Book  to  be  sworn  he  said, 
in  the  face  of  the  House — ''  Now,  I  am 
going  to  repeat  these  words,  and  Iint<md 
to  kiss  this  Book,  but  I  beg  you  all  to 
notice  that  I  do  not  believe  in  the  eziit- 
ence  of  a  Supreme  Being ;  that  I  do  not 
believe  in  the  existence  of  any  responsi- 
bility hereafter,  and  to  me  it  is  not  an 
oath."  Would  anybody  say  that  that  is 
taking  an  Oath  within  the  meaning  of 
the  Statute  ?  There  is  the  finding  of  the 
Committee  as  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
House.  The  question  of  propriety  and 
expediency  is  another  matter  depending 
upon  the  continuity  of  the  transaction. 
Now,  is  this  the  same  transaction  ?  I  am 
delighted  to  find  that  special  pleading 
is  not  confined  to  my  own  Profession. 
What  is  the  history  of  this  transaction  ? 
It  is  really  necessary  to  refer  to  it,  al- 
though it  must  be  familiar  to  the  Hoaee. 
How  is  it  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  comee 
again  to  tender  himself  at  the  Table  to 
take  the  Oath  ?  The  history  of  the 
transaction  has  been  related  by  the 
Prime  Minister  himself,  when  he  con- 
tended that  the  point  of  departure  was 
the  9th  of  April.  That  history  is  this— 
Mr.  Bradlaugh    declined  to  take  the 
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Oath  ;  and  the  Prime  Minieter,  rescind- 
ing the  Resolution  of  the  House,  as  far 
as  it  related  to  the  Affirmation,  enabled 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  make  an  Affirmation. 
It  has  been  held  by  a  Court  of  Law  that 
that  is  not  a  compliance  with  the  Statute, 
and  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  not  taken 
the  Oath.  And  now,  because  a  new 
election  has  been  rendered  necessary  by 
that  transaction,  the  Prime  Minister 
says — **Weare  to  shut  our  eyes  alto- 
gether to  that  transaction  as  to  the 
point  of  time."  Is  it  because  it  was 
last  year  ?  The  same  argument  would 
apply  if  it  was  only  last  week.  A 
new  election  has  been  rendered  ne- 
cessary by  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  refusal  to 
take  the  Oath.  Can  it  be  alleged,  then, 
that  this  is  not  the  same  transaction? 
The  Courts  of  Law,  I  think,  would  recog- 
nize that,  at  least,  this  was  the  same  per- 
son whose  religious  belief  was  a  fallacy 
— I  do  not  want  to  use  that  phrase ;  but 
I  observed  that  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
continually  used  it,  apparently  to  attri- 
bute to  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  indiscriminately  that  they  were 
desirous  of  perpetrating  a  religious  per- 
secution. We  have  rested  the  case  on  a 
totally  different  ground,  and  have  not 
drawn  a  comparison  between  this  case 
and  those  in  regard  to  which  the  law 
has  made  no  provision  as  to  taking  an 
oath  or  making  an  affirmation.  And 
now  let  me  csdl  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  true  position  of  things. 
By  the  judgments  of  the  Courts  of  Law 
Affirmations,  such  as  are  referred  to  in 
the  Statute,  are  confined  to  particular 
classes  of  persons,  holding  certain  reli- 
gious opinions.  An  oath  has  been 
stated,  I  think  with  the  general  assent 
of  the  House,  to  be  an  appeal  to  the 
Supreme  Being.  Now,  then,  there  comes 
a  person — returned  by  a  constituency, 
it  IS  true ;  but  if  returned  by  a  consti- 
tuency when  unfit  to  perform  the  duties 
of  their  Bepresentative — is  the  consti- 
tuency to  overawe  and  command  Parlia- 
ment? Suppose  the  constituency  had 
returned  a  woman  as  their  Eepresenta- 
tive.  There  are  certain  people  who 
entertain  strong  views  on  that  subject ; 
and  if  that  course  had  been  taken,  are 
we  to  be  told  that  female  suffrage  was 
to  be  immediately  established,  because 
a  constituency  had  thought  proper  to 
act  in  violation  of  the  law  ?  The  con- 
stituency of  Northampton  sinned  against 


light  and  knowledge.  They  knew  that, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
a  Member  holding  Mr.  Bradlaugh's 
opinions — and  it  is  idle  to  pretend  that 
we  do  not  know  what  Mr.  JBradlaugh's 
opinions  are — is  not  entitled  to  sit  and 
vote,  and  that  the  very  election  at  which 
he  was  returned  was  rendered  necessary 
by  that  condition  of  things.  The  Prime 
Minister  says  that  the  House  of  Commons 
itself  is  on  its  trial.  I  think  it  is.  It  is 
on  its  trial  before  the  country,  whether 
it  will  allow,  at  the  dictation  of  a  parti- 
cular constituency,  and  in  favour  of  a 
particular  Minister,  a  profanation  of  the 
religious  feeling  of  both  sides  of  the 
House.  I  protest  against  its  being  sup- 
posed that  this  side  of  the  House  alone 
feels  the  importance  of  the  question.  I 
believe  that,  at  any  rate,  it  was  felt  quite 
as  strongly  last  Session  by  the  other 
side  of  the  House ;  and  it  was  because 
it  was  felt  so  strongly  last  Session  on 
that  side  of  the  House  that  the  Besolu- 
tion  of  the  Prime  Minister  was  carefully 
guarded,  and  only  applied  to  the  Affir- 
mation, and  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  attempt  to  rescind  that  part 
of  the  Eesolution  which  prevented  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  from  taking  the  Oath.  It 
was  no  secret  that  a  great  many  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  supporters  en- 
tertained strong  views  on  that  subject, 
and  that  they  were  not  disposed  to 
rescind  what  they  considered  and  be- 
lieved to  be  in  accordance  with  the  whole 
opinion  of  the  country  —  namely,  the 
profanation  of  a  solemn  appeal  to  a  Su- 
preme Being  by  a  person  who  had  been 
lecturing  all  over  the  country,  and  en- 
deavouring to  persuade  the  people  that 
religion  was  something  in  the  nature  of 
a  farce,  and  that  a  Supreme  Being  does 
not  exist.  Under  these  circumstances, 
we  are  now  invited  by  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter to  treat  the  question,  he  says,  as  a 
simple  question  of  law ;  and  as  a  ques- 
tion of  law  it  is  to  be  treated  in  this  wise. 
I  do  not  understand  the  Prime  Minister 
to  deny  that  an  oath  does  import  a  reli- 
gious consciousness.  I  rather  gather, 
although  it  is  not  easy  to  follow  him — I 
rather  gather  from  his  observations  that, 
as  far  as  the  internal  conscience  of  the 
person  taking  an  oath  is  concerned,  he 
thinks  thatthe  making  of  an  oath  involves 
a  religious  belief.  But  he  says— **  You 
cannot  find  it  out ;  and  you  have  no  right 
to  inquire."  What  is  the  condition  in  a 
Court  of  Law  ?  How  is  it  when  objection 
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is  taken  in  a  Court  of  Law  ?    No  doubt, 
in  99  cases  out  of  100,  or  in  999  cases 
out  of  1,000,  no  one  thinks  of  making 
an  objection.     A  man  takes  the  Book 
into  his  hand  and  is  sworn,  and  no  objec- 
tion is  made.     But  if  the  person  about 
to  take  the  Oath  proclaims  his  infidelity, 
and  says  he  has  no  belief  in  a  future 
state,  and  that  the  taking  of  the  Oath 
is  to  him  an  unmeaning  form,  of  course 
he  is  at  once  rejected.     The   practical 
difficulty  will  never  arise  unless  a  per- 
son claims  to  make  an  Affirmation  on 
the  ground  that,  as  an  infidel,  he  is  a 
person  entitled  to  affirm  in  a  Court  of 
Justice,  and  therefore  entitled  to  affirm 
here.      Therefore,   the  difficulty  which 
the  Prime  Minister  suggests  will  never, 
I   venture   to   think,    arise   practically. 
No  one  will  care  to  inquire  into  the  ab- 
stract opinions  of  a  person  ;  and  if  such 
a  person   thinks  proper  to   make   the 
House   a  party  to  the  proceedings  in 
order  to  be  able  to  say  to  the  consti- 
tuency hereafter — *' See  what  I  havedone 
to  the  House  of  Commons.     I  told  them 
I  was  an  infidel,  and  I  have  taken  the 
Oath  in  spite  of  them,"  and  after  an  ap- 
peal to  a  Supreme  Being,  declares  that 
no  such  Supreme  Being  exists — if  that 
arises  again  I  hope  the  House  will  in- 
terfere again.  I  do  not  think  it  is  likely  ; 
but  if  it  should,  I  am  not  struck  with 
horror  at  the  idea  of  rejecting  a  person 
who   proclaims   his    infidelity    in    that 
fashion.     But  the  Prime  Minister  says — 
**  How  far  are  you  to  go  back  ?     When 
are  you  to  inquire  into  a  persons  views  ?  " 
I  should  have  thought  that  some  of  the 
advisers    beside   him  would    have  told 
him  the  simple  principle  of    law  that 
things  existing  are  presumed  to  continue 
until  the  contrary  is  shown.     He  might 
have  learned  that  from  the  Law  Officers, 
and,  if  so,  we  are  not  put  upon  any  new 
inquiry  with  respect  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh. 
Ho  has  given,  with  no  uncertain  sound, 
his  views,  and  they  continue  until  the 
contrary    is    shown.       Therefore,     the 
Prime   Minister   suggests  what   should 
be  done  under  the  circumstances.     Do  I 
understand  that  he  is  anxious  that  a 
person  who    makes   those    professions 
bhould  be  entitled  to  take   an  Oath,  or 
is  it  that  there  is  no  right  of  interfer- 
ence in  the   House  ?      Does  lie  suggest 
that,  although  it  is  not  an  Oath,  and  al- 
though there  may  be  a  most  outrageous 
profanation  in  language  of  what  an  Oath 
IS,  this  House  has  no  right  to  interfere  ? 

Sir  Ilardinge  Giffard 


Then,  if  so,  what  is  the  meaning  of  the 
Statute?      The    Statute    says  a  pfl^ 
son  who  has  taken  his  seat  is  to  coma 
with  the  full  House,  with  the  Speaker 
in  the  Chair,   and  take  the  Oath  pre- 
scribed by  Statute.      Do  I  understand 
that  the  Prime  Minister  contends  that 
there  is  no  authority  in  the  Houaeto 
interfere,  however  outrageous  the  con- 
duct   of   the  person   proposing   to  go 
through  the  form  ?     Suppose  there  ia  an 
insulting  and  outrageous  profanation,  is 
the  House  not  to  interfere  f     I  ahoold 
like  to  know  what  is  more  insultingly 
profane  than  a  man  saying  he  will  take 
an   Oath,  but  he  does  not  believe  it. 
Well,     now   the    sitting    Member  for 
Northampton  was    at    great   pains  to 
point   out    that  the  Resolution  of  last 
Session   was  not  binding  upon  us  in 
the    sense  of    its    being    an    existing 
Order  of  the  House.    Nobody  suggeatea 
that  it  was.     If  it  had  been,  then  the 
task  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  beside  me 
would  have  been   simply   to   call  Mr. 
Speaker's    attention    to    the    Standing 
Order,  and  no  Motion  would  have  been 
necessary.    But^  although  it  is  not  bind- 
ing in  the  sense  of  being  an  existing 
Order,  is  it  not  binding  in  this  sense- 
that  there  was  a  deliberate  discuasion 
and  considerable  debate  on  the  matter, 
and  even  afterwards,  when,   under  the 
circumstances  I  have  pointed  out,  the 
Prime   Minister  rescinded  part  of  the 
Hosolution,  he  allowed  one  part  of  it 
to  remained  unrescinded  ?    Now,  no  new 
reasons  are  advanced  except  that  as  it 
is  found  that  Mr.   Bradlaugh    cannot 
enter  by  Affirmation  he  is  to  be  per- 
mitted to  enter  by  Oath.     If  one  looks 
at  this   as  a   dry  question   of  law,  it 
comes  simply  to  this — two  elements  are 
necessary  in  the  taking  of  an  oath,  one 
the  belief  in  the  taker,  the  other  in  the 
words  taken.     The  broad  proposition  is 
that  the  House  will  allow  one  element 
to  suffice  for  both,  and  that  if  a  man 
repeats  the  Oath,  that  is  enough,  and 
the  House  will  not  interfere.     I  think 
that  would  be  an  extremely  mischievous 
and   undesirable    precedent,     and    one 
likely  to   lead  to   much   more  miscon- 
struction and  misapprehension  of  what 
is  the  real  meaning  of  the  House  upon 
this   matter,    in  those  very    uncertain 
and  unlikely  circumstances  to  which  the 
Prime  Minister  has  pointed — the  cross- 
examination    of   any  Member  on  hia 
religious  beliefs,     we  may  be  certain 
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that  unless  a  man  protrudes  his  religion 
before  the  House,  no  person  will  be 
particularly  anxious  to  inquire  what  his 
religious  beliefs  are. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
IIenry  James)  :  I  am  sorry  to  inter- 
pose ;  but  I  think  it  would  be  regarded 
as  somewhat  strange  if,  after  the  obser- 
vations of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
opposite  (Sir  Hardinge  GiflTard),  I  did 
not  for  a  short  time  occupy  the  attention 
of  the  House.  I  never  intended  to 
be  entirely  absent  from  this  debate ; 
but  I  did  not  desire  to  rush  too  hastily 
into  it.  I  was  not  encouraged  by  the 
attention  paid  by  the  other  side  of 
the  House  to  m^f  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Christchurch 
(Mr.  H.  Davey)  ;  but  now  that  the 
House  has  listened  to  the  legal  argu- 
ment of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Launceston  (Sir  Hardinge 
Giffard),  I  am  sure  it  will  not  deny  me 
consideration  for  a  few  minutes.  There 
is  another  reason  why  I  have  not  taken 
part  in  the  debate  till  now.  I  admit 
that  I  was  rather  anxious  to  hear  what 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Laun- 
ceston would  say,  and  how  far  he  would 
share  the  views  of  his  Colleague,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Preston 
(Sir  John  Holker),  who  had  expressed 
his  views  when  we  were  discussing 
this  question  in  a  calmer  atmosphere 
than  we  have  to  -  night.  When  I 
thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton had  not  obeyed  the  Statute,  and 
complied  with  the  necessity  for  taking 
the  Oath,  I  said  so.  I  did  not  shrink  from 
separating  myself  from  some  with  whom 
I  generally  act,  in  supporting  the  Reso- 
lution that  the  hon.  Member  had  not 
complied  with  the  Statute,  and  in  making 
record  of  that,  not  only  in  words  spoken, 
but  in  the  Resolution  which  resulted 
in  the  Report  presented  to  this  House. 
And  when  I  felt  that  he  had  not  com- 
plied with  the  necessary  obligations, 
reasons  were  given  why  I  thought  he 
had  not  so  done ;  and  I  did  not  shrink 
from  the  responsibility  of  that  Report, 
which  so  far  agrees  with  the  views  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Launceston.  Equally  now, 
when  I  think  the  hon.  Member  has 
complied  with  the  statutory  obligation 
imposed  upon  him,  I  am  as  pre- 
pared not  to  shrink  from  saying  what 
my  opinion  is.  May  I  remind  the 
House  what  is  the  view  contained  in  the 


Report  presented  to  this  House  when, 
by  Resolution,  the  Committee  reported 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
had  not  complied  with  the  statutory  ob- 
ligation. I  hope  the  House  will  re- 
collect that  we  accepted  certain  views  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Cambridge  University  (Mr.  Spencer 
Walpole)  which  he  presented  to  the 
Committee.  We  agreed  that  the  House 
could  receive  no  evidence  of  any  per- 
son's opinions ;  that  it  had  no  power 
to  apply  any  interrogations  to  any 
Member  who  comes  to  be  sworn. 
You  can  ask  him  nothing,  you  can 
take  no  evidence  of  anything  outside 
this  House,  nor  even  of  anything  that 
has  occurred  inside  this  House.  That 
was  not  the  view  of  hon.  Members  on 
the  Liberal  side  of  the  House  only,  but 
of  the  Conservative  Members  of  that 
Committee.  We  agreed  in  these  views, 
and  they  are  expressed  in  the  Report ; 
but  when  we  had  to  report  whether  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  had  com- 
plied with  the  statutory  oblie^ation  of 
taking  the  Oath,  and  also  had  to  con- 
sider whether  this  House  could  take 
notice  of  the  fact  that  he  had  not  taken 
the  Oath,  we  proceeded  by  steps.  We 
first  said  the  House  could  take  notice 
whether  the  Oath  had  been  taken  or  not. 
The  House  took  notice  of  that  when 
Alderman  Salomons  refused  to  use  the 
words  **  true  faith  of  a  Christian,"  and, 
as  a  determination  of  a  question  of  fact, 
held  that  the  Oath  had  not  been  taken. 
The  House  certainly  had  this  power  to 
notice  whether  the  Oath  was  taken  or 
not  as  a  matter  of  fact ;  and  if  the  Mem- 
ber refused  to  kiss  the  Book,  or  to  utter 
only  a  portion  of  the  Oath,  we  agreed 
the  House  had  power  to  interpose.  We 
did,  therefore,  so  far  admit,  not  that  the 
man's  mind  could  be  probed,  not  that 
you  could  receive  evidence  or  extraneous 
knowledge  or  information  as  to  his  re- 
ligion; but  that  you  could  enter  upon 
the  question  of  fact  as  to  the  Oath  being 
taken  or  not.  Upon  the  next  question 
I  certainly  spoke  with  great  doubt ;  and 
I  ask  the  Mover  of  the  Resolution  to 
consider  that  it  is  possible  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Preston  was  right, 
and  that  I  was  wrong  on  this  point ;  but 
the  opinion  I  expressed  was  that  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
claimed  to  make  Affirmation,  and,  when 
he  was  asked,  gave  the  grounds  why  he 
so  claimed,  his  answer  conveyed  the  in- 
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formation  that  the  Oath  at  that  time  was 
not   an   oath  binding  to   him.     I  also 
went  further,  and  stated  that  we  re- 
garded that  statement  as  contemporane- 
ous with  the  transaction  when  he  claimed 
to  take  the  Oath.     That  was  the  view 
expressed  in    the   Committee,    and   we 
carefully  guarded  ourselves  to  this  ex- 
tent— we  said  it  was  because  the  de- 
claration w^as  a  contemporaneous  declara- 
tion that  we  believed  and  thought  the 
hon.  Member  had  not,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  taken  the  Oath  at  all ;  but  we  pro- 
tested against  the   House   asking  him 
questions    or    looking    at    any    other 
action  than  that  which  occurred  con- 
temporaneously with  taking  the  Oath, 
and   that    it    must    be   a   part   of  the 
same  transaction  or  you  could  not  take 
cognizance  of  it.     It  may  be  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Preston 
was  right.     He  moved  an  Amendment, 
stating  that  you  could  not  listen  to  a 
contemporaneous  observation ;  but  I  ad- 
here to  the  opinion  I  then   expressed. 
Every  safeguard  we  put  to  that  Resolution 
is  of  utility  now.  We  then  said  you  could 
take  no  evidence ;  you  could  not  probe 
a  man's  belief,  and  everything  we  then 
said  you  could  not  do  hon.  Members  are 
now  asking  the  House  to  do.     The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr. 
E.  Clarke)  said  this  was  a  piece  of  fan- 
tastic special  pleading.     I  have  known 
a  great  deal  of  accuracy  and  logic  con- 
veyed in  the  words  **  special  pleading;" 
but  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  says 
you  must  not  consider  this  as  a  legal 
question.      He   says    it  is    a  piece  of 
fantastic  special  pleading  to  call  what 
we  had  before  us  last  May  extraneous 
to  what  we  have  before  us  in  April  this 
year.    He  seems  to  mean  by  extraneous 
something  outside  this  House.     I  sup- 
pose what  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
(Mr.  n.  Davey)  means  by  the  words  of 
his  Amendment  is  that  it  shall  not  be 
something  extraneous  to  the  transaction. 
May  I  ask  what  is  the  connection  be- 
tween what  has  occurred  here  in  this 
House  to-night  and  what  occurred  in 
May  last  year  ?    I  get  my  answer  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Laun- 
eeston.     He  says  that,  in  consequence 
of  what  took  place  last  year,  an  election 
at  Northampton  was  necessary,  and  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  returns  here  again.     But  it 
was  no  necessity  for  the  electors  to  return 
him  again.   He  has  come  back  by  virtue 
of  their  choice,  not,  as  my  hon.  and 

The  Attorney  General 


learned  Friend  supposes,  with  the  know- 
ledge that  they  were  electing  a  dif- 
qualified  person ;    for  the  person  they 
have  chosen  to  elect  labours  under  no 
disqualification.     If  that  is  part  of  the 
same  transaction,  I  will  ask  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Plymouth  to 
consider  where  he  will  say  it  has  ceased 
to  be  part  of  the  same  trans€Lction.  Sup- 
pose it  occurred  in  the  next  Parliament, 
and  at  a  Oeneral  Election  instead  of  a 
bye-election,   under  the  same    circum- 
stances, you  would  say  exactly  the  same 
thing.     What  is  it  we  have    to   say 
here  ?    Hon.  Members  have  used  the 
words — '*  We  have  the  evidence  of  what 
took  place  here  last  year."     That  it 
exactly  what  the  Committee  reported 
you  could  not  look  at.     It  is  not  leas 
evidence  that  it  has  occurred  in  this 
House  if  it  be  not  part  of  the  same 
transaction.    What  is  it  we  are  listen- 
ing   to  when  we    ask  what    occurred 
here  ?    Although  I  admit  that,   as  a 
matter   of  degree,  we  have    compara- 
tively certain  evidence — probably  sore 
evidence,  because  Parliament  says  so^ 
it  is  still  evidence  which  we  have  to 
accept  as  proof.     What  did  the  right 
hon.  Member  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote) 
write  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  for?    Was  it 
not  to  obtain  proof  of  what  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh says  ?     I  admit  the  courtesy  of 
that  letter ;  but  did  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  wish  to  give  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
an  opportunity  of  recantation?     What 
was  it  the  right   hon.  Gentleman  was 
wishing  to  obtain  ?   To  obtain  the  oppo- 
site   to   that    presumption    which    my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  named,  that  a 
thing,  once  existing,   must  always  be 
supposed  to  exist  until    the    contrary 
is  shown.     From  first  to  last  the  argu- 
ment on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House 
is  that  we  have  certain  evidence  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh's  opinions,  and  that,  there- 
fore, we  ought  to  act  upon  that  evi- 
dence.    May  I  remind  the    hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Launceston  of  what 
fell  from  himself?     Does  he  think  he 
was  justified  in  the  principle  he  has 
placed  before  the  House  when  he  said — 
' '  We  know  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  opinions  fuU 
well ;  we  know  he  has  been  lecturing 
throughout  the  country  on  infidelity  ? ' 
Was  that  evidence  ?    That  was  not  be- 
fore the  Committee  last  year.    What  ii 
it  that  the  House  is  listening  to  ?    It  is 
listening  to  hearsay  evidence ;  and  wa 
are  ask^  now,  in  the  face  of  this  Be- 
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port,  to  accept  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Launceston  the  statement 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  been  lecturing 
throughout  this  country  in  support  of 
infidelity,  and  to  hold  that,  therefore,  it 
would  be  an  act  of  profanity  to  allow 
him  to  take  the  Oath.  We  cannot  dis- 
cuss this  matter  of  profanation  in  the 
manner  he  pointed  out.  It  is  equally 
profane  if  any  Member,  not  believing 
in  a  Supreme  Being,  asks  to  come  here 
and  take  the  Oath.  Are  you  to  allow 
every  person  to  come  to  this  House, 
except  the  Member  for  Northampton, 
and  make  no  exception  ?  And  yet  if  the 
principle  he  advances  is  to  prevail,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  if  he  has 
heard  any  gossip  in  private  life,  if  he 
has  heard  in  any  way  of  a  man's  dis- 
belief, ought  to  endeavour  to  cause  the 
House  to  say  the  taking  of  the  Oath  by 
Buch  a  person  would  be  an  act  of  pro- 
fanity, and,  therefore,  to  refuse  to  allow 
him  to  take  it.  But  in  this  House  there 
would  be  no  declaration  of  a  lecture ; 
there  would  be  no  declaration  of  private 
conversation ;  and,  therefore,  you  would 
have  to  probe  the  views  of  every  Mem- 
ber of  this  House.  In  the  face  of  this 
House  you  can  administer  no  interroga- 
tory. If  you  could  you  would  have  to 
say — *'  Did  you  lecture  on  infidelity  ? 
Did  you  write  such  an  article  ?"  Is  the 
House  about  to  agree  to  the  view  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend?  When  last 
year  we  said  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton had  not  taken  the  Oath,  we 
said  that  because,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
he  had  not  done  so ;  and  my  view  was 
that  if  at  that  time  the  House  had 
allowed  him  to  take  the  Oath  a  Court 
of  Law  would  have  had  to  determine 
whether  the  Oath  had  been  duly 
taken  or  not.  The  penalty  that  is  im- 
posed on  a  person  who  sits  without 
taking  the  Oath  is  one  which  the  law 
imposes  and  enforces ;  and  if  the  Oath 
has  not  been  taken  the  consequence  is 
the  vacating  of  the  seat  and  a  pecuniary 
penalty.  It  was  not  till  I  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  course  the  hon. 
Member  took  last  year  was  such  that 
the  Courts  would  have  held  him  to  be 
sittinj^  without  having  taken  the  Oath 
that  I  agreed  to  the  Besolution  of  the 
Committee.  Now,  he  comes  here  to- 
night and  asks  to  have  the  Oath  admi- 
nistered. The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham  (Mr.  Oorst)  says,  of 
oouxse,  the  Oourts  most  say  that  he  has 


taken  the  Oath.  If  he  had  done  only 
what  he  did  last  year  the  Courts  would, 
as  I  thought,  have  decided  that  he  was 
liable  to  penalties ;  but  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  says,  of 
course,  now  he  has  taken  the  Oath  in  the 
view  of  the  Courts  ;  and  yet  we  are 
asked  to  say  that  this  Oath  has  not 
been  taken.  I  would  ask  the  House  to 
recollect  what  its  power  is,  and  not  to 
go  beyond  it.  You  may  be  dealing  with 
an  unpopular  man;  you  may  have  a 
majority  objecting  to  that  man  taking 
the  Oath ;  but  if  this  precedent  be  once 
established  you  will  never  be  able  to 
rescind  it.  If  this  House  is  to  say  whe- 
ther there  has  been  profanation,  you 
will  have  discussion ;  you  will  have  the 
consideration  of  what  a  man's  opinions 
are ;  and  you  will  even  have  to  discuss 
the  point  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
that  when  a  man  comes  to  this  House 
with  no  belief  in  a  Supreme  Being  he 
he  ought  not  to  take  the  Oath.  Whether 
the  Oath  has  been  taken  is  a  bare  ques- 
tion of  law ;  but  we  shall  set  a  precedent 
of  inquiring  into  considerations  which 
ought  to  be  foreign  to  political  contro- 
versy and  to  discussions  in  this  House ; 
and  I  ask  the  House,  not  only  because 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  is  legally  entitled  to  take 
the  Oath,  and  to  perform  the  statutory 
obligation  placed  upon  him,  but  also 
because  it  would  be  impolitic  in  the  last 
degree  to  enter  into  the  inquiry  as  to  a 
man's  faith,  to  accept  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Christchurch. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
am  most  reluctant  to  detain  the  House  ; 
but  there  are  two  points,  and  one  is  of  a 
personal  nature,  upon  which  I  think  it 
necessary  to  say  a  few  words.  Reference 
has  been  made  to  a  letter  which  I  wrote 
yesterday  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton ;  and  a  construction  has  been  put 
upon  that  letter  which  most  assuredly  is 
entirely  incorrect.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  asks 
why  I  wrote  it ;  and  he  says  I  did  it  to 
put  a  question  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  I  did 
no  such  thing.  I  had  no  contemplation 
of  the  letter  being  published;  but  I 
wrote  it  for  this  purpose  only — I  thought 
it  was  a  matter  of  courtesy  to  a  Gentle- 
man whose  right  to  take  the  Oath  I  was 
about  to  challenge,  to  give  him  notice  of 
my  intention,  in  order  that  he  might  not 
be  taken  by  surprise  when  I  took  so 
strong  a  step.    At  the  same  time,  iu 
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Btatin<>  what  I  was  about  to  do,  I  thought 
it  necessary  to  put  in  a  qualification  that 
if  anything  occurred  to  alter  the  view  I 
took  that  would  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion. I  thought  it  possible  he  might 
make  some  statement  that  would  alter 
my  view.  That  is  the  simple  explana- 
tion ;  and  I  can  assure  the  House  that  I 
had  no  intention,  directly  or  indirectly, 
to  do  that  which  is  justly  condemned  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  and 
others — that  is,  questioning  the  religious 
opinions  of  any  man.  I  entirely  repu- 
diate any  action  of  that  sort.  I  also 
wish  to  take  notice  of  an  expression  in 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Christchurch  ( Mr.  H.  Davey ) . 
The  Amendment  said  that  the  House 
ought  not,  on  the  ground  of  information 
from  extraneous  transactions,  to  offer  any 
opposition  to  the  admission  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh.  His  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote's) 
"whole  contention  was  that  this  was  not 
a  case  in  which  they  were  proceeding  on 
information  extraneous  to  the  transac- 
tion, and  it  was  upon  that  ground  he 
had  been  proceeding.  They  might  take 
the  thing  in  more  than  one  way.  They 
might  say  that  each  successive  step  was 
a  separate  transaction ;  they  might  say 
that  when  Mr.  Bradlaugh  came  up  on 
the  3rd  of  May  and  asked  to  afRrm,  that 
was  one  transaction  ;  and  when  he  came 
up  on  the  21st  of  May  and  offered  to 
take  the  Oath,  that  was  another  trans- 
action. They  might  like  to  say  that 
anything  that  took  place  on  the  30th  was 
extraneous  to  anything  that  took  place 
on  the  21st  of  May;  but  the  Attorney 
General  could  not  contend  that,  because 
ho  himself  moved  in  the  Committee 
which  sat  on  the  question  of  the  Oath 
the  words  which  were  put  in  the  Reso- 
lution— namely,  *'  that  this  House  can, 
if  it  thinks  right,  exercise  its  power  to 
prevent  Mr.Bradlaugh  taking  the  Oath." 
Why  did  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man do  that  ?  Because  it  was  part  of 
the  transaction  which  began  on  the  3rd 
of  May.  That  transaction  was  not  com- 
plete, and  was  not  complete  up  to  this 
moment,  and  that  was  evident  if  they  took 
into  consideration  the  course  of  events. 
The  House  refused  to  allow  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  to  take  the  Oath.  A  difficulty 
thereupon  arose,  and  it  was  solved  for  a 
moment  by  a  Resolution  of  the  House 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  allowed  to  affirm, 
subject  to  the  decision  of  the  Courts  of 
liaw.     That  decision  was  given,  and  it 

Sir  Stafford  Northcote 


was  in  consequence  of  that  decision  that 
the  seat  became  vacant.  It  was  not  as 
if  there  had  been  a  Dissolution — had  it 
been  so,  they  would  have  had  to  begin 
again  with  an  entirely  new  question.  It 
was  not  as  if  the  hon.  Member  had 
accepted  the  Chi  Iter  n  Hundreds,  and 
vacated  his  seat  and  been  re-elected; 
but  it  was  a  part  of  that  transaction 
which  began  on  the  3rd  of  May  and 
had  been  continued  ever  since.  AH  he 
asked  the  House  to  do  was  to  maintain 
to  the  end  that  which  they  decided  upon 
last  year.  They  decided,  after  various 
proceedings,  to  part  of  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  a  party,  that  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh ought  not  to  take  the  Oath.  That 
was  only  binding  for  the  Session ;  and, 
therefore,  he  did  not  appeal  to  the  Speaker 
to  put  it  in  force  himself.  He  contended, 
however,  that  the  Kesolution  having 
been  come  to,  and  never  having  been  re- 
scinded, and  the  House  not  having  been 
put  in  possession  of  any  new  informa- 
tion, they  were  entitled,  and  being 
entitled  they  were  bound,  to  call  upon 
the  House  to  adhere  to  its  former  deter- 
mination. 

Mr.  XEWDEGATE  wished  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  a  change 
in  the  position  of  affairs,  which  might 
cause  very  great  inconvenience.  For  the 
first  time,  he  had  heard  it  stated  that 
this  House  was  not  to  consider  itself  a 
Court.  Ho  would  like  to  know  how  the 
House  could  take  evidence  if  it  were  not 
a  Court;  he  would  like  to  know  the 
meaning  of  the  laws  as  regarded  the 
administering  of  the  Oath  to  Members ; 
and  ho  would  like  to  know  what  was  the 
meaning  of  the  law  which  required  that 
the  House  should  be  full,  and  that  the 
Speaker  should  be  in  the  Chair  if  thoy 
were  all  to  be  lay  figures.  The  very 
Resolution  of  the  House  under  which  the 
case  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  been  tried 
referred  the  matter  to  the  Courts  of 
Law,  and  what  had  been  the  result  of 
that  reference?  It  had  been  to  prove 
that  Her  Majesty's  Advisers  were  totally 
wrong  in  law,  and  that  the  Affirmation 
was  only  another  form  of  oath.  That 
was  the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeal, 
and  the  House  was  now  asked  to  accept 
the  opinion  of  the  present  Law  Officers. 
Mr.  Bradlaugh' s  affirming  had  been 
proved  by  the  Courts  of  Law  to  be  totally 
wrong  in  law  ;  it  would  therefore  be 
utterly  unbecoming  that  the  House 
should   meet,    and  that   tlie   Speaker 
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Bbould  occupy  the  Chair  and  witDees 
another  disgraceful  exhibition,  and  yet 
be  unable  to  interrene.  They  were  aeked 
not  to  ignore  the  Resolution  merely  of 
last  Session,  but  they  were  aslced  to  ig- 
nore the  evidence  before  their  own  Com- 
mittee. They  were  asked  to  believe  that 
the  declaration  of  Mr.  Sradlaugh  before 
their  own  Committee  that  the  Oath  was 
no  oath  to  him  if  he  took  it,  that  it  waa 
a  category  of  meaningless  words — they 
Tvere  asked  to  ignore  that  evidence,  and 
why  ?  Because  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  made 
an  explanation,  because  the  constituency 
of  Northampton  had  re-elected  him,  and 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  not  changed  his 
opinions  ;  and  there  was  not  a  tittle  of 
evidence  to  prove  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
was  returned  this  year  on  different  terms 
to  those  on  which  he  was  returned  last 
year.  They  were  asked  to  believe  that 
the  circumstances  were  different.  Were 
they  to  close  their  ears  to  the  transac- 
tions of  Northampton  before  which  con- 
stituency the  Prime  Minister  told  them 
they  were  on  their  trial.  They  were 
on  their  trial  before  that  consti- 
tuency, and  that  constituency  per- 
severed in  attempting  to  force  the  opi- 
nion of  the  House.  How  totally  dif- 
ferent was  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh &om  the  conduct  of  Baron  Boths- 
cbild  and  Alderman  Salomons.  They 
were  returned  time  after  time;  they 
made  no  attempt  upon  the  Ilouse,  they 
made  no  attempt  to  force  themselves 
upon  the  House  ;  their  constituents  were 
content  to  wait  until  Parliament  saw  fit 
to  change  the  law.  What  was  the  con- 
stituency of  Northampton  that  this 
House  should  bow  before  it  ?  Waa 
it  a  greater  constituency  than  the  City 
of  London?  Was  it  a  greater  con* 
Btituoncy  than  Greenwich  ?  The  City 
of  London  waa  content  to  remain 
disenfranchised  for  10  years,  and 
Greenwich  was  content  to  remain  disen- 
franchised for  seven  years  until  the  law 
was  changed.  Her  Majesty's  Qovern- 
ment  were  now  about  to  knowingly 
sanction  the  profanation  of  the  Oath — 
the  Oath  which  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  told 
them  would  be  painful  to  him.  That 
declaration  he  had  never  retracted,  and 
yet  for  a  mere  matter  of  political  con- 
venience Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  about  to  sanction  an  evasion  of 
the  law  in  a  matter  which  they  knew 
perfectly  well  deeply  touched  the  reli- 
gioiu  oooTictionfl  of  the  people  of  the 
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1  country.  He  warned  the  House  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  on 
their  trial  before  the  nation,  and  he 
would  be  greatly  surprised  if  they  did 
not  meet  with  their  just  reward. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dividtd-.—kym  208;  Noes 
175  :  Majority  33. 

ATES. 

AloiEiniiur,  Colonel  C.  E  nia,  Sir  J. 

AmbBrrt,  W.  A.  T.  Errington,  G, 

Ashmead-Baitlett,  E.  Katcourt,  O.  S. 

Aylmtir.  Capt.  J.  E.  F.  t'nirbairD,  Sir  A. 

Balfour,  A.  J.  FeildeD,Miijor-G[>Deral 

Bamo,Col.  F.St.  J.N.  R.J. 

Uarttolot,  Sir  \V,  B.  FellowcB,  W.  H. 

BatCBon,  Sir  T.  Fenwick-Bisse^  M. 

Bench,  rt.  ho.  Sir  M.  H.  Filmcr,  Sir  E. 

llcach,  W.  W.  B.  Finch,  O.  H. 

Boliiuftham,  A.  H.  Fitzpatrick,  hn.B.B.B. 

BcDtinck,  rt.  hn.  Q.  C.  FitzwiUiam,    hon.     C. 

Bcntinck,  O.  W.  P.  W.  W. 

Bitkbcck,  E.  Fletcher,  Sir  H. 

Birley,  H.  Flover,  J. 

Btaclibumo,  Col.  J.  I.  FolkesUme,  ViwooDt 

Bluke,  J.  A.  ForeaUr,  C.  T.  W. 

Boord,  T.  W.  Fowler,  R.  N. 

Boorke,  right  hon.  E.  FreroantU,  hon.  T.  F. 

Hneo,  Colonel  R.  Oalway,  Viaconnt 

Broadley,  W.  H.  H.  Gardner,  R.   Bicbard- 

Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St.  son- 

J.  F.  Gamier,  J.  C. 

Brueo,  Sir  H.  H.  Gibuon,  rt.  hon.  E. 

Brymor,  W.  E.  Giffard,  Sir  H.  S, 

Burghlej,  Lord  Goldney,  SirG. 

Bumaby,  General  E.  S.  Oorat,  J.  E. 

BumU,  Sir  W.  W.  Grantham,  W. 

BuiUiD,  Sir  R.  J.  Grcone,  E. 

Campbell,  J.  A.  Groor,  T. 

CflRlcn,  Sir  H.  W.  Grogorj-,  G.  B. 

ChamberB,  Sir  T.  Miilsey,  T.  F. 

Chaplin,  H.  Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 

Christie,  \V.  L.  Hamilton,  I.  T. 

Clarke,  E.  Hamilton,   right  hon. 

CUve,  Col.  hon.  G.  W.  I«td  O. 

Close,  M.  C.  Harcourt,  E.  W. 

Cobbold,  T.  C.  Harvey,  Sir  B.  B. 

Coddington,  W.  Uay.  rt.  bon.  Admiral 

Cole.  Viscount  Kir  J.  C.  D. 

Comjiton,  F.  Ilicka,  E. 

Coope,  O.  E.  Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 

Corbett,  J.  HUl,  Lord  A.  W. 

Cony,  .r.  V.  Hill,  A.  S. 

Courtould,  G.  Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 

Cross,  Ft.  hon.  Sir  R.  A.  Homo,  Captain  D.  M. 

Cubitt,  rt.  hon,  O.  Hope,  rt.  hn.  A.J.B.B. 

Dalv,  J.  Hubburd,  rt.  hon.  J. 

Davenport,  H.  T.  Kennard,  Col.  E.  H. 

Diivcnport,  W.  B.  Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 

Dttwnay,  Col.  hn.  L.  P.  Knight,  F.  W. 

Ue  Worms,  Baron  H.  Knightlej-,  Sir  R. 

Digby,  Col.  hon.  E.  Lacon,  Sir  E.  H.  K. 

Diion-Uartland,  F.  D.  Lawrence,  J.  C. 

DonBldson-HudBOQ,  C,  I^wronce,  Sir  T. 

DougUu,  A.  Akors-  Ijochmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 

Dundoa,  hon.  J.  C.  Lee,  Major  V. 

Dyke,  rt.hn.  Sir  W.U.  Lcgh.  W.  J. 

Eaton,  H.  W.  Leighton,  8, 

Elliot,  0.  W,  Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
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Lever,  J.  O. 
Lewis,  C.  E. 
Lowisham,  Viscount 
Lindsay,  Col.  R.  L. 
Litton,  E.  F. 
Lodcr,  R. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lyons,  R.  D. 
l^fac  Iver,  D. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Macnaghten,  E. 
M/Coan,  J.  (J. 
:M'Garel.Hogg,  Sir  J. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.T. 
Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
MUes,  Sir  P.  J.  W. 
Monckton,  F. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Morley,  S. 
Moss,  R. 

Mowbray  ,rt.hn.8irJ.R. 
MulhoUand,  J. 
Murray,  C.  J. 
Newdcgate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Viscount 
Nicholson,  W.  N. 
North,  Colonel  J.  S. 
Northcote,  H.  S. 
Northcote,  rt.  hn.  Sir 

S.  H. 
Norwood,  C.  M. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Donnell,  F.  H. 
O'Donoghue,  The 
Onslow,  D. 
O'Shea,  W.  H. 
Paget,  R.  H. 
PalUser,  Sir  W. 
PeU,  A. 

Pemberton,  E.  L. 
Percy,  Earl 
Phipps,  C.  N.  P. 
Phipps,  P. 

Plunket,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 
Powell,  W. 
Price,  Captain  O.  E. 


Pulcston,  J.  H. 
Rankin.  J. 
Rondlcsham,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W 
Ritchie,  C.  T. 
RodwcU,  B.  B.  H. 
Rolls,  J.  A. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Ross,  C.  C. 
Round,  J. 
St.  Aubyn,  W.  M. 
Sandon,  Viscount 
Schreiber,  C. 
Sclater-Booth,rt.hn.G. 
Scott,  Lord  H. 
Scott,  ]M.  D. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,    Sir 

H.J. 
Seveme,  J.  E. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Stanhope,  hon.  E. 
Stewart,  J. 
Storer,  G. 
Sykes,  C. 

Taylor,  rt.hn.  Col.  T.E. 
Thomson,  H. 
Thomhill,  T. 
Tollcmache,  H.  J. 
Tollemachc,hon.  W.  F. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 
Walter,  J. 
Warton,  C.  N. 
Watkin,  Sir  E.  W. 
Watney,  J. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitworth,  B. 
WiUiams,  O.  L.  C. 
VVUmot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wroughtou,  P. 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 
Yorke,  J.  R. 

TELLERS. 

Crichton,  Viscount 
Winn,R. 


NOES. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Ag^ew,  W. 
Anderson,  G. 
Armitstead,  G. 
Arnold,  A. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Balfour,  J.  B. 
Balfour,  J.  S. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Barran,  J. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Brand,  H.  R. 
Briggs,  W.  E. 
Bright,  J.  (Manchester) 
Bright,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 


Brycc,  J. 
Burt,  T. 
Buszard,  M.  C. 
Butt,  C.  P. 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell  •  Bannerman, 

H. 
Carbutt,  E.  H. 
Causton,  R.  K. 
Cavendish,  Lord  E. 
Cavendish,  Lord  F.  C. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Cheetham,  J.  F. 
Childer8,rt.hn.H.C.E. 
Chitty,  J.  W. 
Clifford,  C.  C. 
Cohen,  A. 
Colling,  J. 
CommmSi  A. 


Cotes,  C.  C. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Co  wen,  J. 
Craig,  W.  Y. 
Cross,  J.  K. 
Cunliffe,  Sir  R.  A. 
Davies,  R. 
Dilke.  A.  W. 
Dilke,  Sir  C.  W. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodson,  rt.  hon.  J.  G. 
Duff,  rt.  hon.  M.  E.  G. 
Edwards,  H. 
Edwards,  P. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Fawcett,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  E. 
Fitz William,  hn.  H.  W. 
Flower,  C. 
Foljambe,  C.  G.  S. 
Foljambe,  F.  J.  S. 
Forstcr,  Sir  C. 
Forster,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Fort,  R. 
Fowler,  W. 
Fry,  L. 
Fry,  T. 

Gladstone,  rt.  hn.  W.  E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gladstone,  W.  H. 
Gourloy,  E.  T. 
Gower,  hon.  E.  F.  L. 
Grant,  A. 
Grant,  D. 
GrenfeU,  W.  H. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Hamilton,  J.  G.  C. 
Harcourt,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
Uayter,  Sir  A.  D. 
Henderson,  F. 
Honenge,  E. 
UerscheU,  Sir  F. 
Hibbcrt,  J.  T. 
HoUond,  J.  R. 
Holms,  J. 
Hopwood,  C.  H. 
Howard,  J. 
Hutchinson,  J.  D. 
lUing^orth,  A. 
Inderwick,  F.  A. 
James,  C. 
James,  Sir  H. 
James,  W.  H. 
Johnson,  W.  M. 
Kensington,  Lord 
Kingscote,  Col.  R.  N.  F. 
Laing,  S. 

Lambton,  hon.  F.  W. 
Law,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Laycock,  R. 
Leake,  R. 
Leatham,  W.  H. 
Lefovre,  right  hon.  G. 

J.  S. 
Lloyd,  M. 
Macdonald,  A. 
Mackie,  B.  B. 
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Madiver,  P.  8. 
M'Arthnr,  A. 
M*Laren,  C.  B.  B. 
M'Laren,  J. 
M*  Minnies,  J.  G. 
Magniac,  C. 
Mappin,  F.  T. 
3Iarnott,  W.  T. 
Martin,  R.  B. 
Mason,  H. 
Melior,  J.  W. 
Milbank,  F.  A. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
Moreton,  Lord 
Morgan,  rt.  hn.  G.  0. 
Morley,  A. 
Mundella,rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Nolan,  Major  J.  P. 
O*  Gorman  Mahon,  CoL 

The     • 
O'Shanghnessy,  B. 
Paget,  T.  T. 
Palmer,  G. 
Pease,  A. 
Pease,  J.  W. 
Peddie,  J.  D. 
Pender,  J. 
Putter,  T.  B. 
Pulley,  J. 
RaUi,  P. 
Ramsden,  Sir  J. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Reid,  R,  T. 
Richard,  H. 
Richardson,  T. 
Roberts,  J. 
Rogers,  J.  E.  T. 
Russell,  G.  W.  E. 
Rylands,  P. 
Seoly,  C.  (Lincoln) 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Shield,  H. 
Simon,  Serjeant  J. 
Smith,  E. 

Spencer,  hon.  C.  U. 
Stanley,  hon.  E.  L. 
Stansfeld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Story-Maskeljme,M.H. 
Summers,  W. 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Thompson,  T.  C. 
Tiliett,  J .  H. 
Tracy,  hon.  F.  S.  A. 

Hanbnry- 
Trevelyan,  G.  O. 
Villiers,  rt.  hon.  C.  P* 
Waterlow,  Sir  S. 
Whalley,  G.  H. 
Whitbread,  S. 
Williams,  B.  T. 
Williams,  8.  C.  E. 
Williamson,  S. 
WilUs,  W. 
WiUyams,  E.  W.  B. 
Wilson,  I. 
Wodehouse,  £.  R. 
Woodall,W. 


T1LLXK8. 

Darey,  H. 
Laboochere^  H. 
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Main  Question  put. 

Resolved,  That,  having  ^gard  to  tho  Reso" 
lution  of  this  House  of  the  22nd  June  1880* 
and  to  the  Reports  and  Proceedings  of  the  two 
Select  Committees  therein  referred  to,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  be  not  permitted  to  go  through  tho 
form  of  repeating  the  words  of  tho  Oath  pre- 
Bcribed  by  the  Statutes,  29  Vic.  c.  19,  and  31 
and  32  Vic.  c.  72. 

Mr.  Bbadlattqh  again  came  to  the 
Table  to  take  and  subscribe  the  Oath, 
when 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
you  have  now  heard  the  Resolution  to 
which  the  House  has  come,  and  I  have 
now  to  direct  you  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  bradlaugh  :  The  Resolution 
of  the  House  is  against  the  law,  and  I 
respectfully  decline  to  fellow  your  direc- 
tion, Sir.  I  refuse  to  withdraw.  I  am 
here  commanded  by  my  constituents. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
having  declined  to  withdraw,  I  have 
now  to  ask  the  House  for  instructions 
as  to  the  course  I  shall  pursue.  As  the 
House  knows,  without  the  Orders  of  this 
House  I  have  no  authority  to  exercise 
force  to  compel  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  with- 
draw. 

Mr.  Gladstone  was  hereon  called 
upon  by  hon.  Members ;  who  not  nsing 
in  answer  to  the  appeal 

Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said: 
Sir,  I  rise  to  put  a  question  to  the 
Prime  Minister,  the  Leader  of  the 
House.  I  wish  to  ask  him  whether,  the 
House  having  adopted  by  a  majority  a 
certain  Resolution,  and  you,  Sir,  having 
in  conformity  with  that  Resolution  called 
upon  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
to  withdraw,  and  the  hon.  Member  hav- 
ing declined  to  withdraw,  and  you  hav- 
ing appealed  to  the  House  for  instruc- 
tions and  authority  in  the  matter — I 
wish  to  ask  the  Leader  of  the  House 
whether  he  intends  to  give  any  counsel 
to  the  House,  or  to  propose  to  the  House 
any  course  for  the  purpose  of  maintain- 
ing the  authority  of  the  House  and  tho 
Chair? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE;  My  answer  is 
this — that  the  appeal  of  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  to  the  House  is  an  appeal  to 
the  majority  of  the  House,  and  as  I 
voted  in  the  minority,  I  desire  to  leave 
it  to  the  majority  to  carry  out  its  will. 
[Sir  William  Harcourt  :  Hear,  hear !] 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE : 
There  is  a   difficulty  in    seeing  what 


80  very  much  amuses  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department.  The  Prime 
Minister,  the  Leader  of  this  House, 
having,  as  I  consider  in  this  matter, 
abdicated  the  proper  functions  of  his 
position,  and  having  called  upon  those 
who  voted  in  the  majority  upon  a 
particular  question  to  act  in  a  matter  in 
which  the  honour,  as  I  consider,  of  the 
whole  House  is  at  stake,  I  will  not 
refuse  to  accept  the  responsibility  ;  but 
I  do  it  under  protest,  and  I  do  it  main- 
taining that  it  is  inconsistent  with 
the  traditions  of  the  House  and  with 
the  duty  of  Leader  of  the  House  that 
he  should  refuse  to  deal  with  a  Reso- 
lution adopted  by  the  House.  Sir, 
under  the  circumstances,  and  in  con- 
formity with  your  appeal  to  the  House 
for  authority,  I  will  now  move  that  you 
do  order  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  do  now 
withdraw. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Bradlaugh  do  now  with- 
draw."— (Sir  Stafford  Northcote,) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  obliging  enough  to 
read  me  a  lecture  upon  the  duties  of  the 
Leader  of  this  House,  and  I,  with  gpreat 
respect  to  him,  am  not  prepared  to 
accept  any  lessons  from  him  upon  that 
subject.  It  appears  to  be  his  opinion 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Leader  of  the 
House,  upon  an  occasion  when  he  has 
had  the  misfortune  to  differ  in  opinion 
from  the  majority  of  the  House,  to 
immediately  take  into  his  hands  the 
guidance  of  that  majority,  and  to  make 
a  proposal  in  prosecution  of  the  vote 
that  majority  has  carried.  I  chal- 
lenge the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
produce  to  me  an  authority,  either  in 
principle  or  in  practice,  in  support  of 
that  proposition.  In  my  experience 
it  has  not  been  so;  I  have  not 
known  the  obligation  enforced  upon 
Leaders  of  this  House,  or  acknowledged 
by  them.  It  is  their  duty  as  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  quite  iiTespective 
of  the  question  whether  the  House  has 
concurred  with  them  or  otherwise,  at  all 
times  to  consider  and  advise  with  the 
House  in  matters  contributing  to  the 
dignity  and  advantage  of  the  House. 
I  do  not  think  it  to  the  dignity  or  ad- 
vantage of  the  House  that  the  Leader 
of  the  House  should,  upon  an  occasion 
of  this  kind,  or  upon  the  carrying  of  a 
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.vote  of  this  kind,  immediately  take  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  majority  the  direc- 
tion of  their  course.  Without  in  the 
slightest  degree  attempting  to  embarrass 
or  impede  the  course  taken  in  this  mat- 
ter, we  shall  leave  the  direction  to  those 
who  are  responsible  for  what  has  been 
done,  and  not  take  upon  ourselves  the 
responsibility  which  does  not  belong  to 
us,  by  taking  the  matter  out  of  their 
hands. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  Question  is 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  do  now  withdraw. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  merely  wish 
to  point  out  what  will  be  the  consequence 
of  this  Resolution  being  passed.  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  as  I  stated  when  I  was  ad- 
dressing the  House  this  evening,  from 
his  point  of  view,  considers  that  he  has 
got  a  perfect  right  to  take  the  Oath  ;  that 
he  has  derived  that  right  from  his  elec- 
tion, and  that  the  House  has  got  no 
legal  right  to  prevent  him.  As  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  stated,  of  course  the  House 
is  stronger  than  any  single  individual ; 
but  I  would  point  out  to  you,  Sir,  what 
will  occur  if  this  Resolution  is  passed. 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  very  naturally,  will  con- 
ceive it  his  duty  to  return,  and  return 
again,  in  order  to  fulfil  what  he  believes 
to  be,  not  only  his  right,  but  his  duty. 
If  this  Resolution  is  passed  the  House 
will  have  to  face  this  position — that  it 
will  be  necessary  to  retain  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh in  prison  duiing  the  whole  time 
this  House  sits,  and  this  Parliament 
exists.  I  want  the  House  to  understand 
that  I  shall  take  the  liberty  of  asking 
the  House  to  divide  on  this  Motion ; 
and  I  would  suggest  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  in  this  case  is  leading 
the  House,  that  he  should  carry  out  his 
own  views  to  their  proper  end.  He 
should  carry  them  out  logically,  as  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  intends  to  carry  out  his,  by 
moving,  not  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be 
ordered  to  withdraw,  but  that  he  be 
committed  to  prison.  We  should  then 
see  how  long  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  lead  the  House  ;  we  should  then 
see  how  long  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  keep  in  prison  a  Gentleman  who 
had  been  elected  a  Member  of  the 
House,  and  who  had  got  as  good  a 
right  to  a  seat  in  the  House  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself.  Sir,  last  year, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  moved  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  committed  to  prison, 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  jeered  and 
amiled;  but  they  did  not  jeer  and  smile 

j/r.  GlacUton^ 


when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  to 
come  down  the  next  day,  and  very 
humbly  move  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be 
released.  I  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  when  he  tries  to  set  himself 
against  the  whole  constituencies  of  the 
country,  though  he  may  have  a  sub- 
servient majority  behind  him,  he  may 
find  that  he  is  not  the  first  man  who  has 
set  himself  against  the  nation. 

Mr.  JOHN  BRIGHT :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  has  just  addressed  the  Hoose 
knows  my  views  upon  the  general  ques- 
tion that  has  occupied  the  attention  of 
the  House  to-night ;  but  after  the  deci« 
sion  of  the  House  which  has  been  ar- 
rived at — after  full  and  sufficient  debate 
— I  would  recommend  that  he  should 
take  my  advice,  and  not  ask  the  House 
to  decide  upon  the  question  which  has 
been  submitted  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite.  The  decision  of  the 
House  is  clear.  I  do  not  know  what 
proceedings  will  bo  taken ;  but  clearly, 
whatever  they  are,  they  will  not  be  fur- 
thered in  any  way  by  having  another 
division.  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will 
not  ask  the  House  to  take  another  diri- 
sion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  have  now  to 
call  upon  you,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  to  with- 
draw, in  obedience  to  the  Order  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  bradlaugh  :  I  am  here  in 
the  performance  of  my  legal  right  and 
my  legal  duty,  and  I  respectfully  refuse 
to  obey  the  Order  of  this  House  as 
being  against  the  law. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  have  now  to  call 
on  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  to  remove  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  below  the  Bar. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH :  I  trust  that  the 
House  will  not  resort  simply  to  force, 
because  I  am  here  in  the  performance 
of  my  legal  right.  I  admit  the  right  of 
the  House  to  deal  with  me  after  I  have 
taken  my  seat. 

The  Sergeant-at-Arms  having  placed 
his  hand  on  Mr.  Bradlaugh 

Mr.  bradlaugh  :  I  shall  retire  to 
the  Bar  only  to  return  again  when  I 
get  there 

And  he  was  then  conducted  by  the 
Sergeant-at-Arms  below  the  Bar. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH,  however,  again 
advancing  within  the  Bar,  said — ^I  have 
come  here  to  take  and  subscribe  the  Oith 
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BODording  to  lav.    I  refuse  to  submit 
to  aa  illegal  Order  of  the  House. 

The  Sergeant-at-Anns  conducted  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  below  the  Bar,  when  the 
hoD.  OeDtleman  again  advanced  vithin 
the  Bar ;  bnt  was  prevented  from  reach- 
ing the  Table  br  the  Sergeant-at-Arms, 
assisted  by  the  Messengers  of  the  House. 

Mr.  BEADLAtTGH :  I  refuse  to' sub- 
mit to  the  Order  of  the  House,  and 
physical  force  must  be  used  to  remove 
me.  I  am  ready  to  submit  to  any  legal 
Order  of  the  House  ;  but  the  House  has 
no  right  to  expel  me  by  mere  force.  I 
am  ready,  I  say,  to  submit  to  an  Order 
of  the  House  dealing  with  me  otherwise. 
I  ask  the  House  not  to  put  me  to  the 
indignity  of  a  physical  struggle  with  the 
Messengers  of  the  House.  The  House 
has  an  authority  to  which  I  will  submit. 
[CViMo/"  Order!"] 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  must  again  take 
the  pleasure  of  the  House,  after  the 
course  which  Las  been  taken  by  Mr. 
Bradlaugh.  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  been 
ordered  by  the  House  to  withdraw,  and 
he  refuses  to  comply  with  that  Order. 
He  still  claims  his  right  to  take  the 
Oath  as  a  Member  of  the  House,  and 
I  must  throw  myself  upon  the  House 
for  instructions.  \_Criu  o/" Gladstone!" 
"Northcoto!  "  and  "  Leader  of  the 
House ! "] 

After  a  pause 

Me.  8TAVELEY  HILLr  I  rise  to 
ask  you.  Sir,  whether — the  House  hav- 
ing agreed  upon  a  Motion  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  be  ordered  to  withdraw — 
the  Order  has  not  been  givou  by  the 
House  already  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be 
removed  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  Order  agreed 
to  by  the  House,  and  given  by  the  Chair, 
was  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  with- 
draw below  the  Bar.  The  Order  goes 
no  further  than  that. 

Sis  STAFFORD  NOETHOOTE:  I 
gather,  Mr.  Speaker,  from  what  you 
have  said,  and  from  what  has  taken 
place,  that  you  are  of  opinion  that  tho 
proper  course  now  to  be  taken  ia  that 
some  hon.  Member  should  submit  to 
the  House  a  Motion  for  committing  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  to  the  custody  of  the  Ser- 
geant-at-Armi,  in  consequence  of  his 
disobedience  to  your  Orders.  I  did,  last 
year,  upon  a  similar  occasion,  make  such 
ft  Uotioa.    I  abould  not,  in  the  least, 


shrink  A^m  the  responsibilityof  making 
such  a  Motion  now,  but  for  one  con- 
sideration, and  that  is,  that  I  consider 
it  would  be  hard  to  move  for  the  com- 
mittal of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  when  his  con- 
duct appears  to  be  encouraged  and  sup- 
ported by  Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  shaU  be  pre- 
pared to  give  my  authority  to  any  pro- 
posal, within  the  bounds  of  usage  and 
precedence,  which  would  lead  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  authority  of  the 
House ;  and  I  do  not  think  that  a  pro- 
longation of  tho  present  scone  is  desir- 
able. I  think  any  decision  agreed  to 
on  the  part  of  the  majority  of  this  House 
should  oe  carried  into  etfect.  I  shall  be 
prepared,  therefore,  to  support  any  pro- 
posal made  on  the  part  of  the  majority 
of  the  House  for  securing  the  order  and 
regularity  of  our  proceedings.  I  must, 
however,  say  that  I  entirely  repel  and 
repudiate  the  statement  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  that  the 
conduct  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  been  sanc- 
tioned or  encouraged  by  the  Govern- 
ment. The  Oovernnient  have  neither 
spoken  a  single  word,  nor  done  an  act  of 
any  kind,  to  encourage  the  proceedings 
of  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  They  have,  un- 
doubtedly, expressed  an  opinion  that  it 
is  unwise  for  uie  House  to  interfere  with 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  in  his  claim  to  take  tho 
Oath.  They  have  expressed  that  opinion 
in  a  regular  manner,  by'speech  and  by 
vote ;  and,  having  done  so,  they  ac- 
quiesced in  the  decision  and  Order  of 
the  House  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should 
withdraw.  Indeed,  a  Member  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  rose  for  the  pur- 
pose of  requesting  that  that  Order  should 
be  assented  t«  without  adivision.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  certainly  consider 
that  the  accusation  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  groundless  and  wanton,  and  it 
is  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  state 
the  facts  upon  which  a  charge  so  grave 
bas  been  founded. 

SmaTAl^'FOHD  NORTHCOTE:  This 
is  rather  au  irregular  discussion ;  but 
after  the  appeal  which  has  been  made 
to  me,  I  am  bound  to  explain  on  what 
grounds  I  made  the  charge  1  did.  I  am 
of  opinion  that  the  words  I  used  were 
perfectly  justified  ;  and  I  will  teU  the 
House  under  what  circumstances,  and 
with  what  Tueaning,  I  used  those  words. 
A.  quoslion  of  tlie  highest  importance 
lias  boon  under  discussion  throughout 
the  evening.    A  certain  course  was  pro- 
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posed  by  me,  and  it  was  opposed  by  an 
independent  Member  selected  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  The  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  that  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  was  supported  both  by  the 
speeches  and  votes  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  According  to  the  terms  of 
that  Amendment,  the  course  which  I 
proposed  the  House  should  take  was 
disagreed  to,  on  the  gpround  that  it  was 
not  expedient.  The  terms  of  the  Reso- 
lution were  not  challenged  oven  by  the 
words  of  the  Amendment.  The  Motion 
which  I  had  originally  made  was  adopted, 
after  a  full  discussion,  by  a  majority  of 
the  House.  It  is  new  to  me  to  be 
told  that  I  have  a  majority  at  my 
back.  The  Resolution,  however,  was 
carried  by  a  substantial  majority  in  a 
House  in  which,  I  beg  to  say,  we  (the 
Opposition)  do  not  usually  command  a 
majority.  That  having  been  the  case, 
it  became  a  Resolution  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  challenges,  not  the  policy 
of  the  Resolution — which  was  challenged 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Christchurch  (Mr.  H.  Davey)  and  the 
Members  of  Her  Majesty*s  Government 
— but  he  challenges  the  power  of  the 
House.  [Mr.  Labouchere  :  The  legal 
power  of  the  House.]  Well,  the  legal 
power  of  the  House ;  and  the  legal  power 
of  the  House,  we  contend,  has  been 
already  admitted,  even  by  the  Committee 
on  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  sat  last  year,  and  in  which  he 
moved  words  to  the  effect  that  the  House 
had  the  power  to  do  what  they  had 
already  done.  The  matter  now  stands 
thus — the  House  has  chosen,  against 
the  advice  of  the  Government,  to  adopt 
a  certain  Resolution ;  which,  although 
deemed,  perhaps,  by  the  Government  to 
be  unwise  and  imprudent,  they  were 
unable  to  say,  and  they  did  not  say, 
was  beyond  the  legal  power  of  the  House. 
That  Jiaving  been  admitted,  it  is  chal- 
lenged by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  on  the  ground 
that  tJie  House  has  exceeded  its  legal 
powers ;  and,  so  far  as  wo  can  see,  the 
hon.  Member  stands  alone  against  the 
whole  body  of  the  House  in  that  conten- 
tion. \_Crie8  of  **  No  !  "]  At  any  rate, 
it  was  not  called  in  question  by  the 
Amendment.  Then,  this  is  the  position 
of  the  House.  Having,  against  the  advice 
of  the  Government,  no  doubt,  adopted 
the  Resolution  which  we  say  it  had  the 
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legal  power  to  adopt,  it  empowera  the 
Speaker,  as  the  presiding  authority,  to 
give  effect  to  that  Resolution  by  an  Order. 
An  individual  Member  of  the  House 
challenges  its  power ;  but  the  Speaker 
gives  the  Order — not  on  the  authority 
and  responsibility  of  the  Gt}vemment, 
or  of  an  individual  Member,  but  of  the 
House.  The  Order  was  thus  given,  and 
when  it  was  given,  I  should  imagine 
that  there  was  nothing  more  entirely  the 
duty  of  the  Whole  House  than  to  see 
that  the  authority  given  to  the  Speaker 
was  properly  supported.  I  should  have 
thought  that,  under  the  circumstances, 
it -would  not  have  been  altogether  un- 
worthy of  the  Leader  of  the  House  to 
have  g^ven  some  counsel  to  the  Member, 
whose  cause  he  has,  in  a  certain  sense, 
been  fighting,  and  to  prevent  him  from 
placing  himself  in  a  position  which  ap- 
pears to  be  a  false  position.  The  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  has  done  every- 
thing that,  it  seems  to  me,  honour  re- 
quired on  his  side.  He  has  had  the 
decision  of  the  House  given  ag^nst  him, 
and  I  can  conceive  no  more  proper  course 
for  him  to  take  than  to  say  that  he  would 
look  for  some  future  alteration  of  the 
Law  or  Rules  of  the  House,  and  to  act 
as  others  have  done  in  similar  cases — 
namely,  to  remain  Member  for  North- 
ampton, although  he  finds  himself  ex- 
cluded from  taking  his  seat  in  the  House. 
Or,  if  he  thinks  he  has  any  legal  right 
in  the  matter,  let  him  take  the  steps  he 
may  think  competent  to  try  that  legal 
right.  It  is  not  for  mo  to  give  advice. 
These  are  only  suggestions  which  might 
have  occurred  to  me  if  I  had  been 
the  Leader  of  the  House ;  but  if  the 
Leader  of  the  House  does  not  find  him- 
self in  a  position  to  give  advice  of  that 
sort,  the  House  has  a  right  to  expect 
from  him  some  movement  in  support  of 
the  authority  of  the  Chair.  Last  year, 
as  I  am  reminded,  I  took  upon  myself 
the  responsibility  of  moving  the  com- 
mittal of  the  hon.  Member ;  but  on  the 
following  day  I  moved  his  release.  If 
it  were  necessary  to  take  the  same  step 
now,  I  should  do  precisely  the  some 
thing  to-morrow ;  but  I  do  not  con- 
sider myself  bound  to  take  upon  myself 
and  to  exercise  the  right  or  duty  which 
does  not,  I  conceive,  properly  belong 
to  an  independent  Member.  While  the 
Government  maintain  the  attitude  thej 
do  by  silence,  and  by  abstaining  from 
that  which  would  be  their  natural  csonne 
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of  action,  supporting  the  Chair,  I  do  not 
think  that  I  am  called  upon  to  relieve 
them  from  their  duty. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  presume  the 
House  would  wish  me  to  speak  again, 
although  I  have  already  spoken.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  now  stated  the 
grounds  upon  which  he  founds  his  action ; 
and  he  says  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Brad- 
lauffh  was  sanctioned  and  encouraged 
by  the  Government.  It  is  for  the  House 
to  decide  whether  that  charge  is  justified. 
How  stands  the  case  upon  which  he  has 
made  that  most  scandalous  charge  ?  He 
says  the  Leader  of  the  House  had  re- 
fused to  support  the  Chair.  The  Leader 
of  the  House  had  spoken  on  the  Motion, 
and  having  some  respect  for  the  Forms 
of  the  House,  he  did  not  think  it  his 
duty  to  rise  ac^ain.  In  consequence,  I 
begged  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  to  rise 
on  my  behalf  and  in  my  place,  and  re- 
quest the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
not  to  oppose  the  Motion  which  had  been 
made;  and  it  is  under  these  circum- 
stances that  I  am  charged  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  with  having  sanctioned 
Mr.  Bradlaueh's  action.  I  conceive 
that,  under  those  circumstances,  I  am 
justified  in  saving  that  nothing  could  be 
more  groundless  than  that  charge.  So 
far  as  I  understand  the  matter,  another 
charge  now  arises — namely,  that  the 
Motion  for  the  withdrawal  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  having  been  carried,  and  the 
Motion  not  having  been  obeyed,  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  appears  to  enter- 
tain the  opinion  that  it  is  my  duty  to  sug- 
gest the  mode  by  which  he  and  those 
who  have  voted  with  him  are  to  carry 
out  their  Motion.  I  will  not  take  any 
step  until  it  appears  to  me  that  I  can  do 
so  with  advantage  to  the  House.  Whe- 
ther I  am  wrong  or  not,  it  is  surely  an 
excess  beyond  the  bounds  of  reason  and 
fairness,  as  they  are  commonly  understood 
in  this  House,  to  say  that  because  I  do  not 
think  it  my  duty  to  find  the  means  and 
expedient  by  which  the  majority  may 
give  effect  to  their  Motion,  I  am  giving 
sanction  and  encouragement  to  the  con- 
duct of  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  I  give  no  such 
encouragement  or  sanction  to  his  con- 
duct, and  the  charge  is  utterly  ground- 
less. 

Mb.  J.  00 WEN  observed,  that  the 
House  found  itself  somewhat  in  a 
dilemma.  It  had  arrived  at  a  Eesolu- 
tion  which  neither  the  Leader  of  the 
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House  nor  of  the  Opposition  seemed  dis- 
posed to  carry  to  a  conclusion.  Under 
the  circumstances,  he  thought  the  House 
had  bettor  settle  the  matter.  A  night's 
consideration  might  soften  asperities 
and  clear  the  atmospliero.  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  had  been  ordered  to  withdraw, 
and  he  had  obeyed  the  Order — at  least, 
he  had  withdrawn  behind  the  Bar.  To- 
morrow, possibly,  some  means  might  be 
found  of  getting  out  of  the  difficulty. 
Under  any  circumstances,  he  thought  the 
prolongation  of  that  scene  did  not  tend 
to  the  dignity  of  the  House,  and,  as  the 
best  solution  of  an  unpleasant  dUemma, 
he  would  move  that  the  House  should 
adjourn. 
Mr.  RTLANDS  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(Mr,  Joseph  Cowen.) 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  regarded  the 
Motion  as  a  most  proper  one,  and  said, 
that  in  the  present  state  of  the  House, 
and  seeing  the  strife  and  confusion 
which  seemed  to  reign  in  the  policy  of 
the  Government,  he  thought  it  would  be 
well  that  not  only  the  House,  but  in  a 
special  degree  the  Government,  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  considering  the 
situation.  The  House  had  been  wit- 
nesses on  several  occasions  of  the  expul- 
sion of  hon.  Members.  In  those  expul- 
sions almost  uniformly  the  Head  of  the 
Gt)vemment  had  taken  an  active  and 
energetic,  if  not  a  distinguished,  part. 
It  was  true  that  on  those  occasions  the 
Gentlemen  whom  he  heli)ed  so  ener- 
getically to  expel  were  not  habitual  sup- 
gorters  of  his  policy.  He  (Mr.  O'DonneU) 
oped  that  among  the  questions  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  take 
into  consideration,  and  which  he  would 
be  able  to  expound  with  more  lucidity 
than  he  had  displayed  that  evening, 
would  bo  the  question  whether  or  not 
he  declined  to  have  anything  to  do  with 
the  repression  of  offences  against  the 
authority  of  the  House  when  committed 
by  supporters  of  the  Government,  and 
would  only  remember  that  he  was 
Leader  of  the  House  when  there  was  an 
opportunity  of  bringing  the  penalties  of 
the  House  on  the  heads  of  some  inde- 
pendent Member  or  a  frequent  oppo- 
nent of  his  policy.  He  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
had  heard  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
speak  with  emphasis  on  tho  necessity  of 
maintaining  tho  authority  of  tho  Hou«o 
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and  of  the  Ohair ;  aad  he  did  hope  that 
when  next  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
rose,  he  would  he  able  to  explain  the 
apparent  discrepancy  between  his  con- 
duct that  night  and  on  former  ooca- 
Bions. 

Mk.  ONSLOW  reminded  the  Head 
of  tho  Government  that  the  question  of 
the  majority  wae  over.  The  present 
question  had  been  unanimously  agreed 
upon — namely,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  should  withdraw  ;  and 
he  appealed  to  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site, what  was  the  use  of  an  adjourn- 
ment when  the  House  was  aereed  that 
the  hon.  Member  should  withdraw  ?  If 
the  House  adjourned  now  they  would 
be  in  exactly  the  same  position  when 
they  met  again,  because  the  Prime 
Minister  would  refuse  again  to  iaterfere. 
The  hon.  Member  would  have  been  told 
to  withdraw,  and  no  Hesolution  would 
be  before  the  House.  The  question 
was  not  one  of  a  majority — that  ques- 
tion was  over — and  when  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  been  ordered  to  withdraw  and 
had  refused  to  obey,  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Head  of  the  GoTernmeat,  in  order  to 
preserve  law  and  order  in  the  House,  to 
show  what  course  the  House  should  take 
in  order  to  restore  the  order  and  dignity 
of  the  House. 

Question  put,  and  agrttd  to, 

LOOAL  QOTEBlmKirT  FBOVTSION'AL  OBOERS 
( BEKWIOX -DPON-'rW KED ,  &0.)  BILL, 
On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbkut,  BiU  to  oonflnn 
certain  ProvMionttl  Orderi  of  tho  Local  Govem- 
ment  Board  rolating  to  the  Boroughs  of  Ber- 
^ck-upon-Tweed  and  Cheltenham,  the  Urhan 
Sanitary  District  of  Folkertone,  the  Rural 
Sanitary  District  of  the  Hendon  Union,  the 
Metropolis,  and  the  Local  Oavemment  Districts 
of  Bedruth,  Swinton,  and  Willington,  ordtrei 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr,  Hibbbst  and  Mr. 
DoDBOn. 

LOOAL  OOVSRimZirT   PBOVISIONAL  OBDKBS 

(POOR  law)   (no.    2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbebt,  Bill  to  confirm 

certain  Orders  of  the  Local  OoTomment  Board 

under  the  prorisionB  of  "  The  Divided  Pattahea 

aod  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act,  1876,"  as 
amended  and  extended  b>'  "  The  Poor  Law  Act, 
IB79,"  relating  t«  the  Farishcs  of  BromEigrove, 
Clainea,  Doddoahill,  Qrafton  Manor,  Hadsor, 
Hampton  Lovett,  Hanbiuy,  Hinlip,  In- Liber- 
ties, Palhama  jjandi,  tiaint  Andrew,  Saint 
Nidiolaa,  Saint  Peter,  SaJwarpe,  Swineshcad, 
Upton  Warren,  and  Wamdon,  ordrred  to  be 
broogbt  in  b;  Mr.  Hibbikt  and  Mr.  Dodson. 
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MINITTE8.3  —  Sbuct  Comnrm— Boon  »t 
Commons  (Accommodation),  appainUd. 

PRiTiTE  Bii.t^-Sefert  CeiKifiiWw— Cheshiw  Bttt 
Dirtricts  Compensation*,  Mr.  Hastiagl  dji- 
eharytd,  Mr,  Btory-Maskelyne  aAUd. 

PcHLTcBiLU — Stiolution  in  Oummitli* — Orrfmf 
—Firil  BiadiHf—Seer*  [li2]. 

Btiolution  [April  2fiJ  rtporttd—Ordtrtd—FiTtt 
StadiHf—JoiM  Office  Andit<ir  [Sopcraimni- 
tion)*  [140]. 

Ordered— Firtt  Stiding—Soinj  Fiaheries  (Soot- 
land)"  [Ul]. 

First  JleaJtRf— Local  Oovemment  ProTinDnil 
Orders  (Berwick-upon-Tweed,  &c.)"  [IM]; 
Local  Govemment  Provicional  Orfen  (Poor 
Law)  (No.  2)  •  [139]. 

Btamd  Stading —  Oaatii  Boards  [14],  deiiU 
atfjoamtd. 

PABLIAMENTABT  OATH  (MB. 
BEADLAUGH). 

Mb.  BBADIAIJGH  (advancing  to 
the  Table) :  I  am  here,  Sir,  to  take 
and  subscribe  the  Oath  required  by  Law 
on  my  return  as  duly  sleeted  Member 
for  Northampton.    [(Vi**  o/"Order!"] 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  with  reference  to 
this  matter,  that  the  House  having  al- 
ready ordered  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  with- 
draw, it  is  my  du^  to  see  that  the  Ordsr 
of  the  Houee  is  carried  out.  I  must 
therefore  call  upon  the  hon.  Member  to 
withdraw  below  the  Bar.  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  refuses  to  obey  that  Order, 
and  does  not  withdraw  below  the  Bar, 
he  must  be  removed  from  the  Table  bj 
the  Sergeant- at- Arms. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (amid  erUt  *f 
"Order!"  ani  "Withdraw!"):  Sir,  I 
most  respectfully  submit  that,  thougit 
the  House  has  the  right  to  vacate  my 
seat  or  to  expel  me,  the  House  has  no 
right  to  interfere  with  me  in  the  per- 
formance of  my  duty  as  a  duly  elected 
Member,  by  resorting  to  physical  fone. 
Therefore,  unless  compelled  by  {diysieal 
force,  I  cannot  withdraw, 

Mb.  speaker  :  Sergeant-at-Arms. 

The  Sergeant- at-Arms  came  to  ths 
Table. 

Mb.  speaker  :  You  will  r«mof« 
Mr.  Bntdlaasb  b^v  the  Bar. 
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Whereupon,  the  Sergeant  haying 
placed  his  hand  on  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  he 
was  conducted  below  the  Bar. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  Sir,  the  scene 
which  occurred  last  night  was  a  very  un- 
usual one,  and  the  House  will  not  desire 
that  it  should  be  renewed  ;  therefore,  I 
would  now  venture  to  ask  this  question 
of  the  Prime  Minister — wheUier  he 
will  give  facilities  to  enable  me  to 
introduce  a  Bill  upon  this  subject,  and 
which  was  printed  last  year,  but  not 
introduced  because  of  opposition  to  it  ? 
I  would  ask  whether  he  will  give  me 
facilities  for  introducing  such  a  Bill,  of 
course  on  the  understanding  that  pro- 
gress would  be  made  with  it,  and  the 
decision  of  the  House  taken  upon  it,  and 
daring  that  time  Mr.  Bradlaiigh  would 
not  interfere  in  any  manner  with  the 
Besolution  which  was  passed  last  night 
by  the  House  ?  [^"  No,  no ! "]  I  venture 
to  ask  this  question. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  sympathize. 
Sir,  to  the  full  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  in  his  desire  to  avoid  a 
repetition  of  the  scene  of  last  night.  To 
some  extent  it  appears  to  me.  Sir,  that 
your  decision  from  the  Chair,  carrying 
out  as  it  does,  and  giving  effect  to,  the 
Vote  of  last  night,  has  defended  the 
House  from  a  repetition  of  that  scene  in 
its  fulness.  Whether  that  defence  is 
Boffioient  is  another  matter,  upon  which 
I  will  not  now  enter.  I  also  feel  that 
the  difGlculty  of  those  who  object  to  the 
Besolution  which  they  think  debars  a 
duly-elected  Member  of  Parliament  from 
the  exercise  of  a  legal  right,  would  be 
Tery  greatly  mitigated  were  it  practicable 
for  any  Member  of  this  House  to  sug- 
gest or  to  g^ve  effect  to  any  alternative 
method  of  proceeding — were  it  possible, 
for  example,  to  devise  a  mode  whereby 
the  title  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  might  be 
brought  under  the  judgment  of  a  Court 
of  Law  ;  or  were  it  possible,  as  my  hon. 
Friend  has  just  asked,  to  enter  seriously 
upon  the  work  of  legislation.  But,  Sir, 
when  the  hon.  Member  asks  me  if  I  will 

S'lve  facilities  for  the  introduction  of  a 
ill  for  the  purpose  of  dealing  with  this 
case,  he  places  me  under  a  very  grave 
difficulty.  It  is  quite  true.  Sir,  that 
many  Members  from  Lreland  do  not  ap- 
pear to  have  considered,  from  the  course 
they  took  last  night,  that  they  were  in- 
volving the  House  in  embarrassments 
that  might—[CVtM  o/  "  Oh,  oh!''  and 
ehe§r$.'] — I  am  sorry  to   be  under  the 


necessity  of  recommencing  my  sentence . 
It  is  quite  true  that  many  Members  re- 
presenting Irish  constituencies  do  not 
appear  to  be  under  the  belief  that  the 
course  they  took  last  night  may  involve 
the  House  in  embarrassments  seriously 
obstructing  the  progress  of  Business  in 
which  they  feel  a  deep  interest.  I  think, 
however,  they  will  agree  with  me  that  I 
cannot  on  that  account  be  at  all  influenced 
in  my  view  as  to  the  urgency  of  the  Irish 
Business  now  before  the  House.  The 
question  put  to  me  by  the  senior  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
— and  put  in  so  proper  a  manner  and  so 
good  a  spirit — virtually  amounts  to  this. 
Am  I  prepared  to  do  one  of  two  things — 
am  I  prepared  to  ask  the  House  to  vote  a 
state  of  **  urgency"  for  Public  Business  ; 
am  I  prepared  to  give  facilities  for  the 
progress  of  a  particular  Bill?  I  will 
not  now  endeavour  to  explain  the  modes 
by  which,  as  far  as  I  can  see,  facilities 
might  be  g^ven,  or  at  what  cost ;  but  I 
am  not  at  the  present  moment,  in  the 
absence  of  any  assurance  as  to  the  dis- 
position of  the  House,  prepared  to  make 
a  request  to  that  effect  to  the  House. 
The  giving  of  the  facilities  asked  for 
really  means  the  postponement  of  the 
Irish  Land  Bill';  and  I  am  not,  Sir,  pre- 
pared to  postpone  that  Bill,  much  as  I 
feel  the  great  embarrassment  in  which 
the  House,  as  it  appears  to  me,  is  now 
placed  by  the  vote  of  last  night,  and 
eladly  as  I  would  do  anything  which 
lay  within  my  reasonable  discretion  for 
the  purpose  of  relieving,  not  myself,  but 
the  House,  from  its  present  position. 
Looking,  however,  to  the  gpravity  of  the 
issues  involved  in  the  Irish  Land  BiU 
and  the  condition  of  Ireland,  I  am  not 
prepared  to  give  up  either  of  the  two 
days  which  are  alone  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Government  for  the  conduct  of  their 
Business  and  for  the  progress  of  the 
Irish  Land  Bill.  I  am  sorry  to  say, 
therefore,  that  so  far  as  I  am  concerned, 
I  do  not  see  any  way  of  giving  facilities 
for  the  Bill  of  my  hon.  Friend,  if  it  is 
to  be  an  opposed  Bill.  The  question  is 
really  one  which  should  be  put  to  others 
rather  than  to  me.  [**  Hear,  hear!" 
and  **  No,  no  !  "]  I  mean  whether  the 
Bill  is  to  be  an  opposed  Bill.  ['*  Oh, 
oh  !  "  and  laughter.']  I  know  not  what 
is  gained  by  that  mode  of  meeting  an 
inquiry  ;  and,  if  the  House  will  permit 
me  to  say  so,  I  think  that  since  yesterday 
evening  at  9  o'clock  there  has  been  a 
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little  too  much  manifestation  of  that 
kind.  If  the  Bill  be  not  an  opposed 
Bill,  then,  undoubtedly,  the  question 
might  assume  a  different  aspect.  As 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  not  aware 
at  the  present  moment  of  the  mode  in 
which  it  is  proposed  to  proceed  with  it. 
All  I  can  say  is  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment would  be  greatly  disposed  to 
give  the  most  favourable  consideration 
and  to  waive  every  secondary  difficulty 
or  objection  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
moting a  solution  of  this  matter.  Sir,  as 
I  have  said,  the  question  whether  the  Bill 
is  to  be  opposed  is  one  for  others  rather 
than  for  me.  If  the  Bill  is  to  be  opposed 
and  discussed  with  a  continual  importa- 
tion of  the  invidious  topics  and  of  the 
heated  tempers  which  are  too  apt  to 
accompany  the  discussion  of  a  question 
of  this  kind,  then  I  regret  to  say  that  it 
is  not  within  my  power  to  give  the  facili- 
ties for  which  my  hon.  Friend  asks. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN :  Sir,  I  am 
sure  the  House  will  indulge  me  for  a 
few  moments  if  I  offer  one  word  of 
expostulation  with  the  Prime  Minister. 
He  has,  I  consider,  made  a  most  unkind 
attack  on  the  Irish  Members.  I  quite 
sympathize  with  the  spirit  of  the  remarks 
made  to  the  House  by  its  Leader ;  but  I 
assure  him  that  there  is  not  a  Member 
in  the  House  who  feels  the  necessity  of 
avoiding  irritation  and  levity  in  dealing 
with  the  grave  issues  before  it  more 
than  I  do;  but  I  do  complain  very 
strongly  that  he  has  singled  out  one,  and 
only  one,  section  of  this  House,  not  only 
to  cast  upon  it  special  blame,  but  shall  I 
say — did  he  mean  it  ? — to  lay  before  us 
almost  a  menace  with  regard  to  a  mea- 
sure of  the  greatest  importance  to  our 
country — the  Irish  Land  Bill — which  is 
now  before  Parliament.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  complained,  that  for  the 
sake  of  the  grand  material  benefits 
which  might  accrue  to  our  country  from 
the  measure  if  passed,  that  we  did  not 
play  fast-and-loose  with  our  consciences 
last  night. 

Mk.  SPEAKEE:  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that  the 
House  is  now  engaged  in  that  portion 
of  the  Business  of  the  House  which  re- 
lates to  Questions  put  to  Ministers  of 
the  Grown.  A  Question  has  been  put 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  to  the  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  answered  that  Question.    The 
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hon.  Member  is  not  now  putting  a  Quet' 
tion  to  any  Minister  of  the  Grown,  but 
he  is  entering  into  a  matter  of  argu- 
ment and  debate ;  and  he  is,  therefore, 
out  of  Order. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Perhaps,  Sir,  I 
may  be  allowed  to  say  that  nothing 
could  be  further  from  my  intention. 
\_A  laugh,']  '  I  think  that  that  is  a  most 
unusual  way  of  receiving  an  explanation. 
Nothing,  I  say,  was  further  from  my  in- 
tention than  to  make  an  attack  on  the 
Irish  Members  for  the  part  they  took  in 
the  proceedings  of  last  night;  and  so 
far  nrom  desiring  to  convev  to  them  a 
menace  not  to  proceed  with  the  Irish 
Land  Bill,  I  desired,  as  far  as  my  power 
of  expression  enabled  me,  to  convey  the 
contrary.  What  I  said  was  in  effect 
that  I  felt  that  the  part  taken  by  them 
could  not  in  the  slightest  degree  absolve 
me  from  my  duty  of  leaving  no  stone 
unturned  for  the  purpose  of  prosecuting 
that  Bill. 

Mr.  EYLANDS  :  I  wish,  Sir,  to  put 
a  question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Devon,  who  is,  I 
believe,  in  possession  of  the  Bill  intro- 
duced last  Session  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton,  and  which  is  simply 
to  give  Members  the  option  of  taking 
the  Oath  or  of  making  a  Declaration. 
[Crw»  of  "Order!"]  I  am  anxious 
simply  to  explain  the  terms  of  a  ques- 
tion which  I  am  about  to  put  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition.  [Renewed  eri$$  rf 
**  Order.""] 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  :  The  hon.  Membw, 
as  I  understand,  proposes  to  put  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Devon  a  question  with  referenoe 
to  a  Bill  which  is  not  before  the  House. 

An  hon.  Member  :  Which  has  not  yet 
been  brought  in. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Then  if  the  BiU,  in 
rogard  to  which  he  desires  to  put  s 
question,  is  not  rogularly  before  tiie 
House,  the  course  proposed  to  be  taken 
by  the  hon.  Member  is  still  moro  irre- 
gular. It  is  not  competent  to  put  the 
question  which  the  hon.  Member  pro- 
poses to  ask* 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  Sir,  in  order 
to  put  myself  strictly  within  the  Rolei 
of  the  House,  I  will  conclude  with  s 
Motion.  The  Bill  which  I  have  alresdj 
put  into  the  hands  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Deros 
was  introduced  by  me  last  year.  lioagkt 
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to  intaroduce  it  this  year,  but  I  have  been 
prevented  from  doing  so.  It  is,  in  the 
simplest  mode  possible,  to  give  every 
Gentleman — [*' Order!  "] — who  is  duly 
elected 

Mb.  GORST  :  I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish 
to  know  whether  the  hon.  Member  is  in 
Order,  on  a  Motion  for  adjournment,  in 
discussing  the  terms  of  a  Bill  which  is 
not  yet  in  the  possession  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  has  announced  his  in- 
tention of  concluding  with  a  Motion; 
and  I  am  bound  to  say  that  he  is  entitled 
to  proceed,  until,  in  the  course  of  his 
address  to  the  House,  he  may  make  use 
of  any  observations  which  are  out  of 
Order.  As  far  as  the  hon.  Member  has 
gone  at  present,  I  have  not  observed 
that  he  has  committed  any  breach  of 
Order. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE:  The  BiU  in 
question  will  give,  in  the  simplest  mode 

Sossible,  an  alternative  choice  to  any 
uly  elected  Member  of  affirming  or 
taking  the  Oath  of  Allegiance.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Devon  said  last  night  that  the 
proper  course  for  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  take 
after  the  Resolution  that  had  been 
passed  was  to  wait  outside  until  the 
House  had  legislated  on  the  matter.  I 
wish,  therefore,  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether,  in  the  face  of  that 
statement,  he  would  undertake  not  to 
place  any  impediment  in  the  way  of  the 
Bill  being  discussed — [CrtM  of  **  Or- 
der!"]— and  decide  upon  one  way  or 
other,  provided  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment gave  facilities  for  its  progress  ? 
lEenewed  cries  of  **  Order !  "] 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  now,  under  cover  of  a  Motion  for  ad- 
journment, proposing  to  put  a  question 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote) 
in  reference  to  a  Bill  which  is  not  before 
&e  House,  and  which  I  have  already 
stated  to  be  irregular.  It  is  not  made 
regular  by  the  Motion  for  adjournment. 
Mb.  LABOUCHERE :  Then,  Sir,  I 
will  only  venture  to  express  a  hope  that 
we  shall  hear  from  some  Gentleman 
exercising  authority  over  hon.  Mem- 
bers at  the  other  side  of  the  House 
that,  provided  these  facilities  are  given, 
an  expectation  may  be  entertained  that 
tiie  Bill  will  be  discussed  within  a  rea- 
sonable time,  in  order  that  a  vote  may 
be  tidcen  upon  it.    At  the  same  timoi  I 


would  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  fact  that  a  question  of  Privilege  can 
be  brought  forward  every  night.  ["  Oh, 
oh !  "]  It  is,  therefore,  obvious  that  the 
position  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  is  an  ex- 
ceedingly difficult  one.  As  was  stated 
last  night,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  rightly  or 
wrongly,  is  under  the  impression  that 
he  has  a  valid  right  to  tender  himself  at 
the  Table  to  take  the  Oath  from  the  fact 
of  his  having  been  duly  elected.  In  that 
view  he  has  been  duly  supported  not 
only  by  the  Legal  Advisers  of  the  Govern- 
ment, but  by  the  principal  Legal  Adviser 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  It  cannot, 
therefore,  be  eaid  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
entertains  a  wild  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject. For  my  part,  I  wish  to  avoid  the 
difficulties  that  have  been  raised ;  and  I 
propose,  most  respectfully  towards  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  that,  if  it  is  understood  that 
the  Bill  will  be  allowed  to  be  brought 
forward  and  a  vote  taken  upon  it  within 
a  reasonable  time,  my  hon.  Colleague 
will  not  till  that  is  done  come  forward 
again  to  the  Table ;  and  I  am  sure  that 
no  hon.  Gentleman  on  this  side  of  the 
House  will  exercise  his  right  of  brinmig 
the  matter  forward  as  a  matter  of  Pri- 
vilege. I  beg  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House. 

Mb.  RYLANDS  :  Sir,  I  beg  to  second 
that  Motion.  I  think  that,  as  a  matter 
of  convenience,  it  is  right  that  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House  should  be 
moved,  in  order  that  we  may  ascertain 
what  course  the  Front  Bench  on  the 
other  side  propose  to  take  with  regard 
to  the  difficult  question  before  us. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  has  begun  now  a  policy 
of  silence  and  of  **  masterly  inactivity ;  " 
but  he  cannot  get  rid  of  the  respon- 
sibility which  rests  upon  him  in  conse- 
quence of  having  induced  the  House  to 
pass  the  Resolution  of  last  night,  which 
placed  us  in  a  position  of  very  great 
difficulty.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  have  known,  when  he  moved  his 
Resolution,  what  course  he  intended  to 
take  if  it  were  carried.  I  take  it  for 
granted  that  he  had  reason  to  believe 
that  it  would  be  carried;  and  surely, 
with  his  experience,  he  ought  not  to  pro- 
pose a  Resolution  which  must  lead  to 
serious  consequences,  and  then  quietly 
sit  down  in  his  place  with  a  placid  coun- 
tenance, and  take  no  further  trouble  in 
the  matter.  It  is  impossible  for  him  to 
take  the  course  he  did  take,  without  at 
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the  same  time  undertaking  tlie  responsi- 
bility of  guiding  the  House  with  regard 
to  the  future  course  which  the  House 
may  have  to  take.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  take  the  first  step  last  night, 
in  moving  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should 
withdraw,  and  he  must  have  known  that 
there  was  one  other  Motion  which  must 
follow — namely,  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
having  disobeyed  the  Orders  of  the 
House,  should  be  committed  to  prison. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  shrinks 
from  taking  the  second  step.  I  remem- 
ber the  painful  position  m  which  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  placed  himself 
last  Session.  Having  induced  the  House 
to  fall  into  a  pitfall  in  this  same  matter, 
he  went  a  step  further  than  the  step  he 
ventured  to  take  in  a  trembling  manner 
last  night.  He  then  proposed  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  be  committed, 
and  that  was  the  logical  conclusion  of 
the  matter.  But  what  happened  ?  He 
came  down  to  the  House  next  day  in  a 
sort  of  white  sheet  of  repentance,  asking 
the  House  to  let  Mr.  Bradlaugh  out 
again.  I  am  surprised  that  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  having  had  the  humili- 
ating experience  of  last  Session,  should 
have  ventured  on  taking  the  step  he  did 
last  night,  unless  he  was  prepared  also  to 
take  the  subsequent  step.  I  hope  that 
the  Government  will  not  be  induced  to 
take  action  in  order  to  carry  out  the  policy 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Devon.  Believing,  as  the  Go- 
vernment do,  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  having 
been  duly  elected,  has  a  legal  right  to 
come  to  the  Table  of  the  House  and  to 
take  the  Oath,  I  trust  that  nothing  will 
induce  them  to  inflict  pains  and  penalties 
upon  him  because  he  seeks  to  perform 
his  duty  in  accordance  with  his  legal 
right.  Then,  if  the  Government  will 
not  do  it,  what  position  are  we  in  ?  Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  to  be  allowed  to  get  us  into  this 
position,  and  then  to  pursue  a  policy  of 
'*  masterly  inactivity  r  '*  If  the  majority 
of  the  House,  on  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  should  decide  to  com- 
mit Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  prison,  what  next  ? 
Would  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  he 
has  done  before,  move  for  his  release  ? 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  would  then  make  his 
appearance  again.  How  long  is  that 
to  go  on  ?  There  are  only  two  courses 
open  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  One 
is  to  commit  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  and  keep 
him  in  custody  as  a  public  scandal  and 
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disgrace  to  this  HouBe  during  the  Ses- 
sion. Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pre- 
pared to  do  that  ?  If  he  is  not,  the  only 
course  is  to  take  up  this  matter  as  sen- 
sible and  reasonable  men.  Do  you  want 
to  keep  but  of  the  House  of  Commons 
Atheists?  If  you  want  to  ostracize 
persons  who  do  not  believe  in  the  exist- 
ence of  a  God,  then  your  present  arrange- 
ments will  not  have  that  effect.  The 
only  alternative,  therefore,  is  that  we 
should  have  some  intimation  from  the 
other  side  whether  they  will  join  with 
the  Gx)vernment  in  passing  a  Bill  of 
Eelief.  If  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
North  Devon  gave  some  assurance  to 
that  effect,  the  whole  thinf^  might  be 
arranged  in  a  manner  satisfactory  both 
to  the  House  and  the  countiy. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  this  House  do  now  adjourn."— 
{Mr.  Labauchere.) 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  I 
am  sorry  to  interpose  at  this  particniar 
moment,  as  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newde- 
gate)  is  anxious  to  address  the  House ; 
but  I  feel  it  necessary  to  address  a  few 
words  to  the  House  in  answer  to  the 
appeal  which  has  been  so  directly  made 
to  me.  I  noticed  the  observation  of  the 
Prime  Minister  a  few  minutes  ago,  in 
which  he  said,  regrettingly,  that  theare 
had  been,  since  9  o'clock  last  night, 
much  more  heat  in  the  conduct  of  Busi- 
ness in  this  House  than  was  at  all  de- 
sirable. I  entirehr  agree  with  him  ia 
the  remark  ;  but  1  should  really  like  to 
ask  from  what  quarterthe  heat  hascome? 
I  do  not  think  that  either  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  last  night,  or  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands)  thii 
morning,  was  at  all  calculated  to  conduce 
to  the  frame  of  mind  in  which  we  ought 
to  approach  a  question  of  such  great 
gravity  as  that  now  before  us.  In  bring- 
ing this  matter  before  the  House,  I  wia 
also  to  say  that  last  night  I  endeavoured 
most  carefully  to  avoid  saying  anything 
of  an  excited  or  heating  character,  and 
the  Motion  which  I  made  was  entirely  in 
the  nature  of  a  defensive  ResolutioD; 
for  I  wished  to  defend  the  House  affainit 
a  particular  course  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaudi) 
proposed  to  take,  and  against  which  I 
thought  it  absolutely  neceaaary,  in  thi 
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interests  of  what  I  consider  reli^on  and 
decenoji  to  interpose  in  order  to  prevent 
an  oath,  or  the  form  of  an  oath,  being 
taken  in  a  manner  which  would  be  offen- 
sive to  those  who  regard  the  Oath  as 
bein^  something  solemn.  Beyond  that, 
I  did  not  propose  to  take  any  responsi- 
bility upon  myself.  At  the  same  time,  I 
am  aware  that,  in  taking  that  step,  I  in- 
curred a  certain  amount  of  responsibility, 
and  I  did  not  take  it  without  having  care- 
fully considered  the  responsibility  I  then 
assumed.  What  I  wish  to  say  with 
regard  to  this  whole  matter  is,  that  I 
consider  from  the  beginning  of  this 
transaction,  which  I  date  back  to  the  Srd 
May  last  year,  when  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber first  came  before  the  House  and 
asked  to  affirm,  the  House  has  been  left 
without  guidance  on  the  part  of  those 
who  we  might  expect  ought   to  have 

fuided  it.  When  I  say  that  the  House 
as  been  left  without  guidance,  I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  on  no  occasion  pro- 
posals were  made  by  the  Government. 
They  have  made  various  proposals ;  but 
I  must  say  that  the  proposals  made  have 
been  in  the  nature  of  suggestions  which, 
if  accepted,  would  have  had  the  effect  of 
shifting  from  their  own  shoulders  the 
responsibility  of  dealing,  or  proposing  to 
detu,  with  a  question  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance. They  referred  the  matter  to  a 
Committee,  and  upon  its  Keport  they 
induced  the  House  to  pass  a  Eesolution 
which  shifted  the  responsibility  on  a 
Court  of  Law ;  and  now  again,  having 
had  the  matter  so  clearly  before  them 
for  80  long  a  time  as  the  whole  of  last 
Session  and  since  the  commencement  of 
the  present  one,  they  are  still  without 
any  counsel  that  they  can  give  to  the 
House  if  we  refuse  to  accept  one  par- 
ticular proposal  which  is  made,  and 
which  conscientiously  we  cannot  and  will 
not  accept.  Without  entering  into  any 
other  question  whatever,  I  say  for  my- 
self, and  I  believe  I  speak  the  feeling  of 
a  very  large  body  of  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  we  will  not  tolerate 
any  proceeding,  if  we  can  prevent  it,  in 
whicn  we  shau  be  made  parties  to  the 
profanation  of  an  Oath.  There  then 
remain  two  questions  still  to  be  consi- 
dered. One  is — How  is  the  order  and 
decency  of  the  proceedings  of  this  House 
to  be  maintained?  The  other  is — In 
what  way  are  the  admitted  dif&culties 
raised  by  the  return  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber fbr  Northampton  to  be  dealt  with, 


as  to  the  mode  in  which  Gentlemen 
elected  to  sit  as  Members  should  be 
allowed  to  take  their  seats  ?  We  have 
a  right  to  have  these  two  questions 
separately  considered.  With  regard  to 
one  of  those — namely,  the  actual  solu- 
tion which  ought  to  be  sought  for  out  of 
the  difficulty;  that  is  a  matter  as  to 
which  we  ought  to  be,  in  the  first  place, 
informed  as  to  the  views  and  intentions 
of  the  Government,  who  should  also 
make  some  proposal  to  the  House  con- 
cerning it.  With  regard  to  the  other 
question — the  maintenance  of  order  and 
decency  in  the  House ;  I  must  say,  with 
still  more  confidence,  that,  in  my  view, 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Leader  of  the  House 
to  support  the  authority  of  the  Speaker, 
who  is  the  presiding  Officer  of  the 
House,  in  maintaining  the  Orders  of  the 
House.  I  have  acted  under  circumstances 
of  very  great  pressure,  and  in  the  absence 
of  any  readiness  to  act  on  the  part  of 
those  who  ought  to  have  acted,  in  order 
to  get  the  House  out  of  a  difficulty.  I 
think,  as  I  have  said,  that  proceedings 
of  this  kind  ought  to  be  initiated  by  the 
Leader  of  the  House,  for  it  is  not  be- 
coming that  such  proposals  should  come 
from  anyone  else ;  but  I  say,  also,  that, 
at  the  same  time,  I  am  always  willing 
to  make  any  proposals  where  it  is  abso- 
lutely shown  that  the  Leader  of  the 
House  declines  to  exercise  the  functions 
which  properly  belong  to  him.  But  I 
still  hope  that  if,  by  misfortune,  it  should 
become  necessary  to  take  any  steps  to 
vindicate  the  order  and  decency  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  House,  the  Govern- 
ment will  adopt  the  course  that  it  is 
proper  they  should  take.  In  answer  to 
the  appeal  which  has  been  addressed  to 
me  by  the  sitting  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere),  I  can  only 
say — although  I  do  not  admit  that  such 
a  question  ought  to  be  put  in  the  cir- 
cumstances, for  it  is  quite  irregular,  and 
quite  impossible  that  I  should  answer 
it — that  if  a  measure  of  the  kind  to 
which  he  alludes  is  introduced,  I  shall 
give  it  my  careful  consideration,  whe- 
ther it  be  introduced  by  the  Qrovem- 
ment  or  by  any  private  Member  of  the 
House.  But  I  object  entirely  to  the 
manner  in  which  that  proposal  is  made ; 
and,  whether  it  were  good  or  bad,  I 
could  take  no  notice  of  it,  if  it  were  in- 
troduced, as  was  hinted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere), in  the  nature  of  a  bargain.    The 
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bargain  into  which  he  proposes  we 
should  enter  is  that  we  should  under- 
take to  facilitate,  as  far  as  we  can,  the 
discussion  of  a  particular  measure  alter- 
ing the  forms  of  admission  to  this  House, 
on  condition  of  which  he  undertakes  that 
his  hon.  Colleague  will  abstain — from 
what?  From  disturbing  the  proceedings 
of  the  House.  That  is  a  bargain  into 
which,  from  my  view,  the  House  cannot 
consistently  enter ;  and,  in  saying  that,  I 
hope  I  may  say  also  that  I  trust  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  will  be  sufficiently  well  ad- 
vised to  abstain  from  anything  of  an 
indecorous  nature,  which  can  only  lead 
to  proceedings  of  a  kind  calculated  to 
bring  scandal  on  the  proceedings  of  this 
House.  I  cannot,  however,  anticipate 
that  he  will  undertake  to  interrupt  by 
indecorous  proceedings  the  Business  of 
the  House  further  than  he  has  felt  it 
necessary  to  do  in  order  distinctly  to 
raise  the  challenge  he  has  put  forward 
in  asserting  his  right  to  a  seat  in  the 
House.  Ho  has  asserted  his  claim,  and 
the  House  has  distinctly  pronounced  its 
resolution  to  adhere  to  its  decision  that 
he  cannot  be  permitted  to  take  the  Oath. 
I  admit  the  great  difficulty  and  the 
painful  nature  of  the  case,  and  I  am 
most  anxious  to  co-operate  in  any  way  I 
properly  can  to  conduct  it  to  a  satisfac- 
tory conclusion ;  but  I  cannot  assent  to 
a  solution  in  the  nature  of  a  bargain 
such  as  has  been  suggested  by  the  sit- 
ting Member  for  Northampton ;  and  I 
hope  that  we  may  be  spared  any  more 
of  the  excited  speeches  which  have  been 
spoken,  and  those  charges  which  have 
been  so  freely  bandied  about,  but  the 
imputing  of  which,  in  my  view,  is  both 
nn -Parliamentary  and  improper.  We 
have  acted  in  this  matter  from  a  sense 
of  duty.  We  have  regretted  exceedingly 
the  necessity  under  which  we  found  our- 
selves placed ;  but  by  that  action  I,  for 
one,  and  I  believe  many  others,  intend 
to  stand. 

Mr.  JOHN  HEIGHT :  I  would  like 
to  make  an  observation  or  two,  rather 
by  way  of  suggesting  a  course  that  the 
House  might  possibly  take,  and  I  do  it 
entirely  at  my  own  instance,  and  not 
after  any  consultation  with  my  right 
hon.  Friend  who  is  sitting  near  me  (Mr. 
Gladstone).  I  judge  from  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  last  night,  in  moving  his 
Resolution,  and  I  judge  more  cleany,  if 
possible,  from  what  he  has  said  now. 

Sir  Stafford  NorthcoU 


that  his  objection  to  the  admission  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  this  House  is  that  he 
objects  to  what  he  calls  the  profanation 
of  the  Oath  ;  I  judge,  also,  that  he  does 
not  object  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  becanse  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh's  opinions  npon  a  re- 
ligious question.  He  laments  those 
opinions,  as  I  trust  the  great  majority 
of  us  do;  but  what  he  objects  to  is 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  coming  here  and  going 
through  a  ceremony  which,  to  those 
who  think  it  necessary,  is,  no  donbt, 
one  of  great  solemnity,  but  which, 
under  the  circumstances,  can  have  no 
solemnity  for  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  That  is 
the  point.  Then,  if  that  difficulty  be 
got  rid  of,  as  it  clearly  would  be  got  rid 
of  if  Mr.  Bradlaugh  were  allowed  to 
affirm,  our  course  would  be  clear;  but 
he  cannot  affirm  by  reason  of  the  state 
of  law,  as  decided  recently  by  two 
Courts  of  Justice.  If  that  be  really 
the  case,  if  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit 
behind  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  hold 
his  opinions  do  not  go  beyond  that,  I 
think  that  our  mode  of  arriving  at  a 
settlement  of  this  question  must  be  ob- 
vious, and  that  its  attainment  need  not 
be  far  distant.  Because,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Friends  are  not 
resolved  to  keep  Mr.  Bradlaugh  out  of 
the  House  on  account  of  his  reh'gions 
opinions,  but  are  merely  resolved  that 
they  will  not  let  him  in  through  this 
door  of  the  Oath,  because  that  would 
be  a  profanation  of  a  ceremony  they 
hold  to  be  one  of  great  solemnity,  thsD, 
surely,  they  would  not  object  that  some 
other  door  might  be  opened  by  which 
he  might  be  admitted.  You  do  not 
propose  by  the  processes  you  are  now 
going  through  to  change  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh's  religious  convictions,  or  his  ab- 
sence of  religious  opinion.  You  do  not 
propose  to  convert  him  at  all ;  but  yon 
say  you  do  not  want,  on  account  of 
those  opinions,  to  keep  him  out.  We 
have  good  reason  to  know  that  there 
are  even  now  hon.  Members  of  this 
House,  and  that  there  have,  and 
will  be  hereafter,  men  whose  opi- 
nions would  not  differ  fVom  those  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  who  can  come  hers 
through  one  of  the  two  portals— either 
through  the  Oath,  or  through  affirming; 
therefore,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentlemsa 
has  fairly  and  honestly  expressed,  which 
I  do  not  doubt,  his  own  views,  and  if, 
as  Leader  of  the  Party,  the  views  ti 
the  200  Gentlemen  by  whom  he  wasfol- 
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lowed  last  niglit,  and  wto  agreed  with 
him,  then  surely  it  would  not  be  diffi- 
cult, by  the  general  consent  of  the 
House,  to  pass  a  very  simple  measure 
to  show — not  that  we  approve  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh's  opinions,  not  that  we  re- 
joice to  have  men  amongst  us  of  his  opi- 
nions, but  that  we  have  regard  to  the 
determination  of  the  constituencies  of 
the  country  with  regard  to  the  selection 
of  their  Members,  and  that  we  are 
anxious  to  interpose  no  improper  obsta- 
cle— no  obstacle  at  all,  indeed — to  their 
taking  their  seats  in  this  House  ;  and  if 
a  measure  of  the  nature  which  has  been 
indicated  by  the  sitting  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchero),  which 
would  give  to  all  Members  of  the  House 
who  come  to  the  Table  the  option  of 
taking  the  Oath,  or  making  a  Declara- 
tion such  as  the  one  as  I  am  permitted 
to  make  —  then  the  whole  question 
would  be  settled,  and  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  be  outraged  by  having  the 
Oath  made  what  they  call  a  farce  ;  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  would  not  be  debarred  on 
account  of  his  religious  opinions  in 
coming  into  the  House  where  religious 
disabilities  have  been  so  long  supposed 
to  have  been  abolished,  and  the  electors 
of  Northampton  would  be  fairly  repre- 
sented, according  to  the  choice  which 
they  made  at  their  recent  election. 
Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
that  the  House  gets  no  guidance  from 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter. How  is  it  possible  for  my  right 
hon.  Friend  to  g^ide  or  steer  in  a  directly 
opposite  course  to  that  which  he  wished 
to  travel  ?  How  is  it  possible  that  he 
can  induce  200  or  300  Gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House  to  approve  of 
a  policy,  and  to  give  their  votes  in 
favour  of  a  course,  which  they  are  bound 
to  condemn  ?  We  are  as  honest  in  the 
condemnation  of  your  course  as  you 
may  be  honest  in  the  condemnation  of 
ours.  But,  surely,  it  cannot  be  expected 
that  the  Leader  of  the  House,  overborne 
as  he  was  by  a  majority  last  night,  can 
be  expected  at  once,  with  enthusiasm, 
to  take  up  a  policy  he  condemns,  and  to 
insist  upon  a  course  the  end  of  which  he 
cannot  see?  The  fact  is,  the  course 
which  has  been  pursued  has  brought  the 
House  into  a  difficulty  that  the  wisest 
men  in  the  House,  whether  it  be  on  that 
side  of  the  House  or  this,  find  it  very 
irksome  to  decide  what  advice  should  be 
given.    But  it  is  found  to  be  a  matter  of 


extreme  difficulty  what  advice  should 
be  given.  I  could  have  advised  you 
last  night  how  to  keep  out  of  a  deep 
hole ;  but  if  you  have  plunged  into  it, 
I  find  it  very  difficult  to  tell  you  how  to 
get  out  of  it.  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  hardly  fair  when  he  says 
there  are  rather  urgent  expectations 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  should  give 
advice  and  strengthen  the  Party  oppo- 
site in  the  course  which  has  brought  us 
to  this  disaster,  and  which  may  lead  to 
even  greater  troubles.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  allow  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labou- 
chero) to  ask  him  a  question,  as  he  said 
it  was  impossible  to  answer  it;  but  I 
now  put  it  to  him  in  the  difficulty  in 
which  we  are  placed — and  he  has  as 
much  of  that  difficulty  on  his  shoulders 
as  any  man  man  in  the  House — that 
being  in  this  difficulty,  from  which  I 
see  no  way  of  extrication,  I  put  it  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he 
can,  on  behalf  of  his  Friends  and  him- 
self, give  any  expectation  that  a  general 
support  would  be  given,  or  that  there 
would  be  an  absence  of  opposition  to  a 
measure  so  simple  as  that  of  which 
I  have  indicated  ?  There  remains  the 
question  of  time,  to  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  referred,  and  especially 
with  reference  to  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Bill.  We  know  that  this  House 
can  be  the  worst  in  the  world  for 
getting  any  work  through ;  so,  at  the 
same  time,  we  know  there  is  no  other 
Body  in  the  world  that  can  get  through 
more  work  in  a  little  time,  if  there  be  a 
general  unanimity  to  get  the  work  done. 
I  have  no  doubt  whatever,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  accept  this  pro- 
position— which  is  made  in  all  serious- 
ness and  friendliness,  and  without  wish- 
ing to  condemn  anybody  for  anything 
that  has  been  done,  because  I  am  quite 
sure  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — that  is 
to  say,  the  bulk  of  them — are  as  per- 
fectly honest  in  the  course  they  have 
taken  as  I  am  in  the  course  which  I 
have  taken  ;  but  we  all  find  ourselves  in 
this  difficulty,  and  if  he  would  accept  it  I 
am  sure  that  it  would  give  intense  satis- 
faction ;  and  I  think  it  would  be  a  great 
advantage  to  the  House  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  bring  himself  to 
give  us  some  hope  or  expectation  that 
he  would  allow  us  to  escape  by  the 
door  which  I  have  endeavoured  to  open 
for  us. 
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Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBABD  asked  the  I 
House  to  look  calmly  at  the  circum- 
Btances  of  the  case.  If  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
had  come  down  to  the  House  without 
antecedents,  nobody  would  have  pre- 
vented him  taking  the  Oath  ;  but  he  had 
himself  created  his  disability.  He  had 
openly  said  that  the  Oath  which  he  was 
about  to  take  would  have  no  binding 
effect  upon  his  conscience — that  he  de- 
nied the  existence  of  the  God  whom  he 
invoked.  Could  any  man  patiently  en- 
dure to  hear  his  father  reviled  or  his 
Queen  insulted  ?  And  how  could  the 
Members  of  this  House  do  other  than 
resent  and  resist  indig^ties  offered  to 
their  Heavenly  Father  and  their  Eter- 
nal £jng  ?  The  English  mind  revolted 
against  such  conduct  as  that.  The 
Business  of  the  House  was  being  inter- 
rupted by  an  intruder.  The  proper 
course  would  be  to  remove  that  intruder 
by  force  if  he  resisted.  Where  was  the 
Minister  for  the  Home  Department  ? 
Had  he  not  got  a  large  body  of  police 
at  his  service  ?  And  of  what  use  were 
the  police,  or  the  officers  of  the  House, 
if  they  could  not  protect  the  House  from 
the  intrusion  of  people  who  liad  no 
business  there.  It  was  absurd  to  talk 
of  their  having  no  alternative  between 
admitting  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  and  having 
to  submit  to  disorder  at  his  hands.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  th«  Chair  was 
not  supported  last  night  as  he  ought  to 
have  been  by  the  Government  in  his 
endeavours  to  carry  out  the  Orders  of 
the  House  ;  and  it  was  now  the  duty  of 
the  House  to  see  that  the  Speaker's 
orders  were  obeyed. 

Me.  WALTEE  :  As  one  who  voted 
last  night  in  the  majority,  and  who 
would  do  so  again,  if  necessary,  any 
number  of  times,  I  wish  to  make  one  or 
two  observations  in  reference  to  the 
suggestion  that  has  been  thrown  out  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John 
Bright).  I  am  exceedingly  glad  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  addressed  the 
House  in  the  tone  he  adopted,  and  I 
hope  he  will  forgive  me  for  saying  that, 
in  my  opinion,  if  last  night  he  had 
made  the  speech  we  have  heard  this 
afternoon,  a  great  deal  of  the  heated 
temper  which  has  been  shown  in  this 
discussion  would  have  been  prevented. 
For  my  own  part,  I  have  never  enter- 
tained any  objection  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
making  an  Affirmation;  believing;  as  I 


did — until  my  mind  was  diBabtued  by 
the  decision  of  the  Courts  of  Law — that 
the  Affirmation  in  his  case  would  be 
valid.  I  believed,  also,  that  any  Affirma- 
tion he  might  make  would  be  a  full 
indication  of  his  sincerity  and  tniet- 
worthiness  as  a  Member  of  this  House. 
I  thought,  as  I  have  said,  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  might  be  allowed  to  enter 
this  House  by  the  portal  of  an  Affirma- 
tion; but  I  have  always  felt  that  he 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  enter  throuffh 
the  door  whose  passage  involved  the 
taking  of  an  Oath.  For  this  reason,  I 
could  not  sit  in  my  place  and  see  the 
hon.  Member  perform  the  solemn  act  of 
kissing  the  Bible  and  invoking  the  name 
of  the  Almighty  to  help  him,  when  I 
knew — and  it  is  idle  to  say  that  the 
House  has  not  official  cognizance  of  the 
fact — that  the  hon.  GenUeman  belongs 
to  a  sect  which  does  not  believe  in  the 
existence  of  God.  As  a  Member  of  thii 
House,  I  say  that  if  I  assented  to  and 
witnessed  the  taking  of  the  Oath  by  Ur. 
Bradlaugh,  I  should  have  my  share  in 
the  responsibility — I  do  not  scruple  to 
say  the  guilt — of  permitting  a  sacred 
rite  to  be  abused.  I  do  not,  as  I  have 
said,  object  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  taking  his 
seat ;  but  I  hold  that  he  should  do  so 
after  making  an  Affirmation  —  beyond 
that,  I  entirely  decline  to  go.  The  ques- 
tion is  one  of  conscience,  and  I  deny 
the  right  of  anyone  to  charge  those 
who  hold  the  views  I  do  with  either 
bigotry  or  intolerance.  I  think,  how- 
ever, the  House  would  do  well  to  at- 
tempt some  such  moderate  and  judicious 
solution  as  has  been  suggested  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  for  I  cannot 
admit  that,  in  my  view,  the  matter  is 
nearly  so  critical  as  it  has  been  repre- 
sen  ted  to  be 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  When  my  hon. 
Friend  who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Walter)  commenced  his  speech  by  stating 
that  he  was  about  to  offer  some  observa- 
tions in  reply  to  the  remarks  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John  Bright),  I  mn^ 
own  that  I  had  some  feelings  of  alarm ; 
but  I  experienced  a  feeling  of  reUef 
when,  as  he  proceeded,  I  found  that  my 
hon.  Friend,  although  he  earnestly  and 
strongly  supported  the  Beaolution  liit 
night,  was  one  of  those  who  agree  with 
the  proposal  of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
That  is  BO  much  to  our  gain,  and  all  that 
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is  desired  on  this  part  of  the  subject  is 
that  other  hon.  Members  should,  if  thej 
can,  act  in  a  similar  sense,  and  show 
that  many  of  those,  probably  the  bulk 
of  them — although  I  have  no  means  of 
knowing  the  fact — who  voted  in  the 
majority  last  night  are  prepared  to  ac- 
cept the  suggestion  of  my  right  hon. 
Fnend.  With  regard  to  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere),  what  I  wish  to  say  is 
that,  provided  there  was  a  general  dis- 
position on  the  part  of  the  House  to 
entertain  that  suggestion,  it  might  be 
possible  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  make  a  proposal  to  the  House  on  the 
subject — yet,  at  the  same  time,  not  inter- 
fering with  the  limited  duration  of  time 
which  we  can  give  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) BUI — a  proposal  to  test  the  feeling 
of  the  House  upon  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  by  the 
aid  of  one  or  more  Morning  Sittings  on 
Tuesdays  and  Fridays.  [*'  Oh,  oh!"] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  mock  at  that  sugges- 
tion— I  do  not  know  who  they  are,  but 
I  only  hope  they  are  prepared  with 
something  better  to  propose.  There- 
fore, my  first  object  is  to  come  forward 
and  frankly  recognize  the  speech  just 
heard.  The  simple  suggestion  I  would 
make  is  embodied  in  the  words — **  Sinortf 
hit  utere  mecutn,*^  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say  that  I  feel  no  scruple  whatever  in 
supporting  the  Order  of  the  House  and 
in  removing  the  difficulty  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite ;  but  I  will 
go  a  little  further  than  that,  and  say  with 
respect  to  the  difficulty  in  which  I  find 
myself,  that  it  would  be  entirely  re- 
moved if  the  House  was  about  seriously 
to  consider  the  proposed  piece  of  legisla- 
tion. As  to  the  notion  of  making  a 
bargain,  I  state  frankly,  and  wish  to 
state  it  broadly  and  plainly,  if  once  the 
House  is  ready  to  entertain  and  pass  its 
judgment  upon  the  proposal  of  the  sit- 
ting Member  for  Northampton,  it  is 
entitled  to  take  at  once  the  most  strin- 
gent measure  it  may  think  fit  to  adopt 
for  preventing  any  kind  of  interference 
with  the  order  of  its  Business ;  and  I  do 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  I  for  one  should 
be  perfectly  free  to  support,  or  even  to 
propose,  such  measures  if  they  became 
necessary.  I  have  now  done  all  that  it 
lies  in  my  power  to  do,  from  my  point  of 
view,  and  I  think  some  responsibility  is 
laid  ujpon  the  Members  of  the  majority 
last  mght  to  state  whether  they  are  pre- 


pared to  proceed  upon  such  a  basis  as 
that  I  have  indicated,  and  if  not  to  state 
upon  what  basis  they  are  prepared  to 
proceed.  Following  that,  I  am  bound 
to  refer  to  the  general  statement  which 
proceeded  from  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition. I  had  much  pleasure  in  admit- 
ting last  night  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's speech  on  the  Main  Question 
was  one  to  which  no  reasonable  man 
could  take  exception,  and  I  have  equal 
pleasure  in  making  the  same  observation 
in  regard  to  his  remarks  to-day.  I  do 
not  say  we  have  come  to  an  agreement ; 
but  we  have  made  some  approximation 
by  the  admission  of  certain  general  prin- 
ciples. It  has  been  said  that  we  should 
not  tempt  hon.  Members  to  play  fast  and 
loose  with  their  consciences,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated  that 
this  being  a  matter  of  conscience,  he  is 
bound  to  take  a  particular  course.  No- 
body is  more  willing  to  admit  the  truth 
of  that  proposition,  to  assert  it  more 
broadly,  or  adhere  to  it  more  tenaciously 
than  I  am.  I  am  glad  that  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  has  confessed  that  the 
question  is  a  great,  a  difficult,  and  a 
delicate  one.  But  if  it  be  a  great,  a 
difficult,  and  a  delicate  one,  can  we  not 

Sut  aside  all  manifestations  of  feeling  in 
iscussing  it,  all  language  that  may  tend 
to  complicate  it?  H  the  subject  is  one 
of  such  difficulty  and  delicacy,  surely 
the  debate  on  it  should  be  conducted 
with  careful  temper,  and  the  fullest  and 
fairest  hearing  should  be  accorded  to 
everybody.  In  such  a  case,  on  each 
side  of  the  House  there  should  be  a  dis- 
position to  recognize  the  nature  of  the 
difficulty  felt  by  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  I  entirely  concur  in  the  main 
defensive  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite,  in  which  he  says 
that  he  and    his  Friends  will  be  no 

farties  to  the  profanation  of  an  oath, 
entirely  concur  with  him  that  none  of 
us  ought  to  be  parties  to  such  a  pro- 
ceeding. But  here  we  come  to  a  point 
on  which  we  part  company.  Our  con- 
tention is,  that  by  permitting  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  to  take  the  Oath  without  our  inter- 
ference we  do  not  in  any  sense  make 
ourselves  parties  to  that  profanation. 
P*  Oh,  oh  I  "]  It  seems  that  even  now 
there  is  a  difficulty  in  restraining  mani- 
festations of  feeling  in  discussing  the 
question.  You  differ  from  me ;  but  it  is 
an  issue  with  regard  to  which  each  side 
can  give  credit  to  the  other  side  for  the 
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intef?rity  and  sincerity  of  their  motives. 
While,  however,  I  have  not  the   least 
objection  to  make  to  the  tone  of  the 
statements  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
so  temperately  made  last  evening  and 
to-day,  he  said  that  from  the  beginning 
the  Government  had  left  the  House  with- 
out guidance.    I  entirely  and  absolutely 
dispute  the  accuracy  of  that  statement. 
From  the  first  we  have  taken  a  firm 
stand    on    this    question.      When    the 
matter  originally  came  before  us  last 
year  we  took  the  line  of  advising  the 
House  to  send  it  before  a  Committee  in 
order  that  the  whole  subject  might  be 
investigated,  and  we  afterwards  took  the 
line  of  advising  the  House  not  to  inter- 
fere to   prevent  Mr.    Bradlaugh   from 
taking  the   Oath.     This  year  we  have 
taken  the  same  course,  and  we  again 
advised  the  House  not   to  interfere  in 
the  matter.     Is  not  that  guiding,  or  at- 
tempting to  ^uide,  the   House  on  the 
subject?     Did  we   not,  in  taking  that 
course,  attempt  to  recommend  a  distinct 
course  to  the  House  ?    What  can  Her 
Majesty's    Government,   what  can  the 
Leader  of  the  House,  do    more    than 
recommend  the  adoption  of  a  particular 
course  of  action — one  which,  in  their  opi- 
nion, is  in  accordance  with  prudence  and 
duty,  and  to  many  of  us   even   abso- 
lute legality?    Surely,  that  is  a  suffi- 
cient answer  to  the    charge  that  has 
been   brought   against    Her    Majesty's 
Government   that    they  have  left  the 
House  without  guidance  in  this  matter. 
I   should   now  wish    to  address  a  few 
words  to  the  House  on  the  subject  of 
the  duty  of  the  Leader  of  this  House  on 
such  an  occasion  as  the  present,  and  I 
will  endeavour  to  do  so  in  a  spirit  and 
a  temper  to  which  no  one  can  object. 
As  I  understand  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  it  appears  to  be  his  con- 
tention that  when   once  a  Hesolution 
has  been  passed  by  a  majority  of  this 
House,   it    becomes    the    duty  of   the 
Leader  of  the   House,   whatever  may 
be  his  opinion  as  to  the  legality  of  the 
particular   Eesolution,   to   propose  the 
measures  necessary  to    give    effect  to 
that  Eesolution.     If  that  be  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman's    contention,    I    am 
bound  to  say  that  I  entirely  differ  from 
it.      I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  no 
such  duty  as  is  suggested  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  imposed  upon  the 
Leader  of  this  House,  either  by  law,  or 
Iby  Parliamentary  usage.    I  have  in  my 
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mind  a  midtitude  of  instances  in  which 
the  Leaders  of  this  House  and  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day  have  declined  to 
adopt  measures  to  give  effect  to  Eeao- 
lutions  of  this  House  relating  to  matters 
of  mere  policy  of  which   they  disap- 
proved.  But  the  question  before  us  now 
is  not  one  of  policy ;  and  I  agree  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  and 
with  others  who  sit  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  that  the  question  now  raised  is 
higher  than  one  of  mere  policy  with 
them,  and  it  is  also  one  far  higher  thaa 
one  of  mere  policy  with   ns.      If,  on 
their  side,  they  do  not  wish  to  be  par- 
ties to  the  profanation  of  an   oath,  how 
can  they  ask  me  to  be  a  party  to  mea- 
sures to  give  effect  to  and  to  undertake 
to  be  their  g^ide  and  adviser  in  cany- 
ing  out  a  Eesolution  to  which  I  am  op- 
posed, and  against  which  I  have  warned 
the  House  on  every  ground  of  compe- 
tency and  prudence — a  Eesolution  which 
I  believe  will  debar  a  subject  of  Her 
Majesty,  duly  elected  and  duly  returned 
to  this  House,  from  the  exercise  of  his 
legal  right?     Looking  at  the  matter 
from  the  false  point  of  view  of  hon. 
Members  opposite,  I  think  that  they 
are  right  and  consistent  in  what  they 
have  done,  and  that  they  have  no  choice 
but  to  go  forward  in  the  course  they 
have  entered  upon;    but,   holding  the 
opinion  I  do,  the  same  thing  is  not  so 
with  me ;  and  if  I  consider  the  Eesolu- 
tion to  be  a  Eesolution  to  debar  a  duly 
elected  Member  of  this  House  from  per- 
forming the  acts  necessary  to  enable  him 
to  fulfil  his  duties  to  his  constituents, 
am  I  not  under  a  similar  compulsion, 
and  would  it  not  be  a  violation  of  duty 
on  my  part,  would  it  not  be  the  grossest 
inconsistency,  to  recommend    measurss 
for  the  House  to  give  effect  to  the  Re- 
solution ?  Then,  it  is  asked  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — Do  I  intend 
to  support  the  authority  of  the  Chair  f 
I  entirely  agree  with   the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  that  I  ought  to  sup- 
port the  authority  of  the  Chair,  and  I 
place  no  limit  to  the  doctrine  that  the 
Chair  should  be  supported  on  all  occa- 
sions.     But  what    IS    supporting  the 
authority  of  the  Chair?     I  apprahend 
that  supporting  the  authority  of  the 
Chair  means  sustaining  the  Speaker  by 
every  means  in  our  power  ia  the  exer- 
cise of  the  authority  which  the  House 
has  committed  to  his  hands.    The  con- 
tention of  the  right  hofr.  Qenttonanj 
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however,  goes  far  beyond  that,  and  he 
now  calls  upon  us  to  take  the  initiative 
in  granting  fresh  powers  to  the  Speaker. 
This  is  not  a  question  of  supporting  the 
authority  of  the  Chair  in  the  exercise  of 
the  authority  committed  to  the  Speaker, 
because  as  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  pointed 
out  last  night,  your  power  in  the  matter 
was  exhausted,  and  you  said  that  you 
must  refer  to  the  House  for  fresh  in- 
structions. It  was  not,  therefore,  a 
question  of  supporting  you  in  the  exer- 
cise of  the  authority  that  you  already 
possessed,  but  of  giving  you  fresh  autho- 
rity, and  of  who  should  propose  to  give 
you  that  authority,  that  we  had  to  de- 
termine. As  to  the  Motion  of  support- 
ing the  authority  of  the  Chair,  I  accede 
in  the  fullest  manner  to  the  doctrine 
that  may  be  laid  down  respecting  that ; 
but  it  is  difiPerent  with  Motions  that  are 
for  creating  fresh  powers,  and  respect- 
ing which  I,  as  Leader  of  the  House,  re- 
commended a  different  course.  In  these 
circumstances,  therefore,  I  must  say  that 
the  initiative  in  giving  you  fresh  power 
to  ffive  effect  to  the  Resolution  lay,  not 
wiui  the  Leader  of  the  House,  who  dis- 
approved of  the  Besolution,  but  with 
the  Leaders  of  the  majority  who  last 
night  approved  of  that  Eesolution,  and 
oarried  it  against  the  advice  of  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment.  Sometimes  the 
question  arises  to  my  mind  whether  or 
not  it  is  a  question  of  legality.  But 
I  see  distinctly,  and  when  the  Leader 
of  the  House  distinctly  sees  in  the 
course  that  has  been  taken  a  prejudice 
to  legal  right,  surely  it  is  strange  that 
he  should  be  thought  the  proper  person 
to  devise  means  to  give  effect  to  a  Eeso- 
lation  to  which  he  has  so  strongly  ob- 
jected. Having  said  that,  I  hope  not 
o£Een8ively,  and  without  having  at- 
tempted to  infringe  upon  or  restrict 
the  rights  of  others  which  we  claim  for 
ouraelves,  I  may  further  say  that  I  will 
make  this  admission — it  is  not  my  part, 
and  it  would  be  an  offence  to  offer  need- 
less and  obstructive  opposition.  Last 
night  we  began  and  prevented  a  divi- 
sion on  the  Main  Question,  and  we  then 
went  on  by  endeavouring  to  prevent  a 
division  on  the  Question  that  arose  in 
the  subsequent  discussion,  and  we  shall 
continue  to  act  in  that  spirit.  Although, 
in  cases  of  necessity,  if  1  saw  my  oppor- 
tunity, I  might  desire  to  give  practical 
effiBct  to  that  opinion,  yet  I  fully  agree, 
on  the  other  hand,  it  would  be  an  un- 


worthy course,  or  an  undignified  course, 
for  me  to  endeavour  to  defeat  that  Ee- 
solution by  obstructing  the  natural  and 
consistent  measures  which  might  be  pro* 
posed,  though  we  do  not  feel  called  upon 
to  take  the  initiative  in  carrying  it  into 
effect.  We  shall  do  nothing  calculated 
indirectly  to  defeat  that  Eesolution,  and 
we  are  prepared  to  give  fair  and  favour- 
able consideration  to  any  proposals  for 
carrying  it  into  effect.  I  trust  that  there 
will  be  no  misunderstanding  as  to  what 
I  have  said  on  this  point.  I  am  under 
the  impression  I  cannot  see  my  way, 
even  were  the  expectations  of  this  House 
much  more  definite  and  of  a  more  dis- 
tinct character  than  I  believe  them  to 
be — I  cannot  see  my  way  to  be  the 
author  of  a  policy  and  take  the  initi- 
ative of  a  Motion  which  is  to  prevent  the 
exercise  of  a  legal  right.  I  must  con- 
clude, as  I  began,  by  remarking  that, 
as  no  proposition  of  a  really  remedial 
character  has  been  proposed  on  this 
subject  except  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster,  I  hope  that  his  suggestion 
will  be  accepted  in  a  reasonable  and  in 
a  favourable  manner.  After  all,  no 
merely  defensive  measures*  which  we 
may  take  against  Mr.  Bradlaugh  will 
ever  settle  this  question;  and,  although 
I  can  assure  hon.  Members  opposite 
that  I  regard  those  measures  in  no 
carping  spirit,  still  I  hope  that  we  may 
arrive  at  some  method  of  bringing  this 
controversy  to  an  immediate  issue.  It 
is  something  of  a  more  positive  charac- 
ter which  you  must  have.  Some  hon. 
Gentlemen  say  that  persons  not  believ- 
ing in  the  existence  of  a  God  ought  not 
to  sit  in  this  House.  I  recognize  that 
as  an  opinion  upon  which  hon.  Gentle- 
men have  a  right  to  obtain  the  judg- 
ment of  the  House.  But  do  let  us  en- 
deavour to  arrive  at  some  method  of 
carrying  on  this  controversy  to  a  legiti- 
mate issue ;  because,  depend  upon  it, 
whatever  we  may  say  as  to  the  duties 
of  the  Leader  of  the  House  or  of  the 
Opposition,  however  one  may  cast  the 
blame  one  way  or  the  other,  the  correct 
judgment  of  the  public  will  be  governed 
by  a  disposition  not  to  enter  into  the 
miuutiee  of  the  matter,  but,  I  am  afraid, 
will  pass  some  disparaging  sentence  on 
the  entire  proceedings  and  upon  the 
entire  body  of  the  House  for  having 
got  ourselves  into  a  position  of  diffi- 
culty, and  then,  instead  of  welcoming 
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any  practical  proposal  for  extricating 
ourselves  from  it,  naving  found  no  bet- 
ter expedient  in  the  circumstances  than 
the  miserable  one  of  resorting  to  mutual 
recriminations. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  it  was 
Mr.  Bradlaugh's  avowed  intention  to 
compel  the  House  either  to  allow  him  to 
take  the  Oath,  or  to  commit  him  to  cus- 
tody. He  held  in  his  hand  a  copy  of 
The  National  Reformer^  which  contained 
the  last  speech  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  de- 
livered by  him  before  he  came  to  the 
Table  to  be  sworn,  in  which  he  said — 

"  I  should  be  unworthy  of  tho  constituency 
which  has  elected  me — I  should  be  unworthy  of 
the  confidence  which  tho  people  have  placed  in 
me,  if  I  did  not  take  my  scat.  I  shall  go  to 
the  Table  of  the  House  and  ask  to  be  allowed  to 
take  the  Oath.  If  my  right  to  take  my  scat  is 
discussed,  I  must  of  course  withdraw,  while  the 
subject  is  under  debate  ;  but  except  for  that 
purpose  I  shall  not  leave  the  Table  except  for 
my  seat — I  shall  not  leave  the  Table  except  to 
take  my  seat,  unless  the  House  thinks  it  right 
to  exercise  its  power,  which  it  undoubtedly  has, 
of  committing  me  to  gaol.". 

He  (Mr.  Newdeeate)  wished  to  place 
those  statements  before  the  House,  be- 
cause he  had  very  recent  information 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  regarded  them  as 
constituting  a  pledge  to  his  constituency. 
Therefore,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  came  to  the 
House  with  the  avowed  object  of  defying 
the  authority  of  the  Speaker.  In  the 
event,  therefore,  of  there  being  any  hesi- 
tation shown  by  the  Leaders  of  the  House 
on  either  side,  to  move  that  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh be  given  into  custody,  he  should 
himself,  in  the  event  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
continuing  to  set  the  Speaker's  authority 
at  defiance,  make  that  Motion.  He  de- 
sired to  say  a  word  or  two  on  the  subject 
of  the  duty  of  the  Leader  of  that  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  might  have  objected  to  the 
course  which  the  House  adopted  in  1 880, 
and  also  last  night,  on  both  of  which 
occasions  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
presented the  minority.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  said,  practically,  that 
unless  ho  had  a  perpetual  majority,  he 
had  a  riglit  to  abdicate  liis  functions  as 
Leader  of  the  House  for  the  preservation 
of  its  order  and  dignity,  and  that  when- 
ever a  Hesolution  was  passed  that  he  did 
not  approve  of,  no  one  had  a  right  to 
call  upon  him  to  support  the  authority 
of  the  Chair.  In  the  whole  course  of  his 
(Mr.  Newdegate's)  long  experience  in 
I^arliament  he  had  never  before  heard 
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any  Leader  of  the  House  assume  to  him- 
self such  a  position.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  thrown  the  duty  upoa 
the  House  of  having,  when  its  nominal 
Leader  abdicated  his  functions,  to  take 
steps  for  maintaining  its  own  order  and 
dignity.  He  had  known  Prime  Ministert 
resign;  but  he  had  never  known  them, 
while  they  remained  in  Office,  abandon 
their  duty  of  supporting  the  authority.of 
the  Chair.  He  regpretted  that  after  hii 
long  political  career  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman should  refuse  to  exercise  his 
functions  as  Leader  of  that  House,  except 
upon  the  condition  of  his  being  supported 
by  an  abject  majority.  If  such  were  the 
case,  the  right  non.  Gentleman  desired 
to  assume  the  position  of  the  infallible 
Pope  of  that  House.  He  sincerely 
trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  set  so  bad  an  example  to  those 
who  were  to  follow  him. 

Mr.  NORWOOD,  in  explaining  thathe 
had  felt  bound  to  support  the  lieader  of 
the  Opposition  on  this  question  last  night 
as  a  matter  of  conscience,  fully  endoraed 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter),  who  had 
stated  in  a  clear  and  forcible  manner  the 
motives  which   had  induced  him   and 
others  on  that  side  of  the  House  to  take 
that  course.     He   had  a    strong   con- 
scientious scruple  that  he  should  have 
been  a  party  to  a  profanation  had  he 
assented  in  any  shape  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
taking  the  Oatn,  in  the  sanctity  of  which 
that  Gentleman  did  not  believe.   Having 
said  that,  however,  he  must  add  that  he 
had  no  objection  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  being 
admitted  to  the  House  through  a  fair  ana 
open  portal  that  should  be  provided  for 
him  and  for  others  in  his  position.  In  hii 
opinion,  the  course  which  the  Goveni- 
ment  should  have  taken  last  yearwu 
to  have  brought  in  a  Bill  to  meet  the 
case  of  those  who  had  a  conscientioiu 
objection  to  take  an  oath,  and  thus  have 
saved  the  House  from  the  difficulty  in 
which  it  was  now  placed.  He  had  spokfla 
on  this  subject  to  hon.  Members  on  thit 
side  of  the  House  who  had  abstained 
from  voting  last  night,  and  he  was  satis- 
fied that  they  would  hail  with  pleasure 
any  solution  of  the  difficulty  such  as  that 
which  had  been  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster.     He  must  agsii 
thank  the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire 
for  having  so  ably  vindicated  the  wsh 
tives  of  hon.  Members  on  that  aids  of 
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the  House  in  taking  a  course  which  was 
opposed  to  the  view  of  the  Goyemment 
on  this  question. 

Me.   CHAPLIN  remarked,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the   Prime  Mi- 
nister had  said  that  he   had  carefully 
examined  the  position    in   which    the 
Members  of  the  Opposition  were  placed ; 
but,    with    all    respect    for    the    opi- 
nion of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemau,  he 
thought    that    he    was     mistaken     in 
the  view  of  that  position  which  would 
be  taken  by  the  public.      No  one  on 
tiiat  side  of  the  House  asked,  wished, 
or  expected  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would    adopt  their    policy.     The 
question  of  policy  was  determined  by 
the  vote  of  the  House  last  night ;  but 
what  they  did  desire    and  expect  was 
that,  the  question  of  policy  having  been 
determined,  tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
as  the  Leader  of  the  House,  would  have 
maintained  the  authority  of  the  Chair. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  admitted 
that  it   was  his  duty  to   support  the 
authority  of  the  Chair.     But  how  did 
he  propose  to  support  it  ?    By  remain- 
ing in  his  seat  when  it  was  defied  and 
set  at  naught  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton.      When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
Tose  last  night  and  appealed  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister,  and 
asked  him  whether  he  meant  to  vindicate 
the  authority  of  the  Chair  or  not,  the 
latter  remained  silent  in  his  place.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  master  of 
araument,  sophistry,  and  of  what  he 
oafied  minutisB;   but  he  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
thought  that  in  this  case  the  public  would 
disregard  minutiae,  and,  in  judging  of 
tlie  matter,  would  look  at  the  broad  fact 
that  the  authority  of  the  Chair  had  been 
openly  defied,  and  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
nuter, while  the  Leader  of  the  House, 
had  declined  to  exercise  his  duty  and  to 
Tindicate  that  authority,  merely  because 
he  did  not  happen  to  agree  with  a  Eeso- 
lation  of  the  House  which  had  been 
carried  by  an  ample  majority.     This  was 
the  M^e  of  bargains.     The  hon.  Member 
for  I^rthampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  had 
proposed  a  bargain  between  the  House 
and  Mr.  Bradlaugh;  and  now  another 
barg^n  was  offered  to  the  House  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the    Duchy  of   Lancaster    (Mr.    John 
Bright),  by  which  he  undertook,  in  the 
event  of  iJl  parties  an'ceing  to  accept 
a  certain  Billi  to  introduce  the  measure 


immediately.  [Mr.  John  Bright  :  I 
never  said  any  such  thing.]  Then,  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  mean 
that,  what  did  he  mean?  He  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  hoped  that  no  one  on  that  side 
of  the  House  would  be  so  unwise  as  to 
commit  themselves  to  the  acceptance  of 
a  measure  which  they  had  not  yet  even 
seen.  Personally,  he  had  no  objection 
to  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  During  the  time  that 
Gentleman  had  occupied  a  seat  in  that 
House  he  had  acted  with  ability  and 
with  g^eat  moderation,  and  into  his 
private  belief  it  certainly  did  not  come 
within  the  province  of  that  House  to 
inquire.  The  House,  however,  could 
not  shut  their  eyes  to  the  fact  that  it 
stood  upon  their  records  that  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh had  openly  avowed  that  an  oath 
would  have  no  binding  effect  upon  his 
conscience.  That  House  professed,  at 
all  events  for  the  present,  to  be  a  re- 
ligious Assembly.  They  commenced  their 
proceedings  each  day  with  prayer,  and 
invoked  the  aid  of  the  Supreme  Being 
to  g^ide  them  in  their  labours.  In  these 
circumstances,  therefore,  they  ought  not 
to  be  taunted  with  bigotry  because  they 
declined  to  sit  by  while  the  Oath  was 
profaned.  What  was  to  be  the  nature 
of  the  proposed  Bill  ?  As  far  as  he  could 
understand,  it  would  simply  enable  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  to  take  his  seat,  and  if  so,  it 
was  opposed  to  the  Besolution  passed 
last  evening.  He  certainly  declined  at 
present  to  pronounce  any  opinion  in  re- 
ference to  such  a  measure.  This  was  a 
very  grave  matter ;  and  as  long  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter held  the  position  he  now  occupied  he 
certainly  ought  to  vindicate  the  dignity 
of  the  Chair  whenever  it  was  assailed. 

Mr.  WHITBEEAD  thought  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
had  thrown  some  light  on  the  ultimate 
solution  of  this  difficulty.  In  the  course 
of  the  debate  on  this  subject  last  year, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh's  right  to  affirm  was 
contested  on  purely  legal  grounds,  and 
it  was  said  that  the  remedy  lay  in  special 
legislation.  Unless,  therefore,  it  was  de- 
sired to  maintain  the  Oath  as  a  religious 
test,  he  failed  to  see  what  evil  conse- 
quences could  result  from  adopting  the 
practical  suggestion  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  had  said 
tliat  if  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  come  up  in 
the  ordinary  course  of  things  in  the 
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whole  tone  and  temper  of  that  speech, 
the  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
as  Leader  of  the  House,  so  far  as  that 
speech  referred  to  the  Order  and  dignity 
and  decency  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
House,  was  in  derogation  of  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  drew  a  broad  dis- 
'tmction  between  a  question  of  policy 
and  a  question  of  Order.  What  they  were 
discussing  in  the  early  hours  of  this 
morning,  and  what  they  were  discussing 
now,  was  a  question  of  the  Order  and 
dignity  and  decency  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  House,  and  not  of  policy.  When 
his  right  hon.  Friend  spoke  early  this 
morning  as  to  the  duty  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  Leader  of  the  House 
to  maintain  the  dignity  and  Bules  of 
the  House,  his  right  hon.  Friend  was 
Toferring  to  a  proposal  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  party,  and 
to  which  he  had  g^ven  his  own  ad- 
herence. The  question  was  put  that 
II  r.  Bradlaugh  he  ordered  to  withdraw, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
assented  to  that  Motion.  And  then  it 
was  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  Leader  of 
the  House,  to  maintain  the  Order  and 
dignity  of  their  proceedings.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  declined  to  do  so ;  and. 
therefore,  while  he  raised  no  objection 
against  the  general  principle  laid  down 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  said 
that  it  was  wide  of  the  mark  in  this 
particular  instance,  and  that  the  con- 
demnation passed  by  his  ris^ht  hon. 
Friend  on  the  conduct  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  Leader  of  the  House 
remained  intact  and  unimpaired. 

Mb.  AETHUE  ARNOLD  acknow- 
ledged the  moderate  tone  in  which  hon. 
Members  opposite  had  expressed  their 
views,  and  admitted  that  it  would  be  un- 
becoming on  his  part,  and  especially  in 
their  absence,  to  instruct  them  how  to 
proceed  in  a  matter  of  so  much  difficulty 
and  delicacy.  The  noble  Lord  who  had 
just  addressed  the  House  appeared  to 
fall  into  a  considerable  error.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  North  Devon  dis- 
claimed the  intention  of  imposing  any 
religioiM  test ;  but  the  noble  Lord,  in 
the  speech  he  had  just  made,  distinctly 
proclaimed  his  intention  of  retaining  the 
Oath  as  a  religious  test.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers on  that  (the  Liberal)  side  of  the 
House  bdiieved  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had 
a  legal  right  to  take  the  Oath  at  the 
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Table ;  but  they  denied  that  they  were 
in  any  degree  parties  to  the  position 
in  which  the  House  was  now  placed. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate),  who 
was  always  courageous,  logical,  and 
consistent,  pledged  himself,  if  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh presented  himself  at  the  Table 
again  and  again,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
held  it  his  duty  to  do,  that  he  would 
move  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  committal  to 
prison.  Now,  that  was  a  perfectly  logi- 
cal and  consistent  course.  It  was  the 
course  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  North  Devon  last  year ;  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  followed  the 
same  line  of  consistency,  it  was  the 
course  he  would  have  taken  on  this 
occasion.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  North  Leicestershire  (Lord  John 
Manners)  accused  the  Prime  Minister 
of  declining  to  assist  in  maintaining  and 
supporting  the  authority  of  the  Chair. 
The  Prime  Minister  did,  in  the  most 
conspicuous  manner,  all  that  it  was 
possible  for  him  to  do  to  support  the 
authority  of  the  Chair.  When  a  Motion 
was  made  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  with- 
draw, the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  John  Bright)  at  once  rose 
and  deprecated  any  opposition  to  that 
Motion  from  the  Liberal  Benches  ;  and 
the  authority  of  the  Chair  was  supported 
without  a  single  dissentient  voice.  The 
transaction  was  then  concluded  on  the 
removal  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  and  so  was 
concluded,  completely  and  entirely,  the 
question  of  the  authority  of  the  Chair. 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  not  after  that  Mo- 
tion contumacious.  At  this  moment  he 
was  not  acting  in  any  degree  contu- 
maciously, and  there  was  no  question 
of  his  contumacy  before  the  House. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  had  now,  with  his  usual 
consistency  and  courage,  intimated  that 
he  was  prepared  to  bring  forward  what 
he  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold)  believed  would 
be  the  solution  of  the  question.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  told  the  House — and 
he  was  a  man  who  never  deviated  from 
his  word — that  ho  would  move  the  com- 
mittal of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  prison  if 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  presented  himself  again 
at  that  Table.  Ho  knew  that  his  hon. 
Friend  would  keep  his  word,  because 
he  knew  the  man.  He  would  suggest 
that  the  personal  character  which  the 
question  assumed,  which  would  remain 
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so  long  as  the  Bill  continued  in  the 
hands  of  the  senior  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere'),  would  be  re- 
moved by  the  Attorney  General  or  Soli- 
citor General  taking  charge  of  the  mea- 
sure. No  one  desired  to  keep  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  in  prison  for  the  next  five 
or  six  years ;  and  the  course  he  (Mr. 
Arthur  Arnold)  now  suggested  would, 
bethought,  provide  an  early  solution  of 
the  difficulty.  But  seeing  the  position 
the  Gt)vemment  had  taken  up,  seeing 
that  in  their  opinion  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had 
a  legal  right  to  take  the  Oath,  and  the 
House  had  no  right  to  prevent  him,  the 
Government  would  be  committing  a  grave 
error  if  they  consented  to  undertake  the 
responsibility  of  legislation,  having  re- 
^ra  to  the  state  of  important  Public 
Business,  until  they  had  received  from 
the  other  side  of  the  House  an  inti- 
mation that  their  proposals  would  re- 
ceive a  fair  and  impartial  support. 

Mb.  B.  N.  fowler  said,  there  was 
one  remark  which  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
make  in  consequence  of  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ghan- 
oellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  propose 
that  a  Bill  should  be  brought  into  the 
House  by  the  senior  Member  for  North- 
ampton, or,  as  was  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down,  by 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  to  enable 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  make  an  Affirmation 
instead  of  an  Oath.  He  should  feel  it 
his  solemn  duty  in  every  division  which 
might  take  place  to  give  his  vote  against 
BU(m  a  Bill.  He  did  not  think  he  should 
be  entirely  alone.  He  should  not  offer 
any  unnecessary  opposition  to  such  a  Bill 
being  brought  in ;  out  whatever  course 
was  taken  by  his  right  hon.  Friends 
below  him  he  would  feel  it  his  duty  to 
oppose  it  by  every  means  in  his  power 
— to  go  into  the  Lobby  on  every  occa- 
sion against  it. 

Mb.  Sebjeant  SIMON  congratulated 
the  House  on  the  calmness  which  had 
succeeded  the  warmth  of  the  previous 
night.  He  pointed  out  the  difference 
of  position  occupied  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
now  as  compared  with  that  which  he 
occupied  on  former  occasions  and  when 
before  the  Courts  of  Law.  The  Courts 
of  Law  having  decided  against  Mr. 
Bradlaugh's  right  to  affirm,  his  seat  be- 
came vacant,  *'  as  though,"  in  the  words 
of  the  Statute,  ''he  were  dead."  But, 
by  his    re-election,   he    came    to   that 
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House  as  a  Constitutional  Bepresenia- 
tive  of  the  constituency  that  returned 
him,  with  the  legal  obligation  to  fulfil 
the  duties   of  that  position.     He  was 
bound  by  law  to  present  himself  at  the 
Table  to  take  the  Oath  and  qualify  him- 
self for  the  discharge  of  his  duties.  He 
had  no  option.     He  could  not  resign  his 
seat ;  he  must  perform  his  duties  as  long 
as  the  present  Parliament  lasted.  There 
were  instances  in  which  Members  had 
been  threatened  with  pains  and  penal- 
ties because  they  had  not  taken  the  Oath. 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  offered  to  take  the 
Oath,  and  his  position  was,  therefore^ 
very  different  compared  with  what  it 
was  when  he  claimed  to  affirm.    This 
was  a  matter  which  required  the  grave 
consideration    of   the    House,    and  he 
trusted    they   would    leave    altogether 
on  one  side  questions  as  to  religiont 
belief.    It  was  said  that  it  would  be  pro* 
posed  to  commit  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  the 
custody  of  the  Sergeant-at-Arms.     Was 
that  to  be  repeated  every  Session  duriog 
the  present  Parliament?     Would  that 
be  a  course  in  which  the  House  woidd 
persist,  or  which  the  country  would  ap- 
prove ?     He  hoped  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite would  consider  well  what  they 
were  doing.    They  were  attempting  to 
deal  with  the  question  by  a  side  wmd, 
and  he  put  it  to  the  House — ^Would  it 
not  be  more  dignified  to  meet  the  ques- 
tion raised  by  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere), 
and  determine,  **Aye"  or  "No,"  whe- 
ther persons  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  opinioot 
should    be   admitted    to    that   House  f 
That,  he  thought,  was  the  fair  and  be- 
coming course  to  take;  and  he  hoped 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  had  blocked 
the  Bill  would  re-consider  whether  he 
should  persist  in  preventing  its  being 
discussed. 

Mb.  J.'  B.  YOEKE  said,  it  was  as- 
sumed that  the  supporters  of  this  Beso- 
lution  had  no  course  open  to  them  bat 
to  commit  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  custody  or 
to  admit  him  to  take  the  Oath.  But  ths 
police  might  be  instructed  to  exclude 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  the  precinots  of  the 
House,  or,  if  he  was  twice  guilty  of  a 
breach  of  Order,  he  might  be  suspended 
for  the  rest  of  the  Session.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  for  allowing  Memben 
to  affirm,  he  should  prefer  one  of  two 
courses,  either  that  they  should  leave  tha 
matter  alone,  or  that  they  should  past  • 
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Bill  abolishinf^  Oaths  and  Declarations 
altogether.  He  remembered,  when  an 
undergraduate  at  Oxford,  declaring  his 
unfeigned  assent  to  the  Thirty -Nine 
Articles,  and  the  memory  of  that  un- 
seemly ceremony  had  never  vanished 
from  his  mind.  He  did  not  think  that 
oaths  strengthened  the  well-intentioned, 
or  that  they  formed  any  barrier  to  the 
entrance  of  evil-disposed  persons  into 
the  House.  He  believed  that  he  was 
speaking  in  a  manner  not  unworthy  of 
a  Member  of  the  Conservative  Party  when 
he  said  that  he — and  he  believed  he  re- 
presented' the  sentiments  of  others  who 
sat  near  him — had  no  wish  to  retain  idle 
forms  and  ceremonies,  which,  whatever 
might  have  been  their  original  effect, 
had  long  ceased  to  be  of  any  real  value. 
They  would,  therefore,  be  prepared  to 
seriously  consider  any  Bill  brought  in 
by  the  Government  with  a  view  to  the 
total  abolition  of  all  these  ceremonies 
on  entrance  into  the  House,  though  if 
an  Oath  was  to  be  retained  at  all  the 
existing  form  would  be  much  pre- 
ferable, as  having,  at  any  rate,  the  dig- 
nity of  antiquity,  and  it  was  their  duty 
to  prevent  it  degenerating  into  a  mere 
farce.  He  congratulated  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  on  the  change 
which  had  taken  place  in  his  tone  since 
last  night.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  laboured  to  establish  two  measures 
of  Ministerial  responsibility ;  but  the 
only  two  courses  were,  when  a  Govern- 
ment was  placed  in  a  minority — first,  if 
the  matter  was  one  of  supreme  import- 
aneei  to  resign ;  and,  second,  if  it  was  a 
matter  of  subordinate  importance,  to 
assist  in  canning  out  the  wishes  of  the 
House.  He  thought  it  highly  to  the 
credit  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
that  he  did  not  shrink  from  supporting 
the  authority  of  the  Chair  under  the 
circumstances.  There  was  one  point  on 
which  he  wished  to  obtain  information 
from  the  Government.  When  the  Courts 
of  Law  decided  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  could 
not  affirm,  the  Statute  declared  that  the 
seat  which  he  held  should  be  vacated 
"  as  if  he  were  dead."  When  he  read 
those  words  he  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  they  had  got  rid  of  the  difficulty 
once  and  for  ever.  He,  therefore, 
wanted  to  know  why,  if  the  seat  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  was  vacant,  ''as  if  he  were 
dead,"  it  was  possible  for  him  to  rise 
again  and  be  again  elected  for  North- 
ampton? 


Mr.  J.  CO  WEN  said,  the  only  contri- 
bution Iio  wished  to  make  to  the  debate 
was  a  suggestion  which  he  would  com- 
press into  as  few  sentences  as  possible, 
and  which,  if  adopted,  would  help  to 
end  the  unhappy  wrangle  in  which  they 
had  been  engaged  so  long.  There  were 
two  points  upon  which  there  was  a 
general  consensus  of  opinion  in  the 
House.  First,  it  was  contemplated  by 
all — or,  if  not  all,  by  nearly  all — that 
the  only  way  of  effectively  settling  the 
question  that  had  been  raised  was  by 
legislation.  All  other  specifics  were  but 
makeshifts,  and  would  be  found  ineffec- 
tive. Parliament  had  abolished  the 
Christian  tests  and  admitted  Jews.  They 
had  abolished  the  Protestant  test  and 
admitted  Catholics,  and  they  would  in 
time  be  compelled  to  abolish  the  orthodox 
tests  and  admit  Freethinkers.  Already 
men  entertaining  unorthodox  opinions 
were  permitted  to  moke  affirmation  in  a 
Court  of  Law  in  cases  of  the  greatest 
nicety  and  importance ;  and  surely  if 
oaths  could  be  dispensed  with  under 
such  circumstances,  they  might  be  dis- 
pensed with  in  that  House.  Legislation, 
then,  simple  but  effective,  was  the  only 
satisfactory  way  of  getting  them  out  of 
the  difficulty  with  which  they  were  beset. 
The  legislation  would  not  be  only  for 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  but  it  would  apply  to 
all,  and  would  prevent  a  repetition  of 
such  occurrences.  On  that  point  they 
were  agreed.  They  were  also  agreed 
that  the  only  chance  the  Bill  had  of 
being  carried  would  be  by  its  receiving 
the  aid  of  the  Government.  But  the 
Members  of  the  Ministry  felt  unwilling 
to  conmiit  themselves  to  the  introduction 
of  such  a  measure.  The  state  of  Public 
Business  would  not  permit  them  to  take 
it  in  charge ;  but  the  Premier  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
had  both  said  that  if  the  Bill  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton 
was  introduced,  the  Government  would 
afford  facilities  for  its  passage.  This 
was  probably  as  fair  an  offer  as  they 
could  well  make.  Affording  facilities 
meant,  in  fact,  using  the  power  of  the 
Government  to  aid  the  passage  of  the 
measure.  Ministers  hesitated  to  give  a 
pledge  until  they  had  some  engagement 
from  the  Opposition  as  to  the  course 
they  would  pursue.  The  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  did  not  feel  himself  at  liberty 
to  make  any  bargain  which  would  bind, 
or  appear  to  bind,  his  supporters.    In* 
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deed,  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  do 
that;  but  he  had  spoken  with  great 
moderation  and  fairness  during  the  dis- 
cussion, and  it  was  reasonable  to  gather 
from  his  remarks  that,  while  he  might 
not  really  approve  of  the  Bill  to  be  pro- 
posed, no  obstructive  course  would  be 
taken  towards  it.  This  was  as  much  as 
they  could  expectfrom  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman under  the  circumstances.  They 
had,  therefore,  these  two  points  before 
them.  They  were  all  agreed  that  legis- 
lation should  take  place,  and  the  Go- 
vernment were  prepared  to  aid  it,  if 
they  were  not  prepared  to  take  it  en- 
tirely under  their  control.  Of  course, 
there  would  be  dififerences  of  opinion. 
That  was  only  natural.  There  would  be 
opposition.  That  was  inevitable;  but, 
nevertheless,  the  preponderating  opinion 
of  the  House  was  in  favour  of  the  course 
that  he  had  thus  roughly  outlined.  The 
chief  difficulty  was  Mr.  Bradlaugh  him- 
self. He  had  presented  himself  at  the 
Table  and  offered  to  take  the  Oath,  and 
explained  the  grounds  upon  which  he 
made  the  offer.  The  House  had  refused 
to  allow  him  to  swear,  and  he  had 
asserted  his  right  with  energy  and 
dignity.  Having  done  that,  it  was  fair 
to  ask  him  to  allow  the  matter  to  rest 
for  a  time.  He  had  been  a  very  active 
and  ardent  supporter  of  the  Government. 
He  had  repeatedly  declared  his  unwil- 
lingness to  take  part  in  any  course  that 
would  be  injurious  to  the  Ministerial 
measures ;  and  it  was  not  unreasonable, 
therefore,  to  ask  him,  seeing  the  Govern- 
ment were  prepared  to  lend  their  aid 
towards  legislation  that  would  admit 
him  into  the  House,  to  allow  his  claims 
to  remain  in  abeyance.  He  did  not  by 
any  means  aek  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  forego 
his  claims ;  but  he  thought  it  was  fair 
to  request  that  he  might  for  a  few  days 
or  weeks  be  at  least  passive.  He  knew 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  could  not  make  that  de- 
claration himself ;  but  probably  his  hon. 
Colleague  (Mr.  Labouchere)  might  give 
such  an  undertaking,  and  with  that  the 
House  would  be  satisfied.  If  matters 
could  be  so  arranged  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
would  withdraw  from  pressing  himself 
upon  the  House,  and  the  House,  in  its 
turn,  would  agree  to  give  honest  and 
business-like  consideration  to  a  Bill  that 
would  permit  Affirmations  to  be  made 
by  those  who  desired  to  make  them  in- 
stead of  taking  the  Oath,  both  the  Go- 
vernment and  Parliament  would  be  lifted 


out  of  a  very  unpleasant  dilemma.  The 
question  at  issue  was  a  far  larger  one 
than  that  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  taking  hifl 
seat.  It  really  was  the  removal  of  all 
theological  disqualifications  for  the  dis- 
charge of  civil  duties.  A  man's  religions 
opinions,  or  his  wantof  relig^ousopinions, 
ought  neither  to  aid  him  nor  hinder  him 
in  his  duty  as  a  citizen ;  and  if  they 
could  so  alter  the  law  as  to  enable  Free- 
thinkers to  enter  the  House  as  they 
entered  the  Law  Courts  they  would  Iw 
giving  effect  to  this  principle. 

Mr.  MAC  IVEE  said,  that  the  question 
of  Oaths  was  a  large  one,  and  would  re- 
quire much  consideration ;  but,  he  would 
ask,  what  had  the  constituency  of  North- 
ampton done  to  deserve  so  much  atten- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ?  What  was  this  constituency  that 
they  heard  described  as  a  great  and 
an  important  constituency?  He  could 
not  help  contrasting  such  a  constituenoy 
with  the  constituency  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent.  According  to  the 
Census  of  1871,  Northampton  had  i 
population  of  45,000,  and  it  had  two 
Members.  Now,  Birkenhead,  which  he 
represented,  had  a  population  of  90,000, 
and  returned  only  one  Member.  Was  a 
constituency  such  as  Northampton  to 
delay  the  Public  Business  of  the  House 
in  order  that  it  might  have  the  services 
of  two  Members?  He  did  not  wish 
unduly  to  press  the  Prime  Minister ;  bnt 
he  gave  Notice  that,  on  some  day  next 
week,  he  should  ask  the  Prime  Minister 
whether  he  had  re-considered  his  deci- 
sion of  last  Session,  and  would  under^ 
take  to  introduce  a  short  measure,  under 
conditions  of  urgency,  for  the  partial 
disfranchisement  of  Northampton,  and 
to  give  a  second  Member  to  Birken- 
head ?  A  constituency  like  Northamp- 
ton had  no  right  to  insult  the  House  by 
sending  to  its  Bar  a  Member  who  thej 
knew  to  be  disqualified.  He  concluded 
by  thanking  the  House  for  the  patience 
with  which  they  had  listened  to  him. 
In  saying  that,  he  did  not  refer  to  the 
Gentlemen  on  the  Hadical  Benches  op- 
posite, who  were  so  anxious  to  hare 
their  most  appropriate  companion,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  among  them. 

Colonel  MAKINS  explained  that,  in 
blocking  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  he 
had  been  actuated  only  by  the  fact  that 
that  Bill  simply  aimed  at  enabling  tbe 
hon.  Gentleman's  Colleague  to  take  hil 
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seat,  and  did  not  raise  the  question  of  the 
desirability  of  doing  away  with  the  Oath 
as  an  abstract  question.  If  the  Govern- 
znenl;,  on  their  own  responsibility,  gave 
Notice  of  a  similar  measure,  the  matter 
would  assume  a  very  different  aspect ; 
and  he  should  hesitate  very  much  indeed 
before  he  took  the  course  of  opposing 
its  introduction.  He  congratulated  the 
Oovemment  on  the  change  in  the  tone 
of  the  debate  which  had  been  witnessed  ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought  it 
was  rash  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  to  offer  a  challenge  as  to 
the  Member  for  Northampton  coming 
to  the  House  untainted  by  any  crime. 
He  thought  that  remark  would  have 
been  better  left  out.  He  would  also 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  with 
reference  to  his  speech  of  the  previous 
night,  that  Boman  Catholics  had  been 
excluded  from  that  House,  not  because 
their  religion  was  deemed  false,  but 
because  it  bound  them  in  an  allegiance 
to  a  foreign  potentate,  which  was  in- 
compatible with  allegiance  to  the  Sove- 
reign of  these  Bealms;  and  that  the 
Jews  had  suffered  disabilities  because, 
similarly,  they  had  always  looked  upon 
themselves  as  a  nationality  apart — a 
nation  within  a  nation.  Mr.  Bradlaugh's 
character  in  that  House  had  been 
marked  by  moderation,  and  his  remarks 
of  the  previous  evening  showed  that  he 
was  fiilly  sensible  of  the  dignity  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEBE,  in  asking  leave 
to  withdraw  his  Motion,  said,  he  was 
not    going    into    the    rival    merits    of 
Northampton  and  Birkenhead,   as    he 
was  sure  that  the  latter  constituency 
was  highly  intelligent,  when  they  sent 
so  inteUigont  a  Gentleman  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  that  borough.  He  regarded 
the  discussion  which  had  taken  place  as 
eminently  satisfactory,   because  it  had 
become  apparent  that  there  was  a  general 
opinion  on  both  sides  of  the  House  that 
some  sort  of  legislation  was  necessary. 
\^CriM  of  "  No,  no ! "]     He  did  not  say 
a  universal,  but  a  general  opinion,  that 
legislation  of  some  sort  was  necessary  in 
order  to  enable  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  take 
his  seat  without  being  obliged  to  take 
the  Oath.    It  had  also  become  apparent 
that  the  House  did  not  wish  to  proceed 
to  extremities  with  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  and 
that  there  was  a  desire,  pending  an  op- 
portunity which  might  be  given  to  the 


House  to  consider  whether  such  legisla- 
tion should  be  accepted,  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
should  remain  beyond  the  Bar.  He  had 
not  the  slightest  doubt  tliat  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh would  consent  to  that  arrange- 
ment till  the  matter  was  settled.  If 
there  was  to  be  legislation  it  was  desir- 
able it  should  take  place  as  speedily  as 
possible ;  and  if  the  Government  would 
consent  to  bring  in  a  measure  dealing 
with  the  question  he  need  not  say  that 
he  would  gladly  withdraw  the  Bill 
which  he  had  prepared. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  Motion  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  be  withdrawn  with- 
out some  words 'of  explanation  from  the 
Irish  Catholic  Members.      The   Prime 
Minister  thought  fit  to  blame  them  on 
the  present  occasion,  and  complained  that 
they  were  aiding  in  a  movement  the 
object  of   which  was  to  embarrass  the 
Government ;  and  he  pointed  out  that 
the  natural  result  of  that  policy  would 
be  to  defer,  if  not  to  defeat,  the  Land 
Bill.     [(7rf>«  0/ **No!"]    Well,  those 
who  heard  the  words  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  were  ready  to  corroborate  his 
opinion.   At  any  rate,  there  was  a  gene- 
ral impression  that  was  the  purport  of 
his  remarks.     The  position  of  the  Irish 
Members  was  exceedingly  simple.    They 
had  no  objection  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  taking 
his  seat  in  the  House.     Personally,  he 
thought  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had   as  mucli 
right  to  his  seat  as  he    (Mr.   Arthur 
O'Connor)  or  the  Prime  Minister,  and 
he  believed  the  House  would  sooner  or 
later  have  to  admit  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  The 
only  question  was  whether  it  was  possible 
that  he  should  be  admitted  under  pre- 
sent conditions?    It  was  perfectly  clear 
that  the  House  would  not  admit  him  as 
long  as  the  law  remained  as  it  was.      It 
had  been  decided  that  he  should  not  be 
allowed  to  affirm,  and  that  he  should 
not  be  allowed  to  go  through  the  pro- 
fanity of  taking  an  Oath ;  and  while  it 
might  be  the  duty  of  the  Prime  Minister 
to   suggest  a  way  of  escape  from  the 
present    dilemma,    the  Irish   Members 
could  not  sanction  that  which  they  be- 
lieved to  be  criminal.     He  believed  to 
allow  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  take  the  Oath 
would  be  to  make  themselves  a  party  to 
a  flagrant  act  of  blasphemy.     No  matter 
what  the  opinion  of  the  House  or  the 
Government  might  be,   they  could  not 
sanction   blasphemy.      They  could  not 
assent  to  what  they  believed  to  be  crimi- 
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nal.  If  it  was  necessary  to  secure  a  good 
Laud  Bill,  or  to  secure  Home  Rule  or  any- 
thing else  they  desired  to  secure,  that  they 
should  consent  to  the  taking  of  the  Oath 
by  an  avowed  Atheist,  they  could  not  and 
would  not  consent.  But  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter said  the  result  would  bo  to  delay  the 
Land  Bill.  How  little  the  Prime  Minister 
know  the  history  of  the  Irish  people ! 
Did  he  not  know  that  for  conscience  sake 
they  had  put  up  with  every  kind  of  civil 
disability?  If  the  consequence  of  the 
refusal  of  the  Irish  Members  to  consent 
to  this  profanity  should  be  a  return  to 
the  penal  disabilities  from  which  they 
had  only  recently  emerged,  it  would  still 
be  their  duty  to  refuse.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  in  his  speech 
last  night,  referred  to  the  opposition 
to  the  admission  of  Boman  Catholics 
to  this  House.  But  it  should  be  re- 
membered that  Mr.  Daniel  0*Connell 
was  excluded  until  the  form  of  the  Oath 
was  altered.  The  same  thing  was  sought 
to  be  done  with  regard  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh. 
At  that  time  the  House  was,  no  doiibt, 
technically  right  in  excluding  Mr. 
O'Connell.  [Mr.  John  BiaanT :  He  re- 
fused to  take  the  Oath.]  O'Connell  was 
not  like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
who  had  a  conscientious  objection  to 
take  the  name  of  God  in  vain,  whose 
conscience  was  so  tender,  and  who  had 
such  a  reverence  for  the  name  of  God 
that  he  himself  would  not  go  through 
the  form  of  the  Oath.  And  yet  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  admitted  his  readiness 
to  sit  in  the  House  and  listen  to  the  Oath 
being  taken  by  an  Atheist.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  tried  to  show  that 
the  House  would  not  be  a  party  to  the 
Oath-taking  if  the  formality  were  gone 
through ;  but  such  an  argument  could 
not  seriously  be  entertained.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  have  known  per- 
fectly well  that  the  House  would  be  a 
party  to  that  act,  for  it  would  have  had 
to  be  done  in  due  form,  with  the  Speaker 
in  the  Chair  and  Members  present,  and 
the  fact  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  having  taken 
the  Oath  would  have  to  appear  on  the 
record  of  the  proceedings  of  the  House. 
The  Irish  Members  must  decline  to  barter 
away  their  consciences  because  the  Land 
Bill  introduced  by  the  Government  ap- 
peared to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
to  deserve  the  support  of  Irish  Eepresen- 
tatives.  Sooner  than  act  in  opposition 
to  their  consciences,  they  would  put  up 
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with  the  loss  of  the  Land  Bill  or  of  any 
other  matter. 

Mr.  lewis,  referring  to  the  opinion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  that  there  was  t 
general  feeling  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  that  some  legislation  was  necei- 
sary  in  order  to  enable  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
to  take  his  seat  in  the  House,  observed 
that  he  failed  to  understand  that  then 
was  any  such  feeling,  and  warmly  repu- 
diated participating  in  it.  He  had  hetri 
the  speeches  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Leicestershire  (Lord  John 
Manners),  and  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  and  of 
several  other  hon.  Members  on  his  nds 
of  the  House;  and  he  had  heard  nothing 
said  by  any  of  them  which  justified  the 
interpretation  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  and 
by  other  hon.  Members  on  the  libenl 
side.  His  hon.  Friends  had  not  said 
anything  about  the  course  they  intended 
to  take  in  the  event  of  the  BUI  referred 
to  being  brought  forward.  It  would  be 
a  pity  for  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton to  proceed  upon  the  erroneooi 
assumption,  in  withdrawing  his  present 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
House,  that  there  was  a  ^neral  concor- 
rence  of  opinion  that  legislation  wu 
necessary  for  the  express  purpose  of  ad- 
mitting Mr.  Bradlaugh.  He  (Mr.  Lewis) 
would  be  a  traitor  to  his  principles  if  he 
allowed  any  misconception  to  exist,  as 
far  as  he  was  concerned,  on  this  point 
At  present  they  had  not  the  text  of  the 
Bill  before  them.  Speaking  as  an  indi- 
vidual, he  knew  of  no  step  he  would  be 
less  inclined  to  take  than  to  adopt  i 
measure  which  would  have  as  its  result 
the  admission  to  this  Assembly  of  a  man 
who  had  in  the  face  of  the  House  and 
of  the  country  openly  proclaimed  as  one 
of  the  principles  of  his  life  and  conduct 
that  he  believed  there  was  no  GKkI. 

Mr.  BLAKE  expressed  surprise  and 
indignation  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Gladstone)  should  have  thoaglit 
fit  to  charge  Irish  Members  with  an  inten- 
tion to  obstruct  the  Land  Bill,  becaoae 
some  of  them  had  supported  the  Oppo- 
sition in  the  present  controversy.  He 
had  himself  voted  with  the  majoritv  in 
the  recent  divisions  from  conscientioiii 
motives  only.  He  repudiated  in  th* 
strongest  terms  the  imputation  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  sought  to  eait 
upon  him  and  his  Colleaguee.    Although 
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Le  sat  on  the  Conservative  side  of  the 
House  he  did  so  as  an  independent 
Member,  not  bound  to  either  Party. 
But  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  his 
sympathies  were  with  the  Liberals.  As 
far  as  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  concerned, 
he  felt  gratitude  to  him  for  his  recent 
attitude  with  regard  to  questions  affect- 
ing Ireland.  He  felt  especially  so  for  the 
able  and  sympathetic  speech  he  had  de- 
livered in  favour  of  justice  to  the  Irish 
people  during  the  debate  on  the  Coercion 
Bill.  That  speech  had  excited  his  (Mr. 
Blake's)  admiration ;  but  last  night  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  had  fallen  in  his  estimation, 
as  he  had  not  shown  the  courage  of  his 
convictions  when  he  sought  to  take  an 
Oath  in  which  he  did  not  believe.  He 
(Mr.  Blake)  would  never  be  guilty  of 
Banctioning  such  a  blasphemous   pro- 

Mb.  WARTON  did  not  join  in  the 
semi-chorus  of  congratulation  that  the 
tone  of  this  debate  had  altered.  It  was 
true  there  had  been  alterations  in  the 
tone  of  the  Prime  Minister.  The  pre- 
vious night  he  *' could"  do  nothing,  that 
morning  he  first  ''would''  do  nothing, 
and,  lastly,  he  was  ''  willing "  to  do 
something.  There  had  also  been  a 
change  in  the  style  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy,  though  he  liked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  best  in  his  original 
style,  when,  for  instance,  he  charged 
them  all  with  bigotry.  In  displaying 
the  harmlessness  of  the  dove,  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  was  generally  actuated 
by  the  wisdom  of  the  serpent ;  and  that 
ifisdom  of  the  serpent  he  had  shown 
that  morning  in  trying  to  pin  the  House 
to  a  single  point.  While  the  Premier 
i^as  ranging  over  such  a  wide  extent  of 
years  that  they  hardly  knew  where  he 
i^as,  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Bylands),  following  the  lead  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Dachy  of  Lancaster  at  a  humble  distance, 
had  sought  to  extract  from  the  Conser- 
vatives an  answer  to  the  question — ''  Do 
Tou  wish  to  exclude  Atheists  ?  "  Well, 
he,  for  one,  shouted,  in  reply — ''  Yes ! " 
for  he  objected  both  to  blasphemy  at  the 
Table  and  to  the  presence  of  Atheists  in 
the  House.  Hon.  Members  talked  about 
the  responsibility  resting  upon  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House.  Where  were 
the  missing  Liberal  Members?  He  asked 
the  shepherd  of  the  flock  where  were  the 
sheep  of  the  Liberal  Party ;  where  were 
the  miMing  99,   for  more   than   that 


number  had  strayed  from  the  House? 
He  had  listened  with  admiration  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Berk- 
shire (Mr.  Walter),  whose  remarks  had 
suggested  to  him  that  if  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
were  examined  he  would  ask  that  Gen- 
tleman— *' Are  you  not  the  publisher  and 
editor  of  a  paper  which  has  these  words 
on  its  title  page — '  The  principles  of  this 
paper  are  Republican,  Atheistic,  and 
Malthusian  ? ' "  No  form  of  words  could 
be  devised  to  enable  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  the 
editor  of  such  a  paper  as  that,  to  proclaim 
allegiance  to  the  Crown.  But  probably 
it  was  because  there  were  semi- Repub- 
licans in  the  Cabinet  that  the  Govern- 
ment sympathized  with  Mf.  Bradlaugh. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
Whitbread)  had  reminded  them  that 
last  year  it  was  said  that  if  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh had  come  to  the  Table  and  been 
silent  about  his  opinions  he  would  have 
"slipped  through."  Well,  he  rejoiced 
that  he  had  not  so  "  slipped  through." 
Hon.  Members  opposite  would  doubtless 
be  glad  to  see  him  do  so ;  for  the  idea 
of  some  of  them  seemed  to  be  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  should  get  in  honestly  if  he 
could,  but  that  anyhow  he  shoidd  get  in. 
Db.  COMMINS  said,  that,  as  one  of 
the  Irish  Members  who  voted  for  the 
admission  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  he  wished 
to  make  a  few  observations  on  the  inci- 
dents of  that  affair  referred  to  so  pro- 
perly by  the  hon.  Members  for  Waterf  ord 
and  Queen's  County.  He  voted  for  the 
Motion  for  two  reasons  which  seemed  to 
him  conclusive.  He  thought  the  legal 
arguments  as  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  right 
to  present  himself  at  the  Table  and  take 
the  Oath,  subject  to  such  obligations  as 
his  own  conscience  might  impose  on  him, 
were  unanswered  and  unanswerable  ; 
and,  therefore,  he  felt  himself  bound  to 
vote  for  the  conservation  of  the  right 
which  the  Constitution  gave  him.  He 
also  voted  for  his  admission  on  another 
ground — namely,  that  no  matter  how  it 
might  have  been  wrapped  up  in  verbiage 
— no  matter  how  disguised  in  sophistry — 
no  matter  how  it  might  have  been  glossed 
over  by  professions  of  religious  enthu- 
siasm, the  true  motive  which  operated 
on  the  minds  of  those  who  voted  the 
other  way  was  a  desire  to  impose  a 
religious  test  as  an  indispensable  con- 
dition of  admission  to  the  House.  He 
did  not  care  whether  it  was  from  the  pre- 
sence of  religious  conviction  in  the  minds 
of  those  who  voted  against  Mr.  Brad* 
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crowd  of  Members  to  take  his  seat  he 
might  have  passed,  and  they  would  not 
have  noticed  him.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Launcoston  (Sir  Hardingo 
GifTard)  put  the  same  thing,  not  quite 
so   strongly.     Because   Mr.   Bradlaugh 
had  brought  the  case  openly  before  them, 
they  said  he  had  himself  to  thank  for 
the  consequences.  He  could  quite  under- 
stand  hon.    Members   declining    to   be 
pai-ty  to  what  would  to  them  appear 
like  an  act  of  blasphemy.     If  the  real 
ground  of  the  objection  of  Members  on 
the  opposite  Benches  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh's 
taking  the   Oath  was  that  they  could 
not  consent  to  what  seemed  to   them 
a  profanation    of    the  Oath,   then    he 
thought  it  might  reasonably  be  expected 
that  the  difficulty  in  which  the  House 
now  found  itself  would  be  met  by  the 
suggestion  that  had  been  made  that  a 
Bill  should  be  passed  to  enable  Mem- 
bers to  affirm  or  take  the  Oath  as  they 
pleased.  He  felt  sure  the  Opposition  would 
find  it  very  difficult  to  object  to  such  a 
Bill.     They  could  not  object  to  it  with- 
out going  back  to  find  totally  different 
grounds  from  those  which  they  had  al- 
ready stated.     He  gave  them  full  credit 
for  their  motives  throughout  this  con- 
troversy.    There  was  a  certain  number 
of  Gentlemen  opposite  who  felt  them- 
selves justified  in  taking  any  steps  to 
keep  out  men  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  opi- 
nions.    He  did  not  expect  that  such  hon. 
Members  would  assent  to  the  passing  of 
such   a   measure ;   but  many   of  those 
Gentlemen  were  very  strong  guardians 
of  the  law  and  order  of  the  House,  and, 
having  recorded  their   opinions    by   a 
division,  he  was  justified  in  hoping  they 
would   not  think  it  right  for  them   to 
offer  a  Parliamentary  obstruction  to  the 
passing  of  such  a  measure. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
was  a  little  surprised  at  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down, 
who  Imd  so  large  an  oxporionto  of  the 
procoedings  of  the  House.  That  speech 
might  more  properly  have  been  made  on 
the  second  reading  of  a  Bill  wliieh  was 
not  yet  before  them.  The  whole  object  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  as  far  as  he  could 
gather  from  liis  speecli,  was  to  obtain 
from  some  Members  of  the  House 
whom  he  named,  and  others  whom  he 
did  not  name,  some  justification  for 
the  course  they  might  or  might  not 
pursue  when  that  Bill  came  before 
the  House  for  consideration.     Such  a 
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course  on  the  part  of  so  old  and  enri- 
enced  a  Member  as  the  hon.  Ifember, 
did  seem  to  him  to  be  a  very  curioas 
mode  of  approaching  this  question.  He 
(Lord  John  Manners)  had  had  some  ex- 
perience in  that  House,  and  he  mut 
very  respectfully  decline  to  enter  in  any 
degree  whatever  upon  a  consideration  of 
that  measure  on  the  present  oocaaioiL 
If  he  wanted  any  further  proof  of  the 
extreme  inconvenience    of    the    coane 
suggested    by  the    hon.   Member,    he 
should  find  it  in  some  of  the  speeches  to 
which  they  had  already  listened.     His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Berkshire 
(Mr.  Walter)  had  made  a  most  admirable 
speech  in  tone  and  temper.     He  said  he 
should  be  very  willing  indeed  to  see  any 
measure  passed  which  would  admit  Mr. 
Bradlaugli  and  Gentlemen  who  thought 
with  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  affirm  at  the 
Table.     He  made   that  speech  having 
heard  the  proposal  thrown  out  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  (^ 
the   Duchy  of   Lancaster.      He   (Lord 
John  Manners)  listened  to  that  propoeil 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  if  he 
misunderstood  it,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  would,  no    doubt,   kindly  correct 
him.    But  what  was  that  proposal  as  he 
understood  it  ?     Why,  that  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh    and    others    similarly    situated 
should  be  permitted  at  their  option  either 
to  take  the  Oath  or  affirm.     But  such 
persons  might  then,  by  a  new  Statute  to 
be  passed  by  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
and  to  be  Royally  assented  to,  do  the 
very  thing  which  last  night  the  House 
of  Commons  decided  they  should  not  do. 
He  maintiiined  that  in  speaking  thus 
he  was  not  prejudging  any  measure, 
which,  on   the  authority  of    Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  might  be  submitted 
to    the    consideration    of   the    House; 
but  was  only  pointing  out  to  the  veiy 
experienced  Member  for  Bedford  the 
immense    inconvenience    of    expecting  ■ 
Gentlemen  in   that    House   to   rise  in 
a  haphazard  manner  and  say  they  would 
support  or  oppose  a  Bill  of  the  character 
indicated  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster.  It  seemed  most  ungracious 
to  say  a  syllable  after  the  conciliatory 
tone  in  which  the  Prime  Minister  had 
addressed  the  House  on  that  proposal 
upon  the  speech  he  had  made.     But 
while  he  wished  to  restrict  his  obeer^ 
vations  to  the  very  narrowest  possible 
compass,  and  while  he  tenderedhis  thanks 
to  tne  right  hon.  Oentleouai  for  the 
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whole  tone  and  temper  of  that  speech, 
the  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
as  Leader  of  the  House,  so  far  as  that 
speech  referred  to  the  Order  and  dignity 
and  decency  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
House,  was  in  derogation  of  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  drew  a  hroad  dis- 
-tinction  between  a  question  of  policy 
and  a  question  of  Order.  What  they  were 
discussing  in  the  early  hours  of  this 
morning,  and  what  they  were  discussing 
now,  was  a  question  of  the  Order  and 
dignity  and  decency  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  House,  and  not  of  policy.  When 
his  right  hon.  Friend  spoke  early  this 
morning  as  to  the  duty  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  Leader  of  the  House 
to  maintain  the  dignity  and  Rules  of 
the  House,  his  right  hon.  Friend  was 
referring  to  a  proposal  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  party,  and 
to  which  he  had  given  his  own  ad- 
herence. The  question  was  put  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  ordered  to  withdraw, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
assented  to  that  Motion.  And  then  it 
was  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  Leader  of 
the  House,  to  maintain  the  Order  and 
digputy  of  their  proceedings.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  declined  to  do  so ;  and. 
therefore,  while  he  raised  no  objection 
ag^nst  the  general  principle  laid  down 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  said 
that  it  was  wide  of  the  mark  in  this 
particular  instance,  and  that  the  con- 
denmation  passed  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  on  the  conduct  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  Leader  of  the  House 
remained  intact  and  unimpaired. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  acknow- 
ledged the  moderate  tone  in  which  hon. 
Members  opposite  had  expressed  their 
views,  and  admitted  that  it  would  be  un- 
becoming on  his  part,  and  especially  in 
their  absence,  to  instruct  them  how  to 
proceed  in  a  matter  of  so  much  difficulty 
and  delicacy.  The  noble  Lord  who  had 
just  addressed  the  House  appeared  to 
fall  into  a  considerable  error.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  North  Devon  dis- 
claimed the  intention  of  imposing  any 
religious  test ;  but  the  noble  Lord,  in 
the  speech  he  had  just  made,  distinctly 
proclaimed  his  intention  of  retaining  the 
Oath  as  a  religious  test.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers on  that  (the  Liberal)  side  of  the 
House  believed  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had 
a  legal  right  to  take  the  Oath  at  the 
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Table ;  but  they  denied  that  they  were 
in  any  degree  parties  to  the  position 
in  which  the  House  was  now  placed. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate),  who 
was  always  courageous,  logical,  and 
consistent,  pledged  himself,  if  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh presented  himself  at  the  Table 
again  and  again,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
held  it  his  duty  to  do,  that  he  would 
move  Mr.  Bradlaugh' s  committal  to 
prison.  Now,  that  was  a  perfectly  logi- 
cal and  consistent  course.  It  was  the 
course  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  North  Devon  last  year ;  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  followed  the 
same  line  of  consistency,  it  was  the 
course  he  would  have  taken  on  this 
occasion.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  North  Leicestershire  (Lord  John 
Manners)  accused  the  Prime  Minister 
of  declining  to  assist  in  maintaining  and 
supporting  the  authority  of  the  Chair. 
The  Prime  Minister  did,  in  the  most 
conspicuous  manner,  all  that  it  was 
possible  for  him  to  do  to  support  the 
authority  of  the  Chair.  When  a  Motion 
was  made  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  with- 
draw, the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  John  Bright)  at  once  rose 
and  deprecated  any  opposition  to  that 
Motion  from  the  Liberid  Benches  ;  and 
the  authority  of  the  Chair  was  supported 
without  a  single  dissentient  voice.  The 
transaction  was  then  concluded  on  the 
removal  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  and  so  was 
concluded,  completely  and  entirely,  the 
question  of  the  authority  of  the  Chair. 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  not  after  that  Mo- 
tion contumacious.  At  this  moment  he 
was  not  acting  in  any  degree  contu- 
maciously, and  there  was  no  question 
of  his  contumacy  before  the  House. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  had  now,  with  his  usual 
consistency  and  courage,  intimated  that 
he  was  prepared  to  bring  forward  what 
he  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold)  believed  would 
be  the  solution  of  the  question.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  told  the  House — and 
he  was  a  man  who  never  deviated  from 
his  word — that  he  would  move  the  com- 
mittal of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  prison  if 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  presented  himself  again 
at  that  Table.  He  knew  that  his  hon. 
Friend  would  keep  his  word,  because 
he  knew  the  man.  He  would  suggest 
that  the  personal  character  which  the 
question  assumed,  which  would  remain 
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Church  that  that  autocracy  should  re- 
main unlimited,  for  it  involved  a  clear 
I088  of  lay  co-operation  and  action. 
There  was  no  means  of  checking  and 
limiting  that  autocracy  except  by  an 
extension  of  the  principle  of  local  self- 
government.  He  wished  to  make  the 
Church  more  of  a  popular  institution,  to 
bring  it  in  harmony  with  the  feelings 
and  needs  of  a  large  section  of  the  com- 
munity, which  it  scarcely  now  affected 
at  all.  The  tendency  now  was  to  make 
a  few  active  and  the  great  majority  apa- 
thetic. He  would  refer  to  a  statement 
made  at  Manchester  a  few  years  ago  by 
Mr.  John  Morley,  that — 

"The  fact  of  their  "being  in  the  pnrish  a 

Sorson  officially  charged,  so  to  speak,  with  the 
iity  of  taking  an  interest  in  the  humbler  i)eople, 
makes  the  gentry  far  less  inclined  than  they 
otherwise  would  be  to  share  their  duty.  It 
would  have  the  aid,  or  they  are  apt  to  see  that 
it  would,  of  interfering  with  the  rector's  pro- 
vince. In  this  way,  I  believe  the  advantage  of 
having  one  man  in  civery  parish  officially  charged 
with  the  performance  of  good  works  is  now 
counterbalanced  by  the  check  which  it  puts 
upon  the  active  friendliness  of  the  laymen  of  Iho 
parish.'* 

That  evil  he  and  his  Friends  sought  to 
remedy  by  the  Bill,  which  proposed  to 
g^ve  the  laity  a  share  in  the  management 
of  Church  affairs  in  their  respective 
parishes,  thereby  bringing  the  Church 
into  closer  contact  and  relation  with  the 
life  of  the  people  than  it  was  at  present. 
At  a  Church  Congress  at  Sheffield  in  1 878 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  fully  ad- 
mitted, and  when  once  a  principle  was 
thus  acknowledged  it  became  the  duty 
of  the  House  to  devise  the  means  by 
which  effect  could  be  given  to  it.  On 
the  one  hand,  an  end  would  be  put  to 
the  autocracy  of  the  clergy ;  and,  on  the 
other,  the  clergyman  would  have  more 
time  to  devote  to  his  purely  spiritual 
duties.  The  justice  of  the  principle  for 
which  he  was  contending  had  been  ad- 
mitted in  that  House  10  years  ago  ;  and 
four  years  later  it  was  expressly  recog- 
nized by  the  Prime  Minister  in  one  of  a 
series  of  Hesolutions  that  were  brought 
forward  in  the  debates  on  the  Public 
Worship  Hegulation  Bill.  In  1878,  also, 
at  the  Church  Congress  at  Sheffield,  to 
which  he  had  referred,  a  largo  majority 
of  speakers,  lay  and  clerical,  declared 
themselves  in  favour  of  parochial  coun- 
cils, and  of  such  councils  being  legalized 
and  not  merely  voluntary.  He  woidd 
next  proceed  to  deal  briefly  with  the 


manner  in  which  the  objects  of  tfe  BiU 
were  to  be  carried  out.  He  thought  he 
should  command  the  support  of  the 
noble  Viscount  the  Member  for  Live^ 
pool  (Viscount  Sandon)  for  his  measure, 
although  it  differed  in  some  respects 
from  that  which  had  been  introduced  by 
the  noble  Viscount.  But  the  end  aimed 
at  was  the  same.  The  Bill  proposed 
that  whenever  a  majority  of  parishionen, 
in  full  vestry  assembled,  and  assembled 
with  due  notice,  to  consider  as  to  the 
application  of  this  Act  in  the  particuUr 
parish,  and  decided  in  favour  of  the 
adoption  of  the  Act,  that  then  at  the 
next  Easter  Vestry  a  Board  should  be 
elected  by  the  parishioners  proportionate 
to  the  number  of  the  population  of  the 
parish,  of  which  Boai^  the  church- 
wardens should  be  ex  officio  memben, 
and  the  incumbent  should  be  the  State- 
appointed  chairman.  The  number  of  the 
Board  would  be  in  proportion  to  the 
population,  the  rights  of  minoritiei 
being  guarded  by  providing  that  when 
there  wore  four  members,  no  parish- 
ioner should  vote  for  more  than  three; 
where  there  were  six,  the  vote  should 
be  limited  to  four;  and  where  thefre  ware 
12,  the  voting  limitation  should  be  nine. 
It  was  a  Permissive  Bill ;  but  he  had  no 
doubt  that  in  a  few  years  Church  Boards 
would  be  very  prevalent  throughout  the 
country.  The  Bill  further  proposed  that 
Church  Boards  should  have  power,  from 
time  to  time,  to  make  changes  relating 
to  ecclesiastical  affairs  relating  to  the 
parish,  with  regard  to  the  method  of 
conducting  the  Service  and  in  regard  to 
ornaments  and  decorations ;  but  thej 
would  not  be  empowered  to  do  anything 
contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  law  or 
the  plain  directions  of  the  Prayer  Book, 
and  such  changes  would  not  be  earned 
into  effect,  unless  the  incumbent,  in  con- 
junction with  the  Bishop,  should  agree 
that  they  were  desirable.  In  the  event  of 
any  difference  between  the  incumbent  and 
the  Board,  the  Bishop's  decision  should 
be  final,  and  where  an  incumbent  refused 
to  comply  with  the  decision  of  the  Bishop 
after  due  monition  and  warning,  lui 
living  might  be  sequestrated,  and  if  he 
obstiuately  refused  to  obey  he  wouU 
be  finally  deprived  of  his  benefice.  It 
was  proposed  also  that,  when  such 
Boards  were  established,  no  proceed- 
ings should  bo  taken  under  the  FuUk 
Worship  Hegulation  Act.  He  wouU 
now  mention  the  chief  points  of  diSi^ 
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ence  between  the  present  Bill  and  that 
of  the  noble  Viscount  the  Member  for 
Liverpool.  The  object  of  the  Bill,  as  he 
had  said,  was  to  grant  to  the  parishioners 
some  check  on  the  autocracy  of  clergy- 
men, and  it  required  no  test  of  Church 
membership,  such  as  being  a  communi- 
cant, from  members  of  the  Board.  It 
would  even  be  possible  for  Nonconfor- 
mists to  be  members.  Another  differ- 
ence was  as  to  the  method  of  enforcing 
compliance  with  the  orders  of  the 
Bishop.  He  did  not  propose  in  the 
Bill  that  the  Bishop  should  have  power 
to  decide  questions  of  law  ;  but,  by  tak- 
ing away  certain  duties  from  the  clergy- 
man, it  would. give  him  more  time  for 
the  peformance  of  those  duties  which 
were  peculiarly  his  own.  It  did  not  in 
any  way  interfere  with  the  spiritual  in- 
dependence of  the  clergyman.  The  Bill 
proposed  that  all  the  members  should  be 
elected  by  the  parishioners,  whereas  the 
noble  Viscount  s  Bill  made  three-fourths 
elective  by  the  parishioners  and  one- 
fourth  by  the  clergyman.  He  knew 
objection  would  be  taken  to  the  admis- 
sion of  Nonconformists ;  but  he  (Mr.  A. 
Ghrey)  was  not  afraid  of  any  evil  arising 
from  their  presence  on  these  Boards,  for 
he  thought  that  such  admission  woidd 
broaden  the  foundations  of  the  Church 
and  make  it  more  truly  national.  In 
fact,  he  would  rather  welcome  them 
than  desire  their  absence  from  the 
Board,  being  assured  that  they  would 
co-operate  heartily  with  the  objects  of 
the  Bill.  His  only  fear  was  that  the  co- 
operation of  the  Nonconformists  in  the 
affairs  of  the  Church  would  be  taken  by 
them  to  be  a  sanction  of  the  principle  of 
an  Established  Church.  He  hoped  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  would  be  rightly 
understood,  which  was  that  the  laity 
should  be  admitted  to  a  legal  share  in 
the  management  of  the  ecclesiastical 
affairs  of  their  own  parishes.  The 
Church  had  a  g^at  work  to  do  in  con- 
tending with  the  vice  and  misery  and 
crime  of  our  large  populations,  and  the 
wider  the  co-operation  in  such  work  the 
better  would  it  be  for  the  Church  and 
for  the  nation.  The  hon.  Member  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Mb.  MABBIOTT,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said,  if  the  Bill  should  pass  its 
second  reading  there  were  Amendments 
that  he  should  like  to  see  introduced,  ex- 
tending one  principle  which  it  contained, 


and  limiting  another.  The  principle 
which  he  would  like  to  see  extended 
was  the  one  contained  in  the  Srd  clause, 
and  which  partially  repealed  the  Public 
Worship  Eegulation  Act  of  1874.  For 
his  part,  he  should  be  glad  to  see 
that  Act  repealed  altogether,  for  it  had 
only  worked  unmitigated  evil.  He  had 
not  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  the  House 
when  that  Act  was  passed ;  but  he  re- 
collected following  the  debates  in  the 
public  papers,  and  when  he  considered 
that  the  Bill  was  opposed  in  an  eloquent 
speech  by  the  Prime  Minister,  and  by 
the  then  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(the  present  Viscount  Cranbrook),  and 
by  such  representative  Members  as 
the  hon.  Members  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn),  Huddersfield  (Mr.  Leatham), 
and  others,  of  such  different  views,  he 
was  astonished  that  it  ever  became  law. 
Now  that  they  had  had  the  Act  working 
for  seven  years,  they  could  say  with  con- 
fidence that  every  argument  used  in  sup- 
port of  it  had  been  falsified,  and  every 
prediction  had  been  fulfilled  against  it. 
It  was  said  that  the  Act  would  put  down 
Ritualism.  Well,  he  wondered  whether 
Bitualism  was  nearer  being  put  down 
now  than  it  was  in  1874.  Speaking  to 
Members  of  that  House  and  members  of 
various  denominations,  he  would  not  ask 
whether  Bitualism  was  right  or  wrong, 
but  whether  that  Bill  was  the  right  way 
to  put  it  down  ?  The  only  result  was 
this — that  serious  pain  had  been  inflicted 
upon  a  number  of  clergymen,  and  that 
a  number  of  lawyers  had  been  enriched. 
Two  societies  had  subscribed  large  sums, 
and  £15,000  had  been  thrown  away  in 
prosecutions,  and  £3,000  or  £5,000  in  de- 
fence. It  seemed  to  him  that  the  money 
would  have  been  much  better  spent  in 
building  churches  and  chapels  than  in 
such  litigation.  The  Public  Worship 
Regulation  Act  of  1874  was  also  passed 
with  an  idea  of  producing  uniformity. 
That  had  been  the  aim  of  the  Church  of 
England  by  Canons,  Articles,  Creeds,  and 
Acts  of  Parliament.  They  had  tried  to 
produce  uniformity  of  belief  and  prac- 
tice among  the  members,  and  he  could 
only  say  of  the  history  of  the  Church 
during  the  past  two  centuries  that  these 
efforts  had  turned  out  gigantic  failures. 
The  Act  of  1874  was  in  the  same  spirit. 
It  proposed  to  secure,  with  an  iron  hand, 
uniformity  of  practice  in  the  Church  of 
England.  At  the  present  time,  notwith- 
standing all  the  safegaardft  that  there 
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were,  and  the  Act  of  1 874,  almost  every 
doctrine,  including  the  tenets  of  the 
Church  of  Rome,  was  now  taught  in  the 
Cliurch  of  England.  In  some  churches 
the  clergymen  taught  and  practised  en- 
tirely what  doctrine  they  liked.  Ho 
thought,  however,  that  the  more  com- 
prehensive the  Church  was,  and  the  less 
she  tried  to  shackle  the  belief  of  her 
members,  the  better  it  was  for  them  and 
the  nation  for  which  she  was  established. 
But  there  were  cases  in  which  this  might 
be  a  grievance.  He  had  no  wish  to  in- 
terfere with  the  worship  that  took  place 
in  the  churches  of  the  large  towns. 
There  was,  so  to  speak,  a  free  trade  in 
religious  worship  in  the  large  towns.  A 
person  in  London,  or  any  of  the  large 
towns,  might  go  to  a  High,  a  Low,  or  a 
Broad  Church,  and  he  did  not  see  why 
those  who  exercised  a  choice  or  a  pre- 
ference should  be  interfered  with.  He 
thought  most  churches  and  chapels  did 
more  good  than  harm,  whatever  doc- 
trines they  taught ;  and  because  he 
did  not  agree  with  what  was  being 
taught  in  them  that  was  no  reason 
why  he  shoidd  be  opposed  to  them, 
seeing  that  other  people  believed  in 
the  doctrines  taught  within  their  walls. 
But  with  regard  to  the  parish  churches 
in  the  rural  districts  of  England,  there 
was  in  each  parish  generally  only 
one  church,  and  there  had  been  many 
cases  where  the  Services  had  been 
altered  by  the  appointment  of  a  new 
clergyman,  according  to  his  views  of 
practice  and  doctrine.  Now,  the  ques- 
tion was — Was  there  any  remedy  for 
that  state  of  things  ?  By  the  5th  clause 
of  the  Kesolutions  introduced  by  the 
present  Premier  in  1874  it  was  affirmed 
that  it  was  desirable  that  members 
of  the  Church  should  receive  ample 
protection  against  the  sole  will  of  the 
clergyman.  He  was  in  favour  of 
that  principle.  And  the  second  point 
of  it  was  that  there  should  be  co- 
operation. Almost  every  clergyman  and 
Bishop  would  say  that  he  desired  lay 
co-operation.  At  the  Church  Congresses 
the  laity  were  well  received  by  the  Bishops 
and  the  clergy ;  but  what  was  tho  use 
of  that  unless  the  power  of  the  laity  was 
recognized  ?  It  was  all  very  well  to 
have  Church  Congresses  to  discuss  eccle- 
siastical matters ;  but  the  laity  had  no 
power  to  make  or  prevent  any  change  in 
the  religious  Services  in  their  churches. 
Members  of  the  Church  of  Engtsind  were 
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unique  in  this  respect.  The  Noncon- 
formists had,  as  a  body,  an  advantage 
over  them.  In  America  the  Church  waa 
governed  by  a  House  of  Bishops  and  a 
House  of  Deputies  in  which  the  laity  had 
extensive  powers.  Therefore,  he  cordially 
supported  the  Bill  as  far  as  it  went  in 
that  direction.  But  he  thought  it  ought 
to  have  a  limit  by  modifying  the  10th 
clause,  which  was  to  the  effect  that 
Church  Boards  should,  from  time  to  time, 
have  power  to  make  any  reg^ation  not 
contrary  to  Church  doctrine.  If  the  Bill 
were  passed  as  it  was,  there  were  caaei 
in  which  it  would  produce  very  great 
hardship.  There  should  not  be  a  pover 
given  to  the  Church  Board  to  settle  whe- 
ther or  not  a  certain  practice  should  he 
carried  out,  whether  the  clergyman  liked 
it  or  not.  They  should  not  have  the 
power  to  say  to  a  clergyman  that  he 
should  put  candles  on  the  altar,  or 
turn  this  way  or  that ;  but  the  matter 
was  quite  different  when  a  clergyman 
came  to  a  church,  and  found  the  prac- 
tice one  way  and  attempted  to  alter  it  to 
another  way.  He  thought  the  power  of 
the  Board  should  be  confined  to  a  veto, 
so  that  it  might  have  the  power  of  say- 
ing what  should  not  be  done  by  the 
clergyman.  The  present  Bill  differed 
from  the  Bill  brought  in  by  the  noble 
Viscount  the  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Viscount  Sandon),  who  proposed  that 
electors  of  the  Church  Boards  should 
be  communicants.  That  brought  them 
to  a  very  grave  question,  which  he  did 
not  wish  to  see  raised,  and  that  waa  the 
question  of  Establishment  or  Disestablish* 
ment  in  this  country.  One  theory  for  a 
State  Church  was  that  the  people  of  thii 
country  should  have  a  voice  in  her 
management;  and  every  Englishman 
had  a  voice  in  her  management  by  his 
being  represented  in  that  House.  He 
thought  that  the  laity  should  have  a  veij 
considerable  power  on  the  Church  Boarda, 
and  he  would  go  so  far  as  to  support  the 
Bill  with  such  an  Amendment  as  that 
would  involve.  With  the  limitation  he 
had  stated,  he  was  prepared  to  second  the 
Motion  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (1/r.  Albert  Grey.) 

Mr.  GEOEGE  RUSSELL,  in  ridinff 
to  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  seoonA 
time  that  day  six  months,  said,  it  coold 
not  be  amended  in  any  sense  that  wonU 
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e  fatal  to  its  principle.  He  con- 
id  it  so  drastic,  and  of  so  violent 
tgeressive  a  character,  as  to  be 
than  the  disease  which  it  was 
sed  to  cure.  Besides,  he  thought 
;he  time  had  passed  when,  per- 
such  a  measure  might  have  been 
ary.  The  disease  was  in  no  want 
I  present  remedy.  It  had  got  over 
bage.  It  made  a  distinct  attempt 
r  off  the  opposition  of  the  Bitualists 
ealing  the  JPublic  Worship  Eegula- 
ot ;  but  that  could  not  compensate 
I  ignominy  of  the  position  in  which 
Id  place  the  Church  of  England. 
I  principle  of  lay  control  over  the 
h,  no  one,  he  supposed,  would  al- 
er  demur ;  but  the  proposed  mea- 
70uld  effect  a  revolution  unparal- 
by  anything  that  had  taken  place 
history  since  the  days  of  the  Com- 
3alth.  It  would  establish  the  con- 
ional  system  with  a  difference,  for 
WAB  no  condition  that  the  lay  con- 
lould  be  confined  to  those  who 
I  with  the  doctrines  taught  by  the 
1.  He  asked  whether  it  was  fair 
list  what  the  Church  of  England 
Qost  dear  to  those  outside  of  her 
-to  a  Board  composed  of  all  sorts 
3ple,  whose  simple  qualification 
16  very  mundane  one  of  having 
be  Queen's  Taxes?  It  went  even 
r,  for  it  placed  the  control  of  the 
of  the  Church  of  England  under 
atrol,  in  many  parishes,  of  Non- 
miflt  ratepayers.  Nonconformists, 
sr  excellent  they  might  be,  were 
I  contended,  the  best  judges  of  the 
98  of  the  Church.  But  this  Bill 
not  stop  short  at  the  intervention 
lodox  Nonconformists ;  it  would 
avery  shade  of  unbelief;  and  there 
thing,  he  maintained,  in  the  provi- 
f  the  Bill  which  would  prevent  a 
>lding  the  opinions  of  Mr.  Brad- 
&om  being  elected  a  member  of 
oroh  Boardof  Northampton,  if  the 
k  measure  became  law  ;  and  thus 
oold  have  an  Atheist  controlling, 
ting  to  control,  the  religious  mat- 
l  his  district.  He  was  sure  the 
n  of  other  religious  but  Noncon- 
;  Bodies  would  not  like  the  mem- 
f  rival  bodies  to  pry  into  their 
or  to  be  elected  on  their  committee 
lagement ;  and  he  was  convinced 
16  orthodox  English  Nonconfor- 
Duld  care  but  little  for  the  honour 
it  was  proposed  under  the  present 


measure  to  confer  upon  him.  He  would 
sooner  see  the  Establishment  perish  and 
the  theory  of  a  national  religion  disap- 
pear than  that  such  intolerable  evils  as 
those  which  the  proposed  measure  would 
introduce  should  be  brought  into  her 
midst. 

And  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  be- 
fore Six  of  the  o'clock,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

UTDIA  OFFICE  AUDITOR  (sUPKRANNTTATION) 

BILL. 
Resolution  [April  25J  reported^  and  agreed  to  : 
— Bill  ordered  io\>Q  brought  in  by  The  Marquess 
of  Ha&tinotoic  and  Lord  Fbbdebicx  Caybn- 

DISH. 

Bill  prMen^tft^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BillUC] 

MOTIONS. 

SOLWAT  FISHERIES   (SOOTLAIH))   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ernest  Noel,  Bill  for  the 
declaration  of  the  Law  relating  to  fresh  water 
fish  not  of  the  salmon  kind,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Ernest  Noel,  Mr.  J.  Max- 
well-Hbbon,  and  Mr.  Anderson. 

'Biilpreeentedj  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  141.] 

BEER   BILL. 

Coruidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Besolvedf  That  the  Cliairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  for  the  better  securing  the  purity  of  Beer. 

Hesolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Colonel  Barns,  Mr.  Storbr,  and 
Mr.  Hicks. 

BiHpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  142.] 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS  (ACCOMMODATION). 
Select  Committee  appointed,  **  to  consider  the 
proposals  for  the  increased  accommodation  of 
the  House,  and  to  Report  to  the  House  what 
use  shall  be  made  of  the  Rooms  proposed  to  be 
g^ven  up  by  the  House  of  Lords." — (Mr.  Shaw 
Le/evre,) 

CHESHIRE    SALT    DISTRICTS  COMFEKSATION 

BILL. 
Ordered,  That  Mr.  Hastings  be  discharged 
from  attendance  upon  the  Committee : — Ordered, 
That  Mr.  Story-Maskeltne  be  added  to  the 
Committee : — Ordered,  Three  be  the  quorum. — 
{Lord  Richard  Oroevenor.) 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  2Sth  April,  1881. 


MINTTTES.]— New  Member  Sworn— Samuel 

Storey,  esquire,  for  Sunderland. 
Public   Btlls  —  Ordered^- Fir »t  Reading — Pier 

and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation*  [143]. 
Second  Reading — Land  Law   (Ireland)   [1361 — 

[Second  Nighi\ — debate  further  adjourned. 
Third  Reading  —  Inland  Revenue  Buildings  • 

[125],  tmidi  patted. 

NOTICE   OF  RESOLUTION. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  :  Sir,  I  beg 
to  give  Notice  that  on  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Irish  Land  BQl  I  shall  move 
as  an  Amendment  the  following  Be- 
solution : — 

"  That  this  House,  while  anxious  to  maintain 
and  secure  in  full  efficiency  the  customs  of 
Ulster,  and  other  analogous  customs  in  Ireland, 
and  to  remedy  any  proved  defects  in  the  Land 
Act  of  1870,  is  disposed  to  seek  for  the  social  and 
material  improvement  of  that  Country  by  mea- 
sures for  the  development  of  its  industrial  re- 
sources, rath  or  than  by  a  measure  which  confuses, 
without  setthng  on  a  just  and  permanent  basis 
the  relations  of  landlord  and  tenant.'* 

QUESTIONS. 

TRADE  AND  COM^IERCE—IMPORT  AND 
EXPORT  OF  WOOLLEN  GOODS. 

Mr.  MAO  rVER  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  it  is  the  case 
that  during  each  of  the  last  eight  years 
our  importation  of  woollen  and  worsted 
manufactured  goods  has  steadily  and 
progressively  increased ;  if  it  is  true  that 
our  exportation  of  such  goods  has,  dur- 
ing all  those  years,  with  equal  regularity 
diminished;  and,  whether  there  is  any 
reason  to  doubt  the  accuracy  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  statistics  on  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  statement  contained  in  the  Ques- 
tion was  not  altogether  correct.  It  was 
not  true  that  during  each  of  the  last 
eight  years  our  importation  of  the  goods 
referred  to  had  increased,  as  it  decreased 
in  the  year  1879,  nor  was  it  true  that 
our  importation  of  such  goods  had  dur- 
ing those  years  regularly  diminished, 
because  in  the  year  1880  it  increased, 
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and  in  other  yeaxs,  al^ongh  the  Ttliu 
diminished,  the  quantity  considerably 
increased.  With  respect  to  the  Boaid 
of  Trade  statistics,  those  statisties,  fbr 
the  years  1873  and  1874,  were  partly 
vitiated  by  incorrect  returns  maae  by 
the  exporters  in  the  Eastern  porta ;  hoi, 
with  respect  to  other  years,  be  believed 
that  they  were  quite  correct. 


SOUTH  AFRICA  — THE  TRANSVAAL- 
THE  NATIVE  INHABITANTS —THK 
PAPERS. 

Mr.  GOEST  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whedier 
Copies  of  any  Petitions  by  the  natirs 
inhabitants  of  the  Transvaal  relating  to 
the  surrender  of  the  Queen's  sovereignty 
to  the  Boers,  and  of  replies  tbereto  by 
Sir  E.  Wood,  or  any  other  officer  of 
Government,  have  been  received  at  the 
Colonial  Office;  and,  if  so,  whether 
there  is  any  objection  to  lay  them  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  GRANT  DUFF:  No,  Sir;  no 
such  documents  have  reached  the  Colo- 
nial Office. 

CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE  BILL 
—FARM  BUILDINGS. 

Sir  BALDVTYN  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  with  re- 
ference to  Customs  and  Inland  Hevenne 
Bill,  Whether  the  definition  of  "house," 
in  Clause  16,  sub-section  4,  as  comprising 
"  offices,  courts,  yards,  and  Mrdens,"  u 
intended  to  include  farm  buildings  or  not? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  No,  Sir ;  it  does 
not  include  farm  building^. 

CENTRAL  ASIA— THE  RUSSIAN 
ADVANCE. 

Mr.  J.  COWEN  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affaixi, 
If  he  can  give  any  further  informatioi 
respecting  the  alleged  abandonment  of 
the  forward  policy  of  Russia  in  Central 
Asia;  and,  if  it  is  true  that  Geneitl 
Scobeleff  has  been  recalled,  and  a  stop 
put  to  the  aggpressive  operation  of  Baaai 
m  Asia  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
the  statement  whicb  I  made  on  a  prs- 
vious  occasion  in  this  House  was  sob- 
stantially  correct.  General  Skobeleff  hii 
been  recalled,  and  military  operatioBi 
have  terminated.  I  may  add  that  ve 
hear  that  eight  battalions  of  hie  tioofi 
are  already  on  their  xetm  iMsdi. 
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Hb.  J.  GOWEN  ukedtliQ  UndOT  Sb- 
oretftry  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If  be 
can  lay  on  tha  Table  Papers  shoving  the 
oommanicationB  on  which  he  baaed  hia 
■tatement  that  the  Buaeiana  are  follow- 
ing a  policy  of  withdrawal  in  the  Eaat  ? 

Sir  OHABLES  W.  DILK.E  aaid,  it 
vas  hardly  poaeibie  to  continue  the  pro- 
duction of  tneae  Papers  one  by  one.  He 
oould  not  undertake  to  lay  thena  all  on 
the  Table  immediately  ;  but  the  state- 
ment he  bad  made  vaa  founded  upon 
information  supplied  by  Lord  Dufferin, 
which  would  be  found  in  tho  despatchee 
to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  Souse. 

BOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL - 
THE  8DERENDEH  OF  POTCHEF- 

8TR00M. 
Mb.  GIBSON  aaked  the  Under  Seore- 
taiy  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
there  were  any  caaualtiea  in  the  garri- 
son of  Potchefatroom  between  date  of 
umistice  and  date  of  its  surrender ;  at 
what  dates  reapectively  were  the  news 
of  the  armiatice  conveyed  by  the  Boers 
to  the  other  besieged  garrisons  in  the 
^ansTaal ;  and,  whether,  having  regard 
to  statements  that  have  recently  appeared 
in  the  press  with  reference  to  the  coadi- 
tioQ  of  affaira  at  present  existing  in  the 
^banavaal,  he  will  oommunicat«  to  the 
Hoase  any  information  Her  Majesty's 
OoremmeDt  have  received  on  the  gene- 
ral mbject  t  

Mb.  GEANT  DTJTT:  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  first  two  Queationa,  I  have  to  say 
that  no  information  with  regard  to  the 
points  mentioned  haa  yet  been  received 
either  by  the  War  Office  or  the  Colonial 
Office.  In  reply  to  the  third  Question, 
I  have  to  say  that  Papers  up  to  the  7th 
of  April  will  be  in  the  nanda  of  Members 
not  later  than  Saturday.  The  Commis- 
rion  should  be  opened  this  very  day,  at 
Newcastle,  by  Sir  John  H.  De  Yilliers  aad 
Bir  Evelyn  Wood.  Sir  Hercules  Robin- 
eon  is  detained  at  the  Cape  by  a  threat- 
ened Ministerial  criais ;  but  he  trusts 
by  the  4th  or  5th  of  May  to  join  his 
OoOeaguee  at  Newcastle.  We  are  in 
oommunicatioii  with  the  Boer  leaders 
with  rrierence  to  the  reparation  to  be 
made  to  the  Treasury  in  respect  of  the 
ooonrrence  at  Potchefatroom ;  but  until 
Her  Majeaty's  Govdrnment  can  more 
folly  estimate  the  effect  of  that  occur- 
rence upon  the  general  state  of  Trans- 
vaal affiura,  it  would  not  be  for  the 
advanta^  of  the  public  Bsrvioe  that  I 


should  give  any  furiher  particulars.  I 
have  further  to  say  that  in  addition  to 
the  Papers  to  which  I  referred  a  moment 
ago,  the  Instructions  to  the  Royal  Com- 
missioners and  other  Papers  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  not  later  than  Monday. 

Mr.  GIBSON  asked,  with  reference  to 
the  first  two  Questions,  whether  tbe  War 
Office  or  the  Colonial  Office  had  aaked 
for  information  on  the  points  mentioned, 
and.  if  not,  whether  they  would  do  so  ? 

Ma.  GEANT  DUFF:  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will 
g^ve  me  Notice  of  the  Question. 

Mb.  GIBSON  :  It  is  on  the  Paper. 

VACCINATION  ACTS— CASE  OF  MB. 
JOHN  ABEL,  OF  FARRINGDON. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  Mr.  John  Abel, 
of  Farringdon,  has  been  prosecuted 
thirty-fonr  times  for  refusing  to  have 
fais  children  vaccinated  ;  and,  whether 
he  propoaes  to  bring  in  any  measure  to 
limit  the  amount  of  punishment  inflicted 
for  non-compliance  with  the  Vaccination 
Acts? 

Mb.  DODSON  :  Sir,  although  I  have 
no  official  information  ae  to  the  exaot 
number  of  times  Mr.  Abel  has  been  pro- 
secuted for  not  having  had  his  children 
vaccinated,  I  have  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  number  of  times  is  not  correctly 
stated  in  the  Question.  At  the  same 
time,  it  is  right  to  mention  that  the 
Board  are  in  no  sense  responsible  for 
the  repeated  prosecutions  in  this  case ; 
and  they  have  not  failed  to  point  out  to 
the  Guardians  the  expediency  of  caution 
and  moderation  in  continuing  frequent 
prosecutions.  Looking  to  the  scant  en- 
couragement the  Bill  introduced  last  year 
for  the  purpose  of  limiting  prosecutions 
in  these  cases  met  with,  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  bring  in  a  similar  measure  this 
Seaaion. 

ABMT— THE  ROYAL  ARTILLERY— PAY 
OF  ARTIFICERS. 
Mr.  BOOHD  aaked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  a  feet  that 
artificers  in  the  Royal  Artillery  are  paid 
according  to  a  much  lower  scale  than 
those  holding  tho  same  rank  and  dis- 
charging similar  duties  in  the  Array 
Service  Curpa  ;  and  whether,  if  such  be 
the  cawe,  ho  cnn  hold  out  any  hope  of 
improving  their  position  7 
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Mr.  CHILDERS:  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  cannot  undertake 
to  say  that  the  rates  of  pay  of  artificers 
in  the  Royal  Artillery  and  in  the  Army 
Service  Corps  should  be  the  same.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  pay  of  artificers  in 
the  Artillery  is  in  one  rank  greater  than 
in  the  Army  Service  Corps.  But  it  so 
happens  that  these  rates  are  under  revi- 
sion at  the  present  time. 

CRnnNAL  LAW— ABDUCTION  OF 
ENGLISH  GIRLS. 

Mr.  M'COAN  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
existence  of  an  established  traffic  in  girls 
under  age  for  immoral  purposes  between 
London  and  the  Continent,  and  if  he 
purposes  to  take  any,  and  what,  steps  to 
put  an  end  to  it ;  whether  it  is  true  that 
the  Belgian  authorities  have  vainly  ap- 
plied to  the  Home  Office  for  the  eztra- 
aition  of  a  man  named  Marx,  alias 
Fredericks,  alias  Schultz,  a  Belgian  sub- 
ject, who  is  said  to  be  well  known  to  the 
I?olice  as  an  active  London  agent  for 
such  trafiic ;  and,  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  any  Be- 

fort  from  the  Chief  of  the  Criminal 
nvestigation  Department  upon  the  sub- 
ject? 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  Sir,  the  attention 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  has  been  called 
to  the  subject ;  and  a  member  of  the 
English  Bar  was  recently  deputed  to 
Brussels  to  inquire  into  the  truth  of 
certain  alleged  cases,  and  to  watch  the 
prosecution  recently  instituted  by  the 
Belgian  authorities,  which  resulted  in 
the  sentence  to  fine  and  various  terms  of 
imprisonment  of  five  persons  convicted 
of  participating  in  the  abduction  of  an 
English  girl.  One  of  the  principal  de- 
linquents in  the  afiair,  having  absconded 
to  France,  will  be  tried  in  that  country ; 
and,  as  this  case  will  form  an  essential 
part  of  the  inquiry,  the  Secretary  of 
State  has  deemed  it  expedient  that  Mr. 
Snagge,  the  barrister  referred  to,  should 
attend  this  trial  as  well.  No  application 
has  been  made  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
on  the  part  of  the  Belgian  authorities 
for  the  extradition  of  the  man  Marx. 
Mr.  Snagge  will  submit  a  Report  on  the 
conclusion  of  the  inquiry.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  will  then  consider  whether 
the  Report  shall  be  laid  on  the  Table  of 
the  House,  and  what  action  may  be  re- 
quired. 


COURT    OF   SESSION   (SCOTLAND)- 
THE  TAG  ANT  JUDGESHIP. 

Mb.  DICK-FEDDIE  asked  the  Lord 
Advocate,  If  it  is  intended  to  fill  up  the 
vacant  judgeship  in  the  Court  of  Session; 
and,  if  it  is,  when  it  is  likely  that  the 
appointment  of  a  Judfi^e  will  be  made? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'La.ben)  :  My  hon.  Friend  is  no  doubt 
aware  that  there  is  a  Bill  pending  in  the 
other  branch  of  the  Legislature  for  re- 
ducing the  number  of  Judges  in  the 
Court  of  Session.  Until  that  Bill  ii 
proceeded  with,  or  withdrawn,  it  will  be 
improper  to  take  any  stet)8  for  fiUing  up 
the  vacancy  in  the  Judgeship;  and  I  tm 
unable,  at  present,  to  give  a  definite 
answer  to  his  Question. 

EXTRADITION  OF  POLITICAL 
OFFENDERS. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  asked  the  Un- 
der Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs, Whether  any  communications  have 
been  exchanged  between  Her  Majestj*! 
Government  and  Foreign  Ooyemments, 
in  regard  to  the  right  of  asylum,  and  the 
extradition  of  political  offenders  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  reaaoa 
to  believe  that  communications  have 
been  exchanged  between  foreign  Go- 
vernments with  regard  to  the  right  of 
asylum  and  the  extradition  of  poiitiosl 
offenders ;  but  they  themselves  nave  re- 
ceived no  invitation  upon  the  subject 

FRANCE— THE  NEW  COMMERCIAL 

TREATY. 

Mr.  MAC  IYER  asked  the  FM 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  facilitiei 
will  be  afforded  for  considering  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  honourable  ^(ember  for  Pais- 
ley, in  reference  to  the  French  Commer- 
cial Treaty,  before  any  such.  Treaty  if 
concluded ;  or,  in  any  circumstances,  if 
he  will  bo  good  enough  to  give  the 
House  a  definite  assurance  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  not  enter  into 
any  commercial  arrangement  binding 
this  Country  for  a  term  of  years  without 
first  giving  the  House  an  opportunity  of 
expressing  its  opinion  on  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  be  surprised  when  I  say 
that  it  is  impossible  for  me— or,  indeed, 
for  any  Government — to  give  a  pledss 
upon  this  subject  in  the  terms  which  b 
has  laid  down.    The  Hoase  might  hAT* 
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been  prorogued  in  the  month  of  Augusti  any  question  of  duties  in  this  country. 
and  in  the  month  of  September  we  might  I  assure  the  hon.  Member  that  the  re- 
have  had  an  advantageous  opportunity  solution  to  which  he  has  referred  will 
which  might  not  again  occur.  What  I  receive  the  most  careful  attention  of  the 
wish  to  do,  in  substance,  is  to  give  to  Government^  and  that  there  will  be  no 
the  hon.  Member  and  the  House  every  disposition  at  all  to  force  on  communi- 
reasonablo  assurance ;  and  I  therefore  cations,  except  it  be  with  the  full  assur- 
say  that  my  opinion  is  that,  in  conduct-  ance  that  we  are  proceeding  according 
ing  any  negotiations  on  this  subject,  we  to  the  general  sense  of  the  commeroi^ 
Bhall  undoubtedly  have  to  avail  our-  community.  The  hon.  Member  has  also 
selves  of  the  assistance  of  the  commer-  asked  when  we  will  proceed  with  the 
cial  community ;  and,  that  being  so,  I  Customs  and  Inland  Eevenue  Bill.  The 
have  not  the  least  doubt  that  the  gene-  Bill  does  not  raise  any  question  of  prin- 
ral  bearings  of  all  proceedings,  and  of  ciple  new  to  the  House,  and  it  would 
all  negotiations,  will  be  quite  sufficiently  certainly  be  convenient  to  take  it  to- 
known  to  all  those  who  are  directly  in-  night,  unless  there  is  any  real  objection 
terested,  and  will  enable  them  to  put  us  to  it. 
in  possession  of  public  opinion.    1  have 

no  fear,  therefore,  of  our  being  obliged  FRANCE— THE  NEW  COMMERCIAL 

to  take  any  steps  as  to  which   there  TREATY— THE  SUGAR  AND 

will  be  any  serious  doubt  as  to  the  judg-  SHIPPING  BOUNTIES 

ment  of  ParU&ment  or  the  commercial  ^^    ^^^  j^^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^ 

^°"  Secretary    of    State    for    Foreign    Af- 

fairs,  Whether  Mr.  Kennedy,  who  is 

CXrSTOMS  JlSD  inland  revenue—  now  in  Paris  on  a  mission  connected 

THE  COMMERCIAL  TREATY  with  the  Commercial  Treaty,  has  in- 

WITH  FRANCE.  structions  to  make  any  representation 

Me.  HERMON  asked  the  First  Lord  *°  *^®  ^l^.  ®.ov»™°»®^t  w»<^  'efer- 

of  the  Treasury,  When  the  Customs  and  ^^J^T^Jt^f'^i^^'}^^''^,    ,, 

Inland  Revenie  Bill  will  be  brought  ^^m   JOHN  LUBBOCK   asked   the 

forward;  and,  whether  the  attention  of  Y°"*.«'  ^^"^  .?^.  ^^^  ^**' J^^r^JP 

the  Government  has  been  directed  to  a  ^^^^^i  ^«*^«''  .^*  "  *^?  "^^  *^**  ¥«■• 

xeeolution  of  the  members  of  the  Man-  Kennedy  is  now  m  Pans  on  a  inission 

Chester  Chamber  of  Commerce  to  the  <=o^J^«d  'it^  ttie  Commercial  Treaty 

effect  that  they  would  rather  have  no  ^"tlvFraice;  and  if  so,  whether  he  has 

Commercial  Treaty  with  France  at  all  i»8teuctions  to  make  any  representations 

than  one  that  ooitained  unfavourable  *°  *^«  I'^^  Government  with  refer- 

fAi-ma  9  ®^^®  ^  *^®  Sugar  Bounties  ? 

^.GLADSTONE:    Sir,   I  should  ^^^   ^^^^^^^^    W.    DIL^:    Sir, 

say  first  that  there  is  at  present  no  rela-  ^'-  Kennedy  is  at  present  in  Pans  en- 

tion  whatever  between  t£e  Customs  and  »^?d  '"^  receiving  from  the    French 

Inland  Eevenue  Bill  and  the  French  "^f"^  explanations  as  to  the  changes 

Treaty.  The  Customs  and  Inland  Ee-  P*5l  '^  ^^T*^  *^%  ^!l  ^*" 
Tenue  BiU  contains  no  proposals  re-  jesty's  Government  are  awaiting  the  re- 
specting the  duties  upon  articles  im-  suits  of  Mr.  Kennedy's  inquiries  before 
parted  into  this  count^'  from  France,  coming  to  a  decision  as  to  the  formal 
^th  the  exception  of  the  rectification  of  "^gotiat'onf  ^^  »  i^ew  Treaty  of  Com- 
the  differenti^  spirit  duty,  which,  of  ^«««  ^'!'}  ^f^f .'  and,  meanwhUe, 
course,  is  quite  a  different  matter-a  *^«J^  *'«"f«|?'  ^*  ''vT*?^^®  *l  ^^^'  /^* 
mere  ikatte?  of  regulation-and,  more-  representations  which  they  have  deter- 
over,  Her  Majesty^ 8  Goveniment  have  '^'?^.  *°  '"'^«'  l>oth  with  regard  to  the 
no  cimmanioation  of  a  recent  date  with  s^^iPP^g  a^d  sugar  bounties, 
the  French  Govemment  which  would 

lead  them  to  suppose  that  the  French  SOUTH    AFRICA  -  THE    TRANSVAAL 

Govemment  were  disposed  to  press  for  (MILITARY  orERATIONS)-THE  60th 

anything  of  the  kind,  consequently  the  RIELES. 

subject,  BO  far  as  it  is  at  present  before  Major    Genebal  FEILDEN    asked 

Her  Majesty's  Government,  is  entirely  the  Socrotary  of  State  for  War,  If  he 

French,  and  has  no  relation  whatever  to  ,  has    received    any   information    which 

^YOL.  CCLX.       [thim)  sebies.]  2  U 


1316  IVanes  and  Tunu—OuHrMk  (OOMMONSl      of  the  Eraukmir  IHhsi.     IS16 


would  enable  him  to  contradict  the  i 
statements  which  were  published  some 
weeks  ago  in  a  London  newspaper, 
as  to  the  supposed  misconduct  of  a  por- 
tion of  the  3rd  Battalion  of  the  60th 
Kifles  at  the  attack  on  the  Majuba 
Mountain  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Yes,  Sir ;  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member — who  has  such  good 
reason  to  be  proud  of  his  former  regi- 
ment— and  the  House  will  be  glad  to 
hear  the  telegram  which  I  received  a 

few  days  ago — 

"  April  20,  Fort  Amiel. 

"  Please  contradict  unfavourable  reports  of 
3-60th  on  28th  Febrnarjr.  None  on  Alajuba. 
One  company  sent  out  with  spare  ammunition 
to  join  supporting  company  of  92d,  and  retired 
with  it  by  orders  from  Prospect  Camp,  bringing 
all  the  ammunition  in.  Two  companies  posted 
three  miles  off  covered  retreat  steadily.  Am 
perfectly  satisfied  with  their  behaviour. 

"Wood." 

PUBLIC  HEALTH— SMALL-POX 
(METROPOLIS). 

Mr.  fell  asked  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  Whether  the 
Metropolitan  Boards  of  Guardians  and 
the  Vestries  have  replied  to  the  letters 
addressed  to  them  bv  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  on  Feoruary  23rd,  1881  ; 
and,  if  he  can  inform  the  House  what 
extent  of  provision  has  been  or  is  being 
made  for  hospital  treatment  and  isola- 
tion of  pauper  and  non-pauper  cases  of 
smallpox  in  the  Metropolis  ? 

Mr.  D0D80N:  Sir,  almost  all  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  and  Vestries  have 
replied  to  the  Board's  letters.  Of  the 
Boards  of  Guardians  14  have  promised 
to  provide  some  accommodation  for  the 
reception  of  small-pox  oases  of  the  pauper 
class,  and  14  Vestries  and  District 
Boards  have  undertaken  to  the  same 
effect  as  regards  non-paupers ;  but  I  am 
not  at  present  in  a  position  to  say  for 
what  number  of  cases  accommodation 
will  be  thus  provided,  although,  looking 
to  the  extent  of  the  epidemic  and  the 
difficulty  of  finding  proper  accommoda- 
tion, I  am  very  apprehensive  that  the 
provision  which  has  yet  been  made  will 
not  be  found  adequate  to  meet  the  de- 
mands on  the  authorities  referred  to. 
It  should  be  added  that  the  beds  at 
the  disposal  of  the  managers  of  the 
Metropolitan  Asylums  Board,  in  num- 
ber 968,  are  all  full,  and  these  are 
now  obliged  to  refuse  any  more  admis- 
sions. 

Mafar  General  Fielden 


FRANCE  AND  TUNIS— OUTBREAK  OP 
THE  KR0UH3iIIR  TRIBES— MILITARY 
OPERATIONS. 

Baron  HENEY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  any  Correspoiidence 
has  taken  place  between  Her  Majesty's 
Government  and  the  Government  of  the 
French  Republic  with  regard  to  the 
French  Expedition  to  Tunis  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  can  give  the  House  any  in- 
formation on  the  subject  or  lay  the 
Papers  upon  the  Table? 

Mr.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  report  published 
in  the  daily  journals  with  regard  to  the 
bombardment  of  the  Island  of  Tabarka 
by  a  French  vessel  of  war,  and  the  land- 
ing of  French  troops  in  Tunisian  terri- 
tory is  true ;  whether  any  information 
on  the  subject  has  been  received  bj 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  will  be 
communicated  to  this  House;  if  any 
measures  have  or  will  be  taken  for  tiie 
protection  of  British  interests  in  that 
Kegency,  and  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
rights  and  privileges  secured  to  British 
subjects  in  Tunis  by  treaties  and  oon- 
ventions  entered  into  between  Ghreat 
Britain  and  the  Porte;  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  yet  received 
any  official  assurances  from  the  French 
Government  that  the  status  quo,  as  es- 
tablished and  guaranteed  by  suchtreatiM 
and  conventions,  or  by  protocol,  as  re- 
gards the  Regency  of  Tunis,  will  be 
maintained;  and,  whether  any  Com- 
spondence  has  passed  between  Her  Mi- 
jesty's  Government  and  that  of  Italy  on 
the  subject;  and,  if  so,  whether  that 
also  will  be  communicated  to  the  Houee? 
The  hon.  Member  supplemented  hii 
Question  by  stating  that  since  he  had 
put  the  Notice  on  the  Paper  he  had  seen 
m  the  daily  journals  that  the  Bey  had 
issued  a  protest  against  the  unwarrant- 
able invasion  of  Tunisian  territoiy  bj 
the  French,  and  whether  Her  Majeety'i 
Government  had  received  that  protest 
and  intended  to  take  any  steps  to  urge 
on  the  French  Government  the  main- 
tenance of  the  status  quo  in  that  Re- 
gency ? 

Sir  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  aaked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  forForeigB 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  interpose  their  good  office 
to  prevent,   by  mediation,  or  Interna- 


e  in  oommuuication  on 


(Governments  v 
the  subject. 

SOUTH    AFRICA  — THE    TRANSVAAL 
(MILITARY  OPERATIONS)— VOLUN- 
TEER FORCE. 
Mr.  GOEST  aaked  the  Under  Secre- 
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tional  mediation,  the  ontbreak  of  hos- 
tjlities  between  France  and  Tunis  ? 

SiBCHAJlLESW.DILKE:8ir,nooffi- 
cial  information  has  been  received  of  the 
bombardment  of  Tabarca  ;  butHer  Ma- 
jesty's GoTemment  were  informod  on  the 
26th  instant  that  the  landing  of  French 

that,  at  the  present  moment,  the  Intereata    .  «o,  ^    ^     ^l    r.  i     -      ttt.","" 

troops  was  imminent.  Her  Majesty's  W  o/ State  for  the  Colomoa,  Whether, 
Government  have  no  reason  to  believe  a™""  disasters  had  occurred  to  the  Bn- 
mentioned  in  the  3rd  paragraph  of  the  ^^^,.f??°P*  *"*  ^r^*^""  .  cessaUon  of 
Question  of  the  hon.  lfem?8r  &r  Ware-  |  ^""t'l'^efl  >n  the  Trapsvaal,  many  mem- 
bam  (Mr.  Montague  Guest)  are  threat-  '  ^«"  ''{^^  Volunteer  Eifle  Association 
ened  in  Tunis;  bit  a  despatch  boat  has  ?f  ^""^'^  Aurtraha  offered  through  the 
been  sent  to  Goletta  to  keep  up  tele-  Goyo">«'  ?'  South  Australia  to  go  on 
graphic  communication  with  Europe  in  '  ^*'^«  ««7l^,^  *"  *^°  Transvaal  to  the  as- 
flie  event  of  its  being  interrupted,  and  a  ^stance  of  Her  Majesty's  troops  in  South 
man-of-war  is  held  in  readiness  at  Malta  ^t'^V  ^'^'^t  "P'?  ^^8  returned  to  this 
to  proceed  to  Tunis,  if  required,  for  the  °^^\°^  *?^  Imperial  Government ;  and, 
protection  of  British  lif?and  property.  T^'-^^J^'  '?  *°  "«°*  *>*  a  renewal  of 
the  French  Government  informed  Lord  l^ost'l^tieB  m  the  Transvaal  the  services 
Lyons  on  the  9th  instant  that  their  mili-  "^  Z°^^^T^-  ^""^  ^ustraha  and  other 
tary  operations  wiU  be  confined  to  the  ^"''^  P«i«?'^  ^""^-^  ^«  accepted  by 
neighbourhood^  of  the  Frontier_and  .to    ^Zf'^AtlJ^^^-^^^il  ;„  „._ 


the  punishment  of  the  lawless  Frontier 
Tribes.  Communications  have  been  ex- 
changed with  the  Italian  Ambassador  on 
the  subject  of  sending  vessels  of  war 


Mr.  grant  DUFF  :  Sir,  in  answer 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  first 
Question,  I  have  to  say  that  the  state- 
ment therein  contained  is  quite  cor- 
well- trained  Volunteers 


for  the  proteolion  of  BritiBh  and  Itnlian   '!?'•   *°?  ■  t  i    .    ,  ■ 

into™*,;  butnothingfarth.rha.lakon,'"""?^''""'.''";'?"-  '°  "ply  "o  lua 
pUca  oa  tha  eenetS  qaa.tion  of  a,  ;  ""oad  Qaait.on,  I  haye  to  .aj  Ihal  Ika 
pp«»«t  FrniDh  aipsKUtiia.  A.  regard,  g"'"""  waa  ireolod  to  lajorm  Iha 
uoUtod  uedialion  by  IH.  oounttj  only,  fol™'""  thai  H,r  Majesty'.  Ooyen;- 
Her  Mnjealy'.aoyeimenl  will  conaidS  "?°'  '"V  "?*  gratifled  at  the  patnolio 
it,  aiSed  Ij  both  parties ;  but  oaly  in  T"'/."™"/.>,  'h"?  ?"!','  °°'  ""! 
th>t  event.  Aa  reg^  joint  oi  Inter-  't"'J'  ^^  »°'  flS\  'tde.irable  to  accept 
iU>tioii>l  mediation,  H.r  fiaieaty'.  Go-  «»  ■«"'»•  •■'  Volanteer.  in  the  Tran.- 
Teniiii«nth.Tejnatr<iciT«d;coiimnni-  ,"*'  YS'  J"  ,">i;lJ  .<?"■'  '"'"•"'"i 
crtionftomtheBeyof  Tuni.,  in  which  I'mcd  M«»ber  .  ib.rd  Qiie.tton,  I  hare 
ha  appaida  to  tho  Great  Poien  ugna-  '°  "J,"'?!  '  °"S.'"'.  J"""  "■?* .?"' 
toriei  ot  the  Treaty  ot  Berlin  to  mediate  '•"»  ''™"°"  "?"'''  't  "S.''  '  ""''" 
betwoon  the  French  Ooycmmenl  and  »»■■  "•"!  •8"«  »«<!•■.  There  ..one 
Limaelf.  There  baa  not  been  time  yet ,  comiloratton  which  dominate,  tho  whole 
tor  Her  Majct,'.  Qoremment  to  become  '  P"!"^?  "l"*  "■»  P«»8nt  Goveniment  or 
aoqnaiatod  with  th,  riew.  of  the  other  i  "J'.?."?°""?'!;.".J°'''i."f''.° 
Power,  appealed  to,  nor,  a.  at  prc.ent ,  S™""  Africa,  and  that  ..  the  ab.oluto 
informed.  So  they  know  whether  ,!,».»"»"■'?  f  l'"""''"^  J»  i""'"?™"' 
action  of  lb.  French  Foicee  i.  likely  to  "Z;*^!"'"''  Jf":'"  ";»  "»»  «'  Bri- 
eitoad  beyond  the  meaaore.  n.ce.iuy  liii  and  of  Dntoh  de^ient. 
for  carrying  out  the  object  of  tho  expe- 
dition, which  ia  understood  to  be  the  I  A^^^'  ItECRUITS-SCOTCn  BECRUITS. 
punisluneot  of  the  Frontier  Tribe..  i     Sia  ALEXANDER  GOEDON  a.ked 

Mb.  MAO  IVEE  a.ked  if  there  wore !  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  be 
not  10,000  British  subjecta  in  Tunis,  and  '  will  lay  upon  tho  Table  of  tho  Hou.e  a 
what  steps  the  Government  thought  it  Return  .bowing  tho  various  regiments 
right  to  take  for  the  protection  of  their  or  departments  of  tho  Army  to  which  the 
interests  f  21B5  recruit,  rai.ed  in  Scotland  during 

8iE  OHARLEa  W.  DILKE  said,  that  the  year  1879  were  finally  posted  after 
he  believed  there  were  8,000  British  being  passed  into  tho  aorvico,  together 
subjects,  and  a  atill  larger  number  of  with  tha  number  so  posted  to  each  regi- 
Itafian  subjects,  in  Tunis,  ami  the  two   ment  or  department  "i" 
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of  the  present  year ;  and  if  it  ia  tbe  id- 
tention  of  the  Admiralty  to  eend  any  of 
Her  Majesty's  ships  to  sea  armed  with 
guns  inferior  in  respect  of  range,  pene- 
tration, and  accuracy  to  the  new  gimi 
with  which  the  ships  of  war  of  otim 
countries  are  now  armed  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELTAN  :  Sir,  the  breech- 
loading  guns  which  will  be  supplied  for 
the  service  of  the  Navy  during  the  pre- 
eeut  financial  year  will  be  eight  9*2  mch 
18-ton  guns,  four  8  inch  listen  guns, 
and  103  6  inch  4  ton  guns.  It  is  in- 
tended that,  as  ships  come  in  for  repair, 
these  guns  will  replace  guna  of  equivalent 
weight  and  of  the  present  patterns.  F« 
instance,  the  9'2  inch  breech-loadets  will 
be  employed  to  re-arm  one  of  the  four 
ships  which  at  present  carry  18  ton 
muzzle-loaders ;  while  the  6  inch  and 
6  inch  guns  will  replace  the  7  inch  and 
9  inch  muzzle-loaders  on  such  ships  •■ 
ihQ  Shah  tOidL  Rahigh.  With  regard  to 
the  heavier  guna,  it  is  intended  that  all 
ships  now  under  construction  shall  bt 
armed  with  the  new  43-ton  breech-load- 
ing gun,  which  we  have  reason  to  hope 
will  be  inferior  in  range,  penetration, 
and  accuracy  to  no  gun  of  at  all  the 
same  calibre  which  is  now  in  conns  of 
construction  in  any  oountry,  and  fiir 
superior  to  those  of  that  (»iibre  with 
which  the  other  great  Navies  of  the 
world  are  at  present  armed.  The  Aja* 
and  the  Agamtmnon — whose  armament 
vas  decided  by  the  late  Board  and  can- 
not now  be  altered — will  be  the  last 
nhips  that  will  go  to  sea  with  the  3B-ton 
muzzle-loader ;  improved,  however,  so 
as  to  carry  a  much  heavier  charge.  The 
ConquM-or,  the  Jfajutie,  the  CollinfitvQi, 
imd  the  Colotiut  will  all  carry  that  43- 
ton  gun  in  whose  birth  and  progress  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  has  t^en  so  keen 
and  effective  an  interest — an  interest 
which  I  earnestly  hope  be  will  oontmne 
to  exhibit  until  the  firat  of  them  is  ac- 
tually mounted  in  steel  and  iron  on  ons 
of  Her  Majesty's  vessels. 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  beg  to  gin 
Notice  that,  on  going  into  Committee  mi 
the  Navy  Estimates,  I  shall  call  attentioD 
to  the  desirability  of  still  further  effinti 
being  made  in  the  direction  of  adopting 
breech -loading  guns  for  the  Navy. 

COUNTY  REPRESENTATIVE  B0ABD3 

(SCOTLAND). 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  aaked  the  Finl 

Lord  of  the  Treaaory,  tefarring  to  tb* 


Mb.  CHILDERa :  Sir,  there  will  be 
no  objection  to  give  the  information 
which  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  de- 
sires. If  he  will  privately  explain  to  mc 
his  exact  object,  I  will  settle  with  him 
tbe  best  form  of  Return. 

LOCAL  TAXATION— THE  ANNUAL 

STATEMENT. 
Mr.  pell  aaked  the  Fiwt  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  the  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Qovemmont,  be- 
fore the  Budget  arrangements  for  thf> 
year  have  been  finally  agreed  to,  to  re- 
sume this  year  the  production  of  an 
annual  statement  of  local  finance;  and, 
if  not,  what  other  opportunity  will  bti 
afforded  to  the  House  to  consider  tho 
growth  of  local  expenditure  and  debt  ? 
Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  In  reply  to  the 
QrUestion  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  cannot 
give  him  tbe  answer  which  he,  perhaps, 
espects;  but  I  wish  to  give  him  such 
information  on  the  subject  as  lies  in  my 
power  to  afford  him.  I  desire,  equally 
with  himself,  that  the  attention  of  this 
House  should  be  drawn  as  much  a 
possible  to  the  subject  of  local  expondi 
ture;  and  if  I  do  not  make  myself  a 
party  to  mixing  up  that  subject  with 
the  national  taxing  Bill,  it  is  because  I 
feel  that  it  cannot  receive  any  adequate 
attention  on  that  occasion.  The  question 
of  the  production  of  an  annual  statement 
of  local  finance  cannot  be  conveniently 
considered  in  connection  with  the  Cus- 
toms and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  for  it 
would  lead  to  the  confusion  of  matters 
which,  in  a  Parliamentary  sense,  are 
quite  distinot,  and  there  could  be  no 
complete  or  satisfactory  discussion  upon 
it.  1  will,  however,  promise  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  question  of  local  loans 
and  expenditure  anoU  be  discussed  at  a 
period  of  the  Session  when  it  will  be  con< 
venient  for  the  Oovemment  and  the  hon. 
Member  to  take  part  in  such  discussion. 
Mr.  pell  said,  that,  notwithstanding 
the  replv  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  should  still  feel  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this 
subject  at  the  time  when  it  would  be 
most  convenient  to  discuss  it. 

NAVT— ARMAMENT  OF  H.M.  SHIPS. 
Mb.  W.  H.  smith  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  What  breech< 
loading  guns  will  be  supplied  for  the 
service  of  the  Navy  during  the  course 
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recent  meeting  'of  the  Members  from 
Scotland,  and  tlie  statement  made  thereat 
by  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether,  if  the 
next  meeting  which  the  Lord  Advocate 
has  promised  to  call  is  generally  favour- 
able to  the  constitution  of  county  re- 
presentative boards  as  the  proper  or- 
ganization for  receiving  and  adminis- 
tering such  share  of  Imperial  taxation 
as  may  correspond  with  subsidies  in 
aid  of  local  rates,  he  will  this  Session 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  constitute  such 
boai^s? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  should 
not  like  to  pledge  myself  absolutely  to 
the  introduction  of  a  Bill  during  the 
present  Session,  until  I  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  forming  a  judgment  as  to  whe- 
ther this  can  be  advantageously  done. 
All  I  can  say  is,  that  I  am  extremely 
desirous  to  promote  the  purpose  for 
which  the  Question  is  put — namely,  the 
purpose  of  establishing  completely  satis- 
factory county  government  in  Scotland. 
I  deem  it  of  the  highest  importance,  not 
only  with  reference  to  the  general  prin- 
ciple of  local  government,  and  likewise 
with  reference  to  good  arrangements  for 
the  portion  of  expenditure  which  con- 
sists in  county  subvention,  and,  if  pos- 
sible, to  the  material  relief  of  the  Busi- 
ness of  this  House.  What  I  should 
wish  to  say  is,  that  if  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers, to  a  large  extent,  see  their  way  to 
prog^ress  in  the  general  subject,  I  should 
be  desirous  of  giving  every  possible 
facility  in  the  power  of  the  Government 
with  a  view  to  prompt  and,  if  possible, 
immediate  legislation. 

PABLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE  —  LAND  LAW  (IRELAND) 
BILL. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  asked,  in  the 
not  improbable  event  of  the  discussion 
on  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  not 
being  concluded  to-night.  When  Her 
Majesty's  Government  proposed  that  the 
discussion  should  be  resumed  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  am  not 
able  to  forecast  the  course  of  Business 
for  to-morrow ;  but,  undoubtedly,  if 
there  should  be  a  favourable  prospect 
of  resuming  the  debate  on  the  Land 
Law  (Lreland)  Bill  at  a  reasonable  time 
to-morrow — that  is  to  say,  not  later  than 
10  o'clock — I  shall  be  glad  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  it. 


ORDER     OF    THE    BAY. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  136.] 
{Mr.  Gladstone^  Mr,  Fortter,  Mr.  Bright^  Mr* 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland,    Mr.  Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland.) 

second  readino.     adjoubxed  debate, 
[second  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [25th  April],  *'  That  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
''  no  measure  of  Land  Reform  for  Ireland, 
however  ably  advised,  can  be  considered  com- 

Slete  or  perfectly  satisfactory  which  does  not 
eal  with  the  condition  of  the  farm  labourers  of 
Ireland,  with  a  view  to  ameliorate  it," — {Mr. 
Villiere  Stuart,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  '^  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  remmed. 

Lord  ELCHO,  who  had  given  Notice 
of  the  following  Amendment  : — 

"  That  this  House,  while  willing  to  consider 
favourablpr  any  just  measure,  founded  upon 
sound  principles,  that  will  benefit  tenants  of 
land  in  Ireland,  is  of  opinion  that  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  is,  in  its  main  provisions, 
economically  unsound,  unjust,  and  impolitic," 

observed,  that  in  the  year  1873  a 
Liberal  Attorney  General  said  that  an 
object  of  all  law  was  to  make  men 
certain  of  the  tenure  of  their  property. 
He  thought  that  in  considering  this 
very  remarkable  Bill  it  was  desirable 
to  remind  the  House  of  such  a  saying 
as  that,  and  also  to  remind  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  that  the  object  for 
which  they  sat  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
was  to  make  men  certain  of  the  tenure 
of  their  property.  And  he  thought  it 
the  more  necessary  that  these  matters 
should  be  considered,  when  we  had  the 
state  of  things  which  we  knew  prevailed 
in  Europe  —  when  we  had  Socialism 
rampant  in  Germany,  and  NihUism  in 
Bussia  capable  of  committing  atrocities 
such  as  that  of  which  they  had  so  lately 
heard,  and  when  there  was  no  disguis- 
ing the  fact  that  a  state  of  things  was 
growing  up  in  Ireland — he  did  not  know 
whether  to  call  it  Famellism  or  what — 
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which  if  not  Communism  was  practically 
the  same  thing,  and  when  we  had  a  Bill 
brought  in  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister,  which  unquestionably 
did  give  effect  to  the  carrying  out  of  the 
Communistic  principle,  for  what  was 
Communism  but  the  expropriation  of 
the  few  for  the  benefit  of  the  many  ? 
His  right  hon.  Friend  did  not  as  yet  go 
in  for  Communism  pure  and  undisguised ; 
but  they  knew  not  how  soon  a  light 
might  dawn  on  him.  They  knew  not 
how  soon  ho  might  discover  that  he  had 
been  living  under  the  darkness  of  the 
British  Constitution,  and  the  only  true 
light  was  to  be  found  in  some  such  Com- 
munistic Constitution  as  had  been  elabo- 
rately drawn  up  and  circulated  through- 
out the  country.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
had  the  great  power  of  what  he  (Lord 
Elcho)  might  call  protoplasmic  reason- 
ing, and  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  time 
would  come  when  they  would  be  within 
measurable  distance  of  Communism,  and 
that  it  would  be  within  the  range  of 
practical  politics.  At  any  rate,  he  (Lord 
Elcho)  found  in  this  Bill  the  great  Com- 
munistic principle — the  expropriation  of 
the  few  for  the  benefit  of  the  many,  and 
he  ventured  to  ask  the  House  to  resist 
that  principle  to  the  uttermost  and  throw 
out  the  BiU.  The  first  part  of  the  Reso- 
lution which  he  intended  to  move  asked 
the  House  to  say  that  it  was  ready  to 
consider  any  measure  which  was  founded 
on  a  just  principle,  and  was  equitable  in 
itself,  ana  would  benefit  the  tenants  of 
land  in  L*eland.  He  admitted  that  the 
Government  found  themselves  in  great 
difficulty,  that  thoy  found  they  had  to 
legislate  in  some  form  or  other  on  this 
Land  Question.  But  whose  fault  was  it  ? 
It  was  through  their  own  fault  that 
difficulties  occurred.  Those  difficulties 
arose,  in  the  first  place,  from  the  prin- 
ciple of  confiscation  without  compen- 
sation to  be  found  in  the  Land  Act  of 
1870,  which  gave  the  Irish  tenant  a 
possessing  right  in  his  holding.  They 
arose  from  wild  talk  during  the  last 
Election.  They  arose  from  allowing 
the  lawless  agitation  to  go  on  in  Ire- 
land, and  the  Irish  people  to  be  armed, 
without  taking  steps  to  prevent  that 
state  of  things.  They  arose  from  this 
— that  when  they  had  the  power,  they 
used  it  not  against  the  Tritons  of  the 
agitation,  but  against  the  minnows  of 
agitation.  They  arose  also  from  the 
fact  that  the  Qovemment,  while  speak- 

Lord  Eleho 


ing  about  remedial  legidation,  had  not 
the  courage   to   tell  the  Irish    people 
plainly  that  there  was  only  one  way  for 
a  nation  to  be  prosperous,  and  that  was 
by  being  law-abiding.     The  Prime  Mi- 
nister had  admitted  that  the  Land  Law 
in    Ireland    was    more    favourable   to 
tenantry  in    Ireland    than    it   was   to 
tenantry  in  England,  Scotland,  or  anj 
other  part  of  the  civilized  world,  either  in 
Europe  or  elsewhere.     [*'  No,  no !  "  ani 
"  Hear,  hear !  "]     He  simply  stated  the 
fact,  and  those  who  cried  **  No  !"  most 
show  that  it  was  incorrect.    He  ventured 
to  think  that  this  Bill  of  the  Gt>verHmeiit 
would  not  get  them  out  of  their  diffi- 
culties with  regard  to  Ireland.    It  would 
not  improve  the  state  of  Ireland,  bnt 
would  simply  aggravate  those   difficul- 
ties.    He  hoped  he  had  as  much  sym- 
pathy for  his  fellow-being  as  any  man 
in   that  House.      He  had  no   right  to 
speak  for  anybody  but  himself ;  but  he 
thought  he  might,  without  fear,  say  this 
— ^he  was  confident  there  was  no  keener 
sympathy  for  the  poor  tenantry  of  Ire- 
land on  the  part  of  any  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  or  any  hon.   Gentleman  who 
sat  behind  him,  than  was  to  be  found  on 
the  part  of  Members  who  sat  in  his  pazt 
of  the  House.    [*'0h!"]   That  was  his 
firm  conviction.      He  believed,  further, 
that  what  they  were  about  to  do  wonld 
greatly  aggravate  the  evils  which  thej 
professed  to  cure.      They  need  not  go 
back  to  pre-historic  times,  to  the  Brehon 
Laws,  or  to  the  laws  of  the  16th  centoiy, 
as    the   Prime  Minister    had    done,  to 
account    for    the    state    of    the   Irish 
tenantry.     The    reasons    were    patent, 
and  were  much  less  remote  than  that 
They  were  simply  the  result  of  a  bad 
climate,    precarious    crops,    and   ove^ 
crowding.     Let  anyone  deny  these  facts 
if  he  could.    With  all  possible  respect 
to   the    Government,    he    thought  the 
proper  course  would  have  been  to  han 
the  courage  to  tell  this  to  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  to  point  out  to  the  people 
the  physical  fact  that  it  was  imposaine 
in  Ireland  for  any  family  to  exist  on 
five  acres  of  land.     But  what  was  the 
state  of  the  tenantry  in  Ireland  ?    That 
out  of  600,000  tenants  300,000  were  said 
to  have  loss  than  1 5  acres,  and  he  sav 
it  stated  that  150,000  were  below  £4 
valuation  ;  and  he  had  read  eomewheif 
that  there  were  28,000  tenants  who  heU 
no  more  than  one  acre  of  land.    WeH 
what  would  legislation  such  as  that  paK>- 
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posed  do  for  such  a  state  of  things? 
There  was  but  one  remedy,  and  that  was 
the  remedy  which  appeared  in  the  latter 
part  of  this  Bill — namely,  the  remedy 
of  emigration;  not  the  banishment  of 
tenants,  but  sending  them  from  misery  in 
Ireland  to  the  plenty  which  our  Colonies 
were  willing  to  offer  to  them.  That  he 
believed  to  be  the  true  remedy.  It  was 
the  remedy,  at  any  rate,  which,  after 
careful  inquiry,  a  scientific  French  eco- 
nomist held  to  be  a  sound  remedy.  Al- 
though he  believed  that  emigration 
should  be  left  to  perfectly  natural 
causes,  yet  he  should  be  quite  willing 
to  support  the  second  part  of  the  Bill, 
and  was  also  willing  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  try  the  experiment  of  trans- 
ferring the  people  from  the  distressed 
districts  to  the  reclaimed  land,  though 
he  believed  the  money  would  be  much 
better  spent  in  improving  the  land 
already  reclaimed  ;  but  what  he  wanted 
to  point  out  was  that  the  second  part  of 
the  Bill  was  absolutely  antagonistic  to 
the  first.  The  first  part  aggravated  and 
perpetuated  the  evil  by  rooting  the  sur- 
plus popidation  in  the  soil,  which  by  the 
second  part  of  the  Bill  they  showed  a 
desire  to  get  rid  of.  Therefore,  address- 
ing himself  to  the  first  part  of  the  Bill, 
he  said  in  his  Besolution  that  it  was 
economically  unsound,  unjust,  and  im- 
politic. The  first  thing  in  considering 
the  Bill  was  to  find  out  what  was  the 
Bill,  and  what  the  Bill  meant.  His 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
GKbson),  in  that  very  powerful  speech  of 
his  the  other  day,  said — and  it  was  the 
only  thing  on  which  he  differed  from  him 
— that  this  Bill  was  not  skilfully  drawn, 
that  it  was  not  clear.  Now,  it  struck 
him  (Lord  Elcho)  that  a  remarkable 
feature  in  the  BiU  was  the  skill  mani- 
fested in  the  drawing  of  it,  because  it  did 
not  tell  you  plainly  what  it  meant.  He 
would  not  like  to  say  that  from  his  own 
view,  but  during  the  Hecess,  there  was 
a  ^reat  display  of  Northern  Lights  at 
Belfast,  and  one  of  those  lights  he  saw 
opposite  him.  A  speech  was  made  by 
tne  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Tyrone 
(Mr.  litton),  who,  he  was  told,  'was 
reckoned  in  Ireland  a  very  able  lawyer. 
And  what  did  he  say  of  this  Bill  ?  He 
prayed  the  particular  attention  of  the 
House  to  this  passage  of  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Tyrone^ 
one  of  the  Northern  lights — 


"  The  Govemmont  were  surrounded  hy  cer- 
tain difficulties,  which  they  sought  to  get  rid  of 
by  the  skill  with  which  the  measure  was  pre- 
pared. There  was  a  strong  opposition  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  if  Mr.  Gladstone  had 
come  forward  with  a  Bill  that  would  have  said 
that  every  tenant  in  Ireland  must  have  fair 
rent,  free  sale,  and  fixity  of  tenure,  he  would 
have  found  it  impossible  to  carry  such  a  Bill, 
lie  believed  those  were  the  objects  Mr.  Glad- 
itone  had  aimed  at  in  his  Bill ;  and  he  thought, 
so  far  as  he  could  judge,  he  had  secured  them. 
They  were  secured  not  in  a  direct  way,  and  not 
in  such  a  manner  that  he  who  ran  might  read  ; 
for,  if  it  had  been  so  framed,  there  would  have 
been  a  measure  of  hostility  that  those  who 
framed  the  measure  were  anxious  to  keep 
back." 

So,  whatever  the  verbage,  whatever  the 
contradictions  mi^ht  be,  the  intention  of 
the  Bill  was  simply  to  put  on  the  Table, 
on  the  part  of  the  Cabinet,  a  measure 
which  was  cast  out  of  the  House  by  a 
majority  of  234  when  proposed  by  Mr. 
Butt,  and  which  amounted  to  what  were 
called  the  '*  three  F's;  "  but  which  had 
been  more  properly  called  the  *'  one  R," 
or  simple  **  robbery.'*  The  present  Bill, 
however,  might  be  better  designated  as 
the  **twoR's,"  or  **  robbery  wrapped- 
up."  It  meant  tenure  fixed  by  the 
State  in  practical  perpetuity,  fair  rents, 
and  free  right  of  sale  on  the  part  of  the 
tenant  of  that  which  he  had  never  bought 
to  the  highest  bidder.  That  was  what 
the  Bill  plainly  meant,  and  he  affirmed 
that  a  Bill  of  that  character  was  econo- 
mically  unsound,  and  he  challenged  any 
Gentleman  on  the  Treasury  Bench  to 
affirm  the  contrary.  It  might  be  supposed 
that  he  would  quote  in  support  of  that 
proposition  Adam  Smith,  Bentham,  Mill, 
Fawcett,  or  all  those  politico- economic 
lights  who  had  guided  the  steps  of  the 
Liberal  Party  till  the  year  1870.  He 
was  not  about  to  do  that,  nor  would  he 
quote  in  support  of  sound,  economic 
views,  as  against  those  that  were  un- 
sound, the  doctrines  expounded  in  such 
eloquent  terms  in  1870  by  the  present 
Prime  Minister,  who  then  knocked  over 
the  case  of  this  Bill  by  arguments  which 
could  not  be  controverted.  He  would 
not  quote  Lord  Selbome  or  other  legal 
authorities ;  but  he  would  content  him- 
self with  saying  that  he  had  collected 
and  strung  together  a  collection  of  the 
pearls  which  had  fallen  from  their  lips 
and  published  them  as  a  useful  preface 
to  the  Land  Bill.  He  would,  however, 
on  that  economic  question  just  say  a  word 
as  to  what  fell  from  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  the  other  night.    That  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  then  had  a  very  difficult 
and  delicate  task  to  perform — namely, 
to  justify  on  economic  grounds  what  he 
could  not  call  other  than  the  economic 
apostacy  of  himself,  of  the  Cabinet,  and 
of  his  Party.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  it  hesitatingly,  he  might  say 
blushingly.  But  somehow  or  other  he 
eot  through  the  task  of  attempting  to 
justify  the  repudiation  of  the  politico- 
economic  faith  in  which  not  only  his 
Party  themselves,  but  their  fathers  and 
forefathers,  had  been  nurtured  and  had 
cherished  until  the  fatal  year  1870, 
when  the  Prime  Minister  brought  in,  to 
a  great  extent,  new  economic  views. 
But  what  did  the  Chief  Socretai-y  tell 
them  the  other  night?  He  said  they 
gave  something  of  value  to  the  tenant ; 
and,  that  being  rather  alarming,  he 
qualified  it  by  adding  that  they  gave 
him  something  which  he  already  had  in 
sentiment  and  feeling.  That  was  the 
new  doctrine.  For  himself,  he  thought 
the  old  view  was  the  sound  "vdew ;  he 
was  still  of  the  faith  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Colleagues  pre- 
viously held ;  and  he  did  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary the  justice  to  say  that,  at  any 
rate,  he  had  not  scofifed  at  those  who 
adhered  to  the  old  faith.  He  could  not 
say  the  same  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
who,  revelling  in  the  repudiation  of 
himself  and  of  what  he  was  in  1870, 
had  endeavoured  to  cast  ridicule  on  the 
Professor  of  Political  Economy  at  Ox- 
ford, who,  on  the  Land  Commission, 
thought  right  to  state  that  he  did  not 
believe  in  the  **  three  F*s,"  and  re- 
garded that  policy  as  mistaken.  Here 
was  what  Mr.  Bonamy  Price,  who  was 
responsible  for  the  training  of  their 
Bons,  said — 

"The  *  three  F's'  ought  to  bo  condemned 
as  false  in  principle,  both  socially  and  economi- 
cally, as  calculated  to  porpotuato  tlie  peculiar 
evils  from  which  Ireland  is  suffering,  and  to 
arrest  that  increase  of  production  from  whicli 
alone  she  can  hope  to  advance  towards  pros- 
pKjrity.  No  doubt  Ireland  is  in  a  sickly  condi- 
tion; but  is  her  cure  to  be  effected  by  remedies 
false  in  their  nature,  and  sure,  in  the  end,  to  lead 
to  a  yet  worse  malady  Y  For  nations,  aa  for  in- 
dividuals, there  is  one  golden  rule  which  ought 
never  to  be  violated — not  to  start  from  false 
principles,  however  trilling  their  action  may 
seem  at  lirst.  The  law  of  human  nature  decrees 
and  enforces  that  their  evil  nature  shall  do  its 
work,  and  develop  the  mischievous  consequences 
which  they  contain.  The  remedy  must  be  sought 
not  from  a  legal  interference  with  business, 
which  is  unnatural  and  mischievous,  but  from 
the  training  of  both  landlords  and  tenants  to 
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the  understanding  and  the  fulfilment  of  what 
each  owes  to  the  succesBful  cultiTation  of  the 
land." 

His  right  hon.  Friend  repudiated  that, 
and  preferred  the  views  of  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission,  which  rested  on 
the  ground  of  sentiment  and  pre-historic 
tradition.  His  right  hon.  Friend  said 
that  BIr.  Bonamy  Price's  views  were  only 
fit  for  the  planet  Saturn.  Now,  he  had 
no  acquaintance  with  the  planet  Saturn, 
but  he  had  a  little  acquaintance  with 
the  planet  Earth,  and  the  doctrines  which 
were  repudiated  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
were  the  doctrines  of  the  planet  Earth. 
What  the  doctrines  suited  to  the  planet 
Saturn  were  he  could  not  say ;  but  he 
did  not  think  his  right  hon.  Friend  was 
very  happy  in  his  reference  to  that 
planet.  They  had  been  taught  in  their 
mythological  lessons  at  school  that 
Saturn  had  a  habit  of  eating  his  own 
children ;  but,  as  far  as  he  could  reool- 
lect  what  he  had  been  told  of  that  esti- 
mable individual,  his  power  of  eating 
and  digesting  his  own  children  was  si 
nothing  compared  with  the  power  of  the 
present  Prime  Minister  of  swallowioff 
and  digesting,  in  1881,  all  the  politioS 
doctrines  which  he  gave  utterance  to  in 
1870.  He  came  back,  however,  from 
Saturn  to  this  earth,  only  remarking 
that  this  Bill  could  be  described  in  no 
better  words  than  these — that  it  was  a 
Saturnalia  of  economic  error.  If  thej 
cast  themselves  adrift  from  the  soond 
principles  of  political  economy,  what,  he 
asked,  was  to  be  their  guide  ?  Was  it 
to  be  ''the  sentiment  and  feeling"  of  hb 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary? 
Were  they  to  have  no  other  light  to 
guide  them  but  the  bog-light  of  im- 
pulsiveness and  the  sentimental  states- 
manship which  would  trade  for  Fartj 
purposes  on  the  predatory  instincts  oc 
men  ?  He  protested  against  their  fiil- 
lowinfi^  such  guidance  as  that,  and  he 
thought  that  the  House  would  agree 
with  him  that  the  Bill  founded  on  thoee 
principles  was  economically  unsound; 
that  it  was  unsound,  further,  in  this— 
that  it  had  not  even  the  excuse  which 
had  been  put  forward  for  the  Hares  and 
Babbits  Bill,  and  which  would,  no  doubt, 
bo  the  excuse  for  the  measure  whidi 
had  been  promised  them  in  future  in  re- 
gard to  the  land  in  England — namelj» 
the  improvement  of  the  state  of  agn* 
culture,  and  an  increase  of  the  snpp^ 
of  food  for  the  people.    Would  asyra* 
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Member  venture  to  assert  that  this  Bill 
would  eflPect  those  objects?    Why,  they 
drew   no  distinction  between  the   idle 
and  the  active,  between  the   ignorant 
and  the  skilful  and  intelligent  farmer. 
The  tendency  of  this  Bill  would  be,  if  it 
was  to  the  benefit  of  mankind  that  two 
blades  of  grass  should  be  made  to  grow 
where  but  one  grew  before,  to  stereotype 
all  the  evils  of  Ireland  and  make  one  blade 
of  grass  to  erow  where  two  grew  before. 
He  entered  his  protest  against  this  Bill  as 
economically  unsound.     If  it  was  true 
that  what  was  morally  wrong  could  not 
be  politically  right,  that  measure  could 
not  be  politically  right  which  sinned 
against  the  Eighth  Commandment.    He 
ventured  this  further  dictum — that  that 
which  was   economically   wrong   could 
not  be  politically  right.     He  asked  the 
House  to  affirm,  by  his  Kesolution,  that 
the  Bill  was  unjust.     He  had  heard  it 
said  that  the  Irish  landlords  were  pre- 
pared to  accept  this  Bill ;  but  the  answer 
one  of  them  gave,   speaking  on  their 
behalf,  was  that  they  wanted  one  of 
two  things — either  compensation  or  the 
purchase   of  their    property.      Failing 
one  or  other  of  these,  they  held  that 
they  were  justified  in  resisting  this  Bill 
to  the  utmost.     No  answer  had  yet  been 
given  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned   Gentleman  (Mr.  Gibson). 
That  speech  tore  the  Bill  to  pieces.   The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  showed 
that,  by  the  operation  of  the  7th  clause, 
in  taking  the   rent  into  consideration, 
they  would  have  to  make  allowance  for 
tenant  right  and  for  disturbance   and 
oompensation  where  no  tenant  right  ex- 
isted, and  reduce  the  rent  in  proportion, 
the  result  of  which  would  be  to  reduce 
the  rent  by  one-third.    The  Chief  Secre- 
tary gave  his  opinion  that  it  was  not 
intended  that  the  tenant  right  should  be 
carved  out  of  the  rent ;  but  in  a  matter 
of   such    monstrous    confiscation    they 
wanted  facts,  and  not  mere  speculation. 
If  it  was  not  as  stated  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,   let  them  be 
referred  to  words  in  the  Bill,  and  not 
be  told  that  if  the  law  was  properly 
construed  it  would  not  be  so.    If  they 
could  liot  point  to  clear  words  in  the 
Bill,  let  there  be  a  distinct  understanding 
that  something  would  be  put  in  the  Bill 
to    settle  the  point.      At  the  Belfast 
meeting  there  was  a  speech  made  by  a 
gentleman  who  was  fiamiliarly  known  in 
the  Nordi  as  « the  three  S's  ^' — «  sober. 
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sensible  Shaw."  What  said  *'  the  three 
S's?'*  In  the  first  place,  he  referred 
to  the  stupidity  with  which  the  Bill 
would  be  encountered;  and  then  he 
said,  with  reference  to  Clause  7 — 

"The  valuators  go  to  tho  holding  and  soo 
what  is  the  present  letting  value  as  it  stands 
with  all  improvements  and  put  a  fair  rent 
upon  it.  What  next  ?  According  to  the  sub- 
section they  deduct  in  Ulster  the  value  of  tho 
tenant  right  and  say — the  land  is  worth  30*.  an 
acre  ;  the  tenant  right  is  so  much,  and  we  deduct 
that ;  and  so  with  the  rest  of  Ireland." 

That  was  the  view  taken  of  the  Bill  by  a 
distinguished  authority  on  the  question 
— that  it  was  intended  in  fixing  the 
rent  to  take  into  consideration  the 
tenant  right,  and  deduct  it  from  the 
rent.  [An  hon.  Member:  From  the 
competition  rent.]  Let  them  see  what 
this  confiscation  really  amounted  to.  It 
was  better  these  things  should  be  driven 
home.  He  had  drawn  up,  with  the  help 
of  a  most  able  lawyer,  a  statement  whicn 
confirmed  to  the  letter  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin,  although  it  was 
drawn  up  before  that  speech  was  deli- 
vered. He  found  that  if  they  took  a 
holding  let  on  the  1st  November,  1881, 
at  £21,  and  if  the  rent  was  approved  by 
the  Court,  the  fee  at  21  years  would 
amount  to  £441,  the  tenant's  interest, 
under  Section  3,  amounting  to  one-third 
of  the  fee.  ["  No,  no  !  "]  Was,  he 
asked,  the  tenant's  right  ever  sold  for 
less  ?  The  Court  would,  therefore,  de- 
duct that,  and  fix  the  rent  at  £14.  The 
tenant  gained,  and  the  landlord  lost  £7 
of  an  annuity,  which  at  16  years  was 
equal,  at  compound  interest,  at  6  per 
cent,  to  £146.  If  the  tenant  was  undis- 
turbed, the  accumulating  power  of  the 
£7  annuity  continued  to  the  confiscation 
of  the  fee.  If  the  tenant  was  disturbed, 
the  compensation,  which  was  seven  times 
£14— the  fair  rent — was  equal  to  £98. 
Thus,  if  the  landlord  at  the  end  of  15 
years  assumed  possession,  his  loss  would 
be — accumulated  annuity,  £146;  dis- 
turbance, £98,  showing  a  total  of  £244, 
or  £23  more  than  half  the  value  of  the 
fee  at  the  commencement  of  the  statutory 
term  of  15  years.  He  was  only  as- 
suming this ;  he  hoped  it  was  not  true  ; 
but  it  was  a  view  which  had  not  been 
directly  contradicted.  Was  it  in  the 
Bill?  He  believed  it  was.  If  it  was 
not,  well  ;  if  it  was,  let  it  be  struck  out. 
He  should  follow  it  to  the  bitter  end. 
Let  them  apply  a  parallel  case.      A 
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tradesman  sells  a  business  under  £5,000 
penalty  not  to  re-open  in  the  same 
street  for  15  years,  nor  thereafter  with- 
out consent  of  the  purchaser.  He  is 
required,  nevertheless,  during  15  years, 
and  thereafter,  to  "pay  5  per  cent  on 
£5,000.  It  would  be  better  to  forfeit  at 
once  and  so  re-open.  As  regarded  the 
penalty  on  the  landlords,  if  a  landlord 
raised  his  rent  and  asked  more  than  the 
Court  sanctioned,  what  was  his  state? 
His  state  would  be  this — Suppose  the 
tenant  paid  £80  for  20  years  and  the 
landlord  asked  £120.  One  member  of 
the  Court  approved  of  £120,  another 
thought  £100  sufficient,  and  the  third 
£80 ;  but  £100  was  decided  upon  as  a 
medium  course.  The  landlord  having 
asked  £120,  and  the  Court  having  fixed 
£100,  ho  would  have  to  pay  10  times 
£20  for  having  asked  a  rent  one  of  the 
Commissioners  considered  fair.  If  the 
tenant  refused  to  pay  the  £20  increase, 
and  was  evicted,  he  would  receive  four 
times  £80,  or  £320,  for  having  pre- 
viously enjoyed  a  farm  at  a  rent  £20 
below  what  was  thought  fair.  If  that 
was  so,  what  a  mockery  of  justice  the 
Bill  was!  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  make  this  matter  clear.  He 
wished  to  ask  the  question — Was  it  in- 
tended that  a  sale  or  assignment  made 
by  a  tenant  in  disregard  ojf  regulations 
in  Clause  1  should  be  annulled  ?  If  not, 
what  provision  was  there  to  give  the 
landlord  the  benefit  of  these  regulations  ? 
He  thought  it  would  bo  difficult  to  cha* 
racterize  the  Bill  in  other  terms  than 
those  used  by  the  Premier  himself  with 
reference  to  the  proposals  of  a  section  of 
the  Irish  Members — namely,  **  public 
plunder."  He  considered  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  pursued  a  much  more  straightfor- 
ward and  manly  course  than  the  Go- 
vernment. Practically,  the  proposals  of 
the  Government  amounted  to  the  expro- 
X)riation  of  the  landlords  ;  but  they  had 
not  the  courage  to  come  forward  and 
say  that.  There  was  no  word  as  to  com- 
pensation to  the  landlords.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  had  the 
same  object  in  view;  he  proposed  that 
the  landlords  should  be  expro2)riated 
and  compensated.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  the  other 
evening  quoted  a  passage  from  Mr.  Mill 
to  the  effect  that  **  reason  and  experience 
recommended  that  in  the  case  of  a  tenant 
proprietary  rent  should  be  fixed  " — as 
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he  understood  his  rifz^bt  bon.  Friend— 
**  by  authority."  He  turned  to  the 
chapter  and  found  a  material  difference 
between  the  original  passage  and  the 
quotation  of  it  by  his  right  hon.  Friend. 
He  did  not  say  the  Chief  Secretary  mis- 
represented it  intentionally;  but  the 
words  were  not "  by  authority,"  but  "  in 
perpetuity."  And  for  what  purpose? 
To  perpetuate  small  tenants  in  Ireland  ? 
The  heading  of  the  chapter  was,  "  How 
to  get  rid  of  cottier  tenantry."  Mr. 
Mill  went  on,  and  said — 

"  In  this  measure  there  would  be,  stricUr 
speaking,  no  injustice,  provided  the  landloidi 
were  compensated  for  the  present  value  of  the 
chances  oi  increase  they  would  be  prospectively 
required  to  forego." 

The  whole  passage  was  a  most  important 
one,  and  he  hoped  the  House  would 
allow  him  to  read  it.  He  agreed  in 
every  word  of  it.  Mr.  Mill  said,  with 
regard  to  property  in  land — 

**  The  claim  of  the  landowners  to  the  land  ii 
altop^ethcr  subordinate  to  the  general  |>olicj  of 
the  State.  The  principle  of  property  givet  thcoi 
no  right  to  the  land,  but  only  a  right  to  com- 
pensation for  whatever  portion  of  their  interest 
in  the  land  it  may  be  the  policy  of  the  State  to 
deprive  them  of.  To  that  their  claim  is  inde- 
feasible. It  is  duo  to  landowners,  and  to  ownen 
of  any  property  whatever,  recognized  as  such  by 
the  State,  that  they  should  not  be  dispossesfled 
of  it  without  receiving  its  full  pecuniar}-  valoe, 
or  an  annual  income  equal  to  that  they* derived 
from  it.  This  is  duo  on  the  pfoneral  principlei 
on  which  property  rests.  If  the  land  vu 
])ou;i:ht  with  the  jn'oduce  of  the  labour  and 
abstinence  of  themselves  or  their  ancestors, 
compensation  is  due  to  them  on  that  ground: 
even  if  otherwise,  it  is  still  due  on  the  groond 
of  proscription.  Nor  can  it  ever  be  ncccsniy 
for  accomplishing  an  object  by  which  tlie  commu- 
nity altogether  will  giiin  that  a  particular  por- 
tion of  tlio  community  should  bo  immolated. 
Where  the  property  is  of  a  kind  to  which  pc-fo- 
liar  affections  attach  themselves,  the  compens^ 
tion  ought  to  exceed  a  bare  pecuniary  0()uivaleDL 
The  Legislature,  which,  if  it  pleased,  migM 
convert  the  whole  body  of  landlords  into  fund- 
holders  or  pensioners,  might  <J  fortiori  commate 
the  averap^e  receipts  of  Irish  lando^-ners  into  i 
lixed  rent-charge,  and  raise  the  tcnanta  into 
proprietors ;  supposing  always  (without  which 
those  Acts  would  be  nothing  bettor  than  rol- 
borj')  that  the  full  market  value  of  the  land 
was  tendered  to  the  landlords  in  case  they  pw* 
ferred  that  to  accepting  the  conditiomi  pro- 
posed." 

So  much  for  the  injustice  to  the  land- 
lords ;  hut  did  the  injustice  stop  with 
landlords  ?  How  as  to  the  remainder- 
men ?  How  as  to  the  mortgagee  ?  Hov 
as  to  those  who,  on  the  faith  of  Parlit- 
ment,  had  invested  millions  of  moD^  ia 
Irish  land  ?    Aooording  to  Jnstioe  Eite- 
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geraldy  £54,000,000  by  porcliases  under 
the  Encumbered  Estates  Act.  How  as 
to  every  farmer  in  Ireland  who  had  been 
a  tenant  ?  How  as  to  the  labourers  ? 
At  the  present  time  they  could  get  a  farm 
without  payment.  They  could  not  do  so 
if  this  Bill  passed.  Therefore,  let  the 
g^eat  Liberal  Party  fully  understand  this 
g^eat  fact,  that  if  this  Bill  passed  into  law 
they  would  be  creating,  not  by  the  action 
of  the  Crown  directly,  but  by  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  a  vast  close  corporation  of 
the  existing  holders  of  land  in  Ireland, 
and  enabling  them  to  fix  individually 
what  fines  must  be  paid  by  every  man 
before  he  could  be  admitted  to  that  cor- 
poration. That  fact  did  not  admit  of 
dispute,  and  he  commended  it  to  the 
notice  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Chelsea 

Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  and  the  hon. 
ember  for  Gateshead  (Mr.  James),  who 
had  an  extraordinary  appetite  for  de- 
vouring Corporations.  He  thought  he 
had  said  enough  as  to  the  equities  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  who  upon  this  question 
was  always  perorating  to  justice.  There 
remained  the  question  of  impolicy.  He 
had  proved  that  the  Bill  was  essentially 
unjust,  he  had  proved  it  to  be  unsound, 
and,  therefore,  it  must  be  impolitic.  But 
he  asked  the  House  to  take  a  wider 
view  of  its  impolicy  than  as  affecting 
merely  the  landlords  and  tenants  of  Ire- 
land. How  would' the  measure  affect 
the  Empire  and  the  question  of  union 
between  England  and  Ireland  ?  Would 
it  be  successful  for  its  purpose  ?  It  was 
said  to  be  a  measure  of  concession  to 
Ireland ;  but  what  kind  of  a  concession  ? 
Did  concession  to  Ireland  ever  stop 
agitation  ?  In  1 833,  Sir  George  Come- 
wall  Lewis  said  Ireland  only  required  a 
Poor  Law — did  that  satisfy  them  ?  Mr. 
Sharman  Crawford  in  1843  proposed 
tenant  right — did  that  satisfy  them? 
In  1860,  Mr.  Cardwell  and  Lord  Pal- 
jnerston  gave  compensation  for  improve- 
ments prospectively,  not  retrospectively 
—did  that  satisfy  them?  Then  came 
the  Land  BUI  of  1870,  which  was  the 
germ  of  the  present  Bill — did  that 
satisfy  them?  What  followed?  Be- 
tween 1870  and  1880  there  were  39  Land 
Bills  for  Ireland  brought  it.  They  had 
in  1876  the  "three  F's''  brought  in  by  a 
private  Member,  Mr.  Butt ;  but  the  thing 
was  scouted.  There  was  no  question  at 
that  time  of  any  man  of  influence  or 
importance  in  the  House,  except  the 
Members  from  Ireland,    who  wt  one 


moment  would  hear  of  such  a  conces- 
sion. But  lot  them  go  back  two  years 
or  less.  When  Parliament  separated 
in  1 879,  was  there  any  question  of  legis- 
lation of  that  kind  ?  Did  anyone  for  a 
moment  suppose  then  that  they  should 
have  heard  of  the  necessity  of  remedial 
legislation  for  Ireland  to  sweep  away  all 
those  obnoxious  landlords?  No.  He 
wished  to  do  honour  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell),  for 
ho  was  the  originator  of  the  principle. 
There  was  a  bad  harvest  in  1879,  and 
the  hon.  Member  asked  the  Government 
to  stop  evictions  in  consequence  of  the 
distress.  No  one  even  took  notice  of  his 
proposal.  What  happened  in  Mid  Lo- 
thian ?  The  election  for  Mid  Lothian 
was  subsequent  to  1879;  it  was  in  1880, 
only  13  months  ago.  Was  there  any 
question  of  that  kind  on  the  Mid  Lo- 
thian hustings  ?  He  knew  what  went  on 
at  that  time,  and  he  could  say  there  was 
no  question  on  the  Mid  Lothian  hust- 
ings of  ''remedial  legislation"  for  Ire- 
land. On  the  contrary,  the  electors  of 
Mid  Lothian  and  the  world  were  told 
that  Ireland  had  never  been  so  prosper- 
ous. That  was  in  March,  1880,  and 
within  two  months  of  that  time,  that 
God-forsaken,  still-born.  Compensation 
for  Disturbance  Bill  was  brought  in, 
and  it  contained  the  principle  in  ques- 
tion ;  and  within  13  months  of  the  time 
when  thoy  were  told  that  Ireland  had 
never  been  so  prosperous  or  contented 
they  had  this  Bill.  Would  anyone,  in 
the  face  of  those  facts,  get  up  and  say 
that  the  Bill  rested  upon  solid  convic- 
tion —  that  it  rested  upon  principle  ? 
Why,  there  was  not  a  speech  which  the 
Chief  Secretary  made  in  which  he  did  not 
tell  the  House  that  ho  was  prepared  to 
maintain  the  law ;  but  they  must  enable 
him  to  do  that  by  sacrificing  the  land- 
lords' property.  That  was  what  it  came 
to.  And  so  it  was  as  regarded  the 
Church.  Beginning  with  Eoman  Ca- 
tholic Emancipation,  thoy  ended  by  de- 
stroying the  Church.  But  in  the  end 
they  came  to  this,  that  nothing  would 
satisfy.  No  concession  extorted  by  vio- 
lence ever  would ;  and  who  could  deny 
that  this  was  a  concession  extorted  from 
the  Government  by  the  lawlessness  which 
had  prevailed  and  still  prevailed  in  Ire- 
land? It  was  nothing  more  nor  less 
than  blackmail  that  had  to  be  paid. 
What  would  be  the  result  ?  Would  it 
bind  Ireland  any  closer  to  this  country  ? 
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If  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  accepted  it,  would  it  sa- 
tisfy the  labourers  ?    Pass  this  Bill,  and 
as   sure   as  the  sun  rose  to-morrow  a 
Pamell  of  the  labourers  would   arise. 
He   was     not    sure,  judging  from   an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  that  a  Parnell 
of   the  labourers   was   not  already   in 
the  House.     But,  at  any  rate,  if  they 
satisfied  the  tenants  by  a  bribery  as 
gross  as  any  practised  in  contravention 
of  the  Bribery  at  Elections  Act,  they 
had  the  labourers  then  to  satisfy;    and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  told  them  in 
the  plainest  language  that  the  Bill  was 
not  a  stopgap,  not  even  a  halting  place, 
but  a  step  in  progress.  The  hon.  Member 
would  accept,  it  might  be,  the  expropria- 
tion of  the  landlords ;  but  that  was  with 
a  view  to  got  rid  of  the  tie  between  this 
country   and   Ireland,    and  to  lead  to 
separation.  [**  Hear, hear!"  and  *'No!''] 
They  had  been  told,  over  and  over  again, 
that  it  was  with  a  view  to  Home  Bule — 
in  other  words,  in  the  long  run  to  separa- 
tion.    Therefore,  in  this  attemi)t  to  con- 
ciliate Ireland  they  were  false  to  their 
own  principles,  and  were  doing  that  which 
would  fail  of  its  object.  They  knew  well 
in  Lear  how  Kent,  when  blind,  asked  to 
bo  led  to  the  top  of  the  precipice ;  but 
here  they  had  a  Government  with  their 
eyes  open  walking  themselves  and  driving 
the  nation  into  the  gi*ave  which  was  being 
openly  and  avowedly  dug  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  for  the  in- 
terment of  the  unity  of  the  Empire.  But 
the  most  noxious  things  had  their  uses ; 
and  this  Bill,   if  rightly  read,  had  its 
uses.      He   had   shown  that   it   was   a 
gauge  of  progress ;  it  was  also  a  mea- 
sure of  value,  for  it  told  them  of  the  value 
of  the  Whig  securities  in  the  Cabinet. 
As  far  as  he  know,  there  was  only  one 
of  them  convertible,  and  he  was  glad  to 
say  he  was  a  Scotchman.     The  others 
apparently  were  content  to  play  the  part 
of  dumb  figureheads  to  the  ship  which 
was  driven  by  the  two  right  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Birmingham,  who  were  stoking 
in  the  engine-room.   But  if  it  was  a  mea- 
sure of  value  it  was  also  a  warning.    Did 
any  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  listened  to 
his  remarks  or  had  studied  the  Bill  really 
believe  for  a  moment  that  its  principles 
would  be  confined  to  Ireland  ?     He  well 
recollected  that  the  Prime  Minister  had 
said  the  principles  which  were  in  that 
Bill,    if   applicable    to    Ireland,    were 
equally  applicable  to  England.     [Mr. 

Z^d  JElcho 


Gladstoxe  disfesented.]  He  hoped  tli« 
House  would  pardon  him  if  he  were 
driven  to  read  the  passage  by  the  shake 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend's  head,  who, 
like  all  great  and  modest  men,  forgot 
some  of  the  many  excellent  things  that 
he  had  said.  These  were  the  words  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman — 

^'  There  is  another  point  which,  I  think,  de- 
serves serious  attention.  I  cannot  help  pointisc 
out  that  if  peri)etuity  of  tenure  were  really  good 
for  Ireland,  it  could  not  bo  bad  cither  for  Eng- 
land or  Scotland." — [3  Mansard^  cxcix.  353.] 

That  was  his  argument.  If  they  eon* 
sented  to  the  principle  as  applicable  to 
Ireland  it  would  not  stop  there.  And 
did  they  think  it  would  stop  at  land?  . 
Why,  there  was  already  a  house  league 
in  Dublin  and  elsewhere  in  Ireland. 
Did  they  think  it  would  stop  at  houeee, 
and  not  touch  every  description  of  pro- 
perty ?  This  was  a  sop  to  Demos,  and 
did  they  imagine  that  if  Demos  got 
the  power  he  would  draw  any  nice  £•- 
tinctions  between  property,  whether  in 
land  or  in  money  ?  Assuredly  not.  He 
hoped  the  capitalists  of  this  country  would 
remember  that.  They  might  depend  upon 
it  that  our  Brummagem  Girondists  were 
calling  into  play  forces  which  they  would 
afterwards  find  themselves  powerless  to 
control.  In  conclusion,  he  had  only  to 
say  that  if  hon.  Members  opposite,  the 
extreme  illiberals  below  the  Gangway, 
would  not  attach  weight  to  his  viewft, 
perhaps  they  would  pay  attention  to 
what  came  from  the  Treasury  Bench, 
and  to  a  passage  that  seemed  to  have 
been  written  outside  the  House  for  the 
instruction  both  of  the  Front  Benches 
and  of  hon.  Members  generally.  It  was 
as  follows: — 

"  Unlike  the  Socialists  of  former  days,  those 
who,  at  the  present  time,  are  under  the  mflucoK 
of  the  Socialistic  scntimont  arc  beginning  to 
place  the  chief  reliance  upon  State  inter%'entioo. 
This  growing  tendonc v  to  rely  upon  the  SUU*  i* 
fraught  with  groator  danger  to  Lngland  thaoto 
any  foreign  countries.  The  two  ufreat  political 
sections  who  contend  for  place  ana  |K>wer  hare 
a  constant  temptation  held  out  to  thorn  tn  bid 
agiiinst  each  otJior  for  XK>pular  support.  I'nJiT 
the  pnissiu-e  of  this  temptation  it  may  i\>iue- 
qucntly  hapj>en  that  statesmen  will  accept  dec- 
trines  and  pursue  a  policy  against  which,  if 
their  judgment  was  unbiased,  thcv  would  be  the 
first  to  protest.  This  is  a  peril  which  hangs  over 
the  country." 

The  magnitude  of  the  peril  was  shown 
by  the  kind  of  legislation  before  the 
House ;  and  he  ventured  to  think  thit 
the  views  he  had  just  quoted,  and  of 
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which  the  Postmaster  General  was  the 
author,  contained  far  sounder  doctrine 
on  the  subject  than  was  embodied  in  the 
Government  Bill.     He  had  now  endea- 
voured to  state  clearly  the  grounds  of 
his    objections    to    the    Bill.      If    the 
Forms  of  the    House  enabled  him  to 
do   so,  he  hoped  to  move  his  Amend- 
ment,  which  challenged  the  principle 
of  the  major   part    of   the    Bill,    and 
pronounced  it  to  be  economically  un- 
sound, unjust,  and  impolitic.     Wishing 
to  resist  the  Bill  to  the  utmost  of  his 
power,  he  proposed  to  press  his  Amend- 
ment to  a  division.     Whatever  number 
of  Members  might  vote  for  it,  the  weight 
of  authority  would  be  found  in  the  Lobby 
of  the  minority.     And  why  did  he  say 
that  ?    Because  in  the  Lobby  of  the 
minority  would  be  found  the  wise,  the 
deliberate,  the  written  dicta  of  all  the 
learned  political  economists  down  to*our 
time  who  had  discussed  this  question,  and 
who  had  ever  been  looked  upon  as  the 
lights  of  the  Liberal  Party.  There  would 
also  be  in  the  Lobby  of  the  minority  the 
spoken  statements  and  the  public  acts 
of  all  the  eminent  statesmen  from  Sir 
Bobert  Peel  downwards  who  had  had  to 
deal  with  political  economy  subjects  in 
the  House.    There  would  also  be  in  the 
Lobby  of  the  minority  the  ghosts  of  the 
opinions — ^the  former  opinions — of  every 
man  who  sat  upon  the  Treasury  Bench, 
without    any    exception ;   and,    finally, 
tiiere  would  be  in  the  Lobby  of  the 
minority,  no  matter  how  small  the  mi- 
nority might  be,  the  consciences  of  three- 
fourths  of  those  who  voted  against  him. 
Mb.  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  enter  into  a  very  length- 
ened criticism  of  the   eloquent  speech 
they  had  just  heard,  into  which  he  could 
not  help  remarking  that  a  singular  spirit 
of  gaiety  had  been  imported.    It  was  a 
great  pity  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Hadaingtonshire  (Lord  Elcho)  had 
not  heard  the  speech  of  the  noble  Yis- 
coont  the  Member  for  Barnstaple  (Vis- 
count Lymington)  the  other  day,  who 
had  most  clearly  shown  that  the  Bill 
would  not  interfere  with  the  real  in- 
terests of  the  landlords,  but  would  rather 
benefit  and  consolidate  them.    He  (Mr. 
0.  Russell)  could  not  help  thinking  the 
speech  they  had  just  listened  to  had 
been  delivered  long  beyond  its  time.   It 
ought  to  have  been  delivered  in  1870 — 
indeed,  he  knew  it  had  been.     It  was 
not  much  more  than  a  reproduction  of  a 


speech   delivered  by  the    noble    Lord 
during  the  debate  on  the  Irish  Land 
Act   of    1870,    garnished  with    a  few 
meagre  extracts  from  books.   It  was  the 
old  policy  to  **  do  nothing"  with  regard 
to  Ireland,  and  to  trust  to  rack-renting 
and  to  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  to 
carry  it  out.     [**  No,  no ! "]    Then  what 
was   the  policy?    If   the  noble    Lord 
really  felt  the  sympathy  he  expressed 
with  the  Irish  tenants,  where  had  been 
his  propositions  to  ameliorate  their  con- 
dition when  the  Conservatives  were  in 
power?      In  certain    passages    of   his 
speech  the  noble  Lord  had  been  quite 
carried  away  by  his  eloquence ;   for  he 
must  have  forgotten  himself,  when  he 
plainly  hinted  that  the  Prime  Minister 
had  brought  in  the  measure  for  purely 
Party    purposes    when    his    conscience 
went  against  it.    Those  were  sentiments 
which  the  noble  Lord  would  probably 
regret    having    uttered.      There    had 
been  a  time  when  the  evil  forebodings 
he  had  given  vent  to  might  have  had 
some  effect ;  but,  at  this  time,  the  House 
was  pretty  well  used  to  those  kind  of 
arguments.   The  same  arguments  about 
robbing  the  landlords  and  Communism 
were  used  in  1870  ;  but,  since  that  time, 
it  was  a  fact  that  the  gain  of  the  land- 
lords had  increased.     Better  protection 
for  the  tenant  meant  better  security  for 
the  landlord.     The  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  John  Manners),  in  his  Amend- 
ment,   said    that    the    remedy  for  the 
condition   of    Ireland    lay  in    the    in- 
dustrial development  of  that  country, 
and  he  affirmed  that  no  legislation  for 
Ireland  was  needed  on  the  Land  Ques- 
tion. They  had  heard  only  three  speeches 
from  the  Opposition  as  yet,  including 
that  from  his  (Mr.  C.  Russell's)  hon., 
learned,   and,    he   might   say,   demon- 
strative Friend  the  Member  for  Brid- 
port  (Mr.  Warton).     The  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
late  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Gibson)  had  not  affected  the  great  prin- 
ciples of  the  Bill ;   and  as  for  the  noble 
Lord's  speech,  that  ought  to  have  been 
delivered  in  Committee.     He  had  only 
raised  two  points  going  to  the  principle 
of  the  measure — one  as  to  the  supposed, 
and  he  could   show  it  was  not    real, 
**  exclusion  "  of  the  landlords,  and  the 
other  as  to  the  basis  upon  which  fair 
rents  were  to  be  fixed.    Could  the  exist- 
ing state  of  things  be  allowed  to  go  on  ? 
Did  any  class  in  Ireland — did  the  land- 
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lord  class  wisli  that  it  should  continue  ? 
He  (Mr.  C.  Eussell)   thought  he  was 
speaking  their  sentiments  when  ho  said 
that  they  desired  the  question  to  be  settled, 
and,  if  possible,  that  the  agitation  should 
come  to  an  end.     He  hoped  the  noble 
Viscount  the  Member  for   the  County 
Down  (Viscount  Castleroagh),  who  re- 
presented and  was  connected  with  great 
and  important  interests,  and  the  tradi- 
tions of  whose  property  were  amongst 
the  first,   as  regarded  management,  in 
Ireland,  would  favour  his  Party  in  that 
House  with  some  of  the  speeches  ho  had 
made  out  of   the    House,    and   which 
sliowed  what  was  his  expressed  opinion 
and  liberal  sentiments  on  this  question 
when    addressing   his    constituency   in 
Ulster.     Now,  what  was  the  condition 
of  things  ?     They  had,  in  the  Estimates 
for  the  year,  an  item  of  £50,000  extra 
for  police  force,  used  for  what  purpose  ? 
— for  the  purpose  mainly,  if  not  entirely, 
of  the  enforcement  of  civil  processes  in 
reference   to  land.     They  had,  he  be- 
lieved, as  many  as  30,000  troops  in  Ire- 
land— as  if  an  army  were  invading  a 
hostile  country.     They  had  grave  and 
serious  crimes  staining  the  land  in  Ire- 
land, which,  he  would  admit,  had  had 
much  sympathy  amongst  a  large  class 
of  people  in  the  country.     Side  by  side 
with  the   existence  of  that  particular 
class  of  crime,  they  had  an  almost  en- 
tiro  absence  of  ordinary  crime.     What 
did  that  point  to  ?    It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  existing  relations  affecting  land 
in  Ireland  had  become  untenable  and 
impracticable.      The    Government    at- 
tonipted  to  remedy  that.     He   did  not 
propose  to  bestow  upon  that  Bill  of  the 
Government  indiscriminate  eulogy ;  but 
ho  objected  to  it  from  entirely  dillbront 
views  from  those  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire.    He  (Mr. 
G.  Russell)  tliought  it  was  a  Bill  which 
should  be  dealt  with  by  the  House  in  a 
ftiir  and  liberal  spirit.     He   could  not 
but  think  that  a  good  deal  of  the  criti- 
cism of  the  right  hon.  and  loarncd  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  was  microscopi- 
cal, and  that  it  savoured  very  much  of 
tlio   language   of  the   special    pleader. 
He  hoped  tlio  Bill  would  bo  approached 
in  a  fair  and  generous  spirit,  and  not  in 
a  spirit  of  carping  criticism ;  for,  after 
all,  criticism  was  an  easy  task,  especially 
on   a   subject  of  this  complex  nature. 
In  consequence  of  the  observations  of 

Mr.  Charles  £u99eU 


'  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Had- 
dingtonshire, he  (Mr.  0.  BuBsell)  was 
obliged  to  make  one  slight  reference 
to  political  economy.  The  noble  Lord 
utterly  misconceived  the  point  in  the 
passage  he  had  quoted  from  Mr.  Mill. 
Mr.  Mill  was  there  speaking  of  the  ex- 
propriation of  landlords,  with  the  view 
to  the  creation  of  a*  peasant  proprietary, 
and  said,  what  he  (Mr.  C.  KusseU)  en- 
tirely subscribed  to — that  it  would  be 
utterly  wrong  and  unjust  legislation  to 
expropriate  the  landlords  for  such  a 
great  public  object  as  that  without  folly 
compensating  them.  But  that,  he  would 
say,  was  not  ad  rem.  He  would  cite 
one  passage  from  the  late  Profeeflor 
Cairns  on  this  subject.     Ho  said — 

*'  Sustained  hy  some  of  the  greatest  namei,  I 
will  say,  by  a  large  number  of  the  first  rank,  in 
political  economy,  I  hold  that  the  land  of  t 
country  presents  conditions  which  sepante  it 
economically  from  the  great  mass  of  tne  other 
objects  of  wealth — conditions  which,  if  they  do 
not  absolutely  and  under  all  conditions  impoM 
upon  the  State  the  obligation  of  contromng 
private  entori)rize  in  dealing  with  land,  at  letit 
explain  why  this  control  is  at  a  certain  stage  of 
B^K'itil  progress  indispensable,  and  why,  in  fiut, 
it  is  constantly  to  be  put  in  force  'wherewr 
public  opinion  or  custom  has  not  been  strong 
enough  to  do  without  it." 

That  being  so,  if  ever  a  state  of  thing! 
existed  which  should  justify  legislatife 
interference,  surely  that  state  of  thing! 
existed  in  Ireland.  He  was  asked  how 
came  it  that  English  Land  Laws  w(Mi]d 
not  do  for  Ireland.  He  was  not  going 
to  discuss  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord  that  the  Land  Laws  of  Irelani 
were  more  favourable  to  the  tenants 
than  those  of  any  other  country.  He 
admitted  that  they  were  in  some  re- 
spects ;  but,  if  necessary,  he  could  point 
out  some  respects  in  which  thoy  were 
not.  If  English  law  was  not  mow 
favourable  to  the  tenant  than  Irish  Uw, 
why  should  it  not  do  in  Ireland  ?  The 
causes  were  far  back  to  seek,  and  Iw 
was  not  going  to  treat  the  House  to 
an  historical  dissertation  ;  but  he  sliooU 
like  to  say,  in  a  sentence,  that  there 
wore  mainly  throe  causes  which  had 
rendered  the  condition  of  things  in  lie- 
laud  exceptional.  First,  political  causM, 
followed  and  marked  out  by  confiecatioB 
and  repeated  confiscation,  which  affected 
not  only  the  status  of  proprietors  tt 
tlie  soil,  but  also  that  of  those  who 
claimed  under  them.  Next,  the  legiiU- 
tion  prompted  by  the  jealousy  at  oM 
time  of  tliis  country  against  the  risof 
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trade  and  industrial  enterprize  of  Ire- 
land, and  which,  hy  depressing  the  rising 
trade,  threw  the  population  of  the  coun- 
try upon  the  land.  Side  by  side  with 
the  legislation  throwing  the  people  upon 
the  land,  there  came  into  play  a  worse 
evil  than  all  these — he  meant  the  penal 
laws,  by  which  was  prevented  the  ac- 
quirement by  the  great  mass  of  the 
population  of  the  country — the  Catholics 
—of  any  permanent  interest  in  the  land. 
And  thus  these  threefold  causes,  prin- 
cipally, perhaps,  created  a  state  of  things 
in  which,  by  artificial  means,  the  growth 
and  development  of  those  rights  by  which 
industry  attempted  to  free  itself  from 
artificial  obstacles,  and  the  growth  of 
those  natural  rights  by  which  men  ac- 
quired property  in  land  arose.  That 
day  wanted  one  day  short  of  100  years 
since  the  Catholic  could  first  acquire 
freehold  property  in  land.  It  was  in 
1782  that  the  penal  law  was  repealed 
which  provided  that  at  that  time  a 
Catholic  could  have  taken  50  acres  of 
bog  and  reclaimed  it ;  but,  if  he  im- 
proved it  80  as  to  increase  its  value,  the 
landlord  could  deprive  him  of  it.  He 
could  also  hold  one  or  two  acres  at 
a  certain  distance  from  any  town.  Even 
bad  laws  could  not  long  shackle  and 
control  a  people ;  but,  unhappily,  there 
were  no  free  people  in  any  real  sense 
in  Ireland,  and  causes,  partly  politi- 
cal and  partly  religious,  prevented 
the  formation  of  that  healthy  public 
opinion,  in  the  face  of  which  the  ex- 
istence of  bad  laws  could  not  long 
maintain  itself.  They  had  the  land 
hunger;  they  had  no  freedom  of  con- 
tract; they  had  the  tenant  subject  to 
have  his  interest  eaten  up  by  rack- 
rent.  A  Protestant  rector  in  the  South 
of  Ireland  said  last  year — 

**  The  fact  is  beyond  all  doubt,  that  the  effect 
of  the  existing  laws  reg^ulatinp^  the  tenure  of 
land  is  that  the  people .  are  degraded  into  a 
condition  little  above  servitude,  where  evor>' 
funily  may  be  harassed  by  estate  rules ;  where 
freedom  of  contract  is  imknown ;  and  where 
the  self- respect  of  the  g^eat  bulk  of  the  com- 
munity is  diegradcd  into  craven  fear  of  offend- 
Uig  those  who  have  the  power  to  make  or  mar 
the  tenants'  fortunes." 

The  Devon  Commission  of  1845  testified 
that  the  uncertainty  of  tenure  in  Ireland 
was  a  pressing  g^evance,  paralyzing  all 
exertions,  and  placing  a  fatal  impedi- 
ment in  the  way  of  improvement.  It 
was  hardly  creditable  to  the  English  Go- 
Teamment  that  it  was  not  until  the  right  j 


hon.  Gentleman  the  present  Prime  Mi- 
nister addressed  himself  to  the  task 
nothing  was  done  to  remove  the  diffi- 
culties then  pointed  out.  What  did  the 
Irish  people  ask  ?  He  (Mr.  C.  Russell) 
said  the  Irish  people,  because  on  this 
Land  Question  the  Irish  people  were  for 
the  first  time  thoroughly  united.  It 
did  not  follow  that  what  was  asked  for 
should  be  granted ;  but  it  was,  at  least, 
important  that  they  should  understand 
what  was  asked  for.  Primarily,  they 
asked  that  the  tillers  of  the  soil  should, 
on  just  terms,  be  allowed  to  become  the 
owners  of  the  soil  which  they  tilled. 
Secondarily,  where  the  first  could  not 
be  accomplished,  that  they  should  have 
fixity  of  tenure  at  fair  rents,  with  the 
free  right  of  sale  of  their  interest  in  the 
holding.  It  did  not  seem  to  him  that 
there  was  anything  alarming  in  that 
proposition.  All  the  Commissioners  that 
had  reported,  and  all  the  Members  of 
those  Commissions,  were  in  favour  of  an 
increase  in  the  number  of  peasant  pro- 
prietors. All  the  Commissioners  were 
against  arbitrary  rents,  the  abolition  of 
which  would  necessitate  the  appointment 
of  a  tribunal  to  fix  the  rents.  Five  out 
of  six  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  Com- 
missioners were  practically  in  favour  of 
the  * '  three  F's ; "  and  all  the  Bessborough 
Commissioners,  except  Mr.  Kavanagh, 
were  in  favour  of  the  same  objects,  and 
Mr.  Kavanagh  went  a  long  way  in  that 
direction.  The  Bill  also  went  a  con- 
siderable way  towards  effecting  those 
objects,  though  he  (Mr.  C.  Russell) 
did  not  think  it  went  far  enough.  An 
analogous  system  had  found  a  successful 
place  in  many  countries  in  Europe.  For 
example,  in  Italy,  Spain,  and  Portugal. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  said  he  did 
not  object  to  the  3rd  sub-section  as 
the  definition  of  a  fair  rent.  It  would 
completely  knock  on  the  head  the  Ulster 
tenant  right,  which  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  professed  to  desire 
to  protect.  If  the  section  were  to  end 
where  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman proposed,  it  would  amount  to  the 
confiscation  of  the  tenant  right  in  Ulster, 
and  of  the  good-will  interest  in  the  rest 
of  Ireland.  The  first  thing  the  Court 
had  to  do  was  to  determine  what  a 
person  coming  on  to  the  land  for  the 
first  time  should  pay  as  competition  rent, 
or  to  get  at  the  fair  rent  for  the  occupy-. 
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ing  tenant,  who  and  whose  ancestor  had 
spent  tlieir  lives  and  labour  in  improving 
the  holding  ;  and,  in  doing  that,  regard 
must  he  had  to  the  interest  of  the  occupy- 
ing tenant,  and  put  that,  to  some  extent, 
against  the  full  rent.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said — **  Take  the 
case  of  a  farm  of  20  acres,  the  present 
rent  of  which  is  £20,  but  the  competition 
rent  of  which  would  be  £24,  or  an  in- 
crease of  £4,  and  I  will  suppose  the 
tenant  right  would  fetch  20  years'  pur- 
chase. That  would  be  £400,  the  interest 
on  which  at  4^  per  cent  would  be  £18, 
which,  deducted  from  the  competition 
rent,  would  leave  only  £6  for  the  land- 
lord ;  but  either  £24  would  be  far  from 
being  the  full  competition  rent,  or  that 
man  must  come  out  of  a  lunatic  asylum 
who  would  give  £400  for  an  improve- 
ment in  the  value  to  the  extent  of 
£4."  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman asked  what  they  were  going 
to  do  in  places  outside  Ulster,  where 
there  was  no  Ulster  Custom  or  system 
analogous  to  the  Ulster  Custom.  He 
(Mr.  0.  Russell)  maintained  that  by  the 
Act  of  1870  the  law  recognized  that 
which  had  long  before  existed  as  the 
equitable  property  of  the  tenant  all  over 
Ireland.  Although  he  was  in  the  pre- 
sence of  the  Prime  Minister,  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  the  language  used  in 
the  Act  of  1870 — namely,  "compensa- 
tion for  disturbance  " — was  not  nappy 
language.  He  recognized  it  as  giving 
effect  to  the  existence  of  that  which, 
according  to  the  practice,  according  to 
the  statement,  and  according  to  the  uni- 
versal feeling  in  Ireland,  had  been  for 
years  recognized.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dub- 
lin University  was  rather  unhappy  in  a 
passage  which  he  cited  in  this  connection. 
It  was  a  passage  from  a  letter  of  Lord 
Dufforin,  which  was — 

**  "NVliy  was  a  tenant  farmer  in  Down,  who 
took  a  t50  aero  farm  five  years  ago,  to  have 
Becurity  of  tenure,  becauHO  a  peasant  or  a  pea- 
BJint's  father  in  (Jonnaught  100  years  ago  could 
claim  10  acres  of  bog  r*' 

His  (Mr.  C.  EusselPs)  answer  was  that 
the  farmer  in  Down  who  took  a  farm 
five  years  ago  paid  to  go  into  it,  and 
the  peasant  in  Connaught  founded  his 
claim  partly  upon  the  fact  that  he  or 
his  father  had  reclaimed  the  land  from 
a  state  of  nature.  The  Devon  Commis- 
sion, in  1845,  which  was  quite  a  Land- 
lord Commission,  reported — 

Mr,  CharlM  Russell 


"  There  has  long  been  a  practical  aamimptioa 
by  the  tenant  of  a  joint  ownership  in  the  land 
with  his  landlord." 

That  was  reported  so  long  back  as  1845 ; 
but  what  did  the  Bessborough  Commis- 
sion report  ? — 

**  It  appears  to  ns  that  the  conditiona  under 
which  land  has  been  held  by  tenants  in  Ireland 
have  been  such  that  the  occupiers  have,  u  a 
general  rule,  acquired  rights  to  continnoiif  oc- 
cupancy, which  in  the  interests  of  the  oommn- 
nity  it  is  desirable  legally  to  recognize.** 

Both  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  and  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Haddingtonshire  argued  as  if  the 
Court  to  be  constituted  under  the  Bill 
would  be  bound,  or  was  likely,  to  give 
the  maximum  amount  of  compensatum 
for  disturbance.  He  (Mr.  C.  Bussell) 
regretted  much  that  the  Return  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Meath  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan)  could 
not  be  furnished,  because  if  he  (Mr.  C. 
Bussell)  was  to  believe  all  the  com- 
plaints he  heard,  it  would  have  shown 
that  the  scale  of  disturbance  allowances 
administered  by  County  Court  Judges 
was  meagre  in  the  extreme.  The  lan- 
guage of  the  Act  of  1 870  said  that  tiie 
Court  was  to  compensate  a  tenant  for 
the  loss  he  had  sustained  by  reason  of 
disturbance.  The  House  would  at  once 
see  that  practically  that  would  let  the 
rack-renting  landlord  off  cheaply,  and 
visit  the  liberal  landlord  very  heavily. 
Ho  would  respectfully  suggest  that  the 
section  which  dealt  with  competition  and 
fixed  a  fair  rent  would  be  well  omitted 
by  a  repeal  of  the  Act  of  1 870,  and  by 
inserting  a  clause  that  the  Court  should 
give  compensation  in  respect  to  the  jnst 
interests  of  the  tenants  themselves.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Dublin  University  hid 
asked  where  the  interest  came  from. 
Did  it,  he  asked,  descend  like  manna 
from  Heaven?  The  present  Bill  was 
for  the  protection  of  the  interest  of  the 
Irish  tenants  which  existed  and  was 
their  moral  right,  but  which  jurists 
might  call  the  right  of  imperfect  obliga- 
tion. If  the  tenant  had  the  interest  he 
had  endeavoured  to  describe,  it  followed 
incident  to  the  right  that  he  should  have 
the  right  to  realize  it,  because  next  to 
the  right  of  property  was  the  right  to 
turn  it  into  money.  He  now  came  to 
the  third  criticism  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned    Gentleman.      The  right  hon. 
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and  learned  Gentleman  said  the  portals 
of  the  Court  were  closed  against  the 
landlord,  and  yet  the  Government  called 
the  Bill  a  just  one.  He  (Mr.  C.  Eus- 
sell)  was  quite  willing  that  the  land- 
lords should  have  accesses  to  the  Court — 
nay,  he  intended  to  propose  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  effect  that  a  landlord,  in- 
stead of  beine  allowed  to  give  notice  of 
an  increase  oi  the  rent,  as  he  was  under 
the  Bill,  should  not  be  allowed  to  in- 
crease his  rent  until  he  had  applied  to 
the  Court.  As  now  proposed  the  onus 
of  resisting  the  increase  would  rest  with 
the  tenant;  but  he  denied  that  that 
should  be  allowed.  Upon  the  question 
of  pre-emption  he  admitted  the  Bill  was 
somewhat  obscure.  He,  however,  un- 
derstood the  object  to  be — at  least,  he 
hoped    it  was — to  prevent  a  landlord 

getting  rid  of  the  tenant,  merely  to 
ave  the  land  so  as  to  begin  a  fresh 
career  of  rack-renting.  There  was  one 
other  blot  to  which  he  wished  to  refer. 
He  thought  it  was  left  quite  undefined  and 
quite  uncertain  what  was  the  compensa- 
tion to  the  tenant,  and,  indeed,  also  the 
oompensation  to  tiie  landlord  where  the 
tenant  sold  his  interest  pending  evic- 
tion. Undoubtedly,  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  quite  right  in  stat- 
ing that,  according  to  the  general  prin- 
<upleB  of  law,  the  tenant  could  only  sell 
that  which  was  legally  in  him,  and  all 
that  a  tenant  under  threat  of  eviction 
bad  was  an  unexpired  term  of  occu- 

5ancy  up  to  the  date  of  the  eviction. 
"herefore,  if  it  was  intended  that  the 
occupancy  should  not  be  determined  by 
the  eviction,  but  should  be  a  continuing 
occupancy,  the  language  of  the  Bill 
required  amendment.  Having  so  far 
foUowed  the  criticisms  of  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  he  would  be  glad  to 
be  allowed  to  say  a  few  words  in  the 
way  of  su^ested  Amendments  on  that 
part  of  the  Bill.  He  knew  it  was  im- 
possible to  hope  to  deal  with  the  great 
and  important  subject  of  the  Law  of 
Settlement  and  Entail  in  this  Bill ;  but 
still  he  hoped  that  Liberal  statesmen 
would  not  lose  sight  of  it,  because  he 
did  not  think  that  any  fair  play  would 
be  given  to  a  scheme  of  land  reform 
which  had  not  the  advantage  of  a  reform 
in  the  direction  he  had  pointed  out.  He 
also  recommended  to  the  attention  of  the 
Gbvernment  the  suggestion  of  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission,  and  also  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  Land  Tenure  Committee, 

yOJi  CCIiX.  [TiriRD   SERTKS.] 


which  had  such  men  upon  it  as  Judge 
Longfield   and  Viscount  Monck  —  that 
no    objection  of   any    kind  should  be 
allowed    by    the  landlord  except  with 
the  leave  of  the  Court.      He  was  also 
struck  with  this  difficulty.     He  found,  if 
he  road  the   Bill  rightly,  that  when  a 
future  tenancy  began,  a  future  tenant 
was  not  within    the  protection  of  the 
Bill  in  one  important  respect — namely, 
that  he  could  not  go  to  the  Court  upon 
the  question  of    fixing  the  rent  if  he 
found  the  rent  was  unfair.    He  could  not 
understand  the  principle  of  that  distinc- 
tion.     He  thought  all  future  tenants 
should  come  witlun  the  protection  of  the 
Bill  in  that  respect,  ana  have  the  right, 
as  the  present  tenants  had,  of  going  to 
the  Court  to  fix  the  rent  if  under  all  the 
circumstances  it  was  found  to  be  exces- 
sive.    There  was  another  point  which 
he  thought  ought  to  be  considered.     The 
compensation  for  disturbance  section  was 
perpetuated  from  the  Act  of  1870,  and 
the    scale  of   compensation    enhanced. 
They  fixed  as  a  maximum  of  compensa- 
tion for  disturbance  seven  years'  rent ; 
the  Court  might  award  much  less,  but, 
in  some  extreme  cases,  it  might  give  the 
seven  years'  rent.     He  wished  to  know 
if,  in  a  possible  case  of  disturbance,  a 
tenant  was  entitled  to  seven  years'  rent, 
he  forfeited  his  claim  to  the  amount  if 
he  had  gone  one  year  in  arrear  of  rent  ? 
In  other  words,  as  the  Act  of  1 870  and 
this  BUI  worked,  a  man  might,  in  a  pos- 
sible case,  be  entitled  to  seven  years' 
rent  for  disturbance  ;  but  if  he  was  one 
year  in  arrear  he  lost  the  whole  through 
it.     And  another  point — the  Bill,  as  he 
read  it,  excepted  leases  entirely  ^om  its 
operation.      He  could  not   understand 
why  that  should  be  so.     He  could  not 
see  what  magic  or  sacredness  there  was 
in  a  contract  in  writing  under  seal  as 
compared   with  a  parole    contract,    as 
they   asserted,   because    that    was    the 
foundation   of  the   Bill ;   and  if   there 
was  no  real  freedom  of  contract  in  Ire- 
land, how  was  it  that  the  freedom  of 
contract  applied  in  the  case  of  leases  and 
not  in  the  case  of  parole  contracts  ?     He 
was  loth   to   introduce  names  in  that 
House ;  but  cases  had  again  and  again 
been   brought    under    his    notice,    and 
quite    recently    in    the    North,    where 
leases,  prepared  in  batches,  printed  with 
elaborately  confused   clauses  excluding 
the  lessees  from  the  benefit  of  the  Act 
of  1870,  had  been  forced  upon  the  ten- 
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ant.  In  that  connection  he  would  refer  to 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Bessboroiigh 
Commission  by  the  President  of  May- 
nooth  College,  with  reference  to  his  own 

fersonal  experience  as  head  of  that 
nstitution  in  reference  to  one  of  the 
Duke  of  Leinster's  leases.  That  lease, 
which  he  had  seen,  was  a  formal  demise 
with  the  most  elaborate  covenants.  It 
was  a  lease  for  one  year,  and  so  from 
year  to  year,  and  it  contained  not  only 
the  most  elaborate  protective  clause, 
but  it  also  made  the  tenant  disclaim 
the  benefits  of  the  Act  of  1870.  There 
might,  no  doubt,  be  many  cases  of  free 
and  binding  contracts  ;  but  he  put  the 
case  no  higher  than  that,  and  he  urged 
that  if  there  had  been  any  decrees  in 
entering  upon  those  contracts,  that  the 
parties  should  at  least  have  the  right  at 
their  own  risk  of  going  before  the  Court 
to  make  out  their  case.  He  came  now 
to  another  point,  which  he  would  re- 
iroectfully  urge  upon  the  Prime  Minister. 
He  considered  it  of  the  greatest  moment 
in  reference  to  the  future  working  of  the 
Bill.  He  referred  to  the  mode  of  deal- 
ing with  existing  arrears  of  rent  which 
accrued  due  from  1877  to  1879,  through 
no  fault  of  the  tenant,  but,  as  had  been 
frequently  admitted,  through  a  visita- 
tion of  Providence.  He  asked  whether 
it  was  not  possible  with  the  Bill,  in 
order  to  free  it  from  impediments,  to 
g^ve  the  Court  some  power  in  reference 
to  deferring  or  reducing  those  arrears  ? 
Unless  that  difficulty  was  met,  he  was 
afraid  there  would  be  very  serious  diffi- 
culty in  the  working  of  the  Bill.  An 
allowance  or  abatement  of  rent  because 
of  the  failure  of  crops  was  a  principle 
well  known  in  the  law  of  many  coun- 
tries ;  and  though  it  might  reasonably 
he  objected  that  parties  in  this  country 
contracted  upon  the  basis  of  the  exist- 
ing law,  he  maintained  that  the  principle 
for  which  he  contended  was  not  a 
strained  one,  and  he  submitted  that  if 
this  was  to  be  a  remedial  measure  under 
exceptional  circumstances,  the  circum- 
stances he  had  referred  to  were  pecu- 
liarly exceptional.  With  reference  to 
the  constitution  of  the  Court  under  the 
Bill,  he  desired  to  say  that  to  be  effec- 
tive, the  Court  must  be  simple  in  its 
machinery,  it  must  be  expeditious  in  its 
procedure,  and  it  must  be  cheap.  He 
thought  it  should  partake  as  little  as 
possible  of  the  character  of  contested 
litigation,   and    as    much    as    possible 

Mr.  CharUi  Ru99$U 


of  the  character  of  friendly  arbitration. 
Though  he  respected  tnem  greatly, 
and  had  the  honour  of  knowing  i 
great  many  of  them,  he  had  found  the 
strongest  and  most  unanimous  feeling  in 
all  parts  of  Ireland  that  the  County 
Court  Judges  would  not  form  a  tribonal 
which  woidd  command  the  confidence  of 
the  country.  He  had  found  that  by 
letters  from  North,  South,  East,  and 
West;  and  lately,  in  Belfast,  he  had 
found  the  same  sentiment  prevailing 
among  the  hard-headed  men  of  the 
North,  as  they  were  usually  called.  He 
would  therefore  suggest,  whether  it  would 
not  be  possible,  taking  the  case  of  a  laige 
estate  in  which  a  largo  number  of  tenanti 
were  dissatisfied  with  their  rents,  and 
thought  they  had  a  fair  claim  to  seek  re- 
adjustment— at  their  own  risk,  of  course^ 
whether  it  would  not  be  possible  to  detl 
with  such  cases  in  groups,  treating  them 
as  independent  acts  of  litigation,  but 
not,  of  course,  supposing  that  the  rule 
for  one  farm  should  govern  another,  but 
that  they  should  be  considered  according 
to  their  respective  circumstances  ?  There 
were  several  other  parts  of  the  BiU  upon 
which  he  would  like  to  observe ;  but,  u 
they  were  matters  more  properly  &r 
Committee,  he  would  put  his  raggee- 
tions  in  print.  He  looked  with  satis- 
faction  almost  xmqualified  to  the  part  of 
the  Bill  which  bore  the  honoured  name 
of  the  '^  Bright  Clauses,"  because  he  con* 
f  essed  that  he  looked  upon  that  part  as 
containing  the  real  germ  of  the  finil 
settlement  of  the  Land  Question.  In 
reference  to  that  part  of  the  Bill  he 
would  throw  out  for  consideration,  whe- 
ther, in  the  case  of  corporate  bodies  in 
Ireland,  such,  for  instance,  as  the  London 
Companies,  there  should  not  be  compul- 
sory powers  to  take  their  estates,  not  it 
all  upon  the  ground  that  they  had 
been  unworthy  landlords — because  their 
management  contrasted  favourably  with 
some  of  their  neighbours — but  upon  the 
ground  that  they  did  not  hold  their 
estates  for  public  purposes,  and  did  not 
represent  private  interests,  and,  then- 
fore,  no  private  interests  would  be  af- 
fected by  their  compulsory  expiopiiation. 
Next,  he  would  suggest  that  estates  en- 
cumbered up  to  75  per  cent  of  their  valoe 
should  be  compulsorily  purchased ;  be- 
cause, by  the  principle  put  forth  froo 
both  sides  of  the  House,  a  landlwl 
should  be  a  landlord  in  an  effecUTV 
position,  capable  of  dealing  with  his 
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property  satisfactorily,  and  any  landlord 
whose  estate  was  encumbered  75  per 
cent  only  held  his  title  nominally,  and 
there  could  be  no  harm  in  expropriating 
him.  Then,  as  regarded  the  question  of 
assistance  to  the  tenant,  he  hoped  the 
Oovemment  would  not  go  behind  the 
recommendations  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  County  (Mr.  Shaw)  before  Com- 
mittee— namely,  that  the  tenant  should 
be  advanced  four-fifths  of  the  purchase 
money.  By  such  an  arrangement  the 
tenant  would  be  given  a  greater  induce- 
ment to  persevere ;  by  the  annual  pay- 
ments the  security  to  the  State  would  be 
daily  becoming  cheater,  and  the  debt  to 
the  State  would  be  becoming  less.  He 
thought  there  should  bo  a  discretion  on 
the  part  of  the  Commissioners  to  extend 
the  payment  over  a  period  of  52  years. 
He  thankfully  recognized  the  fact  that 
the  landlord  and  tenant  part  of  the 
scheme  would  do  much  good;  but  it 
was  to  the  "  Bright  Clauses  "  of  the  Bill 
that  he  looked  as  containing  the  real 

girm  of  a  settlement  of  the  question, 
e  believed  the  Bill  wisely  and  liberally 
administered  would  create  in  the  course 
of  a  few  years  a  number  of  peasant  pro- 
prietors, who  would  quicken  and  leaven 
the  whole  country  with  a  new  spirit.  It 
would  create  an  unpaid  army  on  the  side 
of  order — order  followed  from  content, 
and  a  sense  of  seciirity  and  loyalty  fol- 
lowed in  the  wake  of  interest.  He 
looked  with  great  hope  to  the  Bill.  Up 
to  that  time  Ireland  had  been  to  this 
country  a  source  of  weakness  and  not  of 
strength ;  a  part  of  the  richest  Empire 
in  ihe  world,  its  people  were  amongst 
the  poorest.  They  owed  it  to  their  past 
misgovemment  of  the  country  to  be  as 
liberal  as  the  utmost  bounds  of  justice 
would  allow,  and  be  asked  no  more. 
He  was  aware  that  it  rarely  happened 
that  legislation  could  do  much  to  remedy 
the  ills  of  a  country  ;  but  there  was  one 
thing  that  it  could  do — it  could  not 
scatter  plenty  over  the  land,  but  it  could 
remove  those  artificial  obstacles  by  which 
plenty  was  made  impossible.  He  asked 
the  House  to  do  it  in  a  liberal  spirit. 
He  knew  much  would  depend  on  the 
people  themselves — upon  their  energy, 
their  sobriety,  their  thrift,  and  thoir 
spirit  of  self-denial.  He  was  no  true 
fnend  of  the  Irish  people  who  denied 
ilie  existence    among  them    of   many 

Save  faults.  He  claimed  for  his  country 
at  those  faults  were  not  inherent  in  it, 


but  were  in  great  part  the  creatures  of 
conditions  under  which  they  found  them- 
selves. Out  of  their  own  country,  with 
their  hands  free,  and  with  a  motive  for 
exertion,  they  played  their  part  and 
held  their  own  in  the  race  of  life.  He 
did  not  desire  to  ueo  the  language  of 
exaggeration;  but  he  believed  Provi- 
dence had  endowed  the  Irish  people 
with  great  and  noble  qualities.  That 
was  seen  in  their  steadfast  adherence  to 
the  faith  in  which  they  trusted,  in  spite 
of  many  previous  temptations  to  the 
contrary ;  m  their  tender  regard  to  the 
claims  of  kindred  and  friends,  which 
they  carried  to  the  ends  of  the  world ; 
in  the  absence  among  them  of  ordinary 
social  crime ;  in  the  marked  purity  of 
their  domestic  life ;  and  it  was  not  too 
much  to  say  that  in  these  they  were  an 
example  to  the  world.  He  hoped  it 
woula  not  be  for  long  that  it  could  be 
truly  said,  as  it  was  once,  perhaps  with 
some  poetic  exaggeration-^ 

"  In  a  climate  soft  as  a  mother*  s  smilo, 
With  a  soil  fruitful  as  (Jod's  love, 
The  Irish  people  starve.*' 

Mr.  GEEGORY  considered  that  the 
definition  in  the  Bill  of  fair  rent,  which 
was  "  what  a  solvent  tenant  would 
undertake  to  pay  one  year  with  an- 
other," would  lead  to  great  difficulty  in 
any  application  to  the  Court  for  its  as- 
sessment, as  it  would  be  a  great  deal  a 
matter  of  discretion  and  could  not  be 
assessed  on  any  defined  principle.  It 
was  the  basis  of  rating  in  this  country ; 
and  anyone  who  had  any  experience  of 
it  knew  the  difficulty  of  dealing  with  the 
evidence  of  conflicting  surveyors  in  case 
of  dispute  as  regarded  this  and  many 
other  provisions  of  the  Bill.  Hon. 
Members  ought  to  remember,  in  con- 
sidering the  Bill,  that  the  whole  of  the 
relations  between  landlords  and  tenants 
in  Ireland  were  left  to  a  Land  Court, 
as  to  the  composition  of  which  they  had 
no  fit  moans  of  judging.  Yet  that 
Court,  as  it  was  to  bo  constituted,  would 
be  invested  with  enormous  power;  it 
would  regulate  all  the  relations  of  land- 
lords and  tenants  throughout  Ireland ; 
it  would  have  tho  responsibility  of  pur- 
chasing estates,  guaranteeing  titles,  and 
advancing  money  to  an  unlimited  extent. 
With  respect  to  the  construction  of  the 
Court  itself  which  was  to  exercise  such 
extraordinary  powers,  where  did  they 
expect  to  got  for  a  salary  of  £2,000  a 
Judge  qualified  or  willing  to  undertake 
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all  that  responsibility,  and  to  administer 
tliose  powers  ?  If  they  expected  to  find 
such  men  in  Ireland,  then  he  (Mr. 
Gregory)  could  only  say  that  talent  was 
much  cheaper  in  that  country  than  in 
England.  But  this  was  not  all.  These 
Judges  or  Commissioners  might  delegate 
their  powers  to  certain  assistant  Commis- 
sioners, so  that  the  landlord,  who  would 
himself  have  no  access  to  the  Court, 
would  have  his  interests  left  in  the 
hands  of  either  one  of  the  Commissioners, 
or  else  in  those  of  an  assistant  and,  pre- 
sumably, a  less  competent  Commissioner. 
He  complained  that  by  the  Bill  the 
approach  to  the  Court  was  given  to  the 
tenant  only ;  the  landlord  was  to  have 
no  access  to  it  in  the  regulation  of  his 
own  property.  Power  was  given  to  the 
tenant  to  appeal  to  it,  but  no  provision 
was  made  for  any  preliminary  commu- 
nication with  the  landlord  ;  in  fact,  the 
former  was  empowered  to  bring  the 
latter  into  Court  without  any  notice 
whatever,  nor  was  any  provision  made 
as  to  the  costs  of  an  application.  Now, 
with  respect  to  the  other  part  of  the  7th 
clause  of  the  Bill,  which  was  of  so  much 
importance  in  dealing  with  these  appli- 
cations, it  had  been  demonstrated  that 
as  it  stood,  and  particularly  in  carrying 
the  Ulster  Custom  to  the  extent  which 
was  proposed,  it  might  lead  to  the  most 
monstrous  injustice.  In  his  opinion,  all 
that  the  tenant  could  fairly  ask  was  a 
set-off  as  against  the  landlord  of  any 
benefit  accruing  to  the  latter  by  the  out- 
lay or  improvements  of  the  tenant.  And, 
in  dealing  with  this  as  well  as  the  other 
proceedings  on  the  application,  they 
should  bear  in  mind  that  recourse  to  the 
Court  was  to  be  a  voluntary  act  on  the 
part  of  the  tenant.  He  might,  if  he 
pleased,  remain  as  he  was ;  but  it  was 
only  fair  that,  if  the  landlord  was 
brought  before  the  Court  unnecessarily 
by  the  tenant  making  an  unjust  claim, 
the  tenant  should  be  liable  for  the  costs 
of  the  application.  At  all  events,  it 
should  be  in  the  discretion  of  the  Court 
to  make  an  order  with  regard  to  the  costs 
in  such  a  case.  Again,  it  was  quite  evi- 
dent that  there  would  be  dealing  with 
property  on  which  mortgages  had  been 
effected,  as  to  which  nothing  had  been 
said,  notwithstanding  the  position  of 
both  mortgagees  and  owners  of  property 
would  be  materially  affected  by  the 
operation  of  the  Bill.  In  many  cases 
mortgages  were  effected  for  the  improve- 

Mr.  Or$0ory 


ment  and  consequent  increase  in  the 
value  of  the  estates  of  the  landlord,  and 
as  the  existence  of  mortgages  might  be 
known  in  most  cases — for  in  Irelind 
there  was  a  provision  for  the  registra- 
tion of  mortgages — a  mortgagee  should 
always  have  notice  of  an  application  to 
reduce  the  rents  of  property  on  tha 
security  of  which  his  money  had  been 
advanced.  It  was  but  just  that  thej 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  being 
heard  when  a  proposal  was  made  in 
detriment  of  that  security.  In  the  Drain- 
age and  Cottage  Building  Acts  the  inte- 
rest of  the  mortgagees  was  protected,  and 
there  ought  to  be  a  similar  provision  in 
this  measure.  He  had  taken  some  part  in 
the  discussion  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870, 
which  he  always  considered  to  beaveij 
considerable  invasion  of  the  rights  A 
property,  converting  the  owners  of  land 
into  mere  rent-chargers,  and  a  great 
discouragement  to  resident  or  improf- 
ing  proprietors.  A  very  wide  step  wai 
taken  by  that  Act,  which  might  btfe 
been  necessary ;  but  that  invasion  was 
carried  very  much  further  by  this  BUI, 
and  it  had  not  been  shown  to  be  jni- 
tified.  If  the  Bill  were  to  be  accepted 
as  a  final  settiement  of  the  question;  if 
it  were  to  be  regarded  as  a  boon  firam 
the  hands  of  Parliament  to  the  Iiiili 
people,  with  which  they  would  be  con- 
tented for  ever,  that  might  perhaps  in- 
duce one  to  give  the  Bifl  a  second  read- 
ing ;  but  there  was  little  hope  that  it 
would  be  so  accepted,  and  he  could  not 
help  thinking  it  would  be  used  aa  a 
starting  point  for  fresh  demands.  It  wai 
the  ofisprine  of  agitation,  and  he  feared 
would  be  me  origin  of  more.  Nov, 
with  respect  to  the  second  portion  of 
the  Bill,  this  conferred  unlimited  power 
of  advancing  public  money  in  Ire- 
land. It  was  well  known  to  many  in 
the  Legal  Profession  that  there  bad 
been  great  reluctance  of  late  years  to 
advance  money  on  Irish  estates;  both 
individuals  and  public  companies  bad 
felt  grave  doubts  whether  they  veie 
justified  in  doing  it.  Indeed,  doling 
the  last  10  years,  since  the  passing  <» 
the  Irish  Land  Act,  it  had  been  almost 
a  rule  with  large  financial  ande^ 
taking^  not  to  advance  money  on  the 
security  of  Irish  proper^ ;  and  latdj 
one  or  two  companies  had  taken  credit 
for  not  doing  so.  Under  the  provisidtf 
of  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood,  there  via, 
practically,  no  limit  to  the  amount  which 
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tlie  Treasury  would  have  to  give  to  carry 
them  into  effect.  The  Minister  for  the 
time  being  would  have  the  Irish  Vote 
at  his  back,  and  the  House  must,  there- 
fore, be  prepared  to  have  large  demands 
made  upon  it.  The  advances  contem- 
plated by  the  measure  amounted  to  three- 
fourths  of  the  value  of  the  property  to 
be  purchased;  but,  speaking  for  him- 
self, as  a  professional  man,  he  would 
not,  nor  would  he  advise  anyone  else  to, 
advance  on  the  security  of  Irish  land 
more  than  two-thirds  of  its  value.  The 
proposal  required  grave  consideration, 
and  he  hoped  that  some  limitation  would 
be  put  upon  it.  The  advances  might 
be  made  by  the  Treasury  at  a  time  when 
the  value  of  landed  property  was  high, 
and  the  State,  the  mortgagee,  might  seek 
to  realize  at  a  time  when  bad  times  and 
seasons  had  greatly  depressed  its  value. 
In  that  case,  what  position  would  the 
State  be  in  if  it  ventured  to  get  back  its 
instalment  of  principal  and  interest  from 
the  tenant  whose  security  it  held?  What 
universal  condemnation  and  clamour 
would  be  raised  if  the  right  of  the  State 
creditor  were  enforced.  That  was  a  state 
of  things  which  they  must  be  prepared 
to  meet.  The  Bill  would,  in  fact,  induce 
the  tenants  to  mortgage  themselves  up 
to  the  hilt,  and  that,  too,  with  the  money 
of  the  State,  which,  in  many  cases,  they 
would  have  the  greatest  difficulty  in  re- 
paying, and  which  in  the  end  would 
result  in  ruin  to  them  and  the  House 
must  be  prepared  to  face  the  risk  which 
would  arise  from  the  steps  which,  in 
many  cases,  should  be  taken  to  recover 
the  amount  becoming  due.  If  they  were 
to  advance  money  to  enable  tenants  to 
purchase  their  holdings,  let  them  do  so, 
as  trustees  for  En^Ush  taxpayers,  on 
sound  economical  prmciples.  They  were 
bound  to  make  advances  within  mode- 
rate bounds  and  to  confine  them  to  legi- 
timate objects.  In  conclusion,  he  could 
not  help  looking  upon  the  Bill,  as  a 
whole,  as  one  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  enormously  reducing  the  value 
of  land,  and  cutting  down  the  legitimate 
rights  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland  to  the 
lowest  possible  point,  to  enable  them  to 
be  absorbed  by  the  tenants. 

Major  O'BEIENE  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  Bill  could  bo  regarded  as  a 
highly  successful  attempt,  l&ely  to  pro- 
duce a  settlement  of  the  Irish  Land 
Question.  All  authorities,  from  Judge 
Longfidd  to  the  Members  of  the  Bess- 


borough  Commission,  were  agreed  tha  t 
the  only  real  settlement  of  the  Irish 
Land  difficulty  was  to  give  the  occupier 
of  the  soil  the  absolute  ownership.  The 
tenure  of  land  in  Ireland  was  unique, 
as  far  as  European  countries  were  con- 
cerned, seeing  that  in  them  the  bulk  of 
the  land  belonged  to  the  masses  of  the 
people ;  but,  m  Ireland,  as  much  as 
10,000,000  acres,  oronehalf  of  theland, 
belonged  to  721  proprietors.  Therefore, 
he  could  not  but  regret  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  not  regarded  the  creation  of 
peasant  proprietorships  as  the  most  im- 

Eortant  feature  of  their  Bill.  If  they 
ad  done  that,  the  effect  would  have 
been  to  dc  away  with  the  Law  of  Entail, 
under  the  provisions  of  which  law  a 
greater  portion  of  the  land  of  the  coun- 
try belonged,  not  to  the  real  owners, 
but  to  mortgagees.  If  the  Government 
had  taken  the  course  which  he  sug- 
gested, and  had  advanced  the  whole  of 
the  money  necessary  to  buy  up  the  land, 
they  would  have  been  secure  in  advanc- 
ing public  money  to  tenants  who  wished 
to  become  owners  of  the  land  which  they 
occupied.  That  was  shown  by  the  results 
of  the  advances  by  the  Board  of  "Works 
and  the  Church  Temporalities  Commis- 
sioners. The  people  of  Ireland  had  also 
just  cause  of  complaint  in  respect  to 
absenteeism.  It  was  estimated  that  as 
much  as  £3,500,000  was  spent  by  the 
absentee  proprietors  every  year.  That 
evil  ought  to  be  dealt  with  in  some  way 
or  other,  as  such  a  state  of  things  would 
certainly  not  be  tolerated  in  any  other 
country.  He  entirely  approved  of  the 
principle  of  the  present  Bill,  though  he 
could  not  approve  of  the  machinery  em- 
ployed. He  considered  that  a  fair  rent 
ought  to  be  fixed  by  an  outside  tribunal ; 
but  he  disapproved  of  the  suggestion 
that  the  disputed  questions  ox  rent 
should  be  referred  to  a  County  Court 
Judge  in  the  first  instance.  A  mass  of 
evidence  was  given  before  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission  on  that  question, 
and  the  general  decision  was  that  a 
tenant  could  not  establish  his  legal 
rights  without  the  annoyance  and  ex- 
pense of  a  law  suit.  The  litigation 
under  the  Bill  would  be  almost  endless, 
and  he  contended  that  the  proposed 
system  would  do  nothing  except  put 
money  into  the  pockets  of  the  lawyers. 
He  did  not  believe,  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  that  those 
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tenants  who  were  lowly  rented  would 
not  enter  the  Court.  He  believed  they 
would  do  so,  with  the  object  of  obtain- 
ing still  a  further  lowering  of  their 
ronts ;  and  they  had  a  perfect  right  to 
do  so,  if  they  had  any  chance  of  success. 
The  machinery  proposed  to  bo  employed 
in  the  settlement  of  rent  was  extremely 
faulty,  and  ought  to  be  altered.  The 
Bessborough  Commission  were  of  opi- 
nion that  there  should  be  two  arbitrators 
representing  the  landlords  and  two  re- 
presenting the  tenants,  and  then  a  pro- 
fessional umpire  should  be  appointed  in 
the  person  of  a  gentleman  of  the  educa- 
tion and  standing  of  Professor  Baldwin. 
That  would  have  been  a  cheap  and  ex- 
peditious way  of  settling  the  question ; 
but,  under  the  present  Bill,  he  would  be 
mulcted  in  at  least  £10  by  a  law  suit 
before  he  could  establish  his  rights. 
Further  information  would,  he  hoped, 
be  given  as  to  the  way  in  which  tenant 
right  was  to  be  computed,  and  the  posi- 
tion in  which  mortgagees  would  stand 
with  regard  to  the  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land was  extremely  vague  and  undefined 
in  his  explanation  of  how  for  the  future 
the  tenant  right  was  to  be  settled.  That 
was  a  question  which,  in  his  (Major 
O'Beime's)  opinion,  deserved  to  be  ex- 
plained in  a  thoroughly  satisfactory  man- 
ner. He  was  a  landlord  himself,  and  one 
of  those  who  considered  that  if  landlords' 
incomes  were  to  be  reduced  they  should 
be  compensated  for  their  loss.  If  some 
sort  of  provision  to  compensate  land- 
lords were  not  made,  and  unless  the  ob- 
jections which  had  been  raised  with  re- 
spect to  the  tenant  right  were  not  clearly 
explained  away,  he  should  vote  against 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill.  If  he 
could  satisfy  himself  that  fixity  of  tenure, 
fair  rents,  and  free  sale,  were  given  in 
reality,  without  putting  the  tenant  to 
expense,  and  without  harassing  the 
landlord,  he  would  support  the  measure  ; 
but,  at  present,  he  did  not  see  that  it  did 
this.  The  only  real  objection  against 
tenant  right  was  that  it  saddled  the 
tenant  with  a  double  rent.  He  hoped, 
in  conclusion,  that  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vernmont  would  take  all  those  matters 
into  their  consideration,  and  give  a  clear 
and  unmistakable  announcement  with 
regard  to  how  the  proposed  reduction  of 
rents  would  affect  property  all  over  the 
country.  At  the  same  time,  the  thanks 
of  the  Irish  people  were  due  to  some 


extent  to  the  Government  for  the  earnest 
manner  with  which  they  had  taken  up 
the  Land  Question  ;  but  the  Bill  would 
not  satisfy  the  expectations  of  the  Irish 
people.  The  "  three  F's"  were  not 
sufficient ;  but  what  was  wanted  was  t 
peasant  proprietary  all  over  the  countrj. 
Mr.  E.  W.  HAROOURT  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  framers  of  the 
Bill  had  cast  to  the  winds  consideratioiiB 
of  a  practical  nature.  All  persons  who 
had  had  any  experience  in  the  matter 
must  be  aware  that  there  was  not  a 
greater  misfortune  to  a  landlord  than 
to  lose  a  good  tenant.  At  the  same  time, 
it  was  an  equally  great  misfortune,  both 
to  landlord  and  tenant,  to  give  the 
land  to  a  bad  tenant,  by  which  he  meant 
a  man  who  was  unable  to  cultivate  it 
properly.  The  case  of  the  tenant  who 
was  unfortunate  through  drought  or  too 
much  rain  should  be  considered ;  but  the 
man  who  was  a  bad  tenant  was  no  good 
to  himself,  was  no  good  to  the  landlord, 
and,  what  was  of  more  importance,  was 
no  use  to  the  land  itself.  He  was  aware 
of  the  difference  of  tenure  in  England 
and  Ireland.  It  was  true  that  in  Eng- 
land, as  a  rule,  the  outlays  were  made 
by  ihe  landlord,  and  that  in  Ireland 
they  were  usually  made  by  the  tenant; 
but  justice  required  that  the  property, 
whether  of  the  landlord  or  the  tenant^ 
should  be  secured  to  the  person  to  whom 
it  belonged.  If  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  £10,000  to  deal  with  in 
sovereigns,  entrusted  to  him  by  someone, 
he  might  regard  it  as  somewhat  im- 
moral to  make  them  go  through  the  pro- 
cess vulgarly  called  **  sweating"  before 
he  handed  them  to  their  owner ;  but  it 
seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Harcourt)  that  that 
was  exactly  the  process  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  proposed  to 
apply  to  the  property  of  Irish  landlords. 
He  was  not  in  the  secrete  of  the  Cabinet ; 
but  he  very  much  suspected  that  at  each 
of  those  sittings  of  which  they  had  heard 
so  much  there  had  been  an  additional 
shake  of  the  bag,  and  the  residuum  was 
now  beiujg  divided  amongst  the  tenants 
at  the  expense  of  the  landlords.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that 
there  were  but  few  bad  landlords  in 
Ireland,  and  yet  he  proposed  to  legislate 
with  regard  to  that  small  minority.  He 
(Mr.  Harcourt)  held  in  his  hand  a  re- 
print of  a  book  on  the  system  of  land 
tenure  in  Ireland  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bochdale  (Mr.  Potter).  Thio  book  was 
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reprinted  at  the  request  of  the  Chan- 
ceUor  of  the  Exchequer.  At  page  6  were 
these  words — **  The  Irish  farmers  never 
were  more  prosperous  than  at  thepre- 
sent  time."     [An  hon.  Membeb  :    What 
is  the  date  ?]     He  expected  to  be  asked 
that  question.   There  was  no  date  in  the 
book.    The  Cobden  Club  did  not  favour 
them  with  dates;  but  the  date  of  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman's  letter,  in  which 
he  requested  that  the  book  should  be 
reprinted,  was  January  31,1881.  It  was, 
however,  only  fair  to  conclude  that,  as 
the  Prime  Minister  had  asked  for  the 
reprinting  of  the  work  as  one  likely  to 
be  of  use  to  the  people,  he  approved  its 
eontents.    In  pase  19,  the  author  said 
that  the  complaint  of  high  rente  had 
lasted  for  more  than  300  years;  that 
there  never  was  less  ground  for  it  than 
at  the  present  moment,  although  in  some 
instances '  the  rent  demanded  was  too 
high.    At  page  45,  he  said  it  would  not 
be  difficult  to  prove  that  a  law  establish- 
ing fixity  of  tenure  would  be  as  impolitic 
as  it  would  be  unjust.     Such  a  law,  he 
said,   would  wrongfully   transfer   pro- 
perhr  from  a  certain  number  of  indivi- 
auals  who  were  now  called  landlords  to 
another  set  of  individuals  now  called 
tenants,  and  who  would  then  become 
landlords ;  that  the  men  now  in  posses- 
sion would  be  able  to  violate  their  en- 
grag^ments,  but  that  no  future  tenant 
would  gain  anything  by  the  change. 
He  (Mr.  Harcourt)  lelt  obliged  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  being  instru- 
mental in  circulating  a'foook  which  would 
enable  hon.  Members  to  arrive  at  sound 
conclusions  on  this  subject.     The  right 
hon.    Gentleman  was    not    legislating 
fairly  or  wisely.    If  the  State  became 
lenders,  the  lenders  could  have  no  heart 
and  no  compassion.    The   right  hon. 
(Gentleman,  who  would  not  make  any 
arrangement  for  providing  a  single  far- 
thing in  his  Budget  to  give  an  insignifi- 
cant sum  to  assist  the  British  farmer  in 
the  matter  of  his  highways,  was,  never- 
theless,  willing  to  set  apart  nameless 
sums  to  assist  the  Irish  farmer  in  emi- 
gration.    He  was  quite  convinced  that, 
unless  fi;reat  alterations  were  made  in 
the  Billj  and  its  one-sidedness  was  cor- 
rected before  it  was  presented  in  its 
final   shape,   they  womd  have  in  Ire 
land    in  future  a  race  of  rack-rented 
tenants  and  despoiled  landlords,  who 
wonld   be    for    ever  litigating   in  the 
dreary  halls  of  the  Oourt  which  the 


measure  of  the  Gt)vernment  would  es- 
tablish. 

Mr.    BEAND    said,    that   the  hon. 
Member    who    had   just   spoken  (Mr. 
Harcourt)  had  not  answered  the  per- 
tinent question  put  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Dundalk  (Mr.   0.  Bussell)  in 
his  eloquent  and  impressive  speech — 
namely,  Were  they  prepared  to  allow 
things  to  remain  exactly  as  they  were 
in  Ireland,  where  the  payment  of  rents 
had  to  be  enforced  by  the  Constabulary 
at  the  point  of  the  bayonet?    He  held 
that  that  state  of  things  could  not  be 
permitted  to  continue,  and  that  a  reform 
of  the  Land  Laws  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary.   The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Elcho)  made  a 
mistake  in  not  sufficiently   estimating 
the  gravity  of  the  present  issue,  because 
he  said  that  the  difficulties  which  sur- 
rounded them  had  been  created  by  the 
Government  itself,   and  partly  by  the 
Mid  Lothian  speeches  of  the  F^me  Mi- 
nister.   Now,  he  (Mr.  Brand)  hardly 
thought  that  the  most  ardent  admirer  of 
those  speeches  would  claim  for  them  the 
power  to  create  and  keep  up  the  agita- 
tion which  they  had  recently  had  in  Ire- 
land.    No  one  could  be  said  to  under- 
stand the  state  of  that  country  unless 
they  comprehended  the  fact  that  the 
difficulties  which  encompassed  them  had 
been  to  a  large  extent  caused  by  the 
Land    Laws    of  Ireland,    which    had 
created  and  encouraged  a  monopoly  of 
land.     He  had  asked  himself  the  ques- 
tion whether  it  was  possible  to  remedy 
those  evils,   and  whether  the  Bill  of 
the  Qt)vemment  would    remedy  them 
without  necessitating  compensation  in 
some    shape  to  the    owners  of   land. 
The    hon.   and    learned    Member    for 
Dundalk    had    said  that  the  fee  sim- 
ple of  land  in  Ireland  had  increased 
in  value  between  the  years  1870  and 
1880.     That  might  be  the  case.     It  was 
difficult  to  distinguish  as  to  the  causes 
which  had  produced  that  increase  in  the 
value  of  land ;  but  he  did  not  wish  to 
contest  the  fact.     He  did  not  rest  his 
opposition  to  some  of  the  proposals  of 
the  Government  on  that  ground;    but 
he  thought  the  Bill  was  unjust  to  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  in  some  sense,  be- 
cause it  would  tend  enormously  to  in- 
crease litigation,   and  also  because  it 
would  put  a  practical  bar  on  the  land- 
lord ever  resuming  possession  of  the 
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land.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
^f'ished  power  to  be  given  to  the  Court 
to  remit  all  arrears  of  rent  which  had 
fallen  due  through  recent  failures  of  the 
crops.  Now,  it  was  equitable  that  the 
landlord  should  remit  a  certain  portion 
of  rent  to  his  tenants  when  they  had 
losses  through  bad  harvests ;  but  it  was 
a  different  thing  to  impose  that  re- 
mission on  the  landlord  Dj  law.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  referred  to 
the  mitayer  system  in  France ;  but,  under 
that  mitayer  sytem,  the  tenant  and  the 
landlord  enjoyed  together  the  profits  of 
the  good  years,  and  they  had  to  suffer 
together  the  losses  of  bad  years.  But 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  asking 
the  Irish  landlords  to  suffer  all  the 
losses  of  the  bad  years,  and  to  allow 
their  tenants  to  reap  all  the  profits  of 
the  good  ones.  Having  felt  himself 
obliged  to  abstain  from  supporting  the 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  Bill  of 
last  year,  he  wished  to  make  a  few 
remarks  on  the  present  Bill,  which,  if 
not  amended  in  certain  important  par- 
ticulars, would  not  be  of  great  benefit 
to  the  tenant  farmer,  while  it  would  be 
unjust  in  many  senses  to  the  owners  of 
the  land.  There  was  a  point  of  com- 
parison between  the  Compensation  for 
Disturbance  Bill  and  the  present  Bill 
which  seemed  to  be  greatly  in  favour  of 
the  latter  measure.  Whatever  could  be 
said  against  the  present  Bill,  this,  at 
least,  could  be  urged  in  its  behalf— that 
it  did  not  sanction  the  theory  that  the 
payment  of  rent  was  not  a  just  and 
le^al  debt  payable  to  the  landlord.  It 
did  secure  to  the  landlord  the  payment, 
not  of  the  full  rent,  but  of  a  fair  rent, 
though  in  many  cases  it  would  be  a 
very  small  rent ;  and  it  secured  to  him, 
besides,  the  arrears  of  rent  by  means  of 
the  sale  of  the  tenant's  interest.  There 
must  be  a  feeling  of  despair  in  the 
minds  of  manv  hon.  Members  that  they 
were  face  to  face  again  with  the  claims 
of  Irish  tenants,  through  the  failure  of 
the  Act  of  1870  ;  but  that  Act  had  failed 
because  it  was  not  based  on  principles 
that  met  the  real  demands  of  the  Irish 
people.  What,  as  he  understood,  they 
had  always  asked  was  that  they  should 
be,  as  it  were,  rooted  on  the  soil  of  the 
country ;  that  they  should  be  secured  in 
a  joint  proprietary  interest,  as  they  said 
they  had,  with  the  landlords ;  and  that 
evictions  and  notices  to  quit  should  prac- 
tically cease  so  long  as  they  paid  fair 

Mr.  Brand     - 


rents  and  observed  certain  statutory  con- 
ditions. No  reasonable  man  would  deny 
that  the  Bill  of  the  Government,  whe- 
ther just  to  the  landlords  or  not,  did 
practically  meet  the  demand  of  the  Irish 
tenants  as  far  as  regarded  fixity  of 
tenure.  If  he  voted  for  its  second 
reading,  it  was  not  from  ignorance  of 
the  scope  and  drift  of  the  measure.  It 
was  one  involving  the  most  tremendous 
consequences.  Perhaps  it  was  the  most 
democratic  Bill  ever  presented  to  the 
House  by  a  responsible  Government. 
He  said  that  with  reason.  For  ex- 
ample, it  meant  that  if  any  man  was 
the  owner  of  more  land  than  he  occu- 
pied, or  if  he  did  not  occupy  the  land 
which  he  owned,  the  Bill  imposed  re- 
strictions and  limitations  on  all  dealings 
connected  with  that  land.  The  inevit- 
able consequence  would  be  that  &11  those 
who  owned  land  which  they  did  not 
occupy  would  endeavour,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, to  get  rid  of  a  property  of  the  use 
and  enjoyment  of  which  they  were  to  a 
great  extent  to  be  deprived.  The  noble 
Viscount  the  Member  for  Barnstaple 
(Viscount  Lyming^n),  the  other  night, 
referred  to  the  custom  on  the  Earl  of 
Portsmouth's  estate.  On  that  estate  not 
a  shilling  was  expended  in  improvements 
by  the  landlord.  He  believed,  in  fact,  that 
the  Earl  of  Portsmouth  had  accepted  the 
position  of  rent-charges  on  his  estate. 
Therefore,  as  far  as  the  Earl  of  Ports- 
mouth's case  went,  the  Bill  would  not 
make  much  difference  in  his  position. 
But  there  were  some  other  Irish  land- 
lords who  might  think  differently  of  the 
matter.  The  question,  however,  was, 
what  would  the  tenants  do  ?  He  be- 
lieved that  the  advantages  given  them 
under  the  Bill  would  be  so  great 
that,  in  many  instances,  they  would 
prefer  to  remain  under  the  Bill,  rather 
than  to. accept  the  latter  provisions  ol 
the  measure,  and  purchase  the  fee  simple 
of  the  land  they  occupied  by  means  of 
the  facilities  held  out  to  them.  The 
tenants  now  received  compensation  for 
their  improvements,  and,  in  addition  to 
that,  compensation  for  disturbance.  That 
was  practically  unknown  in  foreign  coun- 
tries, and  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Haddingtonshire  was  right  in  saying 
that  Irish  tenants  were  in  a  more  ad- 
vantageous position  than  the  tenants  of 
any  other  part  of  Europe.  The  Code 
Napoleon  encouraged  the  prineiple  of 
freedom  of  contract,  and  there  was  no 
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desire  among  the  owners  of  land  in 
Prance  to  depart  from  that  principle, 
because  the  possession  of  land  in  that 
country  was  extensively  distributed.  The 
simple  fact  was  that  the  agitation  in 
Ireland  was  a  political  and  social  move- 
ment. Now,  the  reason  of  the  prevalent 
discontent  was  that  the  land  was  in  so 
few  hands.  Half  the  country  was  owned 
by  740  persons,  and  two-thirds  of  it  was 
owned  by  only  2,000  persons  out  of  a 
population  of  over  5,000,000,  the  greater 
part  of  whom  were  engaged  in  ag^cul- 
ture.  He  thought  that  therein  lay  a  se- 
rious political  danger.  There  was  really 
what  almost  amounted  to  a  revolution 
in  Ireland,  which  should  be  guarded 
against,  and  the  best  way  to  guard  against 
it  was  by  extending  the  proprietary 
body.  If  that  were  carried  out,  instead 
of  a  desire  for  retrograde  and  reactionary 
legislation,  they  would  have  a  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  numerous  owners  of  land 
to  have  all  dealings  with  regard  to  the 
ownership  and  letting  of  land  as  free 
as  air.  He  thought  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) 
bad  made  several  points  in  his  speech 
the  other  night  which  had  not  been  suffi- 
ciently answered.  He  had  listened  to 
that  speech  with  great  admiration ;  but 
be  thought  there  was  one  serious  omis- 
sion in  it,  for  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  never  once  expressed  dis- 
approval of  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  of 
wmch  the  fundamental  principle  was 
the  establishment  of  a  Bent  Court  for 
regulating  rent,  and,  consequently,  all  the 
reuitions  between  landlord  and  tenant. 
He  would  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  whether  the  time  had  not 
oome  for  the  establishment  of  an  in- 
dependent authority  in  Ireland  for  the 
regulation  of  rents?  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin,  who  had 
spoken  the  night  before,  had  made 
some  important  remarks  with  reference 
to  the  Court  to  be  established.  The 
Court  was  to  be  the  Civil  Bill  Court 
presided  over  by  Judges  who  were  bar- 
risters of  10  years'  standing.  From 
that  Court  there  was  to  be  an  appeal, 
not  to  the  Appeal  Court,  but  to  the 
Land  Commission,  which  was  to  consist 
of  three  members,  receiving  a  salary  not 
exceeding  £2,000  a-year,  one  of  whom 
was  to  be  a  Judge.  He  certainly  admired 
the  courage  of  the  Government  in  pro- 


posing to  adjust  all  the  relations  between 
landlords  and  tenants  in  Ireland  by 
means  of  Courts  so  constituted.  He  had 
carefully  studied  those  parts  of  the  Bill 
which  gave  in  effect  perpetuity  of  tenure, 
but  had  failed  thoroughly  to  understand 
them.  The  first  question  was,  whether 
that  perpetuity  extended  to  the  present 
tenants  alone  and  their  successors,  or  to 
all  tenants  for  all  future  time  ?  The  45th 
clause  dealt  with  that  question.  He 
gathered  that  the  future  tenant  would 
have  all  the  advantages  of  the  present 
tenant  except  the  right  to  apply  under 
Clause  7  to  the  Court.  What,  then,  were 
the  advantages  which  he  was  to  enjoy  ? 
First,  he  would  be  able  to  sell  the  tenant 
right,  whatever  that  was;  secondly,  he 
would  be  able  to  claim  compensation  for 
disturbance ;  and,  thirdly,  he  would  be 
protected  against  the  raising  of  his  rent. 
To  all  that  he  had  the  strongest  objec- 
tion. If  it  was  necessary  to  suspend 
freedom  of  contract,  such  suspension 
should  only  be  temporary.  It  mi^ht 
be  right  to  settle  conflicting  claims  be- 
tween landlords  and  present  tenants; 
but  he  thought  as  regarded  future 
tenants  there  should  be  free  contract, 
with  compensation  for  improvements 
made  by  them.  Suppose  hereafter  a 
small  owner,  who  had  purchased  his 
holding  under  the  Act,  wished  to  let  it 
for  a  temporary  purpose,  he  would  be 
unable  to  do  so  without  having  all  those 
adverse  interests  growing  up  against 
him.  In  that  respect  the  Bill  went  be- 
yond the  Act  of  1870,  which,  by  the  3rd 
clause,  provided  for  the  exclusion  after 
1891  from  the  benefits  of  the  Act  of 
tenants  who  had  taken  their  holdings 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act.  That  was 
absolutely  done  away  by  the  Bill.  Under 
the  Bill  the  present  tenants  would  practi- 
cally have  perpetuity  of  tenure,  subject 
to  a  variation  of  rents  on  revision  every 
15  years,  as  long  as  they  paid  their  rents 
and  conformed  to  certain  statutory  con- 
ditions. If  all  future  tenants  were  to 
have  the  advantages  of  the  Bill,  all 
rights  of  ownership  would  be  tied  up 
for  ever  in  Commission,  and  its  opera- 
tion would  involve  some  very  important 
consequences,  which  would  demand  very 
serious  consideration.  He  should,  there- 
fore, feel  it  his  duty  accordingly  to  move 
Amendments  in  Committee  in  reference 
to  certain  points  of  the  Bill,  which,  if 
allowed  to  remain  in  their  present  form, 
could  not  work  advantageously.    The 
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right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
other  night  had  made  a  great  point  with 
reference  to  the  clause  dealing  with  com- 
pensation for  disturbance.  When  one 
tenant  transferred  his  interest  to  another, 
there  could  be  no  disturbance.  It  was, 
he  thought,  perfectly  just  that  the  tenant 
should  have,  as  a  set-off  against  his  rent, 
the  value  of  his  improvements,  made  by 
himself  and  his  predecessors  in  title ; 
but  he  could  not  understand  why  he 
should  also  be  allowed  to  set-off  com- 
pensation for  disturbance,  which  was 
not  a  value  in  existence,  and  which 
could  not  be  created  except  by  the  act 
of  the  landlord.  Unless  more  guarded 
words  were  introduced  into  the  Bill,  he 
feared  there  would  be  great  danger  that 
the  Court  wouldhave  to  carve  thetenant's 
right  in  this  respect  out  of  the  landlord's 
rent.  The  Bill  went  further  than  that  of 
the  late  Mr.  Butt,  who  only  proposed 
that  a  tenant  should  be  recouped  for  the 
actual  improvements  effected  by  himself 
or  his  predecessors  in  title.  He  thought, 
too,  the  Government  had  not  clearly  de- 
fined the  right  of  sale,  or  what  it  was 
that  the  tenant  had  to  sell.  With  regard 
to  it  the  Bill  was  silent,  whereas  it  ought 
to  define  clearly  the  interest  he  would 
have  to  sell.  Parliament  might  make 
any  law  it  liked  respecting  the  regula- 
tion of  rent;  but  it  could  not  fix  the 
rent,  or  prevent  a  tenant  paying  the  full 
rack  rent,  for,  do  what  it  might,  the  in- 
coming tenant  would  have  to  pay  the 
full  rack  rent.  He  had  found  great 
difficulty  in  extracting  a  meaning  out  of 
the  Bill ;  but  from  what  he  could  gather, 
it  was  evidently  to  be  made  up  out  of  the 
margin  between  a  low  rent  and  a  fair 
commercial  rent.  From  that,  it  would 
appear  that  the  lower  the  rent  had  been, 
the  more  generous  the  landlord  had 
shown  himself,  the  greater  would  be 
the  compensation  he  would  have  to  pay 
to  the  outgoing  tenant.  He  thought, 
therefore,  that  a  general  rise  in  rents  on 
all  the  low-rented  estates  in  Ireland 
would  be  the  immediate  result  of  the 
passing  of  the  Bill.  His  own  belief  was 
that,  in  order  to  get  out  of  the  difficulties, 
the  trouble,  and  the  litigation  which 
would  be  incident  to  the  Bill,  the  owners 
of  land  in  Ireland  would  wish  to  sell 
their  land  to  the  State ;  and  he  thought 
that  this  should  be  done — that  the  State 
ought  to  be  made  the  purchaser  in  every 
case  where  a  landlord  wished  to  sell,  at 
a  price  to  be  fixed  by  arbitration.    The 
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State  had  permitted  the  landlordfl  to  be 
practically  fettered  in  the  improvement 
of  their  estates,  and  there  would  be  no 
harm  in  advancing  money  to  the  tenants 
to  enable  them  to  improve  their  con- 
dition. Surely,  if  the  Court  to  be  estab- 
lished under  the  Bill  was  to  be  worth 
anything,  it  might  advance  more  than 
75  per  cent  of  the  purchase  money  in 
cases  where  it  might  be  thought  neces- 
sary. It  might  be  said  that  there  would 
be  no  security  for  the  State,  and  that  was, 
in  fact,  a  great  objection  to  the  Bill ;  but 
they  must  be  content  to  risk  something 
for  the  sake  of  the  advantages  which 
they  hoped  the  Bill  would  accomplish. 
He  believed  there  would  be  security  for 
the  State,  for  it  was  a  remarkable  fact 
that  all  through  the  late  hard  times  the 
Church  tenants  had  paid  in  full,  with 
the  exception  of  10  per  cent,  all  the  in- 
stalments of  interest  due  by  them  to  the 
Commission.  If  the  Bill  was  to  be  sno- 
cessful,  the  character  of  **  thoroughness  " 
must  be  attached  to  these  proposals  for 
the  purchase  of  land  in  Ireland.  The 
condition  of  landownership  in  that  cotm- 
try  was  to  his  mind  a  grave  political 
danger,  and  the  surest  way  to  preserring 
order  was  by  adding  largely  to  the 
number  of  persons  interested  in  main- 
taining it. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM :  Sir,  it  is  with 
the  deepest  regret  that  I  find  myself 
unable  to  support  the  Bill  brought  in 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  conse- 
quence of  some  of  the  provisions  thereof 
being,  in  my  opinion,  totally  opposed 
to  all  the  rights  of  property  as  nov 
vested  in  owners  of  land,  and,  as  I  hope 
I  shall  be  able  to  show,  also  opposed  to 
the  interests  of  all  future  generations  of 
tenants.  There  are  other  provisions  in 
the  Bill  which,  had  they  appeared  in 
the  form  of  a  separate  measure,  and 
unconnected  with  those  principles  which 
I  consider  obnoxious,  I  thins  are  en- 
titled to  the  favourable  consideration  of 
Parliament,  and  would  have  had  my 
support.  But  now.  Sir,  before  I  pro- 
ceed  to  discuss  the  principles  and  de- 
tails of  the  measure  before  us,  I  would 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  whether 
there  is  any  precedent  for  the  second 
reading,  or  any  subsequent  stage  of  a 
great  and  comprehensive  measure  such 
as  this,  being  put  into  the  hands  of 
the  Whip  of  the  Party  to  move,  in  the 
presence  of  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
whose  names  were  actually  on  tlie  badk 
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of  the  Bill  ?  Were  they  so  disenchanted  defendants,  having  heen  acquitted  in  the 
with  the  reception  their  production  had  first  State  Trial  by  Royal  Commission, 
met  with  from  the  Press  and  from  the  but  who  are  now  being  tried  again  on 
public  during  the  Eecess  that  they  wish  the  same  evidence  and  the  same  charges, 
it  to  be  classed,  notwithstanding  their  should  more  Eihernice  first  complete  our 
announcement  as  to  its  character,  as  defence  before  the  prosecution  was  in  a 
a  minor  measure?  Or  can  it  be  that  position  to  open.  I  should  have  thought 
those  other  names  which  godfathered  his  legal  training  would  have  shown 
it  into  the  House  knew  so  little  about  him  that,  however  such  a  reversal  of 
it  that  they  declined  to  be  responsible  theordinary  rules  of  procedure  might  an- 
for  its  introduction  ?  Was  it  that  the  swer  in  a  country  where  the  rules  of  con- 
convenience  of  the  Prime  Minister  pre-  trary  are  the  guiding  principles,  it  could 
▼anted  his  leaving  his  home  in  the  hardly  be  accepted  as  a  convenient 
country,  and  the  rural  delights  of  Sun-  course  on  this  side  of  the  Channel. 
day  readings,  on  the  previous  Saturday ;  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
or  was  it  that  he  did  not  think  it  Secretary  for  Ireland,  in  the  course  of 
necessarv  to  rise  to  a  g^eat  occasion  like  his  speech,  referred  in  terms  of  admira- 
this,  and  strain  his  muscles — I  borrow  tion  to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  phrase  from  him — to  catch  a  train  the  Member  for  Barnstaple  (Viscount 
an  hour  earlier  on  the  day  he  should  Lymington),  and  to  the  luminous  and 
have  introduced  a  measure  fraught  with  able  manner  in  which  he  had  treated 
the  gravest  interests  to  a  not  inconsider-  his  subject.  I,  Sir,  heard  the  speech 
able  section  of  the  British  Kingdom  ?  of  the  noble  Lord,  and,  beyond  bald 
Was  it  that  he  was  within  the  bound-  assertions  of  theories,  collected  by  him 
aries  of  this  City  at  an  earlier  hour  than  in  an  occasional  shooting  excursion  of 
the  meeting  of  the  House — as,  indeed,  I  three  days'  duration,  unsupported  by  a 
have  been  authoritatively  informed— -but  particle  of  evidence,  I  failed  entirely  to 
that  urgent  private  affairs  were  given  see  any  more  point  in  his  argument  than 
priority  to  Public  Business  ?  I  will  not  I  should  have  expected  to  emanate  from 
allude  to  other  reasons  for  which  it  such  an  extensive  experience.  One  fact 
mifi^ht  have  been  grateful  to  the  House  alone  will  be  enough  to  quote  to  the 
and  the  country  that  the  Prime  Minister  House  to  upset  the  whole  of  the  theories 
should  have  found  it  convenient  to  be  and  fallacies  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
in  his  place;  but  I  say,  Sir,  that  the  presented  to  us.  Any  and  all  of  his 
country  pauses  for  a  reply  to  the  ques-  arguments  are  equally  capable  of  de- 
tion — Is  this  Bill,  then,  of  so  little  con-  molition.  But  listen  to  what  the  noble 
sequence  that  it  can  be  delegated  to  a  Lord  has  put  his  signature,  in  an  article 
BUDordinate  to  move,  to  suit  the  pleasure  written  by  himself  in  October  last  in  The 
of  the  Minister  who  finds  it  convenient  Nineteenth  Century^  and  in  a  statement 
to  adopt  the  course  which  he  has  hurled  by  him  of  the  custom  on  the  Portsmouth 
unmerited  abuse  and  ridicule  at  the  heads  estate — 

of  others  for  even  suggesting?     I  pre-  utj^q  landlord's  interest  is  consulted  on  a 

BamOi  Sir,  that  some  explanation  of  this  re-letting  at  the  expiration  of  a  lease,  when 

Titnifqiftl   and  extraordinary   proceeding  from  one-eighth    to    one-fourth    is    added  to 

wiU  be  given  at  an  early  penod  of  this  Griffith's  valuation  of  the  land  only." 

debate ;  and  I  shall  now  pass  on  to  He  has  previously  stated  that  the  leases 

what  did  occur  on  Monday.    The  hon.  are  for  31  years.    Now,  the  position  of 

and  learned  Member  for  I^erick  (Mr.  the  tenant  is  that,  under  what  he  calls 

O'Shaughnessv),   in  the  course  of  the  the  Portsmouth  custom,  he  may  have 

debate    on    the    adjournment    of    the  50  per  cent  added  to  his  rent  within  a 

House,    put    forward    the    astoimding  period  of  32  years,  and  must  have  not 

proposition  that  the  proper  course  of  less  than  25  per  cent.    This,  Sir,  is  the 

the    debate    was    that    we    on    these  principle  advocated  in  October  by  the 

Benches,  representing  those  that  have,  defender  of   the  Government  policy  in 

should  lav  bare  the  whole  of  our  case,  the  following  April.    I  am  quite  content 

in  order  that  he  and  his  Friends,  repre-  to  leave    a    comparison  of   the  noble 

senting  those  who  have  not,  should  have  Lord's  views  with  this  previous  state- 

the  fimest  opportunity  of  pelting  us  after  ment    of   his  to    a  discerning  public, 

we  had  expended  our  ammunition ;  or,  merely  saying  that,  imless    the   right 

in  other  words,  that  we,  who  are  the  hon.  GenUeman  can   get  some   more 
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valuable  references  than  this  to  bolster 
up  his  arguments,  it  might  be  as  well  to 
be  saved  from  his  friends.  Well,  Sir, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  also  carried 
on  a  most  interesting  conversation,  and 
interchanged  ideas  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Salford  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold), 
whose  wide  and  varied  knowledge  of 
every  conceivable  subject  within  the 
range  of  practical  politics,  from  the 
steppes  of  Central  Asia  to  the  bogs  of 
Central  Ireland,  naturedly  leads  him  to 
believe  that  he  is  capable  of  giving  a 
thoroughly  practical  opinion  on  a  sub- 
ject which  has  puzzled  and  defeated 
many  of  the  leading  statesmen  of  the 
country,  with  thorough  and  complete 
personal  knowledge  of  Ireland  and  her 
requirements.  I  do  not,  however,  find 
that  the  points  raised  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  much  to  do  with  the  principal 
and  real  question  at  issue,  or  that  the 
House  received  much  elucidation  from 
the  replies  made  to  immaterial  points 
and  issues  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  I  now  come  to  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  listened 
with  the  closest  attention  to  that  speech, 
which  purported  to  reply  to  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson), 
and  I  have  since  carefully  read  and  re- 
read that  speech,  and  the  impression 
formed  at  the  time  has  been  fidly  con- 
firmed— namely,  that  a  more  inconclu- 
sive, incomplete,  and  lame  answer,  or 
weak  argument,  was  never  uttered  with 
the  authority  of  a  Minister  in  charge  of 
a  Bill.  I  looked  in  vain  for  satisfactory 
replies  to  the  leading  and  pointed  ques- 
tions of  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  and  found  them  conspicuous  by 
their  absence ;  with  one  or  two  excep- 
tions, almost  totally  unanswered.  First, 
as  to  the  question  of  compensation,  for 
what  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
justly  termed  confiscation,  but  no  men- 
tion of  which  appears  in  the  Government 
proposals.  Now,  Sir,  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  standing  there  with  his  hand 
in  our  pockets,  expect  the  House  and 
the  country  to  believe  that  what  he  and 
his  Colleagues  called  expropriation  in 
1870  can  be  re-christened  in  1881  ?  Does 
he  seriously  expect  the  House  to  swallow 
such  a  dose  as  that  without  asking  how 
and  why  the  prescription  had  been  altered 
Bince  1870  ?  Did  he  suppose  for  a  mo- 
ment that  the  arguments  and  the  denun- 
ciations against  such  a  step  used  by  his 
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Colleagues  in  1870, 1876,  and  1877,  were 
not  going  to  be  brought  up  in  judgment 
against  him  ?  If  he  did  anticipate  such 
a  pleasant  immunity  from  unpleasant 
recollections,  he  wiU  find  before  this 
debate  closes  that  he  is  grievously  mis- 
taken. Does  he  suppose  that  his  wild 
and  ridiculous  assertion,  that  no  damage 
can  be  proved  by  the  application  in 
1881  of  the  principles  his  Colleagues 
in  1870  distinctly  and  clearly  stated 
were  totally  opposed  to  justice  and 
equity,  will  be  accepted  by  the  country? 
If  there  is  one  thing  an  EnglishmaD 
loves  it  is  consistency,  and  having  the 
courage  of  your  opinions,  and  I  believe 
the  prevailing  opinion  in  this  oountiy 
before  this  debate  closes  will  be  con- 
tempt for  a  Government  which  has 
thrown  justice  and  equity  overboard, 
and  sacnficed  its  declared  principles  at 
tho  shrine  of  political  need  and  expe- 
diency. The  next  thine^  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  teUs  us  is,  that  the 
Government  purposely  left  it  open  to  the 
tenant  alone  to  apply  to  the  Court  to  &i 
the  rent,  because  the  landlord  already  had 
the  power  to  do  it.  The  right  hon.  Oen* 
tleman  knows  well  that  tnis  is  not  so. 
The  landlord  has  only  power  to  demand, 
not  to  fix,  the  increased  rent ;  and  if  the 
tenant  refuses  to  pay  it,  he  is  driven  to 
ejectment  as  a  matter  of  course,  as  his 
only  alternative  to  enforce  a  just  and  fair 
demand.  The  tenant  may  sell  his  in- 
terest pending  the  proceeding,  and  the 
purchaser,  not  being  bound  by  original 
notice,  the  same  process  has  to  be  gone 
through  again.  In  the  Bill,  as  noir 
drafted,  many  people  relying  on  the 
Prime  Ministers  emphatic  assurance 
that  the  basis  of  the  BUI  was  justice  and 
equity,  believed  that  this  want  of  power 
on  the  part  of  the  landlord  was  a  sin  of 
omission.  But  it  is  now  shown  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  that  it  was 
a  deliberate  act  of  commission,  and  a 
deliberate  act  of  injustice  to  the  land* 
lords  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  45th  clause  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wisely  and  judiciousij 
left  to  his  Legal  Advisers  to  explain 
if  they  could,  and  camly  passea  by 
without  notice  the  appeal  of  my  rigl^ 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.  I  am  bound 
to  say.  Sir,  that  a  careful  study  oi 
of  those  hon.  and  learned  Oentlemen'6 
faces,  the  expression  of  which  I  will  not 
call  wooden,  for  fear  of  drawing  foidi 
another  of  those  leoturee  on  maiiBM 
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and  ar^ments  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister has  lately  administered  to  so  many 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
but  which  rather  seemed  to  say,  "  Oh, 
what  a  day  we  are  having !  "  did  not 
lead  anyone  on  this  side  of  the 
House  to  suppose  that  they  were  over- 
whelmed with  joy  at  the  prospect  of 
distinguishing  themselves  which  was 
being  so  generously  unfolded  to  them. 
The  principles  of  the  Bill  are  founded 
upon  the  system  known  as  the  ''three 
F's,"  added  to  which  there  is  a  compul- 
sory fixing  of  the  rents  by  the  State ;  and 
though  it  has  been  sought  to  conceal  one 
ugly  "  F  "  by  a  skilful  and  labyrinthine 
disguise  of  words  and  provisos,  it  is  as 
much  embodied  in  the  Bill  as  either  of 
the  others.  The  Prime  Minister,  in  his 
exhaustive  explanation  of  the  provisions 
on  the  introduction  of  the  Bill,  made 
a  speech  which,  while  carefully  mini- 
mizing the  disadvantages  under  which  it 
was  proposed  to  place  the  landlord,  and 
showing,  in  the  most  attractive  colours 
and  the  least  objectionable  form,  the 
advantages  it  was  proposed  to  confer  on 
the  tenant,  made,  at  the  same  time,  a 
great  flourish  about  the  principles  of 
equity  and  justice  to  all  classes,  under 
which  the  kiss  of  Judas  was  plainly  to 
be  detected  by  those  who  had  a  practical 
acquaintance  with  the  subject.  The 
object  and  effect  of  the  speech  was  to 
obtain  for  the  BiU  a  favourable  first 
impression  before  the  public  had  an 
opportunity  of  seeing  and  digesting  the 
details.  These  have  now  been  placed 
before  the  public,  shorn  of  the  flowers 
of  rhetoric  under  which  they  were  dis- 
guised, and  the  broad  fact  is  now  patent 
to  the  most  casual  observer  of  Parlia- 
mentary proceedings  that  the  Prime 
Minister  and  other  Members  of  his  Go- 
yemment  have  committed  themselves  to 
the  advocacy  of  principles  which  in 
1870,  and  subsequently,  they  went  out  of 
their  way  to  denounce  in  the  strongest 
and  most  unmeasured  terms.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Duke  of  Eichmond's 
and  Lord  Bessborough's  Commissions, 
and  to  their  practical  agreement  on  one 
of  the  three  points — namely,  as  to  the 
fixing  of  rents  by  the  State.  True  it  is, 
that  the  Bichmond  Commissioners  say 
the^  are  inclined  to  think  that  by  the 
majority  of  landowners  legislation,  pro- 
perly framed  to  accomplish  this  end, 
would  not  be  objected  to  \  but  does  the 


right  hon.  Gentleman  suppose  that  any 
one  of  those  Commissioners  anticipated 
that  the  framing  of  such  legislation  would 
include  a  proposal  that  the  Court  of 
First  Instance  should  be  the  existing 
County  Land  Courts,  which  have  been 
admitted  on  all  hands  to  be  a  failure  as 
regards  the  equal  administration  of  the 
existing  Land  Laws ;  or  that  a  quorum 
of  one  Sub-Commissioner,  not  named  in 
the  Act,  and  appointed  by  the  proposed 
Land  Commissioners,  should  be  the 
Court  of  Appeal?  Does  he  suppose 
that  those  Gentlemen  ever  contemplated 
the  possibility  of  one-sided  legislation, 
such  as  is  proposed  by  the  7th  section 
of  this  Bill ;  or,  independently  of  the  tri- 
fling consideration  of  an  absolute  future 
prohibition  of  anything  like  freedom  of 
contract  in  dealings  between  landlord 
and  tenant,  does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man believe  that  those  who  signed  the 
Report  would  have  done  so  if  they  had 
supposed  it  was  to  be  the  groundwork  of 
such  legislation  as  this  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  gave  the  House  a  few  selected 
passages  from  the  Eoports  of  both  Com- 
missions which  favoured  his  particular 
views — that  is  to  say,  the  views  he  now 
holds.  But,  perhaps,  the  House  will 
allow  me  to  read  one  passage  from 
the  first  Beport  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  read,  and  which 
very  considerably  qualifies  and  alters 
the  construction  he  sought  to  place  upon 
it.  In  the  Beport  of  the  Bichmond 
Commission,  I  find  the  very  next  para- 
graph, on  page  8,  to  that  quoted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  runs  as  foUows: — 

**  With  a  view  of  affording  such  security,  fair 
rents,  fixity  of  tenure,  and  free  sale,  popularly 
kno^Ti  as  the  three  ''F's,"  have  been  strongly 
advocated  by  many  witnesses,  but  none  have 
been  able  to  support  that  proposition  in  their 
integrity  without  admitting  consequences  that 
would,  in  our  opinion,  involve  an  injustice  to 
the  landlord." 

Holding  such  views  as  these,  I  think  it 
will  hardly  be  assumed  that  any  of  the 
Commissioners  would  be  disposed  to  en- 
dorse the  present  proposals.  Now,  lot 
me  say  one  word  on  the  constitution  of 
these  two  Commissions.  The  first  one, 
appointed  with  the  Duke  of  Bichmond 
as  Chairman,  was  taken  from  both  sides 
of  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  as  well 
as  from  gentlemen  outside  Parliament, 
but  representing  both  opposite  and  in- 
dependent views  on  this  as  well  as  the 
other  questions  which  were    to    come 
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under  their  cognizance.  In  the  result,  I 
find  that  13  out  of  19  Members  of  the 
Commission  agreed  to  and  signed  the 
Eoport  which  has  been  referred  to,  and 
that  those  included  Members  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  and  from  both 
sides  of  each  House,  as  well  as  gentle- 
men of  opposite  political  views  outside 
Parliament.  In  the  Report  signed  by 
the  minority  of  six  Members  of  this 
Commission,  in  which  they  advocate  the 
system  known  as  the  three  "F's,"  there 
is  also  a  remarkable  passage  to  which  I 
shall  have  presently  to  refer.  Not  satis- 
fied with  the  impartiality  likely  to  be 
expected  from  such  a  body  as  this  Com- 
mission, it  was  determined,  in  July, 
1880,  to  appoint  a  further  one,  and  in 
order  that  the  conditions  of  strict  im- 
partiality should  be  assured,  four  Gen- 
tlemen were  selected  with  known  strong 
views  in  the  direction  wished  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  or,  to  put  it  in 
the  Prime  Minister's  own  words — **  A 
tribunal  not  deficient  in  its  popular 
sympathies ;  "  and  in  order  that  the  ex- 
ception might  i)rove  the  rule,  one  was 
thrown  in  on  the  other  side  to  save  ap- 
pearances. Following  up  the  impartial 
system,  a  Secretary  was  appointed  of 
still  more  advanced  views,  and  an  As- 
sistant Secretary  who  out-Heroded  him, 
and  who  was  known  in  every  Assize 
Court  in  the  North  of  Ireland  as  the 
tenant  farmers*  advocate;  and  as  upon 
the  Secretaries  of  this  Commission  in  a 
groat  measure  depended  the  getting  up 
of  the  case,  it  is  easy  to  understand  in 
which  direction  the  tendency  of  their 
exertions  would  lean.  The  result  and 
the  Report  has  been  precisely  what  was 
predicted  at  the  time  of  the  appointment 
of  it ;  and,  notwithstanding,  they  report 
that— 

**  In  Ireland  it  is  unusual  to  exact  what  in 
England  would  havo  been  considered  a  full  or 
fair  commercial  rent.  .  .  .  That  a  tenant  who 
]):ivH  his  rrnt  is  very  seldom  evicted.  .  .  .  And 
that  the  credit  is  duo  to  Irish  landlords  as  a 
class,  of  not  exacting  all  thoy  were  by  law  en- 
titled to  exact." 

This  Peport  has  been  made  the  basis  of 
the  Bill  now  before  us,  and  the  first 
words  of  the  1st  clause  enact  that  a 
tenant  may  sell  that  which  has  hitherto, 
except  in  Ulster,  been  considered  the 
property  of  another.  That  is  to  say, 
that  the  same  principle  which  has  grown 
up  in  Ulster,  and  been  sanctioned  by 
custom  and  usage,  or  carelessness  on  the 
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part  of  the  owner  or  sncoesfliTe  owners, 
and  where  money  has  been  paid  by  the 
existing  tenant  or  his  predecessors  lor 
the  interest  in  the  tenancy,  shall  be  ap- 
plied to  the  rest  of  Ireland,  and  in  ereiy 
case  where  the  tenant  has  paid  nothing 
for  his  interest.  There  is  not  eren  a 
limit  placed  upon  this  rieht ;  but  eveiy 
tenant  may  sell  to  the  highest  bidder 
for  the  best  price  he  can  obtain.  Sir,  I 
can  imagine  nothing  more  hostile  to  the 
interests  of  the  whole  class  of  agricnl- 
tural  tenants  themselves,  save  and  except 
those  now  actually  in  possession;  and 
the  general  result  of  such  a  l^;alind 
custom  would  be  that,  in  the  course  of 
one  or  two  generations,  by  the  natonl 
working  out  of  the  thriftless  and  nnim- 
proving  tenants,  you  would  have  intro- 
duced a  class  of  men  into  a  large  part 
of  the  country  who  would  have  come  in 
without  means  or  capital,  which  wonld 
all  have  been  carried  out  of  the  conntiy 
by  the  outgoer,  and  who  would  by  their 
own  act,  and  not  by  any  act  of  the  land- 
lord, have  voluntarily  come  into  posses- 
sion of  lands  more  highly  rented  than 
they  or  any  other  tenant  oould  afford  to 
pay.  I  am  not  to  be  taken  as  arguing 
against  a  tenant's  right  to  receive  bau 
every  shilling  that  he  has  expended  in 
the  way  of  permanent  improvements. 
As  I  say,  he  has  a  full  right  to  that ; 
but  this  question  of  tenant  right,  and 
compensation  for  improvements,  are  to- 
tally distinct  and  separate  questions, 
which  it  is  too  much  the  custom  among 
those  imacquainted  with  the  subject  to 
mix  up  with  the  question  of  free  sale. 
Few  people  in  England  or  Scotland  are 
aware  of  the  extraordinary  and  nnae- 
countable  prices  which  are  given  hy 
tenants  in  Ulster  for  the  tenant  right 
or  goodwill  of  farms ;  and  to  an  English 
or  a  Scotch  farmer  this  is  the  most  in- 
explicable and  insoluble  problem;  bnt 
it  is  a  fact  that  in  numerous  instances 
sums  more  than  double  the  fee  simple 
value  are  so  given.  I  will  illustrate  this 
by  giving  the  figures  relating  to  sales  of 
interest  or  goodwill  made  by  order  of 
the  County  Court  in  the  county  of  Down 
in  1880.  In  the  first  case,  the  goodwill 
of  a  farm  of  six  statute  acres,  held  at  a 
yearly  rent  of  £4  7*.,  or  14*.  6rf.  per 
acre,  was  sold  for  £156,  equfd  to  £26 
per  acre ;  and  the  interest  on  this  at  5 
per  cent  will  make  the  future  rent 
£2  0«.  6r/.  per  acre.  In  the  second  case, 
the  farm  was  21^  acres,  and  the  yearly 
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rent  £22  9«.,  or  £1  \$,  per  acre ;  the 
goodwill  sold  for  £610,  or  £29  per  acre, 
making  the  future  rent  £2  10«.  per  acre. 
There  are  two  other  cases  where  the 
letting  was  by  the  Irish  acre ;  but  one 
will  be  sufficient  to  trouble  the  House 
with.  It  was  a  farm  of  six  Irish  acres 
at  a  rent  of  £8  5«.,  or  £1  7«.  6rf.  per 
acre;  the  goodwill  was  sold  for  £300 — 
equal  to  £50  per  acre— and  the  future 
rent,  with  which  the  purchaser  has  volun- 
tarily saddled  himself  with,  is  £3  17«.  6rf. 
per  acre.  Now,  what  is  the  practical  work- 
ing of  this  ?  In  every  case  the  tenant 
has  come  into  possession  weighted  with  a 
pent  which  the  land  was  clearly  inca- 
pable of  bearing,  and  varjdng  from  75 
to  nearly  200  per  cent  over  the  fair 
letting  value.  Either  the  purchaser 
had  the  money,  of  which  he  lost  the  in- 
terest by  sinking  it  in  this  manner ;  or, 
worse  still,  he  had  to  borrow  from  the 
money-lender,  in  which  case  the  rates 
which  are  calculated  at  5  per  cent  will 
be  very  largely  over  what  I  have  stated. 
Tou  are  now  going  to  introduce  a  cus- 
tom into  the  whole  of  Ireland  which  has 
been  proved  by  such  facts  as  these  to  be 
Ticious  in  principle,  and  unsound  in 
policy ;  and  it  is  thrown  in  the  teeth  of 
the  opponents  to  it,  that  some  of  the 
TTlfiter  landowners  see  no  objection  to 
it,  though  you  have  even  evidence  on 
the  other  side  that  many  of  the  tenants 
are  themselves  opposed  to  it.  You  are 
going  to  establish  a  law  which,  while  it 
prevents  an  addition  bein^  made  to  the 
rent  on  the  side  of  the  landlord,  actually 
encourages  the  tenant  to  rack-rent  him- 
self. Of  what  consequence  is  the  opinion 
of  these  few  individuals  who  have  already 
ffot  the  custom  established,  and  there- 
fore will  not  be  so  much  affected  by  it, 
and  who  do  not  care,  or  are  unable  to 
look  beyond  their  own  selEsh  interests, 
instead  of  regarding  this,  not  as  an 
Ulster,  but  as  an  Irish,  aye,  and  as  an 
Imperial  question.  Now,  Sir,  let  us  see 
what  were  the  opinions  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  and  Members  of  the 
Oovemment  on  this  question  in  1870, 
and  subsequent  years.  In  his  speech 
on  the  introduction  of  this  Bill,  the 
Prime  Minister  said  that  *'  Free  sale 
was  absolutely  and  decidedly  the  least 
objectionable  of  the  '  three  Fs.'  "  That 
''the  principle  of  free  sale  was  em- 
bodied in  ancient  law  ; "  and  that  he  had 
tried  to  show  that  there  was  nothing 
"  strained  or  of  an  innovating  character 


in  this  principle.''  Turning  to  his  speech 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  Land  Bill 
of  1870,  I  can  hardly  conceive  how  even 
such  a  master  of  language  and  a  rhe- 
torician of  the  power  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  can  make  these  sentiments 
tally  with  those  which  he  then  as  deli- 
berately, and  with  the  same  sense  of 
responsibility,  sent  forth  to  the  nation 
as  nis  manifesto  against  such  subversive 
and  impolitic  proposals.     He  said — 

"  Shall  I  really  be  told  that  it  is  for  the  in- 
terest of  the  Irish  tenant  bidding  for  a  farm 
that  the  law  should  say  to  him,  '  Caste  aside  all 
providence  and  forethought ;  go  into  the  market 
and  bid  what  you  like ;  drive  out  of  the  field 
the  prudent  man  who  intends  to  fulfil  his  en- 
gagement ;  bid  right  above  him  and  induce  the 
landlord  to  give  you  the  farm,  and  the  moment 
you  have  got  it,  come  forward ;  go  to  the  public 
authority  ;  show  that  the  rent  is  excessive,  and 
that  you  cannot  pay  it,  and  get  it  reduced  ? ' 
If  I  could  conceive  a  plan  more  calculated  than 
anything  else,  first  of  all,  for  throwing  into 
confusion  the  whole  economical  arrangements 
of  the  country ;  secondly,  for  driving  out  of 
the  field  all  solvent  and  honest  men  who  might 
be  bidders  for  farms,  and  might  desire  to  carry 
on  the  honourable  business  of  agriculture; 
thirdly,  for  carrying  widespread  demoralization 
throughout  the  whole  mass  of  the  Irish  people, 
I  must  say,  as  at  present  advised — to  confine 
myself  to  the  present,  and  until  otherwise  con- 
vinced— it  is  this  plan  and  this  demand  that  wo 
should  embody  in  our  Bill  as  a  part  of  perma- 
nont  legislation  a  provision  by  which  men  shall 
be  told  that  there  shall  be  an  authority  always 
existing  ready  to  release  them  from  the  con- 
tracts they  have  deliberately  entered  into.'* — 
[3  Uansardj  cxcix.  1845.] 

Sir,  I  say  comment  on  these  two  state- 
ments is  absolutely  superfluous,  as  it 
would  be  hardly  possible  to  put  face  to 
face  two  more  thoroughly  conflicting 
opinions  deliberately  issuing  from  the 
same  mouth.  I  will  now  come  down  to 
the  year  1876 ;  and  on  June  29th,  I  And 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington),  thus  expressing  himself  on  the 
Motion  for  the  second  reading  of  Mr. 
Butt's  Land  Bill— 

*'  By  the  legislation  now  proposed,  the  whole 
of  the  additional  price  to  be  obtained  by  com- 
petition for  land  would  go,  not  into  the  pocket 
of  the  landlord,  but  into  that  of  the  existing 
occu])ier.  He  was  unable  to  see  how  the  agri- 
cultural community  in  Ireland  could  benefit  by 
such  legislation,  cither  now  or  in  future.  On 
the  contrary,  it  would  probably  do  much  to  un- 
settle the  prosperous  stfito  of  tilings  which  was 
admitted  on  all  hands  to  exist  at  the  present 
moment." — \^lbiti,  ccxxx.  706.] 

Those  were  the  opinions  held  by  the 
noble  Marquess  up  to  Ave  years  ago, 
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that  opinion  against  any  popular 
clamour  that  might  be  set  up  against  it, 
more  especially  in  the  absence  of  any- 
thing but  political  expediency  to  justify 
or  palliate  such  changes  as  are  now  pre- 
sented to  us.  Coming  now  to  the  ques- 
tion of  fair  rents,  I  at  once  accede  to  the 
general  proposition  that  no  man  shall 
be  asked  or  required  to  pay  more  than 
a    fair    value    for    his    holding,    or   a 

freater  rent  than  it  will  bear  to  carry ; 
ut  when,  in  the  face  of  the  Beport  of 
the  Commissioners  that  it  has  not  been 
usual  in  Ireland  to  exact  what  would 
be  considered  in  England  a  full  com- 
mercial rent,  you  start  upon  the  assump- 
tion that  landlord  and  tenant  are  in- 
capable of  arranging  their  own  business 
between  themselves  in  a  fair  and  equit- 
able manner ;  when  the  very  first  clause 
of  the  7th  section  opens  the  door  to  a  sea 
of  litigation  of  wluch  no  man  can  fore- 
see the  end ;  when  the  provisions  of  that 
section  show  it  to  be  framed  in  the  in- 
terests of  one  class  alone,  and  preclude 
the  landlord  from  similar  relief  to  that 
afiforded  to  the  tenant,  without  the  con- 
sent and  concurrence  of  such  tenant, 
although  the  Commissioners  report  that 
rents  are  under  rather  than  over  the 
value ;  and  when  you  are  arbitrarily 
going  to  override  every  contract  entered 
into  for  a  long  series  of  years,  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  tenant,  and  at  the  discre- 
tion of  a  Court  composed  of  lawyers, 
and,  for  aught  we  know,  of  other  equally 
incompetent  State  officials,  then  I  say. 
Sir,  you  may  indeed  call  the  proposal  by 
the  name  given  to  it  by  the  Pnme  Mi- 
nister in  1870  of  valued  rents ;  but  the 
very  elements  of  fairness  will  be  en- 
tirely eliminated  from  it.  I  should  like 
to  know  where  are  then  the  principles 
of  equal  justice  claimed  for  the  Bill 
by  the  Prime  Minister  in  his  opening 
speech  ?  Now,  Sir,  what  is  the  next 
extraordinary  provision  contained  in  this 
section  ?  Why,  that  the  Court  in  fixing 
such  rent  shall  have  regard  to  the  ten- 
ant's interest  in  such  holmng ;  and  it  pro- 
vides two  scales  upon  which  the  Courtis 
to  proceed — namely,  one  for  those  hold- 
ing^ imder  the  Ulster  Custom,  and  an- 
other for  those  which  are  not  subject  to 
any  such  custom.  It  was  proved  in  evi- 
dence before  the  Eichmond  Commission 
(Page  589,  Question  16,982),  that  the 
average  value  of  the  tenant  right  on 
Lord  Downshire's  estates  was  over  40 
years'   purchase  on  the  rental.    Now, 

Mr*  ToUinKam 


putting  the  owner's  interest  at  28  jsarB, 
which  is  rather  above  the  average  sell- 
ing value  of  Irish  property  of  late 
years,  it  follows  that  if  the  Court  are  to 
act  upon  this  direction,  they  must  find 
the  landlord's  interest  to  be  17  years 
worse  than  nothing,  and  that  he  is  to 
be  the  tenant's  debtor  for  consenting  to 
hold  the  land.  Now,  take  the  case  of  a 
£30  tenancy,  not  under  the  Ulster  Cus- 
tom. Here  the  Court  would  have  ths 
compensation  scale  as  their  basis,  and 
in  estimating  the  tenant's  interest  would 
have  to  credit  him  with  seven  yean' 
value — of  course,  deducting  that  from  the 
landlord,  or  taking  from  him  one-tlurl 
of  the  value  of  his  property.  To  shov 
what  the  view  of  the  Land  League  on 
this  subject  is,  let  me  read  their  Beport 
on  the  proposed  Amendments  to  the 
Bill— 

''Wc  therefore  propose  that  the  words  'shsll 
have  regard  to  '  be  struck  out,  and  that  wordi 
be  inserted  which  would  mako  it  comnulsorT  on 
the  Court,  in  fixing  the  rent  of  a  holding,  to 
deduct  from  the  letting  value  thereof  the annosl 
value  of  the  tenant's  interest  therein.*' 

I  may  be  told — ^perhaps  I  shall  be,  and 
perhaps  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
will  say  that  he  has  already  said  so,  but  I 
say  that  he  has  not — that  this  is  a  reiueiU 
ad  ahsurdum,  and  was  not  the  intention 
with  which  the  sub-section  was  drawn. 
Well,  Sir,  we  have  heard  of  other  places 
besides  the  floor  of  this  House  being 
paved  with  good  intentions ;  and  I  say 
if  that  is  not  the  intention,  why,  in  the 
name  of  common  sense,  insert  a  provi- 
sion framed  in  a  way  that  is  obviously 
capable  of  such  construction?  If,  on 
the  other  hand,  I  am  told  this  is  the 
meaning  of  the  provision — and  as  it 
stands  I  defy  any  reasoning  man  to  put 
any  other  construction  upon  it,  nor 
have  I  heard  that  complete  denial  firom 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  which  the  case 
demands — then  I  say  that  it  is  the  dutr 
of  every  Member  of  this  House  with 
the  slightest  remaining  regard  for  the 
Eighth  Commandment  to  record  an  in- 
dignant protest  and  vote  against  such  an 
iniquitous  proposition.  Intentions  have 
no  place  in  Acts  of  Parliament,  liter§ 
Scriptamanent,  and  intentions  should 
appear  in  explicit  terms,  which  are  not 
the  characteristics  of  this  Bill.  Thie. 
Sir,  is  the  proposal  for  State  intervention 
and  valuation  of  rents,  which  was  thus 
referred  to  and  described  by  the  Prime 
Minister  in  1870— 
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''However,  what  I  do  wish  is,  in  the  first 
place,  that  there  should  be  a  clear  manifestation 
of  the  views  of  the  Government,  and,  secondly, 
of  the  House,  that  we  are  not  ready  to  accede 
to  a  principle  *of  legislation  by  which  the  State 
shall  take  into  its  own  hands  the  valuation  of 
rents  throughout  Ireland.  I  say  take  into  its 
own  hands,  because  it  is  perfectly  immaterial 
whether  the  thing  shall  be  done  by  a  State 
officer  forming  part  of  the  Civil  Service,  or  by 
an  arbitrator,  acting  under  State  authority,  or 
by  any  other  person  invested  by  the  law  with 
powers  to  determine  on  what  terms  as  to  rent 

every  holding  in  Ireland  shall  be  held 

The  mathematical  result  is,  that  if  you  under- 
take to  fix  the  valuation  of  rents  by  public 
authority,  you  must  likewise  undertake  to  fix 
the  whole  conditions  of  every  agnricultural  hold- 
ing. There  is  no  escape  from  that  conclusion. 
Well,  then,  are  you  prepared  to  undertake  that? 
"We  say — *  Give  shelter  to  the  tenant  from  loss  by 
eviction,  and  make  that  shelter  effectual.*  This 
doctrine  says — *  Give  over  to  the  tenant  a  great, 
a  paramount,  a  permanent  interest  in  the  land.' 
Am  I  mistaking  it  or  not  P  My  proposition  is 
that  if  you  value  rents  you  may  as  well  for 
every  available  purpose  adopt  perpetuity  of 
tenure  at  once.  It  is  perpetuity  of  tenure  only 
In  a  certain  disguise.  It  is  the  first  link  in  the 
chain,  but  it  draws  after  it  the  last.  Now  look 
at  its  practical  difficulty.  We  are  to  value 
those  rents.  What  an  army  of  public  officers 
are  you  to  send  abroad  to  determine  from  year 
to  year  the  conditions  of  the  600,000  holdings 
in  Ireland—conditions  which  are  settled  with 
comparative  ease  when  settled  by  private  inter- 
course, but  conditions  the  fixing  of  which 
beforehand  by  a  public  authority  would  be  at- 
tended with  ten-fold  difficulty."— [3  Hansard, 
czciz.  1846-6.] 

Passing  on  now  to  the  year  1877,  what 
do  we  find  the  opinion  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
speaking  presumably  on  behalf  of  the 
occupants  of  the  then  Front  Opposition 
Bench,  and  on  a  Motion  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tralee  (The  O'Donoghue) 
in  favour  of  regulation  of  rents  ? — 

"  That  Motion  meant,  in  his  opinion,  valued 
rents,  or  it  meant  nothing  at  all ;  and  a  prin- 
ciple which  involved  valued  rents  appeared  to 
him  to  conflict  altogether  with  freedom  of  con- 

tiact The  Land  Act  was  not  intended 

to  upset  the  ordinary  relations  of  landlord  and 
tenant He  should  be  adverse  to  an  in- 
quiry, if  it  were  supposed  by  the  people  of  Ire- 
land that  it  was  intended  to  be  a  prelude  to 
legiilation  on  now  principles  for  the  purpose  of 
eatabliahing  fixity  of  tenure  and  valuation  of 
rents.*' — \Ji  Hatmardf  ccxxziv.  97-8.] 

Well,  Sir,  on  the  same  date  we  find  the 
present  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
(Mr.  Shaw  Lefevro)  saying  that  the  Land 
Act  of  1870  had— 

"  Carried  the  principle  of  compensation  to  the 
tenant  to  the  very  verge  of  English  ideas  of  the 
ri^^ht  of  property  without  infringing  them.  .  .  . 
>iory  would  the  House,  within  any  reasonable 


period,  accede  to  either  fixity  of  tenure  or  rentfl 
fixed  by  independent  valuers." — [Ibid.  62-3.] 

These  are  the  words  and  opinions  of 
responsible  Ministers  of  the  Crown  and 
Members  of  the  Government,  for  a 
change  from  which  they  have  not  given 
us  a  shadow  of  a  reason.  Independently 
of  these  considerations,  there  are  others 
of  an  equally  g^ave  and  important  cha- 
racter ;  and  foremost  among  these  is  the 
nature  and  constitution  of  the  tribunals 
it  is  proposed  to  make  judges  of  the 
value  of  land.  These  tribunals  have 
already  been  fully  tried  in  the  carrying 
out  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870 ;  and  it  is 
admitted  on  aU  sides  that  the  irregular 
and  diiOterent  working  of  the  Courts  in 
different  counties,  owing  to  the  peculiar 
views  and  readings  of  the  Act  by  the 
Chairman,  has  been  eminently  unsatis- 
factory. Who  is  it  then  proposed  to 
make  a  judge  of  the  number  of  cattle  a 
farm  will  feed,  the  quantity  of  corn  or 
roots  it  will  produce  per  acre,  or  the 
peculiar  kinds  of  grasses  favourable  to 
the  production  of  milk  or  butter  ?  Why, 
of  all  men  in  the  world,  a  lawyer ;  who, 
however  good  a  judge  he  may  be  of  the 
age  of  mutton  on  the  table,  or  the  pro- 
bable quantity  of  brains  mixed  up  in 
his  milk,  is  about  the  last  man  I  should 
dream  of  goine  to  for  an  agricultural 
opinion.  Well,  Sir,  this  thoroughly 
competent  official  is  to  be  assisted  by  a 
nondescript  animal  called,  for  want  of  a 
better  name,  an  ''independent  valuer," 
whatever  that  may  mean.  Is  this  per- 
son to  be  a  local  farmer,  agent,  or  land- 
lord, or  a  man  of  the  expert  class,  such  as 
a  local  engineer  or  professional  valuator. 
In  any  of  these  events  confidence  in  the 
award  cannot  and  will  not  exist  on  both 
sides,  as  no  man  will  be  looked  upon  as 
a  true  prophet  in  his  own  country,  but 
will  be  supposed  to  have  tendencies  one 
way  or  the  other.  On  the  other  hand, 
if  the  independent  valuer  is  to  be  a 
standing  official  of  the  Court,  and  to  be 
appointed,  having  regard  to  his  high 
standing  or  professional  quedifications, 
and  entire  want  of  connection  with  the 
county  or  district  to  whicliho  is  appointed, 
I  say  that  the  opinion  of  such  a  man 
coming  as  a  stranger  into  the  district, 
not  knowing  its  requirements,  its  actual 
capabilities  of  produce,  the  conditions 
under  which  the  contract  was  made,  and 
the  consideration  which  may  have  been 
given  or  received,  or  laj^t,  but  by  no 
means  least,  having  no  moaus  of  testing. 
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tlie  credibility  of  evidence  which  will, 
in  most  eases,  be  open  to  suspicion,  -to 
call  it  by  no  harsher  name,  would  be  a 
standard  so  untrustworthy  that  it,  in 
like  manner,  would  fail  to  command  the 
confidence  of  either  party.     In  fact,  the 
State  must,  as  the  Prime  Minister  has 
said,  ''take  into  its  own  hands  the  fixing  of 
every  other  condition  of  the  agricultural 
holding,  *'  and  ''  there  is  no  escape  from 
that  conclusion."    We  will  now  assume 
that  some  party  to  a  case  heard  by  the 
Court  feels  aggrieved  by  its  decision, 
and  he  appeals  to  the  Oourt  with  appel- 
late jurisdiction — namely,  the  Land  Com- 
mission, which  is  out  of  the  frying  pan 
into  the  fire,  and  out  of  one  lawyer's 
clutches  into  another's  ;  and,  worse  still, 
not  necessarily  into  the  hands  of  the 
Commission  itself,  but  into  the  hands  of 
any  other  incompetent  sub-Commissioner 
to  whom  they  may  choose  to  delegate 
their  powers.     For  the  reasons  which  I 
have   given.  Sir,  I  maintain  that  the 
House  ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to 
affirm  a  principle  so  diametrically  op- 
posed to  every  acknowledged  law  of  pro- 
perty, except  as  an  extreme  measure  and 
on  the  basis  of  compensation  to  the  land- 
lord for  what  you  take  away ;  and  this  is 
demanded  imperatively  by  everv  rule 
of  honour,  justice,  and  equity.     Should 
the  Government  now  undertake  to  sub- 
mit proposals   with    this   view,    I  am 
sure  that  many  who   are   totally  op- 
posed to  a  measure  nothing  short  of 
spoliation  would  be  disposed  to  consider 
as  favourably  as  they  can  the  arguments 
which  may  be  adduced  in  favour  of  ex- 
pediency.   There  is  another  point  which 
has  been  entirely  ignored,  and  which  it 
was  fully  anticipated  would  necessarily 
form  part  of  any  proposal  for  valuation 
of  rents,  and  that  is  a  proposal  for  the 
re-valuation  of  Ireland  ;   but  as  that 
would  be  a  most  unpopular  move  among 
those  interested  in  agitation,  and  know- 
ing what  the  inevitable  result  of  such 
re-valuation  would  be,  any  such  pro- 
posal,  which  is   dictated    by  common 
sense,  has  been  carefully  excluded  from 
the  Bill.     The  consequence  of  that  will 
be  that  we  shall  still  have  the  bugbear 
of  Griffith's  valuation  being  constantly 
raised  and  quoted  as  the  standard  by 
which  rents  should  be  fixed.     It  is  use- 
less trying  to  persuade  uneducated  pea- 
sants that  what  may  be  a  fair  valuation 
for  taxational  purposes  bears  no  rela- 
tion to  the  letting  value  of  a  farm.   The 
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fact  will  remain  in  his  mind  fhat  the 
Government  valued  his  farm  at  a  certaiiL 
figure,  that  he  still  continues  to  pay  his 
rates  and  taxes  upon  that  valuation,  and 
that  it  was  not  now  considered  necessazy 
or  expedient  to  make  any  alteration  in 
it.  It  is  proposed  to  establish  a  Court 
for  the  valuation  of  rents  ;  and  yon  start 
them  upon  their  work  without  any  ma- 
terials whatever  for  forming  a  judgment 
except  this  very  valuation  which  has 
been  condemned  all  round  as  an  un- 
trustworthy basis,  and  last,  though  not 
least,  by  both  the  Hoyal  Oommxssiona 
which  have  recently  reported.  The 
Bessborough  Commission  says,  at  Page 
26,  Clause  64 — 

**  If  anything  has  been  clearly  established  on 
evidence  during  this  inquiry',  the  fact  that  tbe 
present  Government  valuation  is  not  a  trust- 
worthy standard  for  the  settlement  of  rents  hu 
been  most  thoroughly  demonstrated.  Fair  ai 
it  mH.j  have  been  for  the  purposes  of  local  taxa- 
tion in  the  years  when  it  was  made,  the  eri- 
dence  shows  that  even  then  it  was  considered 
as  below  the  fair  letting  value  of  the  land." 

The  Bichmond  Commission  also  says— 

**  It  is  conclusively  proved  that  the  annual 
value,  as  set  forth  in  that  document,  was  not 
intended  to  represent,  and  did  not  represent  at 
the  date  when  the  valuation  was  made,  the 
rental  value  of  the  property." 

Many  hon.  Members  may  not  be  aware 
that  in  the  Acts  authorizing  that  valua* 
tion,  of  which  there  were  several,  and 
the  last  of  which  was  in  1852,  there  was 
a  Schedule  of  prices  of  agricultural  pro- 
duce on  which  the  valuation  was  to  be 
based,  and  that  the  prices  in  that  year, 
as  fixed  bv  that  Act,  were  from  33  to  97 
per  cent  lower  on  the  different  kinds  of 
produce  than  they  were  in  the  year  1877, 
when  a  Bill  was  brought  in  for  a  re- 
valuation, but  which  was  not  carried 
through.     Hon.  Members  will,  perhaps, 
be  surprised  to  hear  that  where,  in  1852, 
the  price  of  beef  was  fixed  at  35«.  6^,  per 
cwt.,  it  was,  in  1877,  proposed  to  be 
fixed  at  70«.,  or  97  per  cent  higher. 
Butter,  in  1852,  was  65«.  4d.,  against 
12U.  4d.  in  1877,  or  85  per  cent  higher. 
Oats,  4«.  I0d,y  against  7«.  Sd,,  or  55  per 
cent  higher;  and  so  on  in  the  case  of 
every  other  kind  of  produce,  and  the 
general  average  increase  in  price  wse 
61  per  cent  on  all  the  produce  scheduled 
in  the  two  Bills.     WeU,  Sir,  we  hare, 
in  addition,  the  testimony  of  Sir  Eichard 
Griffith  himself,  who,  at  page  7  of  s 
pamphlet  by  him  on  the  general  vslna- 
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tion  of  Ireland,  says,  speaking  of  his 
own  valuation — 

•*  If  one-third  be  added,  the  result  will  giye 
veiy  nearly  the  full  rent  value  of  the  knd 
under  ordinary  proprietors." 

Tliis,  then,  Sir,  is  tte  only  information 
or  data  on  which  you  are  going  to  start 
a  Court,  composed  of  lawyers  and  other 
incapables,  to  adjudicate  on  the  value 
of  lafad.  Added  to  which  the  Govern- 
ment are  ^ing  to  leave  a  misleading 
and  mischievous  public  document  on 
record,  which,  as  they  must  be  aware, 
has  already  worked  great  and  irreme- 
diable harm  in  the  minds  of  the  people. 
I  say,  therefore,  that  it  is  the  bounden 
duty  of  the  Government  to  provide  for 
the  immediate  commencement  of  a  valua- 
tion which  shall  supersede  one  which 
can  only  be  considered  as  an  element  of 
discord  and  mischief.  I  must  refer  in  a 
few  words  to  the  litigation  which  it  is 
admitted  on  all  hands,  whether  the 
speaker  be  a  landlord  or  a  tenant,  a 
Land  Leaguer  or  a  lawyer,  this  Bill  will 
produce.  The  day  after  this  Bill  be- 
comes law,  if  it  ever  does  become  law, 
it  will  be  in  the  power  of  every  tenant 
in  Ireland  to  apply  to  the  Court  to  have 
his  rent  fixed ;  ana  who  that  knows  any- 
thing of  the  country  will  disbelieve  that 
there  will  be  wanting  the  evil  spirit,  in 
the  shape  of  unscrupulous  attorneys  or 
violent  agitators,  who  will  incite  many 
to  make  such  an  application  who  here- 
tofore considered  they  had  no  just 
grounds  of  complaint  ?  One  of  the 
Prime  Minister's  principal  objections 
to  a  clause  moved  by  the  late  Sir  John 
Cbay  in  Committee  on  the  Land  Bill  of 
1870  was  that  it  encouraged  litigation; 
and,  replying  to  him  on  the  19th  of 
May,  he  said — 

*'  But  how  does  the  plan  of  the  hon.  Member 
etaad  that  test.  He  states  that  the  object  of 
hisplan  is  to  avoid  litigation,  but  he  begins  in 
a  Court,  and  he  requires  that  every  landlord 
shall,  through  the  medium  of  that  Court,  chal- 
lenge  his  taiants  to  enter  into  a  new  state  of 
things  in  order  to  carry  out  a  preliminary, 
without  which  his  plan  can  never  take  effect 
and  must  renudn  a  dead  letter.'' — [3  Hansard, 
ccL  1029.] 

Well,  Sir,  what  is  the  difference  between 
the  plan  then  proposed  and  the  present 
one  r  Do  not  both  beg^n  in  a  Court,  the 
difference  being  that  the  tenant  here, 
instead  of  the  landlord,  is  encouraged  to 
challenge  his  landlord  to  enter  into  a 
new  0tat6  of  things,  and  to  repudiate 
* '    contract.    And  does  auy  reasoning 


man  doubt  that  that  will  be  the  imme- 
diate effect  of  the  passing  of  the  Bill, 
and  that  feelings  of  hostility  and  bitter- 
ness, already  too  much  aroused  by  the 
passive  inaction  of  the  Government,  will 
be  created  and  fomented  in  every  direc- 
tion ?  Let  me  now  ask  English  and 
Scotch  Members  on  the  other  aide  of  the 
House,  who  may  be  disposed  to  think 
that  as  it  is  only  the  interests  of  a  few 
Irish  proprietors  which  are  at  stake, 
that  they  might  be  sacrificed  by  way  of 
experiment,  and  that  if  a  principle 
of  legislation  is  admitted  by  which  the 
coming  race  of  Irish  tenants  are  ren- 
dered hopelessly  insolvent,  and  handed 
over  to  the  mercy  of  the  money-lender, 
they  have  only  themselves  and  the  agi- 
tators to  thank  for  it — ^let  me  ask  them, 
I  say,  whether  they  conscientiously  be- 
lieve that  such  legislation  as  this  will 
stop  short  in  Ireland,  and  whether  they 
have  no  fears  that  this  is  the  thin  end 
of  a  wedge,  which  there  are  many  in 
this  country,  aye,  and  some  in  this 
House,  who  would  be  glad  to  see  driven 
home  on  this  side  of  the  Channel  ?  Let 
me  refer  them  to  the  words  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  in  1870,  when  he  said — 

"If  i>exi>6tuity  of  tenure  wero  really  good 
for  Ireland,  it  could  not  be  very  bad  ei&er  for 
England  or  Scotland.  There  are,  indeed,  pe- 
culiar features  in  the  condition  of  Ireland,  that, 
in  our  judgment,  justify  and  demand  peculiar 
legislation ;  but  I  am  aware  of  none  of  those 
features  that  could  by  any  man  be  hold  to  ex- 
tend to  recommending  perpetuity  of  tenure  in 
Ireland  which  would  not  also  be  a^^plicable  to 
England  or  to  Scotland.  If  perpetmty  of  right 
is  to  be  transferred  from  one  class  to  another, 
that  would  not  be  a  bit  more  or  less  expedient 
on  this  side  of  the  water  than  on  the  other ;  and 
accordingly,  in  that  view  of  the  matter,  this 
with  which  we  have  now  to  deal  is  not  an  Irish 
LaJid  Question,  but  an  United  Kingdom  Land 
Question."— [3  Hantard,  cxcix.  353-4.] 

Underlying  this  Bill  are  principles  and 
proposals  which  will  have  the  effect  of 
exchanging  the  patriarchal  system— 
which  has  been  admitted  b^  the  Prime 
Minister  to  have  been  upon  its  trial  and 
as  a  whole  acquitted — and  old  traditions 
of  kindliness  and  sympathy  for  the  stem 
interference  of  the  State  and  the  im- 
perative demands  of  the  money-lender. 
Yon  will  take  away  from  the  owner  both 
the  inclination  and  the  power  to  invest 
any  further  capital  in  improvements. 
You  will  place  the  strongest  incentive 
on  absenteeism,  which  has  been  re- 
peatedly described  as  one  of  the  cones 
ol  li-elaud.    You  aio  opening  the  door 
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to  a  sea  of  litigation  which  no  man  can 
foresee  the  end  of ;  and,  for  the  sake  of 
curbing  the  misconduct  of  the  few,  you 
are  punishing  that  great  majority,  who 
it  is  admitted  by  all,  save  those  whose 
trade  and  calling  is  agitation,  have  done 
their  duty  in  that  state  of  life  in  which  it 
has  pleased  God  to  place  them.  Further- 
more, you  are  placing  the  strongest 
weapon  for  further  mischief  in  the 
hands  of  the  agitators,  who  have  an- 
nounced publicly  that  they  do  not  thank 
you  for  what  they  consider  an  instal- 
ment wrung  from  you  by  their  efiforts ; 
and,  in  doing  that,  you  will  throw  over- 
board all  those  principles  of  right,  jus- 
tice, and  equity  which  in  the  past  were 
80  strongly  declared  to  be  entirely  ab- 
sent from  the  present  proposals.  Sir, 
I  sincerely  hope  that  before  this  debate 
is  brought  to  a  close  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  recognize  the  necessity 
for  undertaking  to  modify  these  ob- 
jectionable principles  in  Committee ; 
principles  for  which  they  have  utterly 
failed  to  show  any  case,  and  which 
could  only  be  justified  as  a  penal  and 
retributive  measure,  which  their  own 
Commission  admitted  was  not  deserved ; 
principles  which  they  would  not  have 
dared  to  put  forward  but  for  the  state 
into  which  they  have  allowed  the  coun- 
try to  drift,  and  enable  us  to  support, 
as  a  whole,  a  measure  many  parts  of 
which  are  worthy  of  favourable  con- 
sideration. Passing  now  from  the  un- 
pleasant consideration  of  the  stultifi- 
cation by  English  statesmen  of  the 
principles  and  opinions  they  paraded 
before  the  country  in  past  successive 
years,  and  which,  with  one  noble  excep- 
tion, they  have  not  now  the  courage  or 
consistency  to  defend,  I  come  to  those 
parts  of  the  Bill  which  involve  no  prin- 
ciple of  the  plundering  of  any  particular 
class,  but  proceed  upon  the  recognized 
laws  of  political  economy,  which  have 
always  held  that  where  any  great  or 
radical  change  was  considered  necessary 
for  the  public  welfare,  the  costs  of  such 
legislation  should  be  borne  by  the  public 
purse,  and  not  drawn  from  the  pockets 
of  any  particular  class  of  the  community. 
Turning  now  to  that  part  of  the  Bill 
dealing  with  the  purchase  of  their 
holdings  by  tenants,  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  I  have  always  looked  with  consider- 
able suspicion  on  proposals  having  for 
their  object  the  transforming  of  a  tenant 
farmer  into  a  proprietor.  And,  except 
this  is  limited  to  a  class  of  holding 
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above  a  £30  valuation,  I  beUere  you 
will  only  be  introducing  a  new  system 
of  pauperism  into  the  country.  Ex- 
perience has  shown,  and  I  can  fully 
endorse  it  from  personal  observation, 
that  lands  let  in  perpetuity  and  at  nomi- 
nal rents  are,  in  too  many  instances,  the 
worst-farmed  and  most  wretchedly  con- 
ducted holdings  in  a  district.  It  is  also 
well  known  that  there  is  no  harder 
taskmaster,  or  greater  rack-renter,  than, 
the  small  owner  who  has  thus  acquired 
the  rights  and  privileges  of  an  owner. 
I  believe  it  would  be  the  greatest  pos- 
sible mistake  to  perpetuate  or  enlarge, 
i  without  limitation,  a  system  such  as 
that  under  which  many  of  the  tenants 
of  glebe  lands  purchased  their  holdings 
from  the  Commissioners  of  Church  Tern* 

Eoralities,  a  large  proportion  of  them 
oing  under  £5  valuation ;  and  within 
my  own  knowledge  some  of  them  have 
been  last  winter  in  receipt  of  relief 
from  public  charity.  If,  however.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  propose  to  place 
some  limit  of  this  nature  on  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act,  and  it  is  considered 
expedient  to  give  a  further  trial  to  this 
principle,  I,  for  one,  shall  not  throw 
any  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  responsi- 
bility which  the  Government  will  incur. 
With  regard  to  the  reclamation  of  waste 
lands,  or  for  drainage  purposes,  though 
I  shall  be  very  glad  to  find  that  I  am 
mistaken,  I  believe  the  clauses  as  now 
framed  will  be  entirely  inoperative,  as, 
except  in  some  very  exceptional  case 
such  as  I  have  never  yet  seen,  it  is 
hard  to  see  why  a  baronial  guarantee 
should  be  given  for  what  would  obviously 
be  a  private  and  not  a  public  object;  and, 
having  some  experience  of  baronial  gua- 
rantees, I  know  the  difficulty  of  obtain- 
ing them  for  any  purpose  whatever.  On 
the  other  hand,  if  there  is  no  baronial 
guarantee,  the  Treasury  must  be  satis- 
fied with  the  security  before  any  advance 
is  made ;  and  as  a  company  formed  for 
the  purpose  of  reclaiming  certain  lands 
must  either  acquire  the  lands  absolutely, 
or  the  owner's  rights  over  the  lands  for 
a  specified  period,  it  follows  that,  unless 
they  have  other  security  to  offer  outside 
the  value  of  the  lands  themselves,  the 
only  security  they  would  have  to  offer 
would  be  a  mortgage  or  first-charge  on 
lands  for  so  far  unreclaimed  and  value- 
less; and,  speaking  firom  my  own  ex- 
perience, I  know  the  difficulty  of  Bfttisfy- 
mg  the  Treasury  of  the  aofficieiicT  of 
security,  even  on  works  and  undsrtikiDgs 
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of  undoubted  earning  capacity.  I  do  not, 
therefore,  attach  any  real  importance  to 
this  clause,  which  I  believe  will  be  a 
dead  letter.  The  most  important  ques- 
tion in  the  whole  of  Part  V. — namely, 
emigration,  is  dealt  with  in  the  most 
summary  manner,  and  disposed  of  in  a 
clause  of  18  lines.  That  I  believe  to 
be  the  true  solution  of  the  problem  of 
relieving  many  districts  of  Ireland,  now 
over-crowded  with  a  population  which 
the  land  is  not  able  to  carry  or  support. 
Until  this  congestion  is  relieved,  and  the 
soil  is  freed  from  the  necessity  of  sup- 
porting a  greater  number  of  mouths 
than  even  in  the  best  of  years  it  is  ca- 
pable of  doing  with  comfort,  I  care  not 
now  you  legislate,  even  if  you  went  the 
length  of  completing  the  work  you  now 
propose  to  begin — namely,  to  entirely 
expropriate  the  landlord  and  instal  the 
tenant  rent  free  in  his  stead — I  say,  even 
if  you  went  that  length,  you  would  only 
perpetuate  and  fix  in  the  country  a 
system  of  misery  and  ever-recurring 
periodical  famines  and  discontent.  This 
Bill  unfolds  no  scheme  for  the  ameliora- 
tion of  such  a  state  of  things.  It  con- 
tains a  bald  authority  to  the  Treasury 
and  the  Land  Commission  to  advance 
sums  not  named  or  limited,  but  which, 
in  common  with  the  other  money  clauses 
of  this  part  of  the  Act,  are  to  be  governed 
by  "prudential  considerations."  This, 
Sir,  is  a  manner  that  I  think  so  impor- 
tant a  subject  should  not  be  so  lightly 
treated  in.  The  House  and  the  country 
liave  a  right  to  ask.  What  are  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  ?  What  are 
the  facilities  and  inducements  to  be  of- 
fered to  possible  emigrants  ?  And  is  this 
proposal  to  include  any  facilities  for  the 
consolidation  of  the  farms  vacated  by 
these  families  in  popidated  districts  ?  I 
say,  Sir,  that  unless  you  provide  for  the 
emig^tion  of  the  whole  family,  and  if 
it  is  only  proposed  to  assist  emigration 
on  the  lines  on  which  it  is  now  going  on, 
you  will  be  doing  more  harm  wan  good 
—as  you  will  be  assisting  out  of  the 
oonntiy  those  who  ought  to  be  kept — 
namely,  the  young  and  the  healthy  of 
both  sexes,  leaving  behind  the  old,  the 
decrepid,  and  the  weak  of  the  family.  I 
regret,  idso,  that  no  attempt  is  maide  or 
suggested  towards  the  development  of 
the  industrial  resources  of  the  country. 
Speaking  generally  of  Part  Y.  of  the 
Billy  I  believe  it  contains  the  elements  of 
what  may  be  amended  into  a  oseAil  mea- 
sure; and  I  regret  that  it  should  have 


been  mixed  up  with  such  principles  as 
are  contained  in  other  parts  of  the  Bill, 
which  will  make  it  impossible  for  me  to 
support  it — principles  which,  I  say,  no 
case  has  been  made  out  in  favour  of,  for 
which  there  is  no  demand,  except  that  of 
agitation  and  outrage,  which  have  been 
denounced  in  the  strongest  terms  by 
those  responsible  Ministers  who  are  now 
submitting  these  very  same  principles  to 
Parliament,  and  who,  in  obedience  to 
the  demands  of  those  who  are  the  true 
enemies  of  their  country,  are  delibe- 
rately confiscating  the  property  of  one 
class  for  the  exclusive  benefit  of  another. 
Sir,  I  appeal  to  the  House  not  to  en- 
dorse with  its  sanction  such  principles 
of  class  legislation,  and  to  refuse  to 
place  upon  the  Statute  Book  of  England 
an  enactment  which,  in  its  present  shape, 
so  surely  as  the  sun  sets  in  the  West, 
will  be  the  worst  blow  which  has  ever 
been  given  to  my  unhappy  country. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  must 
decline  to  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  addressed  the  House  (Mr. 
Tottenham)  through  all  the  topics  upon 
which  he  had  touched.  It  would  have 
been  quite  as  well  if  the  earlier  portion 
of  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  had 
been  omitted,  considering  the  somewhat 
unreasonable  and  even  discourteous  ob- 
servations he  had  thought  proper  to 
make  in  reference  to  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  the  tone  in  which  he  had  criti- 
cized the  very  able  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Barnstaple  (Vis- 
count Lymington).  He  (the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland)  had  been  trying  to 
discover  the  nature  of  the  legislation 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  apply 
as  a  remedy  for  the  present  ills  of  Ire- 
land ;  but  in  that  he  had  been  altogether 
unsuccessful,  and  felt  constrained  to  con- 
clude that  the  policy  which  the  hon. 
Member  was  prepared  to  recommend 
was  to  do  practically  nothing.  Even  the 
conversion  of  tenants  into  occupying  pro- 
prietors, which  appeared  to  meet  with 
universal  acceptance,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man desired  to  restrict  to  holdings  valued 
at  £30  a-year  and  upwards,  and  thus  to 
exclude  from  the  benefit  of  any  such 
measure  five-sixths  of  the  present  occu- 
piers of  land  in  Ireland ;  whilst  he  ob- 
jected altogether  to  any  change  in  the 
legal  relations  of  landlord  and  tenant  in 
that  part  of  the  Elingdom.  It  was  with 
this  latter  subject  only  that  he  (the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland)  at  pro- 
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sent    proposed    to  deal,    confining  his 
observations  accordingly  to  the  first  part 
of  the  Bill,  which  alone  seemed  to  ex- 
cito    any    hostile  criticism.      Now,    in 
reference  to  this  matter,  ho  must  ob- 
serve that  most  of  the  lion.  Members 
who  had  addressed  the  Uouse  had  re- 
garded, and  rightly  regarded,  the  fix- 
ing of  fair  rent  as,  after  all,  the  most 
important  part  of  the  question.      The 
principle  involved  in  this  was  really  the 
matter  which  mubt  be  first  determined ; 
and,  with  the  exception  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, all  who  had  considered  the  sub- 
ject  appeared  to  think  so.      The  hon. 
Gentleman,  again,  seemed  to  take  a  pe- 
culiar view  of  the  Ulster  Custom.     He 
had  given  the  House  four  instances  of 
sales  in  the  county  of  Down  in  which 
ho  alleged  that  extravagant  sums  had 
been  paid  for  tenant  right — the  prices 
varying  from  £20  an  acre  in  one  case, 
up  to  as  much  as  £50  an  acre  in   an- 
other.     But,  in  matters  of  this  kind, 
without  inquiry  into  the  pai'ticular  cir- 
cumstances of  each  case,  it  would  be 
perfectly  idle  for  anyone  to  pronounce  an 
opinion.      One  of  the   most  important 
witnesses  examined  before  the  Duke  of 
Richmond's  Commission,  and  also  before 
Lord  Bessborough's  Commission — Pro- 
fessor Baldwin — when  speaking  of  what 
had  been  represented  as  a  very  extrava- 
gant sum  paid  for  tenant  right,  said — 
*  *  That  is  all  very  well  until  you  come  to 
examine  the  facts.''  He  then  proceeded  to 
give  an  instance  which  had  come  within 
his  own  knowledge,  where  a  man  who 
had  boon  paying  10«.  a-year  for  his  piece 
of  lan<l  sold  the  tenant  right  for  £80. 
Professor  Baldwin  went  to  examine  the 
farm,  and  found  that  the  tenant  had  ob- 
tained, a  few  years  ago,  a  piece  of  cut-out 
bog,  or  waste,  where  all  the  surface  soil 
had  boon  removed,  and  the  residue  left 
in  heights  and  hollows.     Ten  shillings  a- 
year  was  the  most  the  landloi*d  could 
reasonably  ask  for  it,  for  it  was  all  it 
was  worth ;  but  the  tenant  sot  to  work 
and  reclaimed   it,   and  turned  it  into 
fairly  arable  land ;  and  Professor  Bald- 
win gave  it  as  his  opinion  that  the  man 
who    purchased    the  tenant  right  got 
good  value  for  his   money.     13ut  the 
landlord  in  this  case  was  an  honourable 
gentleman,  well  known  in  the  county  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Leitrim  (Mr. 
Tottenham)  had  referred — a  scion  of  the 
noble  house  of  Downshire,  and  one  who 
too  well  respected  the  traditions  of  that 
bouse  to  raise  the  rent  ^m  the  10«.  a- 
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year,  which  was  the  full  ralue  of  the 
land  as  he  demised  it.     Let  the  House, 
however,  look,  by  way  of  contrast,  at 
'  another    case  mentioned  by   Professor 
!  Baldwin  in  his  evidence  before  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission,  and  not  contra- 
>  dieted,  in  which  a  man  got  throe  acres 
I  of   ground    of   a    similar  character  — 
namely,   cut-out    bog  —  for   which   all 
I  that    the    landlord   could  charge   wai 
2«.  6(f.  a-year.     The  tenant  reclaimed  it 
I  at  a  cost  of  £4d,  and  enjoyed  it  for  three 
years;   but  in  the  fourth  the  landlord 
raised  the  rent    to    £l    2«.    6i.      The 
singularity  of  the  view  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
I  tleman  was  that  while  ho   declaimed 
'  against  the  Ulster  Custom  as  injurioos, 
j  and  urged  that  so  far  from  being  ex« 
tended  to  the  rest  of  Ireland  it  ousht  to 
bo   confined  within  very  narrow  limiu 
in  Ulster  itself,  he   actually  went  tha 
length  of  stating  to  the  House  that  the 
Ulster  Custom  was  in  somo  way  asso- 
ciated with  evictions,  and  was,  in  fad, 
the  cause  of  the  increased  number  of 
evictions  which  had  taken  place.  Though 
evictions  might  have  increased  in  Ulster, 
where  they  could  be  put  in  force  without 
absolute  ruin  to  the  tenant,  it  would,  at 
least,  be  found  that  it  had  not  been  ne- 
cessary to  make  any  material  addition  to 
the  number  of   the   police   in  order  to 
carry  them  out.     But  while  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leitrim  protested  against 
the  extension  of  the  custom  of  tenant 
right  to  the  rest  of  Ireland,  and  wouLi 
even  like  to  limit  its  operation  at  home^ 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  North 
Leiccstorsliire  (Lord  John  Manners)  had 
just  put  upon  the  Paper  an  Amendment 
declaring  that  the  House  was — 

"  Anxious  tu  maintain  and  securo  in  full  (A- 
cioncy  tlio  customs  of  Ulatcr,  and  other  anAl^ 
gnus  customs  in  Irulund,  and  also  to  remedy 
any  x)roved  defects  in  the  Land  Act  of  1870.'** 

as  well  as  disposed  to  adopt  measurei 
for  the  development  of  the  industrial 
resources  of  the  country;..  Well»  to  tboM 
who  remembered  the  way  in  which  tht 
smallest  attempts  at  legislation  to  secun 
the  efficiency  of  the  lUster  Custom  and 
amend  some  of  the  more  palpable  defecU 
in  the  Land  Act  of  lft70  had  been  re* 
coived  by  the  noble  Lord  and  his  Fartj 
during  their  years  of  Office,  this  suddea 
conversion  must  seem  just  a  little  sui- 
picious.  But»  then,  the  noble  Loid 
wanted  the  House  to  abandon  any  at- 
tempt to  regulate  the  relati<ms  of  laad* 
lord  and  tenant ;  and,  inatead  of  thai,  t0 
paaa  meaaoret  for  deiTeloping  the  it- 
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Boarces  of  Ireland.  Of  course  they  knew 
what  that  really  meant.  It  was  the  old 
atory.     If  a  particular  remedy  was  pro- 

Sosed,  those  who  objected  and  wished  to 
o  nothing  at  all  were  ready  at  once  to 
say — "  If  we  must  do  anything,  let  it  be 
something  else  than  what  is  proposed." 
Not  being  in  Office,  or  having  charge  of 
the  Exchequer,  the  noble  Lord  sug- 
gested a  lavish  expenditure  on  that  in- 
definite object — ^the  deyolopment  of  the 
resources  of  Ireland.  Now,  Hor  Ma< 
jesty's  Government  thought  one  of  the 
best  ways  to  improve  and  develop  the 
resources  of  Ireland  was  to  define  and 
protect  the  just  rights  of  tenants  and 
landlords  alike,  and  effectually  secure 
that  the  tiller  of  the  soil  should  enjoy 
the  fruits  of  his  labour.  Keverting, 
then,  to  the  discussion  of  the  principles 
of  the  Bill  before  the  House,  he  (the 
Attorney  Q^neral  for  Ireland)  would  ad- 
dress himself  now  to  what  had  been 
called  "the  core  of  the  question" — 
namely,  fair  rents,  merely  remarking, 
by  the  way,  that  they  had  not,  during 
this  debate,  heard  so  much  as  he  had 
expected  of  that  old  watchword,  '*  free- 
dom of  contract."  He  supposed  the 
reason  was  that  hon.  Members  opposite 
had  found  out  from  the  Reports  of  the 
two  Boyal  Commissions  that  such  a 
thing  as  free  contract  between  land- 
lord and  tenant  did  not  exist  in  Ire- 
land. There  might,  no  doubt,  be  free 
contract  between  a  landowner  and  a  man 
who  had  no  farm  at  all ;  but  where  a 
tenant  was  fixed  upon  a  particular  hold- 
ing, which  he  and  his  ancestors  had  by 
their  labour,  which  was  their  capital, 
turned  from  waste  into  cultivated  land, 
such  a  tenant  could  not  be  free  to  deal 
with  his  landlord  so  long  as  the  latter 
had  the  power  of  evicting  him,  if  he  did 
not  submit  to  pay  an  increased  rent  for  the 
improvements  he  and  his  had  effected. 
TJnaer  such  circumstances,  it  was  a  ques- 
tion for  the  tenant  whether  he  should 
abandon  the  home  of  his  childhood 
and  of  his  youth,  with  all  their  tender 
xnemories,  resign  all  that  the  labour  of 
himself,  of  his  family,  and  of  his  an- 
oeatoxB  had  stored  up  for  him  in  the  farm, 
and  go  to  America  or  into  the  workhouse, 
or  submit  to  the  demand  and  undertake 
to  pay  the  arbitrary  and,  perhaps,  ex- 
tortionate rent  required  from  him.  For 
an  Irish  peasant  to  quit  his  home  under 
these  circumstances,  was  a  far  more  se- 
rious thing  than  it  was  for  the  farmer  in 
England  to  realise  his  capital  and  shift 


to  a  new  farm.  Probably  the  ancestors 
!  of  the  Irish  peasant  might  have  been 
I  settled  on  the  land  long  before  the  title 
of  the  landlord  arose.  Well,  then, 
,  might  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  Commis- 
sion say  that,  having  regard  to  the  fact 
that  the  improvements  and  equipments 
of  the  farms  had  been  the  work  of 
the  tenants,  coupled  with  the  liability 
to  have  their  rents  increased  whenever 
they  made  further  improvements,  it 
was  not  to  be  wondered  at  that  there 
should  be  some  distrust  and  discontent 
felt  by  the  Irish  tenant.  The  Eeport  of 
the  minority  of  the  Duke  of  Bichmond's 
Commission  stated,  and  he  (the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland)  believed  the  state- 
ment woidd  be  borne  out  by  every  Irish 
Member,  that  the  Irish  tenant  would 
endure  almost  anything,  or  promise  to 
pay  almost  any  rent,  in  order  to  avert 
or  postpone  the  loss  of  his  holding  and 
his  home ;  so  that  freedom  of  contract 
could  not  be  said  in  any  real  sense  to 
exist  between  landlord  and  tenant  so 
circumstanced.  He  desired  to  give  the 
House  some  specimens  of  the  cases  of 
rent-raising  which  had  been  stated  be- 
fore the  Boyal  Commissions ;  and  would 
take  a  few  instances  from  the  poorer 
counties — Donegal,  Galway,andLondon- 
dorry.  In  one  case  in  Donegal,  the  hold- 
ing of  a  tenant  from  year  to  year  was 
valued  at  £38,  and  the  rent  was  £46. 
But  he  put  up  some  buildings,  and, 
thereupon,  some  five  years  ago,  his  rent 
was  raised  to  £60.  In  another  case  where 
a  tenant,  at  a  rent  of  £38  7«.,  builtahouse 
and  reclaimed  some  land  at  a  cost  of 
£40  an  acre,  his  rent  in  1873  was  raised 
to  £59.  The  tenant  pointed  out  to  the 
agent  the  improvements  he  had  made ; 
but  the  agent  told  him  he  was  instructed 
to  take  the  farm  just  as  it  stood.  Worn 
out  by  abortive  litigation,  and  tied  to 
the  place  by  illness  in  his  family,  the 
man  at  length  submitted  to  this  ap- 
parently unjust  demand.  This  was  the 
same  tenant  who,  having  reclaimed  a 
piece  of  bog  land  worth  28,  6d.f  was  al- 
most immediately  charged  £1  2«.  6d,  for 
his  trouble.  He  would  mention  another 
case  in  the  county  of  Londonderry,  where 
a  man  purchased  the  tenant  right  for 
£470,  the  rent  being  £43.  He  spent  £500 
on  drainage  and  other  improvements,  and 
£1,000  upon  buildings ;  and  thereupon 
his  rent  was  raised,  first  to  £63  15«., 
and  shortly  afterwards  to  £73  Is,  Id,,  at 
which  it  now  stood.  In  a  case  in  Oal- 
way,  mentioned  by  Professor  Baldwin,  a 
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small    property    was    purchased    some  i  ^^^  done  justice  to  the  actual  sitnation  in  which 

years  ago  in  the  Landed  Estates  Court,  ,  ^^^  ^\%  ^^^  P'?'^Jf'^^  ^T"^  themwhe^ 

Ti  ?  1  I    •       4.1         r»po   in       ^   4.1,1    J^'^^^  relation  of  landlord  and  tenant   implies 

the  rental  being  then  £62   10^.,  and  the    ^^^^^i  duties   and  reasonable    considcititioiis 

valuation  £52  8«.      Could  anyone  ima- .  of  existing  circumstances.    These  are  not  seldom 
gine   what  the   present  rent  was?     It  i  disregarded." 

was   £276   lis.     The  hon.  Member  for '  t>  j,      r,  .  .t_  -,        ^_*  y    ^r 

County  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  asked  the  wit-  ^"^^  ^^^  7"^  ^^^  "^  which  Mr 
ne88  if  any  leases  had  fallen  in,  and  the  BonamyPnceproposed  for  these  "Tiolwit 
answer  was-"  No  leases  whatever."  !  and  unreasonable  rawings  of  rent?"  He 
Mr.  Kavanagh  asked  what  owiurred  ,  «»\t*'j«y,7'^t  only  trust  to  the  trauung 
to  his  honest  mind-"  Did  the  landlord  .  **^*i'*  landlords  and  tenants  m  the  coune 
spend  anything  on  the  land?"  And  ,  °^  **»«  *""«  *°  come  to  bnng  about  a 
the  reply  was  "  Not  a  penny  "  Then  P™Pe'  ^^^^  ™  ^^^^^  duties  to  eadi 
The  O^Conor  Don  askel  the  witness  if .  °*'t?''  ^""^  "■  P«»P®^  fulfilment  of  those 
he  did  not  think  that  proprietors  of  that  I  f  "*?«»•  ^f  •  ^^'^  "  *i«*?'®**  Professor 
kind  were  somewhat  rare?  And  the  *«!^?8  ^%*<>  ^^S^  ^^^  J'^^^T'^ 
answer  was-"  I  am  sorry  to  say  they  :  "^"^'9''^  °1  °"  P^oplo— to  let  injusbce 
are  not ;  I  am  compeUed  t6  tell  you  they  ;  """^  **«  "^^^  consequences  run  not  for 
are  common  enough  oven  in  Ulster."  It  I !'°™®  generations,  resUng  content  in  the 
was  right  to  add  that  the  proprietor  f  «Pe  that  after  a  century,  or  it  may  be 
referred  to,  in  his  answer  to  these  state-  *'"°.'  things  wiU  wme  aU  right !  Andye^ 
ments    published    in  an  Appendix  to   <'""''".«*y  ^'^^J'e^' *^;  ^"'^^^y  I^n«»  "J^ 


nothing  on  the  land.  [Mi . -un  »ou.i .  ,tiich;  ,  ^-  x  i-t  i  i  x  ^  -^  .-  .  mi 
was  th!  name  ?]  The  name  of  the  gen-  ^«"^&  estabhshed  to  fix  fair  rent  The 
tieman  was  Leonard.  It  was  also  shown  §f°«J?^  '^f"^*'  therefore,  was  that  sU 
in  evidence  that,  on  a  certain  estate  in  the  Members  of  ttie  two  Commienoni, 
Donegal,  25  per  cent  was  added  to  ^^'"^  °'''"*'«'"'  "»ol«dmg  DukM.  Earl., 
the  rent  on  every  change  of  tenancy  *.°*  commoners  of  krge  landed  posMS- 
from  whatever  cause;  and  Professor  «on8,  were  umted  upon  this  one  point- 
Baldwin  stated  that,  on  one  particular  that  freedom  of  contract  m  reference  to 
farm  he  had  visited,  this  process  had  I"8li  agricultural  tenancies  was  a  myth, 
been  gone  through  three  times  in  two  f^d  that  some  impartial  tribunal  shonU 
years  That,  too!  was  not  denied,  and  l>e  f  tablished  which  should  judicial^ 
more  than   justified  the  statement  of  arbitrate  between  landlords  ajid  tenanta 

the  witness  that  there  was  a  constant  ^  *°  *^t,'"°T^u*  '®°*  ^^^^.  ^ 

nibbling  at  the  tenant's  interest.     In-  ^^P^.^^  ti  ^"t  there  was  a  stiU  Whet 

deed,  it  might  well  bo  said  that  there  authority  than  even  Ifc  Bonamy  Rice, 

was  was  not  merely  a  nibbling  at  but  T^*'^/'"  ^^  authon^  of  the  Juke  rf 

a  devouring  of    the  tenant's   interest,  Argyll,  who  until  wcenUy  was  a  Memlw 

when  they  found  that  75  per  cent  had  of  Her  Majesty's  Government.    He  (tht 

been  added  to  the  rent  in  the  course  of  Attorney  General  for  Irelaad)  had  enh 

two  years.    Again,  Mr.  King-Harman  ff®''  *^f  mornmg  what   the  view,  of 

told  the  Duke  of  Eichmond's  Commie-  the  noble  Duke   were  upon  tlus  pjr- 

sion  that  the  small  purchasers  invariably  ticular  question,  and  he  found  that  th« 

raise  the  rents    to  the  highest  pitch^  °°"®  ^"^^  '^^  *'^»'>«^*  *!»»- 
and  stated  that  ho  knew  a  case  in  Gal-       "  ^^  i^  legitimate  and  ozpo<Ucnt  that  the  SUM 

way  and  Eoscommon  where  the  pur-  *°"'"^  <>?"  *J?  ?»«^»  »'  judicial  arbitntioiii. 

chaser  had  never  visited  his  estates.'^but  ^^^Vr^^t  ir-flJ!"*  ~""^"'" 
had  ordered  his  agents  to  raise  the  rents 

15  percent,  hocauso  he  considered  that  [Opposition  cheers'] — He  was  glad  thit 

that  was  required  in  order  to  hring  in  a  &0Q«   Gentlemen  opposite   approyed  of 

proper  return  for  his  money.     Finally,  tliat  sentiment.     It  was  not,  to  be  sure, 

even    Mr.     Bonamy    Price,    who    had  very  much ;  for  it  did  not  need  an  Act 

thought  it  necessary  to  write  a  separate  ^^  Parliament  to  enable  landlords  aod 

Beport,  said —  tenants  to  agree  to  arbitration  on  tha 

"  It  must  be  fuUy  admitted  that  great  abuBc  question  of  rent  if  they   liked.      TW 

have  occurred  in  the  violent  and  unreasonable  pawagO*  nowerer,  was  only  mtxOOIICtOiy 

raisings  of  rent  by  some  landowners,  who  have  to   what  followed,    and  01    whidl  hoB* 
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Gentlemen  opposite  would,   no  doubt, 
equally  approve — 

'*  And  also,  in  consideration  of  the  somcrwhat 
excoytional  circumstances  existing  in  Ireland, 
this  right  of  appealing  to  a  Court  may  ho  given, 
for  a  time  at  least,  to  one  party  alone.*' 

The  Duke  of  Argyll,  therefore,  did  con- 
cur in  the  principle  of  a  judicial  ascer- 
tainment of  rent.  So,  too,  Lord  Dufferin, 
when  asked  by  the  Duke  of  Eich- 1 
mond's  Commission  what  his  opinion  | 
was  as  to  this  one  of  the  **  three  F's," 
said  he  would  welcome  any  means  by 
which  a  solution  of  the  question  as  to 
what  was  a  fair  rent  could  be  arrived  at 
in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  both  parties. 
And  in  a  letter  which  the  noble  Lord 
addressed  to  The  Times  last  December,  he 
Baid  that  fair  rent  stood  out  from  amongst 
he  **  three  F's  "  as  a  principle  to  be  wel- 
comed by  the  landlord  and  tenant  alike. 
He  (the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 
was  glad,  therefore,  that  they  had  at  last 
attained  some  common  g^und  to  start 
from.  In  fact,  of  those  who  had  ad- 
dressed the  House  none  had  been  bold 
enough  to  announce  that  he  was  against 
proper  arrangements  for  the  judicial 
ascertainment  of  fair  rent.  By  the  Act 
of  1870  the  Legislature  had  given  to 
tenants  a  legal  interest  in  their  hold- 
ings— call  it  tenant  right,  or  goodwill,  or 
what  they  would — but,  no  matter  what 
the  name  or  extent  of  the  right  might  bo, 
they  could  not  now  with  any  consistency 
allow  the  landlords  to  confiscate  and  ap- 
propriate their  tenants'  interest  by  arbi- 
trary increases  of  rent ;  and,  in  order  to 
prevent  that,  there  must  be  some  inde- 
pendent tribunal  to  fix  the  rent.  Well, 
assuming  that  to  be  the  case,  and  he  did 
not  understand  it  to  be  contested,  the 
question  remained,  what  was  a  fair  rent, 
and  how  was  it  to  be  ascertained  ?  And 
here  they  must  remember  that  there  was 
a  fundamental  difference  between  Eng- 
lish and  Irish  agricultural  holdings. 
They  could  easily  ascertain  the  rent  of  a 
farm  in  England  by  open  competition, 
because  the  landlord  provided  all  the 
farm  equipments  and  put  the  farm  in  a 
condition  to  be  worked.  But  they  could 
not  adopt  the  same  course  in  Ireland 
without  inflicting  the  grossest  injustice, 
because  the  improvements  and  equip- 
ments of  the  holdings  were,  as  a  gene- 
ral rule,  provided  by  the  tenants.  The 
hon.  Oentleman  who  spoke  last  (Mr. 
Tottenham)  was  examined  before  the 
Biohmond  Oommission,  and  in  the 
eoiizse    d   his   evidence    spoke  dispa- 


ragingly of  improvements  effected  by 
tenants  in  Ireland,  saying  he  could 
not  regard  as  improvements  mud  cabins 
or  thatched  roofs.  Well,  even  these 
dwellings  were  better  than  none,  for 
they  gave  shelter  to  those  who  tilled 
the  soil  and  made  cultivation  and  pay- 
ment of  rent  at  least  possible.  It 
would  indeed  be  interesting  to  know  how 
many  mud  cabins  and  thatched  roofs 
paid  the  hon.  Gentleman  rent.  The 
hon.  Gentleman,  to  be  sure,  had  peculiar 
notions  on  the  subject  of  rent.  He  ob- 
jected to  lawyers  being  employed  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  what  was  a  fair 
rent ;  and  when  asked  by  the  Commis- 
sioners by  whom  he  thought  the  rents 
should  be  fixed,  he  said — "  Well,  land 
agents  or  professional  valuators  " — like 
Hodges  and  Smith,  of  Dublin,  who  had 
re- valued  his  estate  some  years  ago.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  was  asked  if  his  tenants 
had  made  any  improvements,  and  he 
said  they  had  reclaimed  bog  and  some- 
thing of  that  kind.  *'  Were  your  valua- 
tors told,"  asked  the  Commissioners,  ''  to 
have  regard  to  those  improvements?" 
His  reply  was — '*No;  it  was  no  busi- 
ness of  theirs  to  know  by  whom  they 
were  done."  The  hon.  Gentleman  fol- 
lowed this  up  by  what  was  probably  a 
Connaught  aphorism — namely,  "Better 
manure  never  went  upon  land  than  to 
be  well  salted  with  rent." 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM :  Please  read  the 
whole  of  the  quotation. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law):  That  is  the 
whole  of  it. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM:  If  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  look 
again,  he  will  find  that  I  prefaced  the 
remark  by  these  words — "  It  is  an  old 
saying."     I  did  not  invent  the  phrase. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  had 
not  intended  to  imply  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  invented  the  phrase.  On 
the  contrary,  he  had  already  remarked 
that  it  was,  he  supposed,  a  Connaught 
aphorism.  It  showed,  however,  the 
sort  of  wisdom  that  was  current  amon^ 
the  landlords  of  the  West  of  Ireland. 
They  all  knew  that  proverbs  were  said 
to  be  the  condensed  wisdom  of  nations, 
and  he  supposed  that  this  was  the  crys- 
tallized wisdom  of  the  Western  land- 
lords. However,  ho  did  not  believe  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  acted  in  the  spirit 
of  the  proverb.  He  believed  the  non. 
Gentleman  was  himself  just  in  his  doal- 

ISecond  Ifiskt.'\ 


ISdO 


Zand  Late 


(COMMONS) 


(Ireland)  Bitt.  1400 


ings  with  his  tenants,  though  he  ob- 
jected to  their  having  any  right  to  that 
justice.  It  should  depend,  he  seemed  to 
think,  upon  his  good  will  and  pleasure. 
He  now  came  to  the  question,  how  a  fair 
rent  was  to  be  ascertained  ?  His  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson) 
seemed  to  take  it  that  a  fair  rent  was  a 
competition  rent ;  and  in  his  observations 
upon  the  clause  of  the  Bill  dealing  with 
that  subject  there  was,  as  he  (the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland)  ventured  to  say, 
no  little  confusion  of  language.  What 
the  clause  meant  was  this.  It  meant  to 
lay  down  that  a  fair  rent  was  a  competi- 
tion rent  minus  the  yearly  value  of  the 
tenant's  interest  in  the  holding.  That 
was  what  was  intended,  and  anything 
else  would  be  monstrously  unjust.  If 
this  proposition  was  disputed,  he  was 
quite  ready  to  defend  it.  But  if  that 
principle  were  not  disputed,  there  was 
no  use  in  entering  now  into  any  merely 
vorbal  controversy.  He  must  remind 
the  House  that  at  present  they  were 
dealing,  not  with  details,  but  with  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  and  that,  therefore, 
mere  verbal  criticism  of  the  clause  was 
altogether  out  of  place.  When  they 
^ot  into  Committee,  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  suggestions  would  bo 
listened  to  with  attention ;  and  if  they 
could  improve  the  language  of  the  very 
accomplished  draughtsman,  so  much  the 
better.  The  present,  however,  was  not 
the  time  for  this. 

Mr.  GIBSON:  Does  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  give  the  House  any 
construction  of  the  words  in  the  Bill — 
**  having  regard  to  the  scale  of  compen- 
sation for  disturbance  provided  in  the 
Act  ?  " 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  vob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  it  was  a 
mode  of  referring  to  the  tenant's  exist- 
ing interest.  He  supposed  it  would  not 
be  denied  that  the  tenant's  position  was 
improved  and  strengthened  by  his  right 
to  compensation  for  disturbance.  If  so, 
that  was  surely  an  element  to  bo  con- 
sidered. But  ho  must  respectfully  de- 
cline to  lot  himself  be  entangled  in  a 
verbal  discussion  with  regard  to  parti- 
cular expressions  in  the  Bill,  because, 
however  convenient  such  discussion 
might  be  to  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  it  would  be  most  inconvenient 
to  the  House  at  that  stage  of  the  Bill. 
One  element  of  confusion  in  the  argpi- 
xneuts  of  his  right  hon.   and  learned 

The  AUwney  eemral/or  lr$hnd 


I  Friend  was  the  idea  by  which  he  seemed 
:  to  be  possessed,  that  the  fair  rent  of  land 
i  should  be  estimated  by  what  the  land- 
lord could  get  for  it  by  competition  in 
the  open  market.  And  yet,  at  the  same 
time,  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
said  he  was  for  a  fair  rent  as  distin- 
guished from  a  rack  rent.  But  did  hif 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  use  the 
words  ''rack  rent"  in  a  legal  eense,  or 
in  the  Land  League  sense,  as  denoting 
an  exorbitant  rent  obtained  by  extor- 
tion ?  ''  Back  rent "  meant  simply  the 
rent  which  the  land  would  bring  in 
the  open  market,  without  taking  any 
fine ;  and  his  right  hon.  and  leazned 
Friend  would  remember  that  the  expres- 
sion was  accordingly  so  used  in  all  the 
more  concise  forms  of  leasing  powen 
which  had  now  replaced  the  older  and 
more  diffuse  ones.  He  (the  Attoraej 
General  for  Ireland)  agreed  in  the  con- 
demnation of  exacting  rack  rents  or 
competition  rents  from  tenants  in  Ize- 
land,  because  that  was  making  then 
pay  for  what  was  their  own,  as  well  M 
what  belonged  to  their  landlords.  Bat 
this  did  not  seem  to  be  the  view  of  hit 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  who, 
whilst  declaring  himself  ''strongly op- 
posed to  rack  rents,"  complained  thit 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  the 
Court,  in  fixing  the  ''fair  rent,"  wai 
not  bound  to  give  the  landlord  what  ha 
could  get  by  competition  in  the  opoi 
market.  The  Bill,  however,  did  not  ex- 
clude competition ;  to  find  out  what  he* 
longed  both  to  the  landlord  and  to  the 
tenant,  it  was  necessary  to  have  reconiw 
to  the  standard  of  competition.  Hit 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  indeed, 
when  ho  came  to  the  part  of  the  danie 
that  so  greatly  exercised  him,  paoed 
lightly  over  the  Ulster  reference.  There 
were  some  hon.  Members  behind  hin 
who  came  from  Ulster,  and  would  bi 
tho  last  to  complain  that  the  full  con* 
petition  rent  was  to  be  reduced  by  reftr 
euce  to  the  occupier's  tenemt  right.  Ihs 
right  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  gsv* 
some  imaginary  instances  of  inj  ustice  thit 
might,  as  he  thought,  result ;  but  theN 
criticisms  had  been  fully  answered  bjhii 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Dundalk  (Mr.  0.  Russell).  In  the 
next  place,  his  right  hon.  and  leanel 
Friend  complained  that  under  Uie  Bill 
the  landlord  would  not  be  cdlowed  to  go 
into  Court  to  hare  the  rent  re-a4}'''^ 
where  it  was  too  low.  But  this  wtt 
J  gimply  because  the  power  of  the  laadlori 
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to  raise  the  rent  ander  threat  of  eTiotion 
unless  the  tenant  went  into  Court  had 
been  left  untonched.  Much  of  the  pre- 
sent difficulty,  in  fact,  had  arisen  be- 
cause the  landlord  was  free  to  raise  the 
rent  as  often  and  as  much  as  he  pleased 
under  a  threat  of  eviction.  The  Bill 
now  proposed  to  ^ve  power  to  the  tenant, 
under  reasonable  checks,  to  go  into 
Gk>urt  if  he  thought  the  demand  made 
upon  him  was  unjust.  The  other  points 
referred  to  by  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had,  he  thought,  already  been 
disposed  of.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  appeared,  in  some  respects, 
to  have  carefully  misread  the  Bill,  for  it 
did  not  seem  to  him  (the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland)  that  he  could  really 
have  taken  the  meaning  out  of  the  Bill 
that  he  professed  to  do.  With  regard 
to  the  triounals  which  had  been  so  very 
much  abused,  it  might  be  a  matter  for 
consideration  when  they  got  into  Com- 
mittee whether  they  could  be  improved. 
But  let  them  remember  that  for  the  last 
10  years  all  over  Ireland  the  County 
Ck>urt  Judges  had  been  determining, 
without  complaint,  the  question  of  fair 
rent.  Thev  had  had  to  do  this  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  the 
tenants  should  have  compensation  for 
disturbance  or  not;  for  the  test  was 
whether  the  landlords'  demands  of  in- 
creased rent  were  or  were  not  excessive. 
The  only  difference  was  that  the  Bill 
enabled  the  Court  now  to  do  directly 
that  which  hitherto  had  been  done  in- 
directly. The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  put  the  case  of  a  landlord 
asking  a  pound  or  two  too  much.  But 
oould  anyone  suppose  that  the  tenant 
would  rush  into  Court  for  such  a  sum 
as  a  pound  ?  He  would  be  a  very  bold 
tenant  who  would  do  so,  at  the  risk  of 
having  to  pay  the  cost  of  the  proceeding. 

Mb.  GIBSON  :  He  might  refuse  to 
bring  the  landlord  into  Court. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Law)  was  glad  that 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Fnend  had 
reminded  him  of  that  piece  of  criticism. 
The  tenant,  he  had  said,  might  compel 
the  landlord  to  pay  at  once  the  penalty 
of  ten  times  the  amount  of  his  mistake, 
and  then  sell  at  the  highest  price  in  tlie 
open  market.  But  this  was  a  total  mis- 
apprehension. In  such  a  case  the  tenant 
must  first  sell  before  he  made  any  rucIi 
demand,  and  selling  was  the  last  thing 
ho  wiahed  to  do.    Again,  the  right  hon. 


and  learned  Gentleman  said  it  was  a 
very  common  thing  to  take  a  dairy  farm 
for  a  year  certain,  and  complained  that 
under  the  Bill  such  a  contract  would  be 
turned  into  a  yearly  tenancy  and  enable 
the  tenant  to  apply  to  have  his  rent  re- 
duced. But  this,  also,  was  a  complete 
mistake.  If  it  was  a  non-residential 
pasture  farm,  it  was  outside  the  Bill  alto- 
gether ;  and,  indeed,  for  that  matter, 
the  case  he  instanced  was  not  a  letting 
of  land  at  all,  but  was  a  letting  of  the 
cows  upon  it.  He  had  now  done  with 
the  somewhat  minute  objections  of  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend ;  and  he 
came,  at  length,  to  consider  the  effect  of 
the  Bill.  The  broad  effect  of  the  measure 
was  this.  It  dealt  with  existing  ten- 
ancies which  were,  or  might  be,  injured, 
or,  to  borrow  a  word  from  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Leitrim,  *  *  salted  " 
by  excessive  rents.  It  enabled  an  exist- 
ing tenant  to  get  relief  from  an  unfair 
and  unjust  rent.  Did  anyone  object  to 
that  ?  He  took  it  for  granted  that  the 
House  would  ag^ee  with  the  two  sets  of 
Royal  Commissioners  that  this  should  be 
done,  and  that  the  only  way  in  which 
it  could  be  properly  done  would  be  by 
having  the  question,  what  was  a  fair 
rent,  determined  by  a  Court.  It  was 
their  duty  to  secure  that  the  present 
tenants  should  not  have  their  interests 
nibbled  up  or  devoured  by  rapacious 
landlords;  and  whether  the  rapacious 
landlords  were  many  or  few,  there  were, 
it  was  plain,  quite  enough  of  them  to 
keep  the  country  in  a  state  of  disturb- 
ance. One  bad  landlord  in  a  county  was 
sufficient  for  that  purpose ;  and,  if  they 
believed  even  Mr.  Bonamy  Price,  there 
were  a  great  many  more  than  that.  Refer- 
ence had  been  made  to  the  Bill  intro- 
duced by  the  late  Mr.  Butt.  The  differ- 
ence, however,  between  this  Bill  and  the 
Bill  of  Mr.  Butt  was  great.  The  pro- 
sent  measure  left  future  conti'acts  free, 
whereas  Mr.  Butt's  Bill  transferred  the 
fee  simple  to  anyone  who  at  any  time 
might  happen  to  be  the  occupier  of  the 
land.  Her  Majesty's  Government  wore 
of  opinion  that  tliat  was  unjust  and  would 
be  mischievous.  Thoy  left  parties  free 
where  they  could — where  freedom  of 
contract  existed  tliey  left  it  untouched. 
Those  who  might,  in  future,  have  lauds  in 
their  own  hnnds  to  let,  and  farmers  who 
would  take  such  farms,  they  desired  to 
leave  free  ;  but  in  the  case  of  the  tenant 
already  in  occupation,  who  had  his  capital 
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sunk  in  the  cultivation  of  the  soil,  they 
contended  that  he  was  not  free  to  accept 
or  refuse  the  landlord's  demand  of  an 
increased  rent.     Moreover,  they  did  not 
think  that  the  mode  of  ascertaining  the 
rent  of  land  proposed  by  Mr.  Butt  was 
fair  or  reasonable.      His  proposal  was 
that  the  rent  should  be  ascertained  by  a 
jury  of  the  district,  or  by  the  arbitration 
of  three   neighbouring  farmers.      The 
Government  did  not  think  that  that  was 
exactly  the  tribunal  which  ought  to  be 
entrusted  with  determining  and  settling 
the  amount  of  the  landlord  s  rent.  Their 
desire  was  to  have  a  tribunal  fully  quali- 
fied to  ascertain  a  fair  rent  justly,  and, 
if  possible,  satisfactorily  to  both  parties; 
and  such  a  tribunal  they  proposed  to 
establish  by  the  present  Bill.     If  the 
composition  of  the  Court  could  be  made 
more  satisfactory,  that,  as  he  had  already 
said,  could  be  done  in  Committee.     It 
appeared  to  him,  and  he  believed  it  would 
also  appear  to  others,  when  they  came 
to  understand  it,  that  the  real  principle 
of  this  Bill  was  the  same  as  that   on 
which  the  Land  Act  of  1 870  was  founded 
— namely,  that  the  class  of  small  occu- 
piers constituting  the  great  majority  of 
the  tenants   of  Ireland  were  not  free ; 
and,  therefore,  that  it  was  desirable  the 
Legislature  should  protect  them  against 
disturbance  at  the  mere  will  of  the  land- 
lord.     He  believed  that,  either  before 
1870  or  since,  no  large  number  of  purely 
capricious  evictions  had  taken  place.  The 
evictions  had  not  been   to   gratify  the 
mere  caprice  of  the  landlords,  or  for  the 
punishment  of  tenants,  but  to  put  money 
into  the  pockets  of  the  landlords  by  on- 
forcing  higher  rents.     The  Government 
had,  therefore,  now  proceeded  again  on 
the  same  principle  that  the  mass  of  the 
tenants  were  not  able  to  protect  them- 
selves ;  and  the  Bill  accordingly  sought 
further  to   protect    them    against    un- 
reasonable conduct  on  the  part  of  their 
landlords.     Quotations  had  been  made 
on  the  other  side  from  the  older  part  of 
the  essay  of  Dr.  Longfield.     But  in  the 
recent  part  of  that  very   essay  it  was 
stated  that  the  Act  of  1870  recognized 
the  fact  that  the  tenant  was  unable  to 
make  a  fair  bargain,  and  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  that  Act  now  seemed  to  require  a 
judicial  settlement  of  rent  and  a  qualified 
fixity  of  tenure.  They  had  heard  nothing 
like  that  from  the  quotations  of  1 0  or  1 1 
years  ago,  which  had  been  given  to  the 
House  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford- 
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shire  (Mr.  E.  W.  Haroonrt) ;  and  the 
present  opinions  of  the  author  were  of 
most  importance  now.  There  were  10 
chapters  of  the  essay  which  belonged  to 
the  period  preceding  1 870,  while  the  three 
closing  chapters  belonged  to  the  present 
time.  It  appeared  to  him  (the  Attomej 
General  for  Ireland)  that  secarity  A 
tenure — to  give  it  that  name — followedas 
an  absolutely  necessary  consequence  firom 
the  fixing  of  the  rent.  If  it  was  proper, 
and  it  seemed  to  be  so  admitted  by  aH, 
that  there  should  be  an  impartial  tribunal 
to  fix  a  fair  rent,  would  any  hon.  Gentle- 
man tell  him  what  use  there  would  be  in 
that  if  they  left  the  landlord  at  liberty  to 
slip  out  of  the  arrangement  by  diepos- 
sessing  the  tenant  as  soon  as  he  choee? 
It  would  be  found  that  whilst  the 
Duke  of  Argyll  received  the  principle 
of  a  judicial  arbitration  in  regard  to 
rent,  he  went  on  to  say,  in  the 
seventh  paragraph  of  his  propositioni, 
that  all  decisions  so  arrived  at  should 
have  the  effect  of  holding  g^od  for  a  defi- 
nite time,  and  shoidd  be  attended  by  all 
or  some  of  the  conditions  of  a  lease.  That 
was  exactly  what  the  Government  had 
proposed.  The  fixing,  in  short,  of  a 
fair  rent  involved  two  things  —  the 
amount  of  the  rent,  and  the  fixing  of 
the  time  during  which  the  arrangement 
should  continue.  It  would  be  wone 
than  useless  to  establish  a  rent  tribunal 
and  put  the  parties  to  the  inconve- 
nience and  cost  of  resorting  to  it  to  fix 
the  rent  unless  the  interval  was  abo 
fixed  during  which  the  arrangement  bo 
made  should  not  be  disturbed.  He  did 
not  stop  to  discuss  what  the  term  should 
be ;  but  there  must  be  a  certain  definite 
time  during  which  the  rent  so  arrived  it 
should  not  be  called  in  question.  Thii 
involved  another  consideration.  If  the 
tenant  was  to  be  fixed  there  for  a  oertain 
time,  it  must  be  on  certain  definite  con- 
ditions ;  and  accordingly  the  Bill  next  laid 
down  what  those  conditions  should  be. 
The  tenant,  for  example,  must  pay  hit 
rent  at  the  appointed  time,  and  he  most 
not  do  certain  objectionable  things^ 
These  conditions  seemed,  indeed,  to  hate 
been  somewhat  misunderstood.  Thehoo. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamdl!. 
speaking  the  other  day  at  a  meeting  in 
Dublin,  appeared  to  think  it  would  be 
an  improvement  to  amend  the  BUlbr 
expressly  declaring  that  the  rent  must  be 
paid  within  six  montihs  of  its  becoming 
due.    But  the  mode  by  which  admttag* 
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was  to  be  taken  of  the  breach  of  the 
statutory  condition  as  to  payment  of 
rent  was  by  ejectment  for  non-pay- 
ment, which  could  not  be  brought  until 
there  was  a  year's  rent  due,  and  this, 
in  effect,  gave  the  tenant  a  year  to 
pay.  His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
also  urged  another  objection  to  this 
dause  of  the  Bill.  He  said  it  was  a 
monstrous  thing  that  the  landlord  should 
have  no  protection  against  the  wilful  and 
outrageous  waste  of  his  tenant ;  and,  ob- 
serring  that  the  Bill  was  remarkable, 
not  only  for  the  statutory  conditions  it 
contained,  but  also  for  those  which  were 
omitted  from  it,  he  went  on  to  say  that 
the  tenant  might  pull  down  the  offices, 
level  the  fences,  and  use  the  mines  and 
minerals  on  the  farm,  and  yet  not  come 
under  the  Bill.  The  end  of  the  sen- 
tence was  the  only  part  of  it  that  was 
in  any  sense  correct.  The  offender  would 
not  indeed  be  punished  or  even  pro- 
ceeded against  under  the  Bill ;  but  he 
would  imder  the  Common  Law.  Did  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  imagine 
that  this  Bill  was  to  replace  all  law  in 
Ireland  ?  Did  he  think  that  the  power 
of  the  Courts  to  issue  injunctions  would 
be  stopped  by  the  Bill,  or  did  he  ima- 
gine tnat  the  Bill  was  an  attempt  to 
codify  all  the  Statutory  and  Common 
Law  bearing,  however  remotely,  on  the 
relation  of  landlord  and  tenant?  He 
should  be  exceedingly  surprised  to  find 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  ad- 
vising a  tenant  that  he  had  power  to  do 
these  things ;  and  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  this  was  an  opinion  merely 
thrown  out  under  the  stress  of  debate, 
and  one  which  they  were  not  likely  to  see 
on  paper  with  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend's  name  at  the  foot  of  it.  However, 
he  would  pass  on.  A  point,  he  thought, 
had  now  been  reached  at  which  fair 
rents  and  some  amount  of  durability  of 
tenure  must  be  admitted.  A  man  having 
adorable  interest — even  though  not  aper- 
petual  interest — in  his  farm,  an  interest 
which  was  worth  some  money,  it  seemed 
to  him  to  follow  as  a  necessary  conse- 
quence that  he  oueht  to  be  at  liberty  to 
sell  it  if  he  so  desired.  It  was  not  pro- 
posed that  it  should  die  with  him.  No 
one  objected  to  his  disposing  of  it  by 
will.  Was  he  not,  then,  to  be  at  liberty 
to  assign  it  in  his  lifetime  ?  All  the  re- 
strictions upon  free  sale  and  transfer 
were  the  inventions  of  modem  times,  re- 
stricting the  Common  liaw  right.    It  was 


curious,  too,  to  note  that  although  the  land- 
lords had  long  had  power  by  certain  sta- 
tutes to  prohibit  assignment,  they  never 
troubled  their  heads  about  the  matter, 
and  the  result  was  the  indefinite  subdivi- 
sion of  land  that  was  now  so  loudly  spoken 
of.  But,  in  truth,  people  who  had  a 
valuable  interest  could  not  reasonably  be 
prevented  from  selling  it,  for  the  ability 
to  make  this  use  of  property  constituted 
half  its  value.  How  would  landlords  like 
to  be  restricted  in  the  transfer  of  their 
estates  ?  Did  they  know  that  there  was 
a  time  when  the  consent  of  the  tenant 
was  required  to  any  such  transfer  on 
their  part  ?  If  they  inquired,  they  would 
£bid  that  at  Common  Law  the  landlord 
could  not  effectually  sell  and  transfer 
his  interest  without  the  formal  concur- 
rence of  his  tenant,  whose  **  attorn- 
ment" was  necessary  to  complete  the 
transaction.  That  rule  of  law,  no  doubt, 
was  done  away  with  in  the  reis^  of  Queen 
Anne,  as  being  inconsistent  with  common 
sense  and  justice  ;  but  ho  submitted  that 
what  was  reasonable  and  right  in  the 
case  of  the  landlord  was  just  as  much  so 
in  the  case  of  the  tenant.  No  one  asked 
for  absolutely  free  sale,  in  the  sense 
of  sale,  without  any  reference  to  the 
just  interests  of  the  landlord.  But  what 
earthly  harm  could  assignment  of  the 
tenancy  do  to  the  landlord  if  he  had  the 
power  of  objecting  on  proper  grounds 
to  the  proposed  change  being  made  ? 
Surely  the  only  objection  a  landlord 
could  reasonably  make  was  to  the 
admission  of  an  improper  tenant;  and 
if  that  were  secured  what  right  had  he 
to  demand  more  ?  Did  they  wish  to  re- 
cognize the  Irish  tenant's  property  in  his 
farm  only  in  the  sense  of  the  guinea  given 
to  Olivia  by  the  Vicar  of  Wakefield — to 
bo  kept  in  her  pocket  and  never  changed  ? 
This  principle  of  free  sale,  indeed,  was 
what  the  Duke  of  Argyll  so  much  ob- 
jected to,  truly  saying  that  the  partner- 
ship argument  would  not  do  to  justify 
it.  But  his  Grace  should  remember 
that  one  of  the  so-called  partners — the 
landlord — claimed  and  enjoyed  the  right 
to  sell,  whilst  a  corresponding  right  was 
to  be  denied  to  the  tenant.  Dr.  Long- 
field,  to  whose  opinions  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  so  fre- 
quently appealed  in  this  debate,  had 
written  thus  in  one  of  his  latest  chapters— 

**  When  a  tenant,  by  ftny  means,  acquiros  a 
valuable  and  permanent  interest  in  his  holding, 
it  ia  only  reasonablo  and  just  that  ho  should  have 
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the  power  of  Belling  it.  ThiB  *  F  * — ^free  sale — 
ifl  UKcful  and  almost  necessary  to  him,  and  it 
dooa  no  harm  to  anybody." 

That,  in  short,  was  one  of  the  principal 
uses  of  property.     Now,  in  providing, 
by  the  1st  clause  of  the  Bill,  that  the 
landlord  might  object  to  a  new  tenant 
on  showing  reasonable  ground  for  so 
doing,  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
done  all  that  justice  required.     That  was 
precisely  the  way  in  which  the  case  stood 
m  Ulster  at  the  present  moment,  and  it 
had  never  created  any  difficulty  there. 
Probably,  the  right  of  objecting  to  a  pur- 
chaser was  seldom  exercised ;   but  that 
was  because  there  was  generally  no  need 
to  exercise  it.     There  was  this  remark- 
able  testimony  borne  by   several  wit- 
nesses totheeffect  of  free  sale — that  there 
never  was  a  change  of  tenant  by  sale, 
but  the  landlord  got  a  better  tenant  in 
place  of  the  old  one.     If  the  new  tenant 
had  made  money,  he  was  an  industrious 
and  thrifty  man,  and  if  he  iuherited  it, 
he  had  probably  still  more  to  spend; 
while  as  to  the  paternal  argument  that 
the  new  tenant  would  injure  himself  by 
la^ang  out  too  much  of  his  capital  in  buy- 
ing the  holding,  that,  to  borrow  an  ex- 
pression of  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  at  a  late  Conservative  gathering, 
was  a  little  too  "  goody  goody."     They 
had  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Hoberts,  for  37 
years  agent  to  the  Portsmouth  estates, 
that  he  had  always  found  a  new  comer 
had    sufficient  capital;    and,  after   all, 
what  was  the  capital  of  the  small  tenant 
farmer  ?    Not  money,  but  his  bone  and 
sinew.     It  was  said  that  the  great  object 
of  legislation  ought  to  be  to  bring  capital 
to  the  land.     True ;  but  the  best  way  of 
doin^  this  in  a  country  of  small  holdings 
was  Dy  giving  the  tenants  such  security 
of  tenure  that  their  own  strong  arms, 
without  money  payment,  would  do  the 
work  required.     Mr.  Roberts'  evidence 
was  that  the  purchaser  was  always  the 
better  man,  and  more  wealthy  than  the 
man  who  left.     There  must  be,  in  sliort, 
some  defect   in  the  man   who  did  not 
succeed  in  farming  just  as  was  the  case 
as  to  ill-success  in  other  callings.     They 
had  the  evidence  also  of  Major  M'Clin- 
tock,  given  before  the  Richmond  Com- 
mission.    This  gentleman  was  the  agent 
for  the  great  Downshire  estates  in  several 
counties  of  Ireland,  and  his  experience 
was  the  same  as  that  of  Mr.  Itoberts. 
The  tenant  who  sold  his  interest,  paid 
his  debts  honestly,  paid  the  landlord  all 
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his  arrears,  and  had  something  in  hk 
pocket  with  which  to  start  aeain.  Hi 
did  not  leave  with  the  bitter  &eiings  of 
the  tenant  of  the  South  or  West  of  Ire- 
land, who  was  turned  out,  without  houit 
or  home,  to  die  by  the  road-side,  or  taks 
refuge  in  the  workhouse.  Another  strik- 
ing fact,  too,  was  stated  by  Major 
M'Clintook — namely,  that  the  average 
rent  of  land  on  the  County  Down  estats 
was  1  %8.  an  acre,  whilst  the  land  bronglit 
only  1 6».  an  acre  in  the  King's  coontj, 
and  lbs,  an  acre  on  the  Wicklow  estato. 
He  was  naturally  asked  if  the  land  in 
County  Down  was  not  much  better  than 
in  the  other  estates;  to  which  he  re- 
plied that  the  land  was  not  better,  but  it 
produced  more  than  the  land  in  the  other 
counties  where  there  was  no  tonantri^t 
It  was,  therefore,  a  delusion  to  suppoee 
that  the  value  of  the  tenant  right  oams 
out  of  the  landlord's  pocket.  It  oame 
from  another  source.  It  was  taken  eat 
of  the  fruitful  lap  of  mother  Earth. 
There  was  better  farming  in  Ulster  bs> 
cause  there  was  greater  security  to  the 
tenant ;  there  were  better  crops  becanee 
there  was  better  farming,'  and  better 
farming  because  of  this  security.  He 
would  quote  again  from  Dr.  Longfield, 
who  said — 

*'  All  exporienco  thowB  as  a  general  mle*  wiik 
very  few  ezceptionB,  that  when  a  tenant  mUi 
his  farm  the  change  is  an  improvement.*' 

He  would  ask  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  were  they  all  paupen 
who  entered  the  Army  under  the  Army 
purchase  system  ?  Nay,  was  it  not  one 
of  the  chief  objections  to  that  syetsa 
that  wealth  and  not  merit  goTeraed 
all  promotion  ?  Finally,  let  the  Home 
bear  in  mind  two  ereat  advantages  at- 
tending the  tenant  s  right  of  sale.  In 
the  first  place,  it  iK)werfully  tended  to 
ensure  the  good  cultiyation  of  the  hold- 
ing, because  the  tenant  was  thus  certain 
to  reap  all  the  benefit  of  his  labour  and 
improvements ;  and,  in  the  next  place, 
it  secured  the  landlord  against  lose  of  his 
rent,  as  any  arrears  of  this  were  alwsjs 
paid  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale. 
Then,  again,  under  the  proyisioiiS  of  the 
Bill  the  landlord  was  cbclared  entitled, 
as  now  in  Ulster,  to  a  right  of  pre- 
emption at  the  selling  value  of  the  hold- 
ing, to  be  ascertained  by  the  Court  if 
necessary.  There  was  another  point  to 
which  he  would  refer.  The  eridence 
taken  by  the  two  Royal  Commieaioni 
showed  not  only  that  inferior  land  is 
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TTlster  brought  a  higher  rent  than  better 
land  brought  in  the  South  and  West  of 
Ireland,  where  there  was  no  tenant 
right,  but  that  estates  in  Ulster  sold  for 
a  greater  number  of  years'  purchase 
diau  elsewhere.  This,  he  submitted, 
confirmed  what  he  had  already  stated, 
that  the  value  of  tenant  right  could 
not  be  rightly  regarded  as  a  deduction 
firoin  the  landlord's  property.  But  he 
must  forbear  to  pursue  these  matters 
fiirther.  There  were,  indeed,  a  num- 
ber of  eniall  objections  made  to  the 
daases  of  the  Bill  dealing  with  the 
Land  CommissioD  and  Assistant  Com- 
missioners,  which  he  would  not  stop 
to  answer  now.  They  would  be  fully 
considered  at  a  future  stage  of  the  Bill. 
It  speared  to  him  to  be  generally  agreed 
that  they  must  hare  a  i  udicial  ascertain- 
ment of  &ir  rents ;  ana  that  involved,  as 
a  necessary  consequence,  all  the  rest— 
namely,  seonrity  of  tenure,  constituting 
a  vatoable  interest  that  the  tenant  could 
sell  if  he  pleased.  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment  believed  that  by  this  measure 
they  would  do  something  towards  giving 
geourity,  and  therewith  contentment,  to 
the  Irish  people.  They  felt  that  without 
this  security  they  could  not  expect  the 
Irish  tenant  to  cultivate  his  farm  in  such 
a  way  as  would  be  beneficial  to  the 
country  or  to  himself,  or  even  to  the 
landlord ;  for  no  man  would  venture 
either  his  labour  or  his  capital  unless  he 
was  assured  that  its  fruits  would  be  his 
own.  The  measure  might  or  might  not 
allay  the  excitement  and  agitation  that 
had  too  long  prevailed  in  Ireland  ;  but  it 
was  hoped  that  it  would  secure  the  Irish 
tenant  against  injustioe,  whilst  leaving 
intact  all  the  just  rights  of  the  landlord, 
and  thus  do  much  towards  realizing  a 
better  system  of  land  tenure  in  Ireland. 
In  these  hopes  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment prssented  this  Bill  for  the  accept- 
ance of  the  Hoase. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr.  W.H Smith.) 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  I  was  going  to 
appeal  to  my  bon.  Friend  the  Member 
forWaterford  (Mr.  ViUiera-Stuart),  whuse 
Amendment  is  before  the  House,  to  with- 
draw that  Amendment.  The  eScct  of 
the  withdrawal  will  be  advantageous  to 
the  House,  because  the  way  will  then  be 
open  for  dealing  either  with  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
YOL.  COLX.      [tiubd  sxaiss.] 


Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Elclio),  or  the 
Amendment  of  which  Notice  has  been 
given  this  evening.  As  those  Amend- 
ments deal  with  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
I  think  it  will  be  of  great  advantage  for 
the  House  to  be  occupied  with  them  in- 
stead of  with  a  collateral  Amendment. 

Mr.  VILLIERS-STUART  said,  that 
in  deference  to  the  appeal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  in  view  of  the 
sympathy  which  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  expressed  with  the  Irish 
labourers,  and  of  his  promise  to  con- 
sider any  practical  Amendments  on  their 
behalf  in  Committee,  he  begged  leave 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mk.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  felt  it  neces- 
saiy,  before  the  Amendment  was  with- 
drawn,  to  say  that  it  raised  points  of  the 
first  importance  in  regard  to  the  Bill ; 
but,  gathering  from  the  Prime  Minister 
that  another  opportunity  would  be  af- 
forded for  discuBsing  those  points,  he 
would  not  interpose  further. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  withdraw  my 
Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (i/r.  W.  H.  Smith.) 

Mr.  HEALY  wished  to  know  whether 
the  right  hoa.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Westminster  could  twice  more  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  Motion  was,  by 
leave,  withdrawn ;  and,  therefore,  the 
right  hon.  Gentloman  is  perfectly  in 
Order. 

Question  put,  and  agrttd  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


PICK  AND  HARBOUB  ORDEBS  G 

BILL. 
On  Motion  of  tir.  Chihreklain',  Bill  to  cdd- 
firm  certain  Provigion&l  Ordtirs  mado  by  the 
Board  of  Trada  under  '■  Tho  Genoral  Pier  and 
Harbour  Act,  IBGl,"  relaling  to  Cart,  Crarae, 
Folkoatono,  Girvan,  Loven,  Loohaline,  Pitten- 
»-8cm.  Ram  agate,  Shanklin,  Stomoway,  Weston- 
BUiier-Maro,  Weymouth,  and  Whitby,  orderfd 
to  be  broii({!it  in  by   Mr.    CHiMRBBLira   and 

Mr,    EVBLV-V    A8ULFV. 

Billyr(Kn/frf,and  read  the  firet  tiroc.  [Bill  143,] 
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UINTTTES.]— PcBLic  Bills— S^eonrf  Reading— 
CuetomB  and  IiilAiid  Hcvenuo  [136] ;  Bank. 
ruptcy  and  CoBsio  [Scotland)  [81J. 


cotbnd)  \nv\,  anApaaed. 


LAND  LAW  (IHELAND)  BILL. 
The  O'DONOGHTJE  gave  Notics©  that 
on  Monday,  May  2,  he  would  ask  th^ 
Chief  Secretaiy  to  tlie  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Irclaad,  If  proceeding  for  reoorery  of 
rent  bj  writ,  followed  by  the  sale  of  th«i 
tenant's  interest,  deprives  such  tenant  of 
tfao  right  of  applying  to  the  proposed 
Land  Court  to  fix  the  judicial  rent. 
which  right  it  is  the  object  of  the  Land 
Law  Bill  now  before  the  House  to  confer 
upon  him  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  interfere 
to  put  a  atop  to  any  attempt  to  defeat 
the  intentions  of  the  Legislature  ? 

LoBD  ELCHO  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment which  had  etood  in  the  name  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr. 
Villiers- Stuart)  having  been  withdrawn, 
he  believed  he  should  be  in  Order  in 
moving  the  following  Amendment  to  the 
second  reading,  and  he  therefore  gave 
Notice  of  his  intention  to  do  so  : — 

"  That  this  House,  while  willing  to  consider 
any  just  mesBure,  founded  upon  sound  prin- 
ciples, that  will  benefit  tenant*  of  land  in  Iro- 
land,  is  of  opinion  that  the  leadjnfr  proviaioDS 
of  the  Land  Ijiw  (Irolandf  Bill  aroln  the  main 
economically  unsound,  unjust,  and  impolitic." 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
gave  Notice  that  on  Monday  he  would 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
'Whether,  in  the  event  of  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Bill  being  read  a  second  time. 
Be  will  be  prepared,  before  asking  tlie 
House  to  go  into  Committee  on  the  Bill, 
to  state  the  names  of  the  petsoDS  who 
are  to  compose  the  Land  Commission 
referred  to  in  the  Bill? 

Sir  HERVKY  BRUCE  gavo  Notice 
that,  on  going  into  Committee  on  the 


( COMMONS  1 

Land   Lav  (Ireland)    Bill,    he  would 
move — 

"  That  it  ^M  an  Instruction  to  the  CommittM 
to  insert  clauses  for  the  better  protectioo  of 
labourers  in  Ireland." 

Sra  JOHN  HAY  gave  Notice  that  on 
Monday  next  he  would  ask  the  fint 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  a  Statement  of  the  lia- 
bilities to  be  ineurrod  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Irish  Land  Bill  f 

QUESTIONS. 


PROTECTION   OF    PEESON   ASD  PBC 

PEHTY   (IBElliAND)    ACT,     1881  —  MR. 

JAME3   DALY,  A   PRISONER    UNDEB 

THE  ACT. 

Me.  JUSTIN  M'OARTHT  (for  Mr. 
Pahnell)  asked  the  Chief  Secretanrlo 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther Mr.  James  Daly,  editor  and  pro- 
prietor of  tho  "  Connaught  Telegraph," 
and  now  imprisoned  in  Qalway  gaol 
under  the  provisions  of  the  ProtectJon 
of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland)  Act, 
has  been  reAieed  facilities  for  canyioj^ 
on  his  profession  as  newspaper  editor? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0H8TER:  I  have  do 
information  on  the  subject  of  this  Ques- 
tion ;  but  T  may  observe  that  Mr.  Daly 
is  arrested  under  a  warrant  which  set 
forth  that  he  bad  been  guilty  of  inciting 
to  disBfToction,  and  eo  long  as  he  u 
detained  under  the  Protection  of  Persoii 
and  Property  (Ireland)  Act  he  Gannot 
be  allowed  to  continue  the  prosecntion 
of  anoh  incitement. 


THE  JURY  SYSTEM   (ENOLANDH 
LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  BEOADHUSST  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General,  Whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Qovemment  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  during  the  present  Session  (U 
Parliament  to  remedy  the  defects  and 
inconvenience  connected  with  the  pn- 
sent  Jury  system  ? 

Thb  ATTOBNET  general  (Sir 
Hekby  James):  I  can  aeaure  the  hoa. 
llember  that  the  Oovomment  are  fully 
alive  to  the  many  inconveniences  resolt- 
ing  from  the  present  state  of  the  jnry 
law  ;  but  the  matter  is  a  very  compli- 
uated  one.  There  would  be  great  diffi- 
culty in  carrying  a  Bill  on  the  subject; 
nnd  I  am  afraid  I  can  hold  out  no  hope 
of  such  a  Bill  being  introduced  tlui 
Session. 
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PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND) 
ACT— ARREST  OF  MR.  RICHARD 
nODNETT. 

Mr.  PAENELL  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary  tothe  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  Mr.  Bichard  Hodnett  was 
arrested  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ire- 
land) Act,  on  a  warrant  charging  him 
with  being  reasonably  suspected  of  ma- 
liciously assaulting  and  breaking  into  a 
house  and  assaulting  and  beating  a 
person  therein  ;  whether  he  was  arrested 
at  four  o'clock  in  the  morning  by  a  dozen 

Solicemen,  who  broke  open  his  bedroom 
cor ;  whether  Mr.  Eichard  Hodnett  is 
chairman  of  the  SchuU  Board  of  Guar- 
dians and  chairman  of  the  Dispensary 
Committee  of  that  Board;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  give  directions  to  the 
police  when  arresting  respectable  men 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Act  in  future, 
who  are  not  in  any  way  evadine  arrest, 
to  effect  such  arrest  at  reasonable  hours, 
and  in  a  more  seemly  and  less  violent 
fashion? 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Yes,  Sir; 
Mr.  Hodnett  was  arrested  under  the 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ire- 
land) Act,  on  reasonable  suspicion  of 
breaking  and  entering  a  dwelling-house, 
and  committed  to  prison.  He  was  ar- 
rested at  4  o'clock  in  the  morning  by  a 
sub-inspector  of  police  and  10  men. 
The  pouce  had  to  lorce  open  his  door  in 
order  to  effect  his  arrest.  With  regard 
to  the  early  hour  of  his  arrest  it  was  due 
to  the  circumstance  that  the  people  of 
the  place  had  refused  cars  to  the  police, 
and  it  was  necessary  to  convey  the  pri- 
soner to  Skibbereen  and  to  catch  the 
6  o'clock  train  at  that  place.  They  had 
to  march  to  Skibbereen,  and  lost  the 
train  in  consequence  of  a  delay  of  three 
hours,  which  was  caused  by  the  refusal 
of  Mr.  Hodnett  to  get  up  and  dress  him- 
self. He  was  informed  that  Mr.  Hod- 
nett was  Chairman  of  the  Sohull  Board 
of  Ghiardians,  and  Chairman  of  the 
Dispensary  Committee  of  that  Board. 

HIGHWAY  ACTS  — SURVEYORS  OF 
HIGHWAYS— THE  ACCOUNTS. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Gt>vemment  Board, 
If  he  has  yet  boon  able  to  modify  the 
inconvenient  forms  of  account  hitherto 
required  to  be  filled  up  by  highway  sur- 
veyors in  country  districts  ? 


Mr.  DODSON  :  I  am  glad  to  say  that 
I  have  been  able  to  see  my  way  to 
modify  considerably  the  forms  of  ac- 
counts required  to  be  kept  by  highway 
surveyors  in  country  districts,  and  the 
necessary  order  for  that  purpose  was 
issued  on  the  10th  instant. 

ENDOWED  SCHOOLS— HUOIE'S 
CHARITY— THE    COMMISSIONERS' 

SCHEME. 

Mb.  summers  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council,  Whether  there 
is  any  probability  that  the  scheme  drawn 
up  by  the  Charity  Commissioners  for  the 
administration  of  the  Foundation  known 
as  Hulme's  Charity  wiU,  either  in  its 
present  or  in  an  amended  form,  be  car- 
ried into  effect  within  a  reasonable 
period  of  time ;  and,  whether  he  can 
state  to  the  House  the  reasons  for  the 
delay  that  has  taken  place  in  carrying 
out  recommendations  that  were  made 
nearly  two  years  ago  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  The  scheme  for 
the  Hulme  Charity  received  immediate 
attention  on  our  accession  to  Office.  It 
is  one  of  great  importance  and  of  con- 
siderable difficulty.  It  has  been  the 
subject  of  nine  deputations  and  of 
lengthened  negotiations,  and  it  has  now 
been  remitted  to  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners in  order  that  certain  alterations 
may  be  made  in  its  provisions.  It  is 
impossible,  at  present,  to  say  at  what 
time  the  scheme  will  become  law ;  that 
depends  upon  jprocoodings  over  which 
the  Education  Department  can  exercise 
no  control ;  but  should  the  amendments 
we  have  suggested  be  accepted  by  the 
parties  interested  there  is  no  reason 
why  the  scheme  should  not  take  effect 
this  Session. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  —  THE  TRANSVAAL 
(MILITARY  OPERATIONS)  —  THE 
ACTION  AT  MAJUBA  HILL— THE 
16th  HUSSARS. 

Mr.  GILBERT  LEIGH  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
the  telegram  published  in  the  '*  Daily 
News"  of  March  2  concerning  the  16th 
Hussars  is  true,  namely : 

**  The  chief  cause  of  the  disaster  was  the  am- 
munition running  short.  When  the  troops  re- 
treated the  llussars  were  sent  out  with  eight 
mules  ain"viiii?  ammunition  to  cover  the  retreat, 
hut  on  r<  aching  the  Nek  under  the  Hill  the 
HuBSiirs  were  tfiken  hy  surprise.  They  then 
dismounted  and  commenced  firing,  the  1i«.>i^';4 
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and,  if  not  true,  whether  he  will,  in  tlie 
interest  of  the  regiment,  ofEcially  con- 
tradict it  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  In  reply  to  my 
hoQ.  Friend,  I  have  to  state  ttiat  I  have 
recoived  no  letter  having  epeeial  refer- 
ence to  the  telegram  in  7K«  Daili/  Niwt, 
and  that,  for  the  reasons  I  gave  some 
weeks  ago,  I  am  nnwilling  to  telegraph 
for  reports  upon  newspaper  tele^ams, 
tmlesa  the  interests  of  toe  Public  Service 
E^ould  render  it  necessary.  But  I  have 
read  a  private  letter  from  the  officer  in 
charge  of  the  ammunitioa  on  the  occa- 
sion referred  to  by  my  hon.  Friend,  in 
which  he  said  that  all  the  ammunition, 
80  far  &om  being  lost,  was  saved,  except 
two  boxes,  which  were  oaamulethat  was 
shot.  Only  four  men  of  the  1 5th  Hua- 
sars  were  killed,  wounded,  or  prisoners. 
Perhaps  I  may  add  that  the  despatches 
about  the  Majuha  action  will  be  pub- 
lished in  Tht  Oauttt,  and  that  they  will 
he  accompanied  by  excellent  maps. 


Mr.  MOeS  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  captains  of 
cavalry  and  infantry  now  holding  staff 
appointments,  and  who  may  be  promoted 
on  the  let  July  next,  will  be  allowed  to 
retain  such  appointments  ? 

Mr.  OHILDEES  r  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that, 
under  the  present  Warrant,  a  seconded 
captain,  on  promotion  to  a  majority,  is 
required  to  join  his  regiment,  unless  the 
appointment  for  which  he  was  seconded 
be  again  granted  to  him  in  the  higher 
rank.  This  appears  to  me  a  sound  rule ; 
but  suggestions  for  its  modification,  when 
promotion  to  majorities  are  made  on  the 
Ist  of  July  next,  are  being  considered 
by  a  Committee  at  the  War  Office. 


Mb.  BITCHIE  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  a  Petition 
from  the  Temporary  Writers  and  Copy- 
ists, on  the  subject  of  their  remunera- 
tion, was  received  at  the  Treasury  in 
July  1880;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
matter  had  received  or  was  receiving 
tlie  attention  of  the  Lorda  of  the  Trea- 
Mr.  OiHtrt  Ltigh 


Bury,  and  when  the  memorialists  might 
expect  to  receive  an  answer  to  thmr  peti- 
tion? 

Lord  FREDEBICK  CATENDI8H: 
The  Petition  referred  to  was  received, 
and  its  receipt  acknowledged  on  the 
same  day.  The  subject  of  it  bad  been 
carefully  considered  by  the  Treasui^ 
under  the  late  Government,  and  their 
decision  was  oommanicated  in  ISTTia 
reply  to  a  similar  Memorial.  The  pre- 
sent Board  of  Treasury  see  no  reaion 
for  departing  from  that  decnsion.  The 
present  Memorial  contains  no  new  facta, 
and  it  is  obviously  not  for  the  advantage 
of  the  Public  Service  that  cxmtroversies 
of  this  kind  should  be  encouraged. 

INDIA— THE  MADRAS  IREIGATIOS 
COMPANY. 

Mr.  RITCHIE  asked  the  Secretaty 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  he  has  any 
objection  to  laying  upon  the  Table  s 
statement  of  the  terms  upon  which  the 
undertaking  of  the  Madras  Irrigatiott 
Company  has  recently  been  pur^iated 
by  the  GoTemmont,  and  also  u  the  pur- 
chase will  require  the  sanotion  of  Par- 
liament ? 

The  MABttUESs  of  HABTINGTON: 
The  terms  upon  whioh  it  is  proposed  to 

furchase  the  undertaking  of  the  Madru 
rrigation  Company  were  contained  in  a 
letter  from  the  Under  Secretary  of  ths 
India  Office  to  Mr.  Bouverie,  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Company.  There  will  b« 
no  objection  to  lay  that  letter  on  the 
Table,  and  placing  the  House  in  pot- 
session  of  the  proposed  terms.  Fn- 
ceedtngs  are  in  progress  in  the  Coniti 
of  Law  for  the  purpose  of  winding  np 
the  Company;  and  it  is  hoped  that  thoN 
proceedings  will  result  in  the  adoption 
of  the  terms  contained  in  the  letter 
whioh  I  have  mentioned ;  but  it  is  not 
yet  known  whether  it  will  be  neoesaaij 
to  obtain  powors  from  Parliament  or 
not. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL- 
THE  NEGOTIATIONS. 
Mr.  STAKLET  LEIGHTOJT  ssksd 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  tha 
Colonies,  Whether  the  statement,  that 
there  was  a  secret  naderstandiaiff  be- 
tween Sir  Evelyn  Wood  and  theBoeis 
to  the  effect  that  Her  Majesty's  trooos 
would  not  occupy  a  portion  of  tns 
Queen's  territory  in  Natal  called  Lang*! 
Nek,  is  correct  t 
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Mb.  GEANT  duff  :  There  was  no 
secret  understanding,  but  a  distinct  pub- 
lic agreement  announced  to  the  Oolonial 
Office  by  a  telegram  which  arrived  on 
the  22nd  of  March,  and  was  communi- 
cated to  Parliament  in  the  Soutii  African 
Papers,  marked  2,837,  where  the  hon. 
Member  will  find  the  statement  exactly 
as  made  to  us  by  Sir  Evelyn  Wood 
upon  page  29. 


INDIA  (FINANCE,  &c.)— OPIUM 
TAXATION. 
Mb.  J.  W.  PEASE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AflFairs. 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  received  the  views  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  as  to  the  arrangement 
proposed  in  Sir  Thomas  Wade^8  Des- 
patch of  31st  January  1881 ;  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  yet  re- 
ceived from  Sir  Thomas  Wade  those 
observations  on  the  subject  of  Opium 
taxation  which,  in  that  Despatch,  he 
proposes  to  forward  to  Lord  Salisbury 
in  a  **  Separate  Despatch;"  whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  can,  witiiout 
disadvantage  to  the  public  Service,  lay 
upon  the  Table  any  further  Papers  re- 
lating to  the  ratification  of  the  Chefoo 
Convention,  especially  those  relating  to 
the  manner  m  which  the  **Likin" 
would  be  collected  by  the  different  pro- 
vincial Gbvemments,  and  as  to  how  far 
the  term  of  five  years,  alluded  to  by  the 
Prince  of  Kung  in  his  Despatch  of  the 
14th  J&Ruary  1880  to  Sir  Thomas  Wade 
as  the  period  for  the  trial  of  the  ar- 
rangements, has  been  agreed  upon ; 
and,  whether  any  date  has  been  named 
fop  "putting  the  plan  in  operation," 
as  urged  by  the  Prmce  of  Kung  in  his 
Despatch  of  20th  November  1879  (con- 
tained in  the  Paper,  **  China,"  No.  2, 
1880?) 

SiK  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  It  is 
true  that  Sir  Thomas  Wade  in  his 
despatch  of  January  31,  1880  (China, 
No.  2,  1880)  promised  a  further  Report 
on  the  opium  question,  and  that  this 

Sromise  was  repeated  in  a  telegram 
ated  May  6,  1880.  On  July  31  we  in- 
quired by  telegraph  whent  his  Report 
would  be  forthcoming,  and  Sir  Thomas 
Wade  replied,  on  the  11th  of  August, 
that  it  was  still  incomplete,  and  would, 
when  finished,  contain  little  new  matter. 
On  the  19th  of  August  we  telegraphed 
Bf^ia  to  know  if  any  new  objection  had 
arisen  to  the  five  yean'  arrangement,  as 


assented  to  previously,  the  nature  of 
which  is  fully  explained  in  China  No.  2, 
1880.  Sir  Thomas  Wade  answered  by 
telegraph  on  the  30th  of  August  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  obtain  the  assent 
of  the  other  Treaty  Powers  to  the  pro- 
posed arrangements,  and  that  he  feared 
that  this  assent  would  be  withheld  **  un- 
less the  Chinese  Government  relieved 
foreign  trade  from  undue  taxation  in- 
land." In  view  of  this  great  delay  it 
was  proposed  by  the  Foreign  Office  in 
two  letters  to  the  India  Office,  dated 
September  21  and  November  30,  that  an 
effort  should  at  once  be  made  to  obtain 
directly  from  the  various  Treaty  Powers 
their  assent  to  the  five  years'  arrange- 
ment. India  Office  replies  were  dated 
January  8  and  January  27,  and  in  these 
the  Foreign  Office  was  informed  that 
after  communication  with  the  Indian 
Government  they  had  no  objection  to 
the  plan,  provided  satisfactory  informa- 
tion could  be  obtained  on  certain  de- 
tails in  regard  to  ''likin"  barriers.  A 
tele^am  was  addressed  to  Sir  Thomas 
Wade  on  the  5th  of  February  request- 
ing him  to  furnish  at  once  the  required 
details.  Upon  the  19th  of  March  he 
replied  by  telegraph  that  the  points  in 
question  had  been  discussed  with  the 
Chinese  Government,  who  were  engaged 
on  inquiries  which  would  enable  mm  to 
return  an  exact  answer  by  telegraph. 
The  observations  which  Sir  Thomas 
Wade  promised  have  not  yet  been  re- 
ceived, and  Her  Majesty's  Government 
cannot  take  any  steps  to  put  the  plan 
referred  to  in  operation  until  the  fur- 
ther information  recently  called  for  from 
him  has  been  obtained.  Sir  Thomas 
will,  however,  be  instructed  by  telegraph 
to  press  the  Chinese  Government  to 
furnish  the  information  required,  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  lay  ad- 
ditional Papers  on  the  Table  as  soon  as 
they  properly  can. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH— SMALL-POX 
(METROPOLIS). 
Colonel  M AKINS  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  authoritiea 
of  the  Fulham  Smallpox  Hospital,  or 
the  parish  authorities,  are  erecting  a 
temporary  wooden  building  for  the  re- 
ception of  smallpox  patients  on  the  sur- 
face and  extending  to  the  whole  width 
of  the  Imperial  Eoad  leading  to  the 
Biver  Thames  from  the  Fulham  Boad ; 
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and,  if  so,  by  what  authority  such  an 
erection  is  placed  upon  a  highway  dedi- 
cated to  the  use  of  the  public  ? 

Mr.  DODSON  :  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  no  information  as  to 
the  erection  of  any  such  accommodation 
at  Fulham  for  the  reception  of  small- 
pox patients.  The  only  two  authori- 
ties over  whom  the  Board  have  any 
jurisdiction  in  relation  to  the  pro- 
vision of  hospitals  at  Fulham  are  the 
managers  of  the  Metropolitan  Asylums 
District  and  the  Guardians ;  and  from 
neither  of  these  bodies  have  the  Board 
received  any  intimation  of  an  intention 
to  adopt  a  course  so  extraordinary  as 
that  of  setting  up  a  small-pox  hospital 
upon  a  public  highway. 

CONTAGIOUS     DISEASES    (ANIMALS) 
ACTS— FOOT-AND-MOUTH  DISEASE. 

Mr.  LONG  asked  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  cattle  disease  has  been  conveyed  to 
animals  by  the  use  of  manure  brought 
from  yards  where  diseased  animals  have 
been  slaughtered ;  and,  whether  he  can 
suggest  any  means  of  preventing  the  use 
of  manure  brought  from  such  yards, 
either  for  the  purpose  of  manufacturing 
artificial  manure  or  any  other  object ; 
and,  also,  whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
disease  has  been  transmitted  by  the  car- 
riage of  the  hides  of  cattle  which  have 
died  from  disease,  or  been  slaughtered 
as  a  consequence  of  their  suffering 
from  it  ? 

Mk.  MUNDELLA  :  With  regard  to 
the  carriage  of  hides  I  believe  there  are 
no  regulations ;  but  I  will  make  inquiry 
on  the  subject.  No  doubt,  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  can  be  conveyed  by  the 
improper  use  of  tlio  manure  of  diseased 
animals ;  but  we  have  no  report  of  any 
outbreak  from  this  cause.  The  Animals 
Order,  Article  22,  requires  the  local 
authority  to  cause 

"All  litter,  dung,  or  other  thing  that  has 
boon  in  contact  with  or  used  about  such  animals 
(i.^.,  a  diseased  animal)  to  bo  disinfected,  burnt, 
OP  destroyed.'* 

And  Article  54  of  the  same  Order  for- 
bids the  movement  of  any  such  manure, 
except  under  a  licence  from  the  local 
authority  granted  upon  the  certificate  of 
an  Inspector,  certifying  that  it  has  been 
disinfected.  We  are  unable  to  suggest 
any  means  more  effectual  than  these, 
and  it  is  for  the  local  authority  to  see 
that  they  are  effectually  carried  out.     If 

Colonel  Making 


they  are  properly  carried  out,  I  believe 
they  will  be  found  sufficient. 

THE  CONVERSION  OF  TERMINABLE 
ANNUITIES. 

Sir  JOHN  HAY  (for  Mr.  J.  G.  Hub. 
bard)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, At  what  rate  of  interest  the 
annuities  terminable  at  1 885  are  to  be  con- 
verted into  stock,  and  existing  stock  con- 
verted into  annuities  terminating  in  1906, 
and  what  amount  of  stock  is  to  be  bo 
converted;  and,  whether  he  wiU,  pre- 
vious to  the  discussion  of  the  Budget, 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  state- 
ment showing  for  each  of  the  ensuing 
twenty-five  years  the  reduction  proposed 
to  be  effected  in  the  National  Debt,  dis- 
tinguishing the  amounts  resulting  from 
the  operation  of  the  terminable  annui- 
ties, and  the  amounts  estimated  to  result 
from  the  sinking  funds  ? 

Mr.   GLADSTONE  :    We  have  not 
thought  that  the  time  was  yet  come  to 
determine  the  rate  of  interest  at  which 
the  Annuities  terminable  at  1 885  are  to 
be  converted  into  Stock,  because  I  am  not 
prepared  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  pur- 
pose  until  the  Bud^t  Bill  is  out  of  the 
way.     I  therefore  think  it  will  be  better 
for  me  to  postpone  the  explanation  until 
the   introduction   of   the    Bill ;  but  the 
necessary  information  will   be    in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members  before  that  time. 
The  second  part  of  the  inquiry  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  refers  to  two  subjects. 
The  first  is  as  to  the  reduction  expected 
to  be  made  in  the  National  Debt  by  the 
operation  of  the  Annuities  and  the  Sink- 
ing Fund,  distinguishing  between  eacL 
I  confess  I  would  rather  be  excused  from 
expressing  any  opinion  as  to  the  amooot 
of  reduction  likely  to  occur  in  a  seriesof 
years,  as  I  am  asked  to  do.    It  was  done 
in  the  time  of  the  late  Government,  but 
as  I  think,  rather  in  deference  to  the 
opinion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  than 
out  of  any  distinct  approval  of  such  t 
course.     There  is  this  strong  objection 
in  my  mind  to  such  a  course,  that  it  ip- 
pears  in  the  face  of  the  world  to  bear  the 
appearance  of  a  promise  on  the  part  <rf 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
there  shall    be  a  surplus — a    promise 
which  it  is  out  of  the  question  for  anr 
man  in  his  senses  to  make  as  applying 
to  a  series  of  years.     I  therefbre  t*^ 
it  is  better  to  avoid  even  the  appoaiance 
of  making  such  a  proauae. 
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STATE  OF    IRELAND— LAND    LEAGUE 
MEETINGS— SPEECH   OF   MR.  DILLON. 

Mr.  long  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fol- 
lowing observations  made  by  Mr.  Dillon 
at  the  Land  League  meeting  on  Tuesday 
last: — 

"  He  (Mr.  Dillon)  would  mention  a  case  which 
occurred  in  his  own  county,  Tipperary,  the  other 
day,  but  which  has  not  appeared  in  the  news- 
papers. It  was  a  case  in  which  forty  police 
wore  brought  to  assist  in  putting  a  man  out. 
They  found  the  front  door  barricaded.  The 
priest  stood  by  and  said  he  would  not  interfere, 
but  thought  it  right  to  inform  the  police  that  the 
flrtt  blow  they  struck  the  door  would  result  in 
^Ye  or  six  of  them  being  shot  by  the  men  who 
were  inside  with  loaded  rifles.  The  police  held 
a  consultation,  and  then  decided  to  return  to 
Thurles;" 

and,  further,  he  (Mr.  Dillon)  said 
that— 

"  If  thus  sought  on  any  large  scale  to  carry 
oat  evictions,  the  people  were  prepared  to  offer 
resistance,  and  would  do  so,  and  he  certainly 
should  say  that  the  next  time  a  man  was  shot 
in  Ireland  for  refusing  to  leave  his  house,  pos- 
sibly the  verdict  would  be,  if  he  was  not  very- 
much  mistaken,  one  of  wilful  murder,  not 
a^^nst  the  policeman  who  may  have  shot  him, 
but  against  Gladstone  and  Forster,  under  whoso 
orders  the  police  fired ;  " 

and,  whether  he  intends  taking  any 
steps  thereon  ? 

Mb.  sexton  said,  that  before  that 
Question  was  answered,  he  wished  to 
know,  having  presided  at  the  meeting 
in  question,  and  having  heard  the 
speech,  whether  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
read  a  full  report  of  the  speech;  and 
whether,  if  he  had  done  so,  it  did  not 
^pear  &om  it  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
l^pperarj  was  only  fulfilling  a  public 
duty  in  stating  by  way  of  warning  facts 
which  had  come  to  his  knowledge ;  and 
whether  it  did  not  further  appear  from  it 
that  he  was  urging  upon  the  Government 
the  duty  of  maintaining  order,  and  of 
preserving  peace  in  Ireland  during  the 
period  that  must  elapse  before  the  pas- 
sage of  measures  of  reform  by  prevent- 
ing the  intolerable  hardships  which  must 
arise  from  such  a  cruel  exercise  of  the 
powers  of  the  agrarian  law  as  it  stood  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER:  The  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  was  only  put  on  the 
Paper  last  night,  and,  as  I  have  not  had 
an  opportunity  for  communicating  with 
t^e  Executive  in  Ireland  on  the  subject, 
I  will  ask  him  to  repeat  his  Question  on 
Monday. 


RUSSIA— CENTRAL   ASIA— RECALL  OF 
GENERAL  SKOBELEFF. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
What  is  the  date  of  General  Skobeleff's 
recall;  and  when  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment first  received  authentic  information 
of  it? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  The  first 
information  of  General  Skobeleff's  recall 
was  received  on  the  22nd  ultimo,  and 
was  confirmed  by  a  despatch  from  Lord 
Dufferin  of  the  26th  ultimo,  which  ap- 
pears in  the  Papers  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment (Central  Asia,  No.  3.)  I  am  un- 
able to  state  the  exact  date  on  which 
the  orders  for  General  Skobeleff^s  return 
were  despatched  from  St.  Petersburg. 

STATE  OF   IRELAND— ALLEGED   OUT- 
RAGE AT  MUCKR08S. 

Mr.  THOENHILL  gave  Notice  that 
on  Monday  he  should  ask  a  Question  of 
the  right  non.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  as  to  an  outrage  said 
to  have  been  committed  on  the  agent  of 
Mr.  Herbert  at  Muckross  Abbey  in  the 
county  of  Kerry,  Ireland,  whose  ears 
were  said  to  have  been  cut  off  by  a  band 
of  men  who  broke  into  his  house  in  the 
night  time. 

PARLIAMENTARY    OATHS    ACT- 
LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
has  a  Notice  to  give  this  evening  with 
respect  to  the  procedure  of  the  House, 
and  I  am  anzious  to  introduce  the  sub- 
ject without  delay  to  the  House.  We 
have  made  such  inquiries  as  we  could 
with  respect  to  the  probabilities  of  our 
passing,  without  serious  difficulty,  a  Bill 
for  the  alteration  of  the  Parliamentary 
Oaths  Act,  as  we  thought  there  appeared 
to  be  a  very  widely-spread  acquiescence, 
if  not  concurrence — [Mr.  Warton:  No  !] 
— I  did  not  say  it  was  unanimous — a 
very  widely-spread  acquiescence  in  the 
idea  that  that  was  the  only  method  in 
which  a  question,  otherwise  somewhat 
menacing  to  the  dignity  of  the  House, 
could  be  dealt  with.  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  will  give 
a  Notice  to  that  effect  to-night.  I  trust, 
and  indeed  I  think  I  may  take  it  for 
granted,  that  the  House  will  be  desirous 
to  have  the  Bill  in  their  hands  as  soon 
as  possible ;  and,  therefore,  I  shall  assume 
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that  there  will  be  no  opposition  to  bring- 
ing it  in  for  the  purpose  of  printing  and 
laying  it  on  the  Table  on  Monday  even- 
ing. Then,  assuming  so  far,  we  should 
propose  to  proceed  with  it  at  a  Morning 
Sitting ;  and  as  the  Bill  will  consist  of 
only  a  very  few  lines,  we  should  propose, 
in  the  interest  of  all  parties,  to  take  that 
Morning  Sitting  on  Tuesday,  if  that  be 
agreeable  to  the  general  view  of  the 
House.  But  if  it  be  not  agreeable  to 
the  general  view  of  the  House,  if  I 
should  learn  between  this  and  Monday, 
or  on  Monday,  that  it  would  be  desirable 
to  take  it  on  a  later  day,  we  would  then 
postpone  the  Morning  Sitting.  I  wish 
to  observe  that  a  discussion  on  the  in- 
troduction of  a  Bill  could  not  be  taken 
at  a  Morning  Sitting.  A  Morning  Sit- 
ting is  for  disposing  of  the  Orders  of  the 
Day,  and  such  a  discussion  could  not  con- 
veniently be  taken,  except  in  the  shape 
of  an  adjourned  debate. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
did  not  quite  understand  when  it  is  pro- 
posed tliat  leave  shall  be  asked  to  bring 
m  the  Bill  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  On  Monday  night. 
Notice  will  be  given  to-night,  and  leave 
asked  on  Monday  night. 

Mr.  NE WDEG ate  lioped  that,  if  the 
course  proposed  to  be  taken  were  adopted, 
he  would  not  be  precluded  from  proceed- 
ing with  the  Motion  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice  on  the  subject.  He  begged 
to  ask  when  the  Prime  Minister  antici- 
pated that  the  Bill  would  be  placed  in 
the  hands  of  hon.  Members  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  No  doubt  the 
Bill  will  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members  on  the  first  morning  after  leave 
has  been  given  to  introduce  the  measure. 
The  Bill  is  not  a  long  one,  and  has  been 
already  drawn ;  but  we  cannot  place  it 
in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  until 
leave  has  been  given  to  introduce  it. 

Loud  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
gave  Notice  that  if  the  Motion  for  Leave 
to  introduce  the  Bill  were  not  made  before 
half-past  12  o'clock  on  Monday  night  he 
should  oppose  it. 

ORDERS     OF    TEE    BAY. 

SUrPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair.'' 

Mi\  QhtUtofu 


POWER    OF    REPRESENTATIVES 
(ABROAD).— RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  RICHAED,  in  rising  to  move— 

'*  That  tho  power  claimed  and  exercised  \ij 
the  rcpresontatiires  of  this  Country  in  Tariou 
parts  of  the  world  to  contract  cngagemcnti, 
annex  t<>rritorios,  and  make  war  in  the  name  of 
the  Nation  without  authority  from  the  Cenlnl 
Government  is  opposed  to  the  principles  of  t]» 
British  Constitution,  is  at  Torianco  with  recog- 
nised rules  of  International  Law,  and  isfraiig^ 
with  danger  to  the  honour  and  true  interetti  of 
the  country," 

said,  it  appeared  that,  of  all  nations  in 
the  world,  it  was  most  necessary  for  thii 
country  to  keep  the  action  of  its  Beprs- 
sentatives  abroad  under  efficient  control, 
inasmuch  as  we  had   so  enlarg^  the 
boimdaries  of  our  Empire,  and  were  n 
much  engaged  in  commerce  in  all  parti 
of  the  world,  that  we  were  constanth 
coming  into  contact   with   men  of  ifi 
races  and  of  every  shade  of  social  and 
political  condition  on  the  globe.   Again, 
our  scientific  men  and  our  missionariei, 
fired  with  a  zeal  beyond  our  control, 
penetrated  into  the  most  remote  lasdi, 
and  they  were  followed,   almost  as  t 
matter  of  course,  by  our  national  official 
Eepresentatives,  who  felt  bound  to  un- 
dertake the  task  of  defending  their  per- 
sons and  watching  over  their  interests. 
Unfortunately,  also,  ships  of  war  belong* 
ing  to  this  nation  were  found  wandering 
in  every  sea,  and  their  officers,  anxion 
to  relieve  their  tedious  and  monotonooi 
life,  were  only  too  ready  to  lend  their 
services  on  small  provocation,  andsom^ 
times  to  onterprizes  of  a  very  qui'stion- 
able  character.     To  that  must  be  added 
tho  masterful  and  domineering  temper 
of  tlie  men  of  our  race ;  for  there  seemed 
to  be  an  inborn  conviction  at  the  bottom 
of  the  hearts  of  all  Englishmen  that  no 
felicity  could  be  so  great  to  any  people 
as  to  be  subjugated  and  governed  Djvi. 
Very  rigid  regulations,  therefore,  were 
necessary  to  restrain  these  arrogant  t^ 
sumptions  on  the  part  of  our  Bepreses- 
tatives.    In  order  to  make  g^ood  his  first 
proposition,    that    our   Bepresentatins 
were  too  prone  to  exercise  their  power 
of  making  war  without  the  authority  d 
the  Central  Power,  he  need  only  refer 
to  what  had   passed   within    his   ovn 
memory.     Unhappily,    the   evidence  in 
support  of  that  proposition  was  only  too 
voluminous ;  and,  therefore,  all  he  bid 
to  do  was  to  make  a  selection  of  it  to  Uy 
before  tho  House.    The  oxigin  of  te 
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second  Burmese  War  had  been  stated 
with  g^eat  force  by  Mr.  Cobden  in  a 
pamphlet  he  had  written  on  the  subject. 
In  1851,  Lord  Dalhousie,  who  was  Go- 
vernor General  of  India,  sent  Commodore 
liambert  with  a  small  squadron  to  Ean- 

foon,  in  order  to  collect  a  claim  of  £950 
ue  as  compensation,  or  alleged  to  be 
due,  to  two  British  captains  for  some 
wrong  that  had  been  inflicted  upon  them. 
The  instructions  given  to  Oommodore 
Lambert  with  regard  to  his  force  were 
most  express.  No  act  of  hostility  was 
to  be  permitted,  although  the  Governor 
Bhould  be  unfavourable  to  the  demand 
made.  The  Commodore  was  also  fur- 
nished with  despatches  to  the  King  of 
Burmah,  and  instead  of  applying  to  the 
GK)vemor  of  Bangoon  he  went  to  the 
Song  of  Burmah,  who  promised  to  com- 
ply with  the  demand,  and  to  recall  the 
Wovemor  of  Eangoon.  But  when  the 
new  Governor  came  to  Eangoon,  Com- 
modore Lambert  chose  to  take  offence 
regarding  a  miserable  piece  of  etiquette 
in  reference  to  his  senaing  his  acknow- 
ledgments to  the  Governor  General  of 
India  without  waiting  for  instructions. 
Without  communicating  with  the  King 
of  Burmah,  in  less  than  six  hours  after 
the  alleged  act  was  committed  Commo- 
dore Lambert  undertook  to  declare  war 
against  the  State  of  Burmah.  A  ship 
was  seized,  and  when  an  attempt  was 
made  to  resist  its  being  taken  from  the 
river,  he  fired  upon  the  people,  inflicting 
neat  slaughter  upon  them.  So  began 
the  second  Burmese  War,  which  g^ew 
into  very  large  dimensions ;  and  the 
employment  of  Englishmen  on  Easter 
Mondav  in  the  year  1852  was  the  firing 
of  red-not  shot  into  the  large  and  popu- 
lous town  of  Eangoon ;  and  after  slaugh- 
tering large  numbers  of  the  Burmese 
and 'expending  immense  sums  of  money, 
he  ended  by  annexing  the  Province  of 
Bangoon,  which  was  as  large  as  the 
whole  of  England.  He  was  not  going 
to  discuss  the  merits  of  that  second  Bur- 
mese War.  What  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to  was  this — that  here  they 
liad  a  subordinate  officer,  of  his  own 
znere  will,  making  war  with  the  Queen's 
ships  upon  the  Kingdom  of  Burmah, 
witnout  any  authority  from  the  Home 
Oovemmenty  without  going  to  the  head 
of  the  (Government  of  Burmah  and  ask- 
ing for  explanations,  and  in  direct  de- 
fiance of  the  instructions  of  the  Governor 
Oeneral  of  India.    His  second  illustra- 


tion was  the  Chinese  War  of  1857.  That 
war  was  begun  by  Sir  John  Bowring 
entirely  on  his  own  responsibility.  That 
war  was  condemned  by  a  vote  of  the 
House.  The  whole  Conservative  Party 
in  the  House  joined  in  that  condemna- 
tion. Lord  Grey,  Lord  Russell,  Mr.  Sid- 
ney Herbert,  Mr.  Cobden,  and  almost 
every  man  of  distinction  unconnected 
with  the  Government  in  both  Houses 
disapproved  of  that  war.  There  was  no 
reason  why  the  question  of  the  Arrow ^ 
which  was  a  mere  legal  question,  should 
not  have  been  referred  nome,  and  if  it 
had  been  there  would  have  been  no  war. 
They  should  have  been  spared  the  spend- 
ing of  £6,000,000,  they  should  not  have 
exasperated  the  Chinese,  and  they  should, 
above  all,  have  been  spared  the  shame  and 
guilt  of  appearing  before  the  world  as 
using  their  strength  to  oppress  a  weak  and 
an  unoffending  people.  He  now  came  to 
doings  in  South  Africa  in  our  own  time. 
The  complications  in  that  country  were 
owing,  in  a  great  degree,  to  the  assump- 
tion of  our  Representative  there  in  pur- 
suing a  policy  which  he  had  no  right  to 
pursue.  The  acts  which  had  brought 
us  so  much  inconvenience  and  dishonour 
were  not  the  acts  of  the  nation  at  all. 
Take,  for  instance,  the  annexation  of  the 
Transvaal.  In  his  opinion,  it  was  a  mis- 
take to  authorize  Sir  Theophilus  Shop- 
stone  to  use  his  own  discretion  as  to  the 
annexation  of  that  country.  He  was 
instructed  to  inquire  and  report  to  the 
Queen,  and  if  an  emergency  seemed  to 
require  it,  he  was  to  administer  those 
territories  in  her  name,  provided  the  in- 
habitants thereof,  or  a  sufficient  number 
of  them,  were  favourable  to  that  course. 
Those  conditions  were  not  fulfilled.  On 
the  lapse  of  six  weeks  Sir  Theophilus 
Shepstone,  without  consulting  the  Go- 
vernment at  home,  or  Sir  Henry  Barkly, 
then  Governor  at  the  Cape,  peremptorily 
annexed  the  whole  of  the  territories  of 
the  Transvaal  to  the  British  Crown. 
Nor  was  this  done  with  the  consent  of 
the  inhabitants.  There  was  not  a 
shadow  of  a  doubt  that  even  then  there 
was  evidence  that  the  great  body  of  the 
people  were  averse  to  the  transaction ; 
and  in  consequence  of  Sir  Theophilus 
Shepstone  having  departed  from  his  in- 
structions, and  acting  in  this  high- 
handed way,  we  were  involved  in  diffi- 
culties from  which  we  had  scarcely  yet 
escaped.  He  came  to  another  instance 
of  the  same  sort  in  South  Africa.    He 
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referred  to  the  Ziilu  War.  As  soon  as 
Sir  Bartlo  Frore  arrived  in  Soutli  Africa 
ho  assumed  the  attitude  of  an  absolute 
Monarch,  and  was  ready  to  snub  and  lec- 
ture anj'one  who  presumed  to  interfere 
in  any  way  with  his  supremacy.  Sir 
Bartle  Frere,  he  asserted,  began  the 
Zulu  War,  not  onlv  without  the  autho- 
rity  of  the  Colonial  Office,  but  against 
express  instructions  given  to  him  not  to 
do  so.  Notwithstanding,  however,  this 
strong  expression  of  opinion,  Sir  Bartle 
Frere  of  his  own  mere  wiU  plunged  the 
country  into  a  war  which  led,  in  the  first 
instance,  to  disaster  and  defeat,  and 
afterwards  to  many  bloody  engage- 
ments, in  which  at  least  10,000  Zulus 
were  slaughtered,  and  so  desolated  their 
country  that  since  that  time  they  had 
been  told  that  hundreds  of  the  people 
had  perished  from  famine.  In  that 
war  £5,000,000  of  the  money  of  the 
people  of  this  country  were  squan- 
dered. But  the  extraordinary  thing 
was  that  tlie  man  who  did  this  in 
the  teeth  of  the  instructions  from 
the  Government  at  home  was  retained 
in  his  ofTice.  He  came  to  another  still 
more  recent  instance  on  the  West  Coast 
of  Africa.  The  Euler  of  the  town  of 
Batanga  had  been  nick-named  King 
Jack  by  people  who  frequented  it.  The 
inhabitants  captured  a  person  entitled 
to  British  protection,  and  carried  him 
into  the  bush.  He  was  detained  for 
seven  weeks,  and  then  escaped,  having, 
according  to  his  own  acknowledgment, 
been  treated  very  kindly,  or,  at  least, 
without  any  undue  harshness.  But  a 
man  who  desired  to  magnify  his  own 
office  called  a  meeting  of  tlie  European 
inhabitants  of  the  town,  and  they  una- 
nimously decided  that  the  case  called 
for  the  application  of  force.  Who  were 
those  European  residents  ?  Tliey  con- 
sisted of  four  men,  two  of  whom  miglit 
be  Englishmen,  but  two  were  Germans ; 
and  the  Britisli  Consul  thought  he  liad  a 
right  to  call  on  the  conmiander  of  Her 
IMajesty's  ships  to  act  as  Protector  General 
of  all  the  commercial  adventurers  who 
went  to  that  coast,  to  wliatover  nation- 
ality they  belonged.  The  commander  on 
the  station  did  not  seem  much  enamoured 
of  the  task  he  was  invited  to  perform, 
and  he  demanded  proof  that  the  man 
who  had  been  wronged  was  a  British 
subject — proof  which  was  never  forth- 
coming; and  he  reminded  the  Consul 
that  the  GuvLrnmeut  did  not  profess  to 
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afford  protection  to  Britisli  subjects  who 
chose    to  establish    themselves  among 
savage  tribes  remote  from  our  stations. 
Commodore    Hichards'    scruples,    how- 
ever, were  allayed,  and  he  went  with 
British  vessels  to  the  spot  and  gave  in- 
structions to  Commander  Romilly,  of  the 
lioadicea,  to  carry  into  effect  the  vote  of 
the   four    European    residents.      Com- 
mander EomiUy  proceeded  accordinglj 
to  the  town  of  King  Jack  with  a  party 
of  140  officers  and  men;  no  opposition 
was  offered  to  their  landing.     The  ex- 
ploit   was    described     in     Commander 
Eomilly's  Report  to  the  Admiralty.  Hie 
town  comprised  300  well-built  huts,  some 
with  two  storeys,  and  forming  a  quad- 
rangle.    The  town  was  burned  down, 
many  canoes  were  destroyed,  the  banani 
trees  cut  down,  and  the  crops  also  de- 
stro3'ed.     Not  satisfied   witn    working 
this  amount  of  havoc,  a  detachment  wu 
sent  three-quarters  of  a  mile  along  the 
coast  to  burn  down  another  village.  The 
Admiralty  telegraphed  to  ask  the  reason 
for  the   burning  down  of  that  villagef 
and  it  was  alleged  that  the  people  there 
had  been  concerned  in  the  seizure  of  a 
man    who    had    been    taken    prisoner. 
Now,  in  his  opinion,  the  act  was  a  piece 
of  wanton  Vandalism.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber then  referred   to    another  case  in 
which  Acting-Consul    Easton  wrote  to 
the  senior  naval  officer  on  the  statioa 
asking  for  a  gun-boat  to  bo  sent  to  hdp 
him  in  chastising  the  Natives  of  Oonittha. 
The    officer  in   command   of   Iler  Ma- 
jesty's ship  P/owtfdr  unfortunately  listened 
to  the  Consul's  views,  and  wont  to  iflflics 
tlie  punishment  which  the  Consul  deemed 
to  be  demanded.     The  town  consisted  of 
five  villages,  with  a  short  distance  be- 
tween them.     When  the  boats  arriwd 
rockets  were  thrown  into  the  town  aod 
it   was   entirely  destroyed,  besides  the 
crops  and  property  to  a  large  amount. 
The  place  was  completely'  levelled,  in- 
cluding all  the  factorios.    In  The  AfrM 
Timen  an  extract  was  published  from  the 
letter  of  a  correspondent  on  the  Wess 
Coast  of  Africa,  probably  a  missionair. 
which  characterized  the  destraction  o( 
Oonitcha  as   a   cruel    and  wanton  art* 
wliich  merited  the  severest  reprobatioa, 
adding  that  the  mischief  whicnhadthns 
been  done  could  not  for  a  long  time  be 
repaired,  such  being  the  reyengeful  cha- 
racter of  the  Natives,  that  for  many 
years  to  come  they  would  hate  all  citi- 
lized  persons  ana  watoh  for  the  oppor- 
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tunity  of  doing  them  harm.     The  scene 
where  these  things  had  occurred  had 
been  a  centre  of  missionary  activity  as 
veil  as  of  commercial  operations;  but 
now  the  work  of  22  years,  during  which 
the  Church  of  England   Mission   had 
been  established  there,  was  brought  to  a 
dead-lock.    He  was  bound  to  say  ho  had 
read  the  records  of  those  transactions 
with  the  strongest  feelings  of  shame  and 
bumiliation.     Commander  Bichards,  in 
writing  about  them  to  the  Admiralty, 
said  that  was  an  ignoble  kind  of  war. 
In  fact,  it  was  not  war  at  all.     There 
was  no  resistance  offered  in  either  of 
those  instances ;    for    what    resistance 
could    the  ill-armed    or    the  unarmed 
Bayages  of  the  coast  of  Africa  offer  to  a 
force  wielding  the  tremendous  weapons 
which  science  had  furnished  to  civilized 
and  Christian  nations  for  the  destruc- 
tion of  their  enemies  ?    They  heard  of 
exploring    expeditions  and  enterprizes 
for  the  improvement  and  elevation  of 
barbarous  races;  of  Missionary  Societies 
established  to  carry  the  Gospel  into  the 
interior  of  their  country;  but  he  con- 
tended that  ships  of  war  and  bomb- 
shells were  but  sorry  agencies  for  the 
spread  of  Christianity  and  civilization  in 
Africa ;   and  that  the  resources  of  our 
Navy  ought  not  to  be  placed  at  the  dis- 
posflJ  of  any  set  of  commercial  adven- 
turers who  went  there  to  stir  up  quarrels 
with  the  unfortunate  Natives,  and  then 
invoked  the  strong  arm  of   the  Navy 
to  inflict  wholesale  and  indiscriminate 
vengeance  upon  them.     With  regard  to 
the  collisions  to  which  he  had  referred 
them,  he  had,  on  a  previous  occasion,  put 
a  Question  to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
who  subsequently    brought  the  matter 
before  the  attention  of  both  Lord  Qran- 
Tille    and    Lord    Northbrook,    and  he 
was  happy  to  see  that  they  had  taken 
it  up  bravely,  and  that  a  Minute  on 
the  subject  had  been  issued  both  from 
the  Foreign  Office  and  from  the  Ad- 
miralty.     He  had    read  that    Minute 
with  considerable  satisfaction,  and  he 
thanked  the  Government    for    it,   for, 
while  approving  of  the  action  of  the 
officers — that  was  the  unfortunate  lan- 
guage always  taken  by  officialism — they 
apoke  deploring  the  recurrence  of  war- 
like preparations  against  Native  Tribesi 
whose  progress  in  civilization  it    was 
their  desire  to  see,  and  enjoining  them, 
if  possible,  in  every  case  to  refer,  in  the 


first  instance,  home  for  instructions. 
Similar  instructions  had  been  sent  to  all 
the  officers  and  commanders  on  the  West 
Coast  of  Africa.  In  stating,  as  he  did 
in  his  Kesolution,  that  making  war  with- 
out authority  from  the  Central  Govern- 
ment was  contrary  to  the  British  Con- 
stitution, he  knew  that  he  was  using 
a  very  vague  phase.  So  far  as  he 
knew,  according  to  the  theory  of  the 
Constitution  at  the  present  time,  the 
power  of  peace  or  war  was  vested  in  the 
Sovereign — that  was  to  say,  in  the 
Cabinet  practically.  There  were  many 
who  believed  that  this  was  a  dangerous 
departure  from  former,  and,  in  this  in- 
stance, better  times.  He  felt  greatly 
obliged  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
for  these  steps  they  had  taken,  which 
he  hoped  would  operate  as  a  check  on 
such  reckless  and  wanton  proceedings 
as  those  he  had  described.  Kis  Motion 
stated  that  the  practices  he  deprecated 
were  opposed  to  the  principles  of  the 
British  Constitution.  He  was  aware 
that  the  phrase  ''British  Constitution" 
was  very  vague,  and  referred  to  a  thing 
that  was  not  very  easily  defined.  But 
he  supposed  that,  on  the  matter  now 
before  them,  the  theory  of  the  Constitu- 
tion, as  at  present  generally  understood, 
was  this — that  the  power  of  peace  and 
war  was  vested  in  the  Sovereign,  which, 
under  their  system  of  Government, 
meant,  practically,  the  Cabinet  in  Office 
for  the  time  being.  There  were  many 
who  believed  that  even  that  was  a 
dangerous  departure  from  the  prece- 
dents and  practices  of  former  and,  in 
that  respect,  better  times.  There  was  a 
time,  beyond  all  doubt,  in  their  history, 
when  the  consent  of  the  "Great  Council," 
and  afterwards  of  Parliament,  was  ne- 
cessary to  a  war,  or  a  Treaty.  Mr. 
Freeman,  in  his  ITiatory  of  the  Norman 
Conquest,  speaking  of  Anglo-Saxon  times, 
said — 

"Every  act  of  Government,  of  any  impor- 
tance, was  done,  not  by  the  King  alone,  but  by 
the  King  and  his  Witan.  The  Great  Council 
of  the  nation  had  its  active  share  in  those 
branches  of  government  wliicli  modern  Consti- 
tutional theories  mark  as  the  special  domain  of 

the  Executive The   King  and  his 

Witan,  and  not  the  King  alone,  concluded 
treaties,  made  grants  of  folk-land,  ordained  the 
assemblage  of  fleets  and  armies,  &c." 

In  a  remarkable  publication  issued  some 
years  ago,  by  Mr.  Toulmin  Smith,  on- 
titled  The  Parliamentary  Rememhraneer, 
there  were  many  cases,  cited  from  the 
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ancient  records  of  the  nation,  showing 
that  at  a  time  when  the  Sovereigns  were 
supposed  to  bo  less  subject  than  they 
were  now  to  Constitutional  checks,  thej' 
were  obliged,  or,  at  least,  thej'  were 
accustomed,  to  consult  the  Council  and 
Parliament  on  questions  of  peace  and 
war,  and  other  questions  connected  with 
foreign  policy.  Would  the  House  boar 
with  him  if  ho  mentioned  a  few  of  the 
instances  he  adduced  to  illustrate  that  ? 
In  the  fifth  year  of  Edward  III.,  the 
King's  Chancellor,  addressing  Parlia- 
ment, said  that  ho 

*' Summoned  the  Purliamenl  .  .  ;  .  in 
order  to  make  peace  or  otli(.T  issue  to  tho  dis- 
cussions between  the  Kings  of  England  and 
France.'* 

To  use  the  language  of  the  Polls  of 

Parliament — 

"  ITio  said  Bishop  of  Winchester,  Chancellor, 
on  the  part  of  our  Loril  the  King,  asked  of 
.  .  .  .  all  the  Barons  and  prcat  men  then 
assembled  whether  tho  King  should  tako  the 
way  of  arbitration  {proct'ii)  " 

— ^he  was  hap])y  to  find  that  even  in 
those  early  days  they  were  not  quite 
strangers  to  arbitration — 

"as  the  King  of  Fmrnc  had  pruposi-d,  or 
should  make  war.  The  Prelates,  I'-arls,  Barons, 
and  other  great  men  counselled,  as  the  best  that 
tho  Iving  should  make  a  friendly  Treat}'  with 
tho  King  of  France  on  the  aforesaid  matters.'* 

In  the  17tli  j-ear  of  tho  same  reign 
(1343)  a  Parliament  was  holden  at 
Easter.  Tho  cause  was  this — tho  King 
while  prosecuting  the  war  in  France, 
which  had  again  broken  out,  had  re- 
ceived a  message  from  tho  Pope,  in 
which  ho  besought  him  to  luako  a  truce 
with  the  view  to  the  conclusion  of  an 
honourable  peace.  Wlioroupon  he  scut 
Sir  Bartholomew  do  Barghawk  to  attest 
all  the  facts  to  Parliament,  and  asked  of 
it  permission  to  make  peace. 

"  The  said  Sir  Bartholomew  .said,  on  behalf 
of  tho  King,  that  because  this  war  was  under- 
taken and  bi'gun  by  the  common  c«»nprnt  of  the 
Prelates,  Loi^ds.  an«lCuiiiTnons,  the  King  did  not 
wish  to  ■  treat  of  peace,  nor  to  accept  of  peace, 
without  their  common  asnont." 

The  two  Houses  replied  that  tliey  ap- 
proved of  tho  truce.  In  the  next  year 
tho  King  informed  the  Parliament  that 
France  had  broken  tho  truce,  and  re- 
quested their  counsel  as  to  what  he  was 
to  do  in  so  great  a  necessity.  Both 
Houses  replied  that  the  war  must  be 
carried  on,  and  they'  voted  Supplies, 
only,  however,  on  condition  ''that  the 
money  be  sxieut  in  tho  business  shown 
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to  them  in  this  Parliament."  In  the 
28th  year  of  the  same  Kin^,  Parliament 
was  informed  that  negotiations  for  peace 
had  been  proposed,  out  that  the  Aing 
''  would  not  make  peace  without  tlw 
assent  of  the  Lords  and  Commons;** 
thereupon  he  inquired  if  they  were  will- 
ing. Eeply  in  the  affirmative  having  been 
made,  the  Chancellor  again  put  it  to 
them — ''Then  you  will  assent  to  the 
Treaty  of  perpetual  peace,  if  it  can  be 
made?"  And  the  Commons  replied, 
one  and  all,  "  Aye,  aye  ; "  on  whidb  it 
was  resolved  that  there  should  be  t 
public  record  thereof.  In  the  reign  of 
Henry  Y.,  the  King  summoned  a  F^ 
liament,  assigning  as  reason  that  he 
had,  "with  the  assent  of  all  the  estatei 
and  commonalty  of  the  realm,"  gone  to 
France  to  prosecute  the  war;  and,  htr- 
ing  gained  great  and  decisive  victories, 
ho  asks  again  "  the  gracious  aid  and 
counsel  of  the  Lords  and  Commons"  ai 
to  his  further  proceeding^.  And  when 
the  actual  peace  arrived,  the  Bolls  stite 
that,  by  a  provision  in  the  Tteitf 
itselif — 

'*  The  said  peace  needs  not  only  to  be  svon 
by  tho  8:iid  Kings  Ilcnry  oi  £uglaiid  and 
Chaiies  of  France,  but  also  to  bo  allomi 
accepted,  and  approired  by  the  three  EiUtcf  of 
each  Kingdom. 

He  might  cite  many  other  instance*, 
coming  down  to  much  later  periods  of 
their  history.  But  at  present  not  only 
did  the  Executive  Government  do  lU 
those  things  without  the  assent  of  Fa^ 
liamont,  but  small,  irresponsible  offidali 
in  all  parts  of  the  world  seemed  to  think 
they  were  at  liberty  to  do  them,  without 
oven  the  consent  of  the  Executive.  His 
Motion  also  declared  that  such  a  gooim 
was  at  variance  with  recognized  roles  of 
International  Law.  But  surely  it  iru 
scarcely  necessary  that  he  should  prore 
that ;  for  common  sense  told  them  Uiat, 
if  every  private  officer  of  a  Government 
was  permitted  to  take  questions  of  peace 
and  war  into  his  own  hands,  the  nlft- 
tions  of  States  would  become  a  universal 
chaos,  and  they  would  have  no  Lav  of 
Nations  at  all.  He  would  content  him- 
self with  giving  one  passage  from  YatteL 
lie  said — 

'*  Tt  would  bu  too  dangerous  to  allow  twrr 
citizen  the  liberty  of  doing  himself  jusliec 
against  foreij^crs,  as  in  that  case  thezv  vonli 
not  be  a  single  member  of  the  8tato  who  mii^t 
not  involve  us  in  war.  And  how  could  jmsav 
bo  prcservod  between  nations,  if  it  were  in  tb 
XK)wcr  of  every  privmte  in^vidual  to  disturb  isi 
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A  rieht  of  so  momentonB  a  nature — the  right  of 
judging  whether  the  nation  has  real  grounds  of 
complaint — whether  it  is  authorised  to  employ 
force  and  justifiable  in  taking  up  arms — ^whether 
jmdence  will  admit  of  such  a  step,  and  whether 
the  welfare  of  the  State  requires  it ;  that  ri^ht, 
I  say,  can  helong  only  to  the  body  of  the  nation, 
or  to  the  Sovereign,  her  representative.  It  is 
doubtless  one  of  those  rights  without  which 
there  can  be  no  salutary  government,  and  which 
therefore  called  rights  of  majesty." 


And,  finally,  he  alleged  that  that  as- 
snmptioii  of  authority,  on  the  part  of 
their  Agents,  was  fraught  with  danger 
to  the  honour  and  true  interests  of  the 
oountry.  Was  it  necessary  that  he 
should  say  one  word  in  illustration  of 
that  ?  The  question  really  was,  whether 
that  gpreat  nation  was  to  be  master  of  its 
own  destinies,  or  whether  every  petty 
officer,  dressed  in  a  little  brief  authority, 
was  to  be  at  liberty  to  pledge  the  blood 
and  treasure  and  moral  responsibility  of 
82,000,000  of  people,  to  any  extent,  at 
the  impulse  of  his  own  pride,  resent- 
znenty  or  caprice.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister,  in  the  elo- 
quent speech  he  deliyered  last  Session, 
on  his  (Mr.  Eiohards')  Motion  for  the 
Beduction  of  Armaments,   used  these 


« Nothing  can  be  so  ruinous  to  a  coimtry, 
nothing  so  mischievous  as  to  its  progress  and  the 
formation  of  a  just  civilization,  as  to  be  in  the 
poiition  which  we  have  too  often  witnessed  in 
the  CMO  of  Uie  inhabitants  of  our  own  Colonies 
in  later  times,  of  having  the  privilege  of  pro- 
Toldng  wan  for  which  they  were  not  called  upon 
to  pay."— [S  Santard,  ccliii.  103.] 

But  if  the  possession  and  exercise  of 
Buoh  a  power,  on  the  part  of  one  of  our 
Golonies,  was  so  mischievous  and  in- 
tolerable, how  much  more  so  that  it 
should  be  left  in  the  hands  of  individual 
officials  in  all  parts  of  the  globe,  plung- 
ing the  nation  into  imlimited  expen- 
diture, and  into  crime,  and  blood-guilti- 
nofls,  and  then  presenting  the  bill  for 
{hem  to  pay,  not  only  in  money,  but  in 
character  and  reputation,  who  had  never 
had  a  word  to  say  as  to  the  policy  they 
pursue.  Ho  thanked  the  House  for  the 
Kind  attention  with  which  they  had  lis- 
tened to  a  speech  which  might  have, 
perhaps,  too  long  tried  their  patience. 
But  the  question  was  a  very  large  one. 
He  felt  that  he  had  dealt  with  it  only 
impei^eotly,  but  he  had  done  what  he 
could ;  and  he  now  respectfully  com- 
mended his  Besolution  to  the  favourable 
conaideration  and  unanimous  acceptance 
of  the  HouBO. 


Mr.  EATH60NE  seconded  the  Beso- 
lution. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  the  power  claimed  and  exercised  hy  the  repre- 
sentatives of  this  Country  in  various  parts  of  the 
world  to  contract  engagements,  annex  territo- 
ries, and  make  war  in  the  name  of  the  Nation 
without  authority  from  the  Central  Government 
is  opposed  to  the  principles  of  the  British  Con- 
stitution, is  at  variance  with  recognised  rules  of 
International  Law,  and  is  fraught  with  danger 
to  the  honour  and  true  interests  of  the  Country," 
— {Mr.  Riehardf) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Me.   GLADSTONE:    Sir,   the   field 
opened  by  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend 
is,  indeed,  as  he  has  justly  observed,  a 
very  wide  one.     I  have  not  listened  to 
the  speeches  of  my  hon.  Friend  upon 
subjects  of  this  kind  without  a  g^eat 
deal  of  S3rmpathy  with  most  of  the  par- 
ticular opinions  they  convey,  and  espe- 
cially with  the  general  aim  and  pur- 
poses which  he  has  in  view.  Those  pur- 
poses are  always  in  the  main  those  of 
justice, humanity,  and  philanthropy.  But, 
Sir,  at  the  same  time,  I  am  bound  to 
say  I  do  not  think  that  this  is  a  Besolu- 
tion which  could  be  with  safety  or  ad- 
vantage adopted  by  the  House ;  and  I 
will  give  the  House,  as  well  as  I  can  in 
a  moderate  compass,  the  reasons  on  which 
I  found  myself  in  delivering  that  opi- 
nion. In  the  first  place,  if  such  a  Kesolu- 
tion  were  to  be  adopted  by  the  House  it 
would  be  necessary  to  follow  it  up  with 
more    positive    measures.      The    mere 
general  declaration  against  the  exercise 
by  the  Agents  of  this  country  abroad  of 
power  to  contract  engagements,  annex 
territories,  and  make  war  in  the  name 
and  without  the  authority  of  the  Central 
Government  would  require  a  great  deal 
of  development  and  a  g^eat  deal  of  ap- 
plication in  order  to  enable  any  Execu- 
tive Government  of  this  country  to  know 
how  to  act  upon  the  general  principles 
of  its  duty.     Let  me  look  a  little  more 
carefully  into  tho  terms  and  purposes  of 
this  Motion.     Wo  have  had  raised  on 
former  occasions   very  interesting  de- 
bates about  tho  powers  exercised  by  the 
Executive  Government  without  the  direct 
authority  of  Parliament ;  and  my  hon. 
Friend  has  gone  back  to  the  records  of 
the  14th  century  or  thereabouts,  in  wbicli 
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he  was  delighted  to  find  that  he  was 
not  original  in  the  notion  of  an  appeal 
to  arbitration,  but  that  our  forefathers 
were  beforehand  with  him  at  so  remote 
a  period.  I  know  this  is  a  matter  of 
some  surprise  to  my  hon.  Friend ;  but  I 
may  go  a  little  further  than  ho  did,  and 
say  that  in  reading  the  records  of  those 
times  I  am  struck  in  the  main  with  the 
extreme  good  sense  and  practical  turn 
of  mind  displayed  by  the  chiefs  of  Go- 
vernment in  those  days — so  struck  that 
I  often  ask  myself  whether,  upon  the 
whole,  notwithstanding  the  great  pro- 
gress wo  have  made  in  many  respects, 
so  far  as  the  essential  quality  of  good 
sense  is  concerned,  and  that  I  take  in  its 
largest  application,  in  which  there  are 
very  considerable  and  higher  olomonts, 
such  as  those  of  justice  and  humanity — 
whetlier  in  these  vital  particulars  the 
advance  made  by  our  race  is  as  great  as 
we  sometimes  suppose  it  to  be?  The 
hon.  Member  has  referred  to  a  class  of 
cases  not  involved  in  the  general  scope 
of  the  Motion,  in  which  the  controversy 
is  between  the  right  of  Parliament  and 
the  practice  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment, and  he  has  quoted  witli  approba- 
tion precedents  of  the  direct  intervention 
of  Parliament  in  regard  to  the  making 
of  peace  or  war.  Upon  that  subject  I 
am  free  to  confess  that  the  development 
of  this  Empire  and  the  changes  that 
have  taken  place  in  our  Constitution, 
though,  on  the  whole,  in  favour  of 
popular  liberty,  have  by  no  moans 
tended  in  every  case  to  the  increase  of 
the  control  of  Parliament  over  the  ad- 
ministration of  public  affairs.  Without 
doubt,  in  former  times,  and  down  to  a 
period  as  late  as  the  last  century.  Par- 
liament had  much  more  to  say  in  matters 
of  peace  and  war,  and  particularly  in 
matters  of  Treaty  engagements,  anterior 
to  their  absolute  conclusion,  than  it  now 
lias.  But  we  must  recollect  what  the 
Parliament  was  in  tlioso  days;  it  was 
virtually  an  Assembly  mooting  with 
closed  doors.  The  people  of  this  country 
were  not  cognizant  in  detail,  from  day 
to  day,  or  even  from  week  to  week,  or 
montli  to  month,  of  the  proceedings  of 
Parliament;  and  Parliament  could  be 
used  by  the  Crown  as  a  Council  to  a 
considerable  extent  without  incurring 
the  tromoudous  inconvenience  of  dis- 
closing to  the  whole  world  what  you  wore 
about,  and,  thorofore,  of  defeating  in 
any  way  the  power  to  use  our  moans  I 
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and  resources.     But  the  augmentation 
of  Empire,  and  the  increase  in  the  num- 
ber   of  territories    for    which  we   an 
responsible,  have   entirely  altered  ooi 
position  in  that  respect,  and,  above  all, 
the  opening  of  the  doors  of  Parliament 
to  the  people  of  this  country  and  the  com- 
munication of  its  proceedings,  from  mo- 
ment to  moment,  to    the  whole  woiU 
have  disabled  Parliament   from  doing 
that  which  in  former   times  it  miffat 
justly  do,  and  which  it  was  habito^y, 
to  some  extent,  called  upon  to  do.   Yon 
cannot  manage    an    £mpire    whidi  ii 
practically  discontinuous  —  an  Empire 
some  part  of  the  shores    of  which  ii 
washed  by  every  sea  on  the  surface  of 
the  globe — with  the  facility,  or  in  some 
respects  the  efficiency,  with  which  yon 
can  conduct  the  administration  of  Statei 
more  limited  in   their   extent  and  len 
complex  in  their  machinery  of  goven- 
ment.  We  must  be  content  to  encounter 
many  inconveniences,  and  the  questiot 
is    how    they   can    be    reduced  to  a 
minimum  ?    The  case  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  last  referred  was  a  casewilh 
regard  to  which,  I  think,  his  referenM 
was    not    altogether    unsatisfactory  to 
himself.      He  referred   to    transactioni 
which  did  not  take  place  in  the  time  of 
the    present    Government ;    but  iri^ 
were  brought  under  the  review  of  the 
central  authority  during  the  time  of  the 
present  Government.      The   scene  wu 
the  coast  of  Africa,  and  the  transactioni 
were  at  an  end,  and  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  turned  them 
to  the  best  account,  endeavouring  to  do 
what  any  man  of  sense  ought  to  do-* 
namely,  to  use  what  had  occurred  as  i 
ground  for  taking  precautions  that  might 
govern  persons  similarly  circomstanoed 
in  future,  by  laying    down  rules  Ait 
would  tend  to  prevent  the  undue  ini 
rash  exercise  of  independent  judgment 
by  an  Agent  abroaci   in   matters  thtf 
might    tend    seriously   to    commit  the 
country  or  be  followed  by  very  seiioiis 
consequences.     I  do  not  think  my  hot 
Friend  is  much  dissatisfied  with  whit 
was  done  by  the  Central  Govemmenl 
The  case  was  turned  to  account,  precia- 
tions  were  taken,    and  rules  were  laid 
down,  which,  no  doubt,  will  be  usefdifl 
the  future.     Coming  more  closely  to  the 
question  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend,  he 
has  referred  to  man^-  instances,  in  several 
of  which  I  agree  with  him,  that  the 
power  of  the  country  has  been  rashly  cr 
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improperly  used  by  our  Agents  abroad. 
I  tninK,  howevor,  he  has  not  examined 
with  proportionate  care  and  accuracy 
the  further  question  how  far  there  would 
have  been  a  remedy  for  these  mischiefs 
if  there  had  been  the  facility  of  inter- 
yention  by  the  central  authority  which 
he  desires  ?  Has  the  central  authority 
ffenerally  disapproved  of  these  proceed- 
ings of  our  Agents  abroad,  which  I  am 
assuming  to  have  been  improper  for  the 
Bake  of  the  argument  ?  I  am  sorry  to 
Bay,  upon  looHng  back  upon  a  long 
personal  experience,  that  the  central 
authority  were  as  much  to  blame  from 
the  point  of  view  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
and  to  a  considerable  extent  from  my 
own  point  of  view,  as  were  the  Agents 
abroad.  The  hon.  Member  began  by 
referring  to  what  may  be  spoken  of  as 
Lord  Dalhousie's  wars  and  annexations. 
Lord  Dalhousie  was  a  noble  example  of 
a  x>&triotic  statesman ;  he  was  endowed 
with  gpreat  abilities,  which  he  used  un- 
Bparingly  for  what  he  thought  to  be  for 
the  honour  and  benefit  of  his  country, 
and  to  the  jzreat  abbreviation  of  his  own 
Taluable  life.  At  the  same  time,  I  must 
own  that  the  exact  colour  of  his  policy 
in  India  is  not  that  which  approves 
itself  to  my  mind.  I  am  not  aware  that 
it  ever  fell  under  the  general  disap- 
proval of  the  people  of  this  country.  I 
think  that  this  case  is  not  one  which  is 
Btrictly  relevant  to  the  matter  in  hand, 
because  Lord  Dalhousie  was  a  servant 
of  the  East  India  Company  at  the  time 
when  there  was  not,  in  regard  to  this 
dasB  of  case,  that  close  relation  between 
Parliament  and  Indian  responsibility 
which  there  now  is.  I  pass  on  to  that 
from  which  I  think  we  may  draw  a 
leBSon,  but  from  which  I  think  it  is  diffi- 
cult for  my  hon.  Friend  to  draw  a  direct 
argument  in  favour  of  his  Eesolution,  if 
we  are  to  consider  it  as  one  for  our  adop- 
tion rather  than  as  an  expression  of  opi- 
nion. That  is  the  case  of  the  Lorcha 
War,  in  1857.  In  that  case  Sir  John 
Bowring  went  out  to  China  with  the  re- 
putation of  a  g^at  peace  politician,  and 
it  was  with  no  small  surprise  that  I,  for 
one,  found  in  what  his  mission  resulted. 
He  made  a  war  which  I  thought  at  the 
time,  and  I  think  now,  to  nave  been 
deplorable.  It  was  reported  home,  and 
it  was  at  once  challenged.  I  say  it  in 
honour  of  the  late  Ijord  Derby  that  he 
was  the  first  person  to  challenge  it  in  a 
public  form  in  the  House  of  Lords ;  and 


he  made  that  challenge,  not  upon  Party 
grounds,  but  on  account  of  his  strong 
conviction  that  the  war  was  iniquitous 
and  ought  to  be  condemned.  But  what 
happened  ?  Lord  Derby  was  beaten  on 
the  Motion  he  made  in  the  very  Assembly 
whose  confidence  he  usually  commanded, 
and  whose  votes  on  almost  every  other 
occasion  he  secured.  That  is  a  case  of 
central  authority.  What  happened  after 
this  ?  Mr.  Cobden,  undismayed  by  the 
defeat  of  Lord  Derby,  made  a  somewhat 
similar  Motion  in  this  House.  He  had 
a  very  favourable  rally  from  various 
quarters  against  the  Government  of 
Lord  Palmerston — so  formidable  that 
we  succeeded  in  defeating  the  Govern- 
ment and  condemning  the  war  by  a 
majority  of  16  or  20.  But  this  was  not 
the  end  of  the  matter.  "We  are  all  sent 
to  take  counsel  with  that  which,  after 
all,  is  the  central  authority;  we  went 
down,  full  of  indignation  against  this 
unrighteous  war,  to  appeal  to  our  con- 
stituencies; but  they  entirely  sympa- 
thized with  the  Government,  and,  by  a 
triumphant  majority,  supported  Lord 
Palmerston  in  his  approval  of  the  war. 
It  is  difficult  to  found  upon  a  state  of 
facts  like  that  any  conclusion  that  Sir 
John  Bowring  mistook  the  feeling  of 
the  country.  It  may  bo  said  the  country 
would  have  judged  differently  if  they 
had  the  power  to  judge  in  the  first  in- 
stance. In  the  first  place,  that  is  an 
assumption  difficult  to  prove ;  and,  in  the 
second,  it  is  obvious  that  if  you  have  an 
Empire  dispersed  over  the  whole  world, 
it  was  then,  to  a  much  greater  extent 
than  now,  a  matter  of  absolute  necessity 
that  decisions  be  taken  upon  the  spot 
for  tho  protection  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects. These  responsibilities  must  be 
assumed ;  and,  undoubtedly,  I  am  com- 
pelled to  confess  that  in  those  particular 
cases,  where  I  think  they  were  assumed 
very  wrongly  and  wrongfully,  a  most 
emphatic  approval  was  given  first  by 
the  Government  and  then  by  the  nation. 
My  hon.  Friend  has  referred  to  what 
has  taken  place  in  South  Africa.  There 
was  the  case  of  Sir  Theophilus  Shep- 
stone  and  the  Transvaal,  and  there  was 
the  case  of  Sir  Bartle  Frere  and  the 
Zulu  War,  and  a  great  many  other 
transactions  which  distinguished  the  time 
of  the  late  Government.  Let  me  do  jus- 
tice to  the  lato  Government  in  this  re- 
spect. I  have  never  known  a  proceed- 
ing of  theirs  which  appeared  to  me  to 
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be  exceptionable  which  there  was  the 
slightest  disposition  to  check,  much  less 
reverse,  on  the  part  of  the  authority  to 
which  my  hon.  Friend  referred — namely, 
that  of  Parliament.  That  was  a  Parlia- 
ment of  a  very  different  composition  and 
tendency  from  the  present ;  but  it  derived 
its  authority  from  the  same  source,  and, 
although  I  may  say  I  abhorred  a  great 
deal  of  what  it  did,  that  Parliament  had 
just  as  good  a  right  in  a  Constitutional 
sense  to  do  all  it  did  as  we,  the  present 
House  of  Commons,  have  to  act  in  con- 
formity with  our  own  convictions.  I 
must  go  a  little  further.  In  justice  to 
the  late  Government,  I  will  say  that  I 
do  not  recollect  one  single  instance  in 
which  a  majority  of  that  Parliament 
showed  the  slightest  disposition  to  check 
the  late  Government ;  but  I  do  recollect 
various  instances  in  which  they  showed 
a  disposition  to  urge  on  the  late  Govern- 
ment to  do  more  than  it  was  engaged  in 
doing.  Though  I  should  have  said  that 
the  control  of  the  late  Parliament  was  no 
control  at  all  in  reference  to  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  late  Government,  I  must 
say  I  felt  on  various  occasions  obliged 
to  the  late  Government,  because  they 
did  not  do  all  that  the  late  Parliament 
wished  them  to  do.  There  are  many 
other  cases.  My  hon.  Friend  does  not 
like  annexations;  but,  I  am  sorry  to 
say,  annexations  in  many  instances  were 
forced  on  the  Government  by  the  action 
of  Parliament.  I  do  not  recollect  any 
instance  in  which  annexations  made  by 
the  Government  have  been  disapproved 
by  Parliament.  When  the  North- Western 
Frontier  of  India  was  enlarged  the  em- 
phatic approval  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons was  given  to  that  enlargement. 
When  the  Island  of  Cyprus  was  in  a 
certain  sense  acquired  by  proceedings  as 
to  which  I  have  a  decided  opinion,  which 
it  is  not  necessary  to  utter,  it  was  tho- 
roughly and  cordially  approved  by  the 
Parliament  that  represented  the  people, 
and  was  elected  under  the  same  charter 
as  we  have  been.  I  might  go  further 
back.  During  the  time  of  the  Govern- 
ment before  the  last  there  were  some  of 
the  most  benevolent  and  philanthropic 
agencies  in  this  country  that  from  time 
to  time  exhibited  a  very  great  disposi- 
tion to  press  annexations  on  the  Govern- 
ment. There  was  the  annexation  of  the 
Fiji  Islands.  I  was  accustomed  once  a 
year  to  be  beseiged  in  this  House  by 
those  who  insisted  on  it.     Going  further 

Mr,  Oladutone 


back,  the  annezation  of  New  Zealand 
was  not  due  to  any  proceedings  of  tha 
local  Kepresentatiyes  of  thia  oimntij— 
it   was   not    due,    iinlesa  my  menuny 
deceives    me,   to    statesmen    of  either 
Party  in  either   House  of  Parlisment, 
but  to  an  action  strictly  popular,  forcing 
it  on  the  attention  of  tne  Govemmeot 
I  will  take  another  instance — one  vhiblL 
always  seemed  least  justifiable  of  all  tha 
proceedings  carried   on   in  the  Britiih 
name  within  the  last  half  century,  and 
that  was  the  destruction  of  the  fleet- 
it  was  called  the  piratical  fleet— of  tha 
Itajah  of  Sarawak  by  Sir  James  Brooke. 
But  it  was  challenged  in  Parliament  by 
Mr.  Hume,  who  roceiyed  a  sort  of  iao- 
lated  support  from  Mr.  Sidney  Herbert 
and  some  others,  acting  on  a  stnm^j 
conscientious  conviction  ;  but  he  was  met 
by  a  very  large  majority  indeed.    It  wai 
one  of  the  most  unauthorized  prooeed- 
ings ;  and,  if  Parliament  had  oeen  ao 
disposed,  it  could  easily  haye  disavowed 
it.     My  memoiy  may  have  fBiiled  to  take 
up  other  instances  that  may  have  oc- 
curred ;  but  I  must  say  during  the  laat 
40  years  I  can  only  recollect  one  mo- 
ceeding  of  the  character  my  hon.  Fneod 
reprobates  as  having  been  effected  in  a 
distant  portion  of  the  world  by  the  Be- 
presentatives  of  this  country  which  wai 
seriously  and  generally  disapproved  at 
home,  and  that  was  the  annezation  of 
Scinde.     Scinde  was  annexed  by  Lori 
Ellenborough,  under  Sir  Charles  Napier, 
the  Commander-in-Chief  of  the  Army  on 
the   Indus.     That  country  was  rapidly 
conquered  and  annexed  ;    but  the  an- 
nexation was  unanimously  disapproved 
by  the  Conservative  Cabinet  of  that  day. 
I  know  not  whether  I  speak  without  pre- 
judice on  the  point;    out  the  policjof 
annexation  and  agg^ssion  was  at  that 
time  more  uniformly  and  strongly  dii- 
countenanced  by  the  Conservatives  thaa 
even  by  the  Liberals.     That,  hoverer, 
was  an  instance  deemed  generally  by  tin 
country  to  be  unjust,  and  certainly  it  vai 
so  deemed  by  the  central  authority.  Be- 
sides, it  could  not  be  reversed  without 
producing  a  greater  amount  of  miaduef 
than  was  involved  in  the  recognition  of 
the  act.    But  now,  having  thus  far  beea 
rather  tragical   in   the  picture  1  hate 
drawn,  I  wish  to  suggest  one  topic  f« 
the  consideration   of  my   hon.  rrieni 
Such  a  case  as  that  of    Scinde  cannot 
occur  again.     It  is  impossible,  and  that 
which  has  made  it  impossible  is  not  to 
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much  the  fact  that  Parliament  has  taken 
under  its  own  control  the  management  of 
that  vast  East  Indian  Empire,  which  was 
formerly  under  the  superintendence  of 
the  East  India  Company,  but,  in  an  infi- 
nitely greater  dogree,  to  the  invention 
and  the  use  of  the  electric  telegraph. 
No  such  transaction  can  now  he  carried 
into  effect  without  the  concurrence  and 
action  of  the  central  authority.  If  we 
take  the  proceedings  of  Lord  Lytton, 
on  which  I  give  no  opinion,  they  were 
proceedings  certainly,  as  far  as  there 
was  an  opportunity  of  judging,  which 
were  approved  by  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment of  the  day;  and  the  Ilouse  of  Com- 
mons of  the  day,  when  challenged,  like- 
wise approved  of  them  in  a  very  Folemn 
manner.  But  you  have  now  got  un- 
doubtedly, notwithstanding  the  com- 
plexity of  your  Empire,  the  control  of 
the  central  authority  enormously  in- 
creased. The  responsibility  of  the  cen- 
tral authority  is,  of  course,  increased 
alaff'r  I  will  not  say  this  is  an  un- 
mixed good,  because,  unquestionably, 
proceedings  of  a  very  complex  nature, 
conducted  from  week  to  week  amidst 
the  other  abstractions  of  Government 
through  the  medium  of  the  telegraph, 
are  more  liable,  I  think,  to  miscar- 
ziages  and  mishaps  than  where  the  com- 
munications are  of  a  more  deliberate 
and  regular  character;  still,  upon  the 
whole,  there  is  an  enormous  balance  for 
good,  and  my  hon.  Friend  may  rest 
satisfied  that  the  risk  is  diminishing  in 
a  vexy  ^^reat  dogree  indeed.  I  will  not 
Bay  it  IS  infinitesimally  small ;  but  the 
risk  is  diminishing  to  the  greatest  de- 
gree in  which  local  administration  by 
our  Bepresentatives  abroad  may  involve 
us  in  consequences  of  serious  national 
difiEiculty.  The  case  on  the  West  Coast 
of  Africa  last  year,  to  which  my  hon. 
Friend  alluded,  is  one  of  those  cases  in 
which  the  control  of  the  telegraph  was 
not  applicable  ;  but  then  the  theatres  of 
action,  not  within  the  immediate  reach 
of  the  telegraph,  are  comparatively  very 
limited;  so  that,  upon  the  whole,  my 
hon.  Friend  may  rest  satisfied  with  the 
Icnowleg^,  at  any  rate,  that  the  control 
of  the  Central  Government  is  now  im- 
mensely increased  by  the  action  of  the 
telegraph ;  almost  from  every  principal 
centre  of  British  territory  abroad  intclli- 

fence  is  transmitted  in  a  time  that  may 
e    counted    by  hours,   instead   of  by 
weeks,  and  in  some  cases  by  montlis. 

VOL.  CGLX.      [TnisD  ssbies.] 


With  reference  to  the  contracting  of 
engagements  without  the  sanction  of 
authorities,  I  have  in  1878  and  on  other 
former  occasions  stated,  I  think,  very 
clearly,  what  I  conceive  ought  to  be  the 
guiding  principles  of  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment in  these  matters.  I  think  the 
Executive  Government  are  bound  in 
general  terms  to  contract  no  Treaties 
except  such  as  they  can  contract  com- 
patibly with  certain  assurances  on  their 
own  part — first  of  all,  of  course,  that 
they  deem  the  engagement  to  be  for  the 
advantage  of  the  country ;  and,  secondly, 
that  they  deem  it  to  be  one  sufficiently 
within  the  knowledge  and  expectation 
of  Parliament.  With  regard  to  the  an- 
nexation of  territory,  I  must  say  that 
no  annexation  of  territory  performed  by 
an  Agent  abroad  is  a  valid  or  binding 
act ;  it  is  mere  waste  paper,  until  ratified 
at  home,  unless  it  was  done  in  pursuance 
of  authority  from  home,  and  if  so  done 
it  has  the  seal  and  the  stamp  of  the 
central  authority.  With  regard  to 
making  war  in  the  name  of  the  nation, 
I  am  afraid  it  is  impossible  to  take  ade- 
quate security ;  but  you  have  in  recent 
years  immensely  increased  the  security. 
But  the  main  moral  I  want  to  infer  from 
the  useful  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  is 
this — what  you  really  want  is  not  merely 
the  improvement  of  the  machinery  by 
which  the  central  authority  controls  its 
extraneous  agents,  it  is  the  improvement 
of  the  central  authority  itself,  the  forma- 
tion of  just  habits  of  thought;  it  is  that 
we  should  be  more  modest  and  less 
arrogant ;  it  is  that  we  should  uniformly 
regard  every  other  State,  and  every 
other  people,  as  standing  upon  the  same 
level  of  right  as  ourselves.  It  is  that  in 
the  prosecution  of  our  interest  we  shall 
not  be  so  carried  away  by  zeal  as  to 
allow  it  to  make  us  for  one  moment  for- 
getful of  the  equal  claims  and  the  equal 
rights  of  others.  That  is  a  very  grave 
question  indeed,  and  one  upon  which  I 
am  bound  to  say  I  believe  the  central 
authority  is  quite  as  much  in  need  of 
self-discipline  and  self-restraint  as  its 
extraneous  agents.  In  these  circum- 
stances, I  hope  my  hon.  Friend  will  not 
be  dissatisfied  with  me  for  saying  that  I 
am  not  willing  to  see  the  House  com- 
mitted to  the  formal  declaration  which 
he  invites  us  to  make.  I  think  he  will 
see  that  when  I  say  that  it  is  not  on 
account  of  any  fiiudamental  difference 
in  purpose  or  in  view  from  him,  but 
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from  the  feeling  that  it  would  not  be 
wise  that  we  should  take  any  step  what- 
ever tending  to  the  alteration  of  Consti- 
tutional traditions  without  being  very 
clear  and  distinct  indeed  as  to  the  extent 
to  which  we  should  go,  as  to  the  limits 
in  which  we  should  move,  and  without 
being  perfectly  certain  that  we  are  not 
going  to  cripple  those  whom  we  send 
abroad  to  represent  the  nation,  and  put 
them  in  a  position  in  which  they  might 
find  themselves  incapable  of  performing 
their  primary  and  elementary  duties.  I 
hope  we  shall  at  this  moment  be  just  in 
this  matter.  It  is  very  easy  for  us  who 
are  a  majority  of  the  present  House  of 
Commons,  generally,  I  think,  possessed 
of  uniformity  of  view  in  regard  to  the 
policy,  the  overseeing  policy,  of  the  Em- 
pire, it  is  very  easy  for  us  to  express  a 
desire  that  the  views  which  we  entertain 
may  prevail ;  but  it  is  fair  to  recollect 
that  it  is  there  the  responsibility  lies.  I 
must  own  I  think  it  would  be  a  mistake 
if  we  were  to  adopt  a  Motion  which, 
even  irrespectively  of  other  difficulties 
and  objections,  would  imply  that  the 
main  and  fundamental  defect  in  our 
present  arrangements  is  a  want  of  due 
control  by  the  central  authority.  I  think 
I  have  shown  that  it  is  impossible  to 
bring  forward  a  single  instance  in  which 
anything  liable  to  disapproval  has  oc- 
curred in  consequence  of  the  want  of 
that  control.  I  am  entirely  in  favour 
of  maintaining  that  control  as  regards 
the  relations  between  the  House  of 
Commons  and  the  Government.  The 
more  effectual  the  control  maintained 
over  Agents  abroad  the  more  effectual 
will  be  the  control  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons over  the  Government,  and  I  am 
as  anxious  for  the  one  as  for  the  other. 
But  this  purpose,  to  which  I  lately 
alluded,  of  studying,  each  for  ourselves 
and  in  our  own  sphere  of  personal  in- 
fluence, whatever  it  may  be,  to  promote 
the  extension  and  the  prevalence  of  the 
principles  of  justice  and  philanthropy 
IS,  after  all,  where  we  come  to  the  root 
of  the  matter,  and  unless  we  can  hope 
that  this  nation  will  in  the  gradual  pro- 
gress of  its  education  make  from  time  to 
time  progressive  advances  in  these  views, 
which  lie  at  the  very  root  of  civilization, 
the  merely  mechanical  changes  in  the 
control  of  the  central  authority  over  its 
Agents  abroad  would  do  little,  in  my 
cpinion,  to  attain  the  objects  which  my 
hon.  Friend  has  in  view. 

Mr.  Gladstone 


Mb.  BATHBONE  said,  he  wai  woaj 
the  right  hon.  Gentlenian  had  not  beea 
able  to  give  an  assurance  that  greater 
control  would  be  exercised  by  the  cen- 
tral authority  over  its   agents  abroad. 
From  the  present  practice,   which  had 
gone  on  from  generation  to  generation, 
had  arisen  many  evil  results.     Anyont 
who  read  the  history  of  our  policy  in 
India    and   abroad    must     have    been 
ashamed  of  various  acts  which,  had  it 
been  known  beforehand  that  it  was  in- 
tended to  commit  them,  would  not  have 
been  tolerated  by  the  conscience  of  the 
nation.    We  sent  out  a  Governor  Oe- 
neral  to  India  who    was   always  told 
never  to  annex  territory,  to  go  to  war, 
or  to  use  his  authority  in  the  oppres- 
sion  of   nationalities.      But  when  he 
annexed  territory,  the  nation  confirmed 
the  annexation  and  rewarded  the  man 
for  what  he  had  done.     If  he  succeeded 
he  was  rewarded ;   if  he  failed  it  wai 
said  we  must  support   our  Agents  and 
condone  the  offence,  however  iniquitoni. 
So    long  as   the    practice  was  carried 
on    by  statesmen    on    both    sides,  we 
should  have  a  continuance  of  the  evili 
which  the   hon.   Member  for  Merthjr 
(Mr.  Eichard)  had  pointed  out.    When 
we  talked  of  other  nations  we  were  veiy 
clear-sighted.     We  thought  Hussia  very 
unwise  in  making  wars  right  and  left; 
but  she  did  exacdy  as  we  (ud.     She  sent 
out  officers,  ordered  them  not  to  make 
war  or  annex  territory,  and  when  they 
did  both  the  one  and  the  other  she  gave 
them  decorations.     A  Hussian  official 
had  proposed  the  other  day  that  when 
an  officer  was  sent  out  and  the  Govern- 
ment bound  him  not  to  make  war,  they 
should  give  him  all  the  decorations  he 
could  acquire  by  the   most   suooeeafol 
career,  and  for  every  war  or  annexation 
if  he  disobeyed  they  should  take  away  one 
of  his  decorations.     The  great  danger  to 
this  country  was  in  extending  its  respon- 
sibilities   beyond  what   we    were  able 
properly  to   discharge.     This   was  not 
merely  a  financial  question.     He  had 
never  known  a  nation  perish  from  want 
of  finances;  it  perished  rather  from  want 
of  power  to  perform  the  duties  it  ande^ 
took.      He  appealed  to  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  both  sides  whemer  they  were 
not  sensible   of  the   enormous  aanger 
arising  from  that  cause.    It  was  difficult, 
if  not  impossible,  for  a  Gt)vemment  to 
follow  the  acts  of  their  RepresentatiTee 
in  all  parts  of  the  world ;  and  if  that 
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were  so,  could  they  not  devise  some  sort 
of  moral  court  martial  before  which  an 
Agent  who  had  acted  contrary  to  their 
orders  should  be  put  upon  his  defence  ? 
However,  it  would  be  impossible  to  de- 
vise any  punishment  for  an  Agent  who 
led  his  country  into  wrong  doing  until 
the  nation  preferred  to  condemn,  rather 
than  to  reward,  an  immoral  policy. 

Sm  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  sup- 
ported the  Motion,  and  concurred  in  the 
feeling  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Carnar- 
Tonshire  (Mr.  Eathbone),  that  he  would 
liave  preferred  to  have  something  more 
positive  from  the  Prime  Minister.  The 
x^me  Minister  had  said  we  must  look 
to  ourselves ;  we  were,  in  reality,  at  the 
bottom  of  all  the  evil  there  might  be  in 
the  matter.  But  he  ventured  to  suggest 
that  it  was  because  the  people  of  Eng- 
land were  so  excitable,  so  prone  to  war, 
and  to  lording  it  over  other  races  of  the 
world,  that  it  was  indispensably  neces- 
sary that  the  Government  should  exer- 
cise strong  and  vigorous  control  over 
their  Agente  abroad.  Undoubtedly,  there 
were  many  oases  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  country  would  not  have 
ffone  into  war  but  for  their  Agents 
oaving  acted  rashly.  The  country  had 
been  excited,  and  the  Government  had 
supported  them.  It  was  because  we 
were  sitting,  so  so  speak,  over  a  pow- 
der magazine  of  feeling  in  this  country 
that  our  Agents  should  be  checked  by 
Btronff  measures.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Merthyr  (Mr.  Eichard)  had  made  out  a 
very  strong  case,  that  was  greatly  sup- 

Sorted  by  the  frequency  of  small  wars 
uring  d[ie  last  six  years.  It  was  all 
very  well  for  the  Gbvemment  to  issue 
general  instructions  to  our  Agents  to  be 
cautious;  but  there  was  reason  to  ex- 
pect that  a  Gevemment  such  as  the  pre- 
sent Government  should  do  something 
more  than  former  Governments  had  done 
to  check  and  control  our  Agents.  Of 
the  necessity  for  this  there  was  a  recent 
striking  instance.  Nothing  could  be 
more  complete  than  the  caution  issued 
to  the  late  Sir  George  Oolley.  He  was 
cautioned  in  the  strongest  terms  to 
avoid  bloodshed;  but  he,  being  our  Agent 
abroad  and  a  military  man,  disregarded 
the  caution,  and  plunged  us  into  another 
war  and  another  disaster.  His  (Sir 
George  Campbell's)  consolation  was  not 
only  that  of  the  Prime  Ministor,  but  in 
the  fact  that  in  regard  to  the  Transvaal 
the  Government  had  at  last  shown  that 


they  had  the  courage  to  do  right  even  after 
defeat ;  and  their  conduct  in  that  respect, 
for  which  he  gave  them  all  due  credit, 
satisfactorily  discountenanced  the  old 
idea  that  a  British  Agent,  no  matter  how 
unjust  his  actions  might  be,  was  to  be 
applauded  if  he  succeeded,  while,  in  the 
event  of  failure,  only  one  course  was 
supposed  to  be  open  in  order  to  remove 
the  stain  upon  the  honour  of  the  na- 
tion. 

Me.  EYLANDS  regretted  that  the 
House  did  not  appear  to  take  in  the 
subject  an  interest  at  all  commensurate 
with  its  importance.  The  action  of  our 
foreign  Agents,  unless  it  was  checked  in 
some  way,  might  in  the  future,  as  it  had 
done  in  the  past,  involve  the  country  in 
very  great  obligations  and  great  crimes. 
It  was  to  be  regretted  that  the  Vote  for 
some  small  sum  of  money  often  excited 
greater  interest  with  some  Members 
than  a  question  involving  considerations 
of  such  magnitude  and  interest  as  this. 
It  was  difhcult  to  induce  Gentlemen  to 
realize  a  question  of  this  nature  which 
was  not  constantly  before  their  attention. 
He  believed,  from  the  statement  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  the  present  Government 
was  anxious  to  take  every  step  in  its 
power  to  check  action  on  the  part  of 
its  officials  which  involved  such  serious 
consequences  ;  but  there  was  an  unsatis- 
factory element  in  the  case.  Within  a 
recent  period  there  had  been  a  Govern- 
ment in  power  under  whose  auspices 
action  had  been  taken  by  our  Eepresen* 
tatives  abroad,  involving  this  country  in 
great  responsibilities,  great  expenditure, 
and,  he  thought,  great  crime ;  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister said  that  the  late  Government 
had  the  support  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and,  therefore,  the  Motion  sub- 
mitted to-night  would  have  no  effect. 
But  there  was  all  the  difference  in  the 
world  between  action  taken  before  and 
after  an  event ;  and  if  by  any  possibility 
the  power  of  Parliament,  or  the  Central 
Government  could  be  brought  to  bear 
to  prevent  the  occasion  for  an  ebullition 
of  public  feeling,  wliich,  when  war  oc- 
curred, was  so  often  found  to  prevail,  it 
would  be  well.  No  sooner  did  a  Eepre- 
sentative  of  England  engage  in  some 
transaction,  however  unjust,  which  led 
to  the  employment  of  a  British  force, 
than  it  was  accepted  as  a  fait  accompli. 
It  was  thought  that  tUoy  could  not  dis- 
turb it  however  much  the  Government 
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disapproved  of  it ;  it  was  accepted  as  an 
accomplished  fact,  and  very  likely,  if  the 
Government  had  sympathy  with  a  so- 
called  Imperial  policy,  it  would  very  pro- 
bably endorse  engagements  entered  into 
without  its  previous  approval,  but  in- 
volving the  country  in  serious  expense 
and  responsibility,  and  would  give  en- 
couragement to  the  official  who  brought 
on  the  difficulties.     The  Prime  Minister 
alluded  to  a  circumstance  which  was  in 
the  memory  of  all  who  were  in  political 
life  at  that  time.   He  meant  the  Dissolu- 
tion of  Parliament  on  the  China  Ques- 
tion.    He    remembered,   as    though  it 
occurred    last  week,   the   ereat  debate 
upon  the  Motion  of  his  distinguished 
and  illustrious  Friend  Mr.  Cobden.     He 
recollected  the  majority  went  against  the 
Government ;  and  he  remembered  read- 
ing over  the  Division  List,  and  seeing 
that  in  the  majority  there  were  some  of 
the  greatest  minds  and  most  independent 
statesmen  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  majority  defeated  Lord  Palmerston, 
and  he  dissolved  and  went  to  the  country, 
and  he  carried  the  country  before  him, 
and  many  distinguished  Gentlemen  lost 
their  seats.     But,    in    considering  the 
circumstances  which  then  occurred,  it 
should  be  borne  in  mind  that  when  the 
intelligence  of   the   high-handed   pro- 
ceedings   of   Sir    John    Bowring    first 
reached  this  country,  there  was  a  very 
general   condemnation  of   his  conduct 
— the  newspaper  Press,  in  most  cases, 
disapproved  of  it — and  it  was  not  until 
it  was  found  that  Lord  Pcdmerston  en- 
dorsed the  policy  of  Sir  John  Bowring 
that  Party  feeling  was  excited,  and  aU 
considerations  of  justice  and  reason  were 
swallowed  up  in  the  bitter  excitement  of 
political  controversy.  That  scarcely  sup- 
ported the  contention  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister that  they  could  do  little  or  nothing 
in  transactions    of  this   kind,   because 
Parliament  controlled  the  Executive,  and 
the  people  controlled   the  Parliament. 
He  thought  substantial  reason  had  been 
shown  for  placing  some  check  upon  the 
action  of  the  Bepresentatives  of  Great 
Britain   abroad.     The  Prime  Minister 
seemed  to  be  afraid  that  there  was  no 
means  of  giving  effect  to  the  recommen- 
dation ofhishon.  Friend,  and  suggested 
that  often  the  Central  Government  was 
as  much  to  blame  as  the  officials  abroad. 
He  thought,  however,  that  something 
might  be  done  towards  carrying  out  the 
views  of  his  hon.  Friend.     In  the  first 
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place,  a  role  might  be  laid  down  that 
an  official  who  committed  the  oonntij 
to  a  war  contrary  to  the  orders  of  the 
Central  Government  should  be  punished 
for  disobeying  instructions.    Again,  offi- 
cials ought  to  be  cautioned  as  strongly  as 
possible  against  committing  the  GoTern- 
ment  in  any  transactions  of  this  kind. 
When  the  Liberals  were  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  they  joined  in  con- 
demning the  conduct  of  Sir  Bartle  Prere 
by  a  Besolution  of  the  strongest  chano- 
ter.     The  present  Under  Secretaiy  of 
State  for  Foreign  AfiEiairs  proposed  that 
Resolution,  and  called  on  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  to  recall  Sir  Bartk 
Frere.    It  was  true  that  the  late  Parlia- 
ment supported  the  late  GK>veminent; 
but  an  appeal  was  made  to  the  conntiy, 
and  he  believed  the  people  were  roused 
to  a  sense  that  a  policy  had  been  adopted 
which    was    contrary    to     justice    and 
morality.      The     Liberals     came    into 
power;  but  nevertheless  Sir  Bartle  Frere 
was  not  recalled,  as  many  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Party  expected  he  would  be. 
It  thus  appeared  that  officials  who  acted 
in  a  manner  to  entail  on  this  country 
great    difficulty,    loss,   and  very  often 
heavy  responsibility   by   acting    either 
without  orders   or  contrary  to  instme- 
tions,  did  not,  as  a  rule,  receive  the  con- 
demnation they  deserved.     Sir   Bartle 
Frere  was  allowed  to  remain  for  some 
time  in  the  position  he  occupied,  and  no 
satisfactory  evidence  was  eiven  that  the 
existing  Government  entirely  condemned 
his  action.     The  House  must  bear  in 
mind  that  at  the  fringe  of  our  extended 
Empire  there  were  numerous  barbarons 
tribes  with  whom  at  any  moment  an  in- 
discreet or  violent  official  might  carry 
us  into  war,  to  be  followed  by  further 
aggressions  of  territory ;  and  it  was  to 
be  hoped  that  the  interesting  and  impor- 
tant speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  in 
connection  with  the  present  discussion 
might  assist  in  educating  public  opinion 
to  discourage  the  actions  of  ambitious 
pro -Consuls  in  promoting  unjust  aggres- 
sions abroad. 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  said,  that, 
much  as  they  must  all  agree  with  the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister,  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  some  more  poa- 
tive  assurance  might  have  been  given  ai 
to  the  future  action  of  the  (Government 
in  censuring  public  servants  who  had 
exceeded  their  instructions  and  thus  in- 
volved the  country  in  a  needless  war. 
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So  long  as  our  publio  Beryants  saw  that 
they  could  gamble  with  the  National 
Forces,  and  that  if  they  succeeded  they 
would  receive  honour  and  promotion, 
whilst  if  they  failed  they  got  no  punish- 
znenty  so  long  should  we  have  great 
danger  in  our  remote  Dependencies.  It 
was  true  that  the  electric  telegraph  had 
brought  our  officers  more  under  tne  con- 
trol of  the  Home  Government ;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  publicity  given  to 
their  proceeding^  by  the  newspapers  en- 
oouraged  public  servants  to  bid  for  popu- 
larity and  reputation  outside  the  circle 
of  their  superiors.  This  made  it  neces- 
sary that  the  Government  should  keep 
a  stricter  hand  on  its  subordinates.  The 
Ferak  War  waged  in  the  Malay  Penin- 
sular some  years  ago  was  unwarrantable 
in  its  origin  and  most  trumpery  in  its 
nature.  Yet  the  officers  who  served  in 
it  asked  that  a  medal  should  be  granted 
to  the  troops,  and  the  concession  was 
ultimately  wrung  from  a  somewhat  re- 
luctant Government.  This  was  an  illus- 
tration of  the  temptation  there  was  for 
persons  to  engage  in  these  insignificant 
wars  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  repu- 
tation and  distinction.  In  reference  to 
this  subject  of  the  Perak  War,  he  would 
appeal  to  the  Government  to  consider 
the  case  of  the  Malay  Chiefs,  who  were 
deported  to  the  Andaman  Islands,  and 
who  still  remained  there.  He  hoped  they 
would  be  set  free  as  a  token  that  the 
Qovemment  were  willing,  at  least,  to  do 
a  remnant  of  justice  to  those  who  had 
suffered.  This  discussion  would  show, 
at  any  rate,  that  the  sense  of  the  House 
of  Ck)mmons,  which  reflected  the  feeling 
of  the  country,  had  made  considerable 
progress  upon  previous  years,  and  that 
there  was  a  desire  not  to  be  led  astray 
by  false  appeals  to  what  was  called  the 
honour  of  England.  The  late  General 
Election  was  we  first  instance  of  an  ap- 
peal being  made  to  the  country  against 
a  blustering  and  aggressive  foreign 
policy,  and  of  a  favourable  verdict  being 
given  by  the  country  in  answer  to  the 
appeal. 

&U.  WABTON  said,  it  might  be  pre- 
sumptuous in  him  to  say  anvthing  after 
so  much  had  been  said  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House,  but  all  in  the  same  strain, 
in  favour  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Merthyr ;  but  he  could  not 
allow  the  debate  to  close  without  sayine 
a  word  in  favour  of  that  fine  old  Fmgliwn 
spirit  which  seemed  about  to  become 


extinct.  He  would  not  refer  to  a  quota- 
tion made  in  **  another  place  "  about 
blushing ;  but  he  could  not  refrain  alto- 
gether from  blushing.  Hon.  Members 
opposite  seemed  to  forget  the  history  of 
their  country  —  the  glorious  times  of 
Drake,  Frobisher,  and  Hawkins,  when 
our  fleets  swept  the  seas,  and  our  cam- 
paigns in  India,  when  every  act  of 
annexation  strengthened  our  Empire. 
They  had  heard  from  the  Prime  Minister, 
with  a  grandeur  of  language  and  sub- 
limity of  moral  sentiment,  which,  he 
feared,  was  used  as  a  mere  cover  for  a 
cowardly  policy,  that  which  made  those 
who  had  the  honour  of  En^and  at  heart 
regret  that  the  honour  of  England  had 
fallen  into  such  hands.  He  should  be 
sorry  in  any  way  to  hurt  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister's feelings;  but  he  did  think  he 
traced  in  some  of  his  phrases  an  under- 
current of  feeling,  as  if  he  were  con- 
demning the  proud  policy  of  him  whom 
Queen  and  country  now  mourned.  He 
(Mr.  Warton)  could  not  help  feeling 
keenly  that  great  loss ;  but  if  the  senti- 
ment he  referred  to  was  present  in  the 
Prime  Minister's  mind,  he  was  sorry  for 
it.  There  was  no  mistake  as  to  the 
sentiments  which  fell  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carnarvonshire  (Mr.  Eath- 
bone).  The  hon.  Member  and  others 
threw  every  obstacle  in  the  way  of  Lord 
Lytton,  though  his  policy  was  dictated 
by  a  due  regard  for  the  honour  of  his 
country;  but  if  the  present  wretched 
Government  had  not  undone,  as  far  as 
they  could,  the  work  his  Lordship  had 
accomplished  in  Candahar,  we  would 
have  found  for  many  years  to  come  that 
our  Empire  had  been  very  much  strength- 
ened. The  Government  should  not  mix 
up  with  their  professions  of  morality  a 

Srofession  of  being  statesmen.  When 
id  great  Powers  begpln  to  decay  ?  "When 
their  fighting  spirit  went  down.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  who  reckoned  up 
their  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence,  ought 
to  remember  that,  even  from  a  commer- 
cial point  of  view,  a  brave  policy  was 
the  best,  for  the  moment  a  nation  began 
to  care  more  for  money  than  honour  its 
doom  was  sealed. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  72  ;  Noes 
64 :  Majority  8.— -(Div.  List,  No.  188.) 

Main  Question  proposed,  ^'  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 
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IXDIA    AND    rillXA— THK   OPirM 

TRADK.— OnsEHVATIONK. 
Mh.  J.  W.  TEASE  roee  to  call  the 
attention  of  tlie  House  to  the  present 
poaition  of  tho  negotiations  between  Her 
Majoaty'a  Governniont  and  the  Gkivern- 
mont  of  China  in  relation  to  the  Duties 
afFectin)];  Opium,  and  the  position  of  the 
Indian  Bevenue  in  relation  to  the  moneys 
reteived  from  the  cultivation  of,  and 
duties  levied  upon,  thin  drug.  The  hon. 
Member  said ;  As  a  rule,  I  am  not  at 
all  in  favour  of  annual  Motions  ;  but  I 
would  pHifur  to  leavo  quostions  already 
decided  until  the  altered  circumstances 
of  the  case,  or  an  nltoration  in  the  com- 
position of  the  Hriuso,  would  warrant 
their  re-introduclion.  But  tlie  debate 
vhich  took  place  last  year  was  most  un- 
satisfactory— unsatisfactory,  I  venture  to 
think,  to  the  right  hon.  Uontleman  the 
Prime  Minister,  unsatisfactory  to  my 
noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  India 
Office,  whose  views  have  been  the  sub- 
ject of  much  comment,  and  unsatisfac- 
tory also  to  those  who  join  with  me 
in  thinking  that  the  present  position  of 
this  subject  is  eminently  unsatisfactory  ; 
and  I  have  therefore  resolved  to  take  as 
early  an  opportunity  as  I  could  of  bring- 
ing it  forward  again.  When  I  brought 
forward  the  subject  last  year,  the  Prime 
Minister  took  part  in  the  deliate,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  use  of 
an  argument  which  I  think  justifies  me 
in  bringing  it  on  again  at  an  early  day. 
My  right  hon.  Friend,  towards  the  close 
of  the  debate,  said — 

"I  eateilaia  thu  Bincvrcil,  (lie  nioBt  oarneit 
desire,  iiiid  ao  does  my  miblc  t'riiud,  that  it 
Bi«y  be  in  oiir  power,  niitelv  nnd  with  justice  to 
tlie  peopl.-  of  Iniii.i,  tn  tnito  strpB  fcrthe  grudanl 
wilhiltawal  Imiu  connection  with  IhU  tmffic ; 
but  1  cannot  give  n  {jrumific  upon  it  until  1  see 
the  means  by  which  tiuit  proopsa  ia  lu  be  effected. 
Therefore,  let  it  bu  iin(lt-r«t.>od  on  the  part  of 
Her  M:ii.Mty-B  Covemment  that,  while  wo  resist 
this  adjoiimment  un  aucount  of  the  eunstruction 
that  hna  been  put  upon  it,  it  is  simply  upon 
that  gruunil  thai  wo  desire  to  rusvrvo  to  oiir- 
selria  the  free  and  ilvlilxTnti'  exam inal ion  of 
this  ipiaBlion.  I  havo  no  il.mU  tkit  my  lion. 
Friand  opiiositft  the  lalij  I'nd-T  ttuvnnry  at 
Ktat«  for  India  would  wish  him^ielf  totakchia  j 
•tiind  upon  the  uniiic  grounJ-  What  he  said 
wasporlc^ittlyconBiBtimt  Willi  auch  a  view.  None 
of  us,  I  hf)i>e,  in  ihis  lluusu  view  this  matter 
with  indifVersnco.  1  am  terlainly  of  o])inion,  ' 
as  I  said  at  the  close  of  Hie  last  IVrlinmont,  [ 
tliat  this  opium  roveniii',  iniiteiid  of  being  a  ' 
iound  and  solid,  is  a  slipjiery  and  dangerous,  1 
part  of  our  Indian  lieveaue.  India  cannot  be  i 
oconomirally  safe  an  long  as  she  is  dapendent 
upon  it."— [3  llaiwrd,  tilii.  1280.]  | 


As  long  ago  as  1 878  the  right  hon.  G<n< 
tleiuan,  in  an  article  which  he  wrote  in 
TAi  Sinettentk  Centurg  Rteitui.  ennme- 
ratos,  in  a  foot-noto,  several  of  the  on- 
redeemed  pledges  of  the  Liberal  Pu^. 
The  seventh  of  them  ia  "  Tbs  Opinin 
Bevenue,"  nnd  the  right  hon.  Gratis- 

"  In  not  a  few  of  these  the  mischief  uoaudi 
to  positive  scandnl.  I  do  not  sdd  thoM  subjicta 
whieh  are  at  present  only  pressed  by  a  seetini, 
thriuFfh  often  a  very  lar^  laction,  of  the  da- 
rn ULity." 

Now,  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wu 
perfectly  correct  in  the  view  that  tliit 
8iibj<Kit  is  pressed  not  only  by  a  sectioD, 
but  by  a  very  large  section,  of  the  com- 
munity.    In  the  oourae  of  the  four  weab 
which  have  elapsed  since  I  placed  my 
Notice  on  the  Paper,  Petitions  have  bees 
poured  into  this  House  from  all  sectiou 
of  the   community  in  favour  of  it    I 
have  had  the  honour  of  preaenting  a 
very  large  number  of  Petitions  to  tb« 
House,  one  of  which  is  rather  a  remiil- 
able  one,  which  I  will  call  attention  to 
by-and-bye ;    it  is  signed    by  Caidinil 
Manning,  and  by  nearly  the  whole  of 
the  Soman  Catholic  Bishops  of  EngUnd 
and  Wales.      There    are   also  PetitioDf 
from    the  Synod    of    the    Presbyteiin 
Church  of  England,  consistiDg  of  SOO 
ministers  and  elders.    At  a  meeting  held 
in  Newcastle  on  the  26th  of  the  pivtrat 
month,  from  the  Baptist  Union,  whid 
passed    similar    resofutiona,    only    tie 
other  day ;  from  the  ConTocation  of  tfat 
Province  of  York,   with  the  Archbifhop 
of  York  in  the  chair,  when  a  similar  km- 
lution  was  unanimously  and  sympathcti- 
passed  ;  from  the  General  Asseablj 
0  Free  Church  of  Scotland  ;  froni 
meeting  at  the  Mansion  House  in  Dub- 
lin, with  the  Lord  Mayor  in  the  ehiir; 
fromtheSocietyofFriends;  thePrimitin 
Methodists;  the  Congregational  Union; 
the    "Wealoyan    Conference ;    the    Uai- 
tarians  and  the  Fositivists.     All  of  th« 
bodies  have  passed  resolutions  in  con- 
ty  with  the  views  which  I  entertsin 
upon  tlie  subject,  and  which  I  am  aboni 
to  submit  to  the  House.     In  addition,  1 
have  also  had  rosohitioiis  forwarded  t<) 
me  from  varioua  Chambers  of  CommeiH, 
who  think  therelationa  between  Chiaand      : 
England,  as  regards  legitimate  commMtf,      i 
are  very  much  prejudiced  by  the  opiim 
traffic.    The  Secretary  of  State  for  Lidii 
challenged  those  who  supported  me  id  tk 
debate  last  year  with  hftTing  ftdoptid  t 
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kind  of  philanthropy  which  was  cheap, 
and  which  did  not  affect  our  pockets, 
but  only  affected  the  pockets  of  the 
people  of  India.  The  people  of  England 
nave  accepted  the  challenge  of  the  noble 
Lord ;  and  they  are  willing,  if  the  condi- 
tion of  the  Indian  finances  require  it,  to 
five  their  aid  and  assistance.  I  should 
nave  placed  Resolutions  upon  the  Table 
in  a  more  definite  form  if  the  Rules  of 
the  House  had  allowed  me.  The  chal- 
lenge which  I  put  forward  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  is  one  which,  to  a 
certain  extent,  has  been  raised  by  the 
debate  which  has  just  closed — namely, 
that  we  should  treat  the  people  of  China 
as  if  they  were  on  a  level  with  ourselves ; 
that  by  fair  treaty,  and  not  by  compul- 
sion, China  should  be  at  liberty  to  have 
those  articles  of  commerce  from  us  which 
she  desires,  and  those  things  which  she 
refuses  to  us  we  should  not  press  from  her. 
Hitherto  the  diplomacy  of  England  has 
all  been  used  to  force  the  Chinese  in  a 
way  we  should  not  have  attempted  to 
force  any  other  civilized  country  with 
whom  we  are  on  terms  of  friendship. 
The  lang^ag^  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
SecretaiT  of  State  for  India  (the  Mar- 

Suess  of  Hartington),  in  the  debate  on 
[lis  subject  which  took  place  in  June 
last,  was  somewhat  strong.    He  said — 

**  Morality  of  this  kind  is  extremely  cheap ; 
and  we  should,  perhaps,  hear  less  of  the  im- 
morality of  this  traffic,  and  of  the  expediency 
Off  putting  an  end  to  it,  immediately  or  pros- 
pectively, if  these  speeches  had  to  be  accom- 
panied with  a  demand  made  on  the  English 
taxpayer  for  the  £6,000,000  or  £7,000,000,  or 
some  part  of  it,  which  it  is  proposed  so  lightly 
that  lAdia  should  surrender.^'— [/&*v;.  1269-60.] 

Now,  Sir,  I  do  not  think  that  the  people 
of  this  country  have  been  accustomed  to 
"  cheap  morality."  It  is  only  about  a 
generation  ago — a  period  which  even  I 
can  recollect  —  when  our  forefathers 
put  their  hands  into  their  pockets  and 
paid  out  £20,000,000  sterling  to  the 
West  Indian  slaveholders  for  the  abo- 
lition of  slavery.  The  people  of  this 
country  looked  upon  slave-holding  as 
an  immoral  trade,  and  I  think  I  shall 
be  able  to  prove  that  the  opium  traffic 
with  Ohina  is  in  the  same  position.  In 
that  case,  was  it  a  cheap  philanthropy? 
I  believe  the  money  was  spent  in  doing 
that  which  has  conferred  lasting  honour 
on  the  people  of  this  country ;  and,  be- 
yond that,  I  think  I  can  point  out  an- 
other country  which,  not  able  to  take 
as    straight   and   bold  a  line  on  the 


slavery  question  as  we  did,  because  they 
dared  not  look  the  moral  iniquity  in  the 
face,  the  profit  being  too  much  for  them, 
at  last  found  themselves  compelled  to 
face  it,  and  to  face  it  by  accumulating 
£700,000,000  of  debt,   and  the  loss  of 
nearly  1,000,000  valuable  lives.      I  be- 
lieve all  these  immoralities  are  certain 
to  bring  their  day  of  retribution.    If  the 
noble  Liard  and  the  Indian  Government 
are  not  able  to  meet  these  immoral  trans- 
actions now,  depend  upon  it  a  day  of  re- 
tribution will  come  upon  India,  perhaps 
not  to  the  same  extent  as  it  did  in  the 
case  to  which  I  have  alluded ;  but  it  will 
come  upon  the  people  of  that  country, 
and  may  make  us  regret  that  we  had  not 
earlier  looked  to  the  finances  of  India 
with  a  view   of  doing  that  for  India 
which  would  produce  a  revenue  from 
more  legitimate  sources,  and  more  in 
accordance  with  the  dictates  of  justice 
and  morality.    I  now  propose,  as  briefly 
as  I  can,  to  review  the  relative  positions 
of  England  and  China,  and  also   the 
position  of  India  in  relation  to  the  re- 
venue derived  from  this  source ;  and  I 
shall  then  conclude  by  offering  a  few 
observations  to  the  House  as  to  the  way 
in  which  it  seems  to  me  to  be  open  for 
the  Indian    Government    to  withdraw 
from  the  trade.     If  I  can  prove  my  1st 
Resolution,  that  the  trade  is  opposed  to 
Christian  and  national  morality,  I  be- 
lieve the  latter  portion  will  be  conceded 
— namely,  that  it  ought  not  to  be  con- 
tinued in  its  present  form.     If,  without 
going  deeply  into  questions  of  Christian 
or  moral  ethics,  I  could  show  that  this 
trade  in  which  we  are  engaged  produces 
the  moral  degradation  of  thousands  of 
the  Chinese;  that  it  is  forced  upon  them, 
the  weaker  people,  by  us,  the  stronger 
people,  and  that  we  force  it  upon  them 
in  spite  of  their  entreaties,  1  think  I 
shall  have  proved  that  it  is  opposed 
both    to    Christian   and    moral  ethics. 
It  appears,  also,  that  we  stand  in  the 
way  of  the  Chinese  people  even  in  arrest- 
ing the  flow  of  the  trade,  by  declining 
to  allow  them  to  raise  their  municipal 
duties  upon  the  drug  when  it  goes  into 
their  country.    My  right  hon.  Fnend  the 
late  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Mr.  Bourke)  told  us  in  one  of 
these  debates  that  he  had  never  heard 
anyone  say  aught  in  favour  of  this  trade 
from  a  moral  point  of  view ;  and  I  be- 
lieve that  my  right  hon.  Friend  stated 
that  which  everyone  fools  who  is  in  any 
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way  connected  more  or  loss  directly  with 
it.  There  were  sevorul  very  curious 
arguments  used  in  its  favour  iu  the  de- 
bate of  last  year.  Some  hon.  Members 
told  us  that  it  was  a  very  useful  drug. 
I  admit  its  usefulness  iu  damp  and  mala- 
rious climates  ;  and  I  do  not  deny  that 
in  such  cases  it  may  bo  used  with  com- 
parative impunity;  but  if  it  is  used  very 
long  as  a  daily  sedative  it  has  a  wonder- 
ful faculty  of  ovor(!oming  the  man  who 
makes  use  of  it.  I  think  it  is  Mr.  Fortune, 
the  celebrated  Oriental  traveller,  who 
says  in  his  travels  that  in  China  he 
found  evidence  that  it  might  so  be  used  ; 
but  he  also  found  abundant  and  clear 
evidence  to  show  that  it  could  not  be 
used  long  with  impunity.  My  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Fawcett)  brought  a  new  line  of 
argument  forward.     He  told  ua — 

"  They  had  heard  a  groat  deal  about  the  im- 
morality of  their  traffic  with  the  Chinese ;  but, 
for  his  i)art,  he  could  not  so<'  that  there  was 
much  diftVrence  between  raising  a  revenue  from 
opium  and  niising;  £26,000,000,  as  they  did  in 
England,  to  a  great  extent,  from  the  intem- 
perance of  the  people.  Xo  one  was  more  oj)- 
posed  than  ho  to  man}'  of  the  proposals  for 
temperance  legislation  brought  forward  in  that 
House,  although  he  was  as  much  a  friend  of 
temperance  as  any  man  could  bo.  But  he  had 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  in  Ireland,  or 
even  in  the  back  slimis  of  Glasgow,  he  could 
find  as  great  immonility  traceable  to  the 
traffic  from  which  the  spirit  revenue  was  raised, 
as  thev  coul<i  find  in  China  produced  from 
opium.'*— [76<V/.  1272.] 

Now,  I  say  that  that  argument  is  not 
like  one  of  the  arguments  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Postmaster  General, 
who  is  generally  clear-headed  in  his 
arguments.  Does  he  mean  to  tell  us 
that  £26,000,000  is  raised  on  the  de- 
gradation of  the  people  ?  I  believe 
that  by  far  the  greatest  portion  of 
the  revenue  raised  from  drink  is  raised 
from  those  who  use  it,  it  may  be  as  an 
article  of  luxury,  but  as  a  beverage 
which  they  enjoy  without  abusing; 
and  it  is  raised  in  an  entirely  different 
manner  from  the  revenue  upon  opium. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  knows  very  well 
that  we  legislate  for  opium  as  a  drug ; 
that  no  one  can  buy  and  sell  opium  with- 
out restriction  ;  that  no  one  can  buy  it 
from  the  merchants  or  sell  it  to  the 
public  without  registering  that  which 
he  receives  and  that  which  he  sells. 
The  £26,000,000  which  wo  raise  from 
alcohol  we  raise  from  our  own  people ; 
but  in   India  the   revenue    we  derive 

Mr,  J.  W,  Pease 


from   opium    we    get   firom    somebodj 
else — namely,    from    the    Chinese,  on 
whom  we  press  the  opium.     Therefine, 
there  is  no  analogy  between  the  tire 
cases.    The  one  is  a  drug,  and  the  othex 
is  a  beverage,  in  regard  to  which  wc 
license  both  the  maker  and  the  seller.  In 
one  case  the  revenue  is  raised  from  otliei 
people ;  and  in  the  other  case  it  is  railed 
from  our  own  people.  If  the  Gk>vemmeiit 
could  come  here  and  say  that  this  vai 
a  useful  and  refreshing  drug,  and  tihst 
the  revenue  was  raised  from  those  it\» 
use  it,  I  should   not   have  a  word  to 
say  against   cultivating  and  supplying 
it,  much  as  I  think  the  Government  ii 
best  out  of  a  business  of  this  kind ;  bnt, 
as  I  have  said,  it  is  a  contribution  in 
aid  of  the  Revenues  of  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment, which  is  entirely  raised  from 
strangers  whom  we  compel  to  admit  it 
at  tariff  duties.     The  next  argument  to 
which  I  wish  to  allude  is  one  which  vu 
used  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Primo 
Minister.     He  says  that  by  this  metni 
you  avoid  smuggling.    Now,  Lord  Salis- 
bury, when  ho  opposed  the  ratification 
of  the  Chefoo  Convention  in  the  Houm 
of  Lords  which  we  have  been  endeaTOOz^ 
ing  to  press  for  the  last  few  years,  he 
said  that  if  it  be  ratified  it  would  pat  an 
end  to  smuggling.     But  the  question  of 
smuggling  is  not  our  question  ;   it  is  a 
question  for  the  Chinese.     It  is  for  them 
to  choose  whether  they  will  have  prohibi- 
tion and  much  smuggling  ;  high  duties 
and    smu^ling ;    low   duties    and  no 
smuggling.     What  did  the  Chinese  do  in 
1857  ?  They  determined  to  put  an  enJ  i^ 
smuggling ;  and  how  were  they  backed 
up  by  the  Government  of  this  countrr? 
They  were  backed  up  in  the  way  de- 
scribed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
his  observations  to-night  when  speaking 
of  the  China  War — namely,  a  way  "  thi 
was  deplorable."  Smuggling  is  a  question 
for  the  Chinese,  and  not  for  us  ;  but  let 
uie  read  to  the  House,  and  especially  to 
my  noble  Friend,  what  Mr.  Aitchison,'the 
Chief  Commissioner  in  British  Burmah, 
says.     Writing  on  the  30th  April  last, 
Mr.  Aitchison  8a3*s — 

**  The  diflicalties  we  liuve  in  any  caw  tn  con- 
tend with  in  prcvontiuj5  suiugij^lin'^  iirt-  »o  tj^J^ 
that  uu  addition  to  thorn  would  not  bo  .i  vtiy 
approciablo  burden.  Anyhow.  smug^Unir  otic 
on  a  considerable  t»calc' would  never  Irtd  » 
the  universal  consumption  of  this  drug,  aadtiif 
evasion  of  the  Kevonuo  is  not  to  be  compared 
with  the  grudwil  demoralization  of  the  people. 
The  question   has   altogether   ptiwid  D^ood 
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the  stage  at  which  Keyenue  oonaiderationfl  pre-  The  same   argument  was   used  in  the 

dominate."  gl^ye  Trade  times.     It  was  said  that  if 

That  is  a  statement  from  our  principal  English  ships  and  Englishmen  were  not 

Agent  in  British  Burmah,  in  reporting  employed  in  the  Slave  Trade,  then  we 

to  the  noble  Lord  on  the  Papers  which  should  have  the  French  and  Dutch  and 

the  noble  Lord  was  good  enough  to  allow  ^?  Danes  building  ships  and  going  into 

me  to  have  the  other  evening,  in  which  ^^^^  large  and  prosperous  trade  in  our 

Beport  Mr.  Aitchison  goes  into  the  ques-  place.     I  regret  that  my  hon.  Friend  is 

tion  of  smuggling  as  the  result  of  almost  ^^^  ^^  ^^s  place,  because  I  desired  to 

total  prohibition  in  that  country.     But,  ^^or  to  him  some  lines  from  one  of  our 

suppose  we  take  the  smuggling  argu-  Poets  which  describe  the  condition  of  the 

ment  and  apply  it  to  the  French  or  ^^y  who,  when  asked  to  join  in  an  ex- 

the  Germans,  in  reference  to  the  duties  cursion  for  robbing  an  orchard,  said— 

on  their   tobacco,    which  we  charge  at  "<Poor  man!  I  would  save  him  his  fruit  if  I 

liigh  duties,  and  which  is  consequently  could ; 

smuggled   into    the   Thames,    and  for-  But  staying  behind  will  do  him  no  good.* 

feited,  and  annually  destroyed  ;  or  sup-  ^  ^^J*  *^^  »^*^^^^'  ^^"^  *«1*  °^^"  ** 

pose  we  distilled  gin,  and  they  refuse  And  wont  'with  his  comrades  the  apples  to 

to  admit  it   on  any  terms ;   and  then  seize. 

suppose  we  were  to  send  our  Fleet  over  He  blamed  and  protested,  yet  joined  in  the 

to  France  or  to  Germany  to  bombard  _      ,P^?».     ,^      ,     ^      ^  ^     ._  ..  x,. 

their  ports  in  order   to   compel  them  ^^  "^/J''  *^^  P^^^"''  ^^*  P'*"'^  *^^ 
to  take  the  commodity  from  us  at  a 

tariff  duty,  the  paraUel  would  probably  ^7  hon.  Friend  uses  much  the  same  ar- 
hold  good.  All  he  said  with  regard  to  ^V?®??*  }^  reference  to  our  opium  trade 
China  was,  that  we  had  opposed  pro-  "^^^^  China.  It  must  be  recoUected  that 
hibitive  duties  on  her  part,  and  by  the  my  lion.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kirk- 
steps  which  we  took  in  1840,  1858,  and  $^fy  has  governed  a  large  portion  of 
1 860,  we  have  forced  a  contraband  article  ^^^^5,1  .*^**  ^®  ^^  ^l^**  \  ^^  better,  if 
on  the  people  until  it  has  now  been  in-  ^®  Chinese  |)eople  are  to  be  poisoned, 
duded  in  a  positive  tariff.  If  we  sym-  rather  than  give  the  profit  of  poisoning 
pathize  with  them  in  their  endeavour  to  them  to  some  other  peonle,  that  we 
keep  out  of  their  country  an  article  which  should  poison  them  ourselves.  There 
aU,  I  think,  hold  to  be  destructive  to  the  ^^  one  other  argument  still  more  impor- 
prosperity  of  the  country-,  we  are  met  by  ^^^  than  most  of  those  which  I  have 
the  argument  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend  already  alluded  to-namely,  the  desire 
the  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  ^^  Y^l  9^???.®  ^  PP*  ^^Vt  *?®  ^^«^®' 
CampbeU),  who  says  that  if  the  people  ^^^  ^^^^"^  abihty  to  deal  with  the  home- 
of  China  are  to  be  poisoned— and  very  g^own  supply.  Now,  this  is  an  impor- 
probably  they  would  be  poisoned  either  ^^^  \^rs.noh  of  the  subject,  to  which  I 
by  Persia  or  by  their  own  home-grown  prppose  to  refer  a  httle  further  on.  I 
article-itwasmuchbetterthatweshould  ^^"^^  ^^  ^^  ^^^wn  pretty  clearly  that  the 
have  the  profit  of  poisoning  them.  My  Chinese  are  able  to  nut  an  end  to  it  if 
hon.  Frieid's  words  were-  g^^^  *>«/^*  hampered  by  the  action  of 

England.   I  find,  as  I  have  spoken  from 

"If  the  Chinese  must  he  poisoned  hy  opium,  place   to   place   on  this   question,   that 

he  would  rather  they  wore  poisoned  for  the  people  have  got  hold  of  the  idea  that 

b^efit  of  our  Indian  subjects  than  for  the  there  is   littie   difference  between  the 

^w^ly^J  ^^l^tr^-of^k^e^  ^  immorality  which  arises  from  the  use  of 

poisoned;  but  he  repeated  that  if  they  must  bo  dnnk  and  the  use  of  opium ;  but  let  me 

poisoned,  he  would  rather  it  was  for  tlio  benefit  remind   the    House    of    the    quotation 

of  the  Indian  than  the  Chinese  Exchequer.    Ho  which  I  made  last  year,  but  which  I 

SS^wr^S  I^i,^°?/"^?1*^^*  '*  T'^/'^'S'  feel  I  must  repeat,  because  it  is  one  of 

desiiable  that  the  Indian  Oovemmont  should  ^i      .i  .                 K     A             j  •     r               x* 

try  to  free  themselves  from  dependence  upon  ^^^  ^^^^%^  constantly  urged  m  favour  of 
this  traflSc,  as  it  was  very  jprecarious,  and  poli-  this  traffic.      Sir  Thomas  Wade,  m  a 
tical  events  might  bring  it  to  an  end.     But,  Memorandum   of   the    revision   of    the 
taking  tiii«  opium  revenue  as  a  mere  transit  or  Treaty  of  Tientsin,  writes  thus- 
export  duty,  he  did  not  think  it  a  source  of  *^ 

revenue  which  the  Indian  Oovcmment  should  **  It  is  to  mo  vain  to  think  otherwise  of  the 

divest  itself  of  so  long  as  the  Chinese  took  it."  use  of  the  drug  in  China  than  as  of  a  habit  many 

— [JM,  1249.]  times  more  pemidous,  nationally  speaking,  than 


1459        India  and  China — 


{COMMONS) 


l%e  Opium  Thnb.       1460 


the  g^n  and  Ti'hisky  drinkinp:  which  we  doploro 
at  homo.  Tt  takos  noHsrssion  more  inRidioiwly, 
and  keopM  its  hold  to  tho  full  as  tonaciously.  I 
know  no  case  of  radical  cun;.  It  has  insured 
in  every  cas<;  within  my  knowledtre  the  steady 
descent,  moral  and  physical,  of  tho  smoker,  and 
it  is,  so  far,  a  jijeater  mischief  than  drink — that 
it  does  not,  by  external  evidence  of  its  effects, 
expose  its  victim  to  the  loss  of  r<;puto  which  is 
the  jMinalty  of  hahitual  <lrunk»'nneRS.  ITiere  is 
reason  to  fear  that  a  higher  class  than  used  to 
smoke  in  (!?omniissioner  Lin's  day  are  now 
taking  to  tho  practice.** 

The  same  evidence  is  given  bj  Dr. 
Hirschberg,  Medical  Superintendent  of 
the  Chinese  Ilospital,  Morrison's  Hill, 
Hong  Kong,  who  saj-s — 

**It  is  irrational,  and  very  unfair,  to  compare 
the  practice  of  opium  sniokinp:  in  moderation 
with  tho  use  of  intoxicating  heverapes  in  mode- 
ration ;  it  w^onld  In*  rational,  and  no  more  than 
fair,  to  compare  the  opium  smoker — wliether 
he  he  a  moderjite  or  immoderate  one,  a  beginner 
or  an  invettsrato  one — with  the  man  who  drinks 
with  the  fixed  intention  of  petting  intoxicated. 
The  primary,  and  mostly  the  sole,  i)urposc  of 
the  opium-smoker  is,  that  he  may  fall  into  a 
trance  or  ecijtacy;  the  secondary,  is  to  forget 
misery,  to  allay  pain,  hunger,  ^:c." 

Dr.  Little,  who  occupied  a  similar  posi- 
tion in  Singapore,  says  of  tlie  power  of 
a  smoker  to  inhale  a  mouthful  or  two, 
and,  before  his  quantity  is  expended,  to 
cry,  '*  Hold — enough  !  " — 

"  I  have  never  seen  it :  and  I  have  searched 
everj'where  for  one  who,  with  money,  stopped 
short  of  partial  insensibility.  .  .  .  Many  diink, 
but  do  not  abuse  it ;  many  smoke  opium,  but  all 
abuse  it." 

Now,  Sir,  I  wish  to  show  to  the  House, 
from  authorities  which  no  one  can  dis- 
pute, what  the  actual  effect  of  this  drug 
is  upon  the  people  of  China.  Mr. 
Cooper,  the  traveller,  says — 

"I  think  the  efTocts  of  opium  smoking  in 
China  are  worse  than  the  effects  of  drinking  in 
England." 

M.  Carnp,  after  his  travels  in  China, 
writes  thus  in  27ie  Revue  des  Deux 
Mondes — 

"I  do  not  believe  there  has  ever  been  a 
more  terrible  scourj^e  in  the  world  than  opium. 
The  alcoliol  (.'inployed  by  Kurdpeans  to  destroy 
savages,  the  plague  that  ravages  a  country, 
cannot  be  compared  to  opium.*' 

A  Chinaman,  writing  in  1876,  says — 

"  No  language  can  describe  tho  evils  which 
opium  begets  in  China.  Thousands— yes,  mil- 
lions—of families  have  been  ruined  by  it.  It 
leads  to  a  way  of  life  which  we  Chinese  do- 
Bcribe  as  living  in  a  second  hell.*' 

It  is  calculated  that  160,000  opium  sui- 
cides take  place  annually.     Mr.  T.  T.  \ 

Mr.  /.  F.  -Pmw 


Cooper,  whom  I  quoted  before,  in  his 
evidence  before  the  Indian  Finance  Com- 
mittee in  1871,  says — 

'*  I  think  that  tho  men  who  nnoke  opiomlook 
upon  themselves  as  morally  czimixi&L" 

I  received  an  interesting  letter  the  other 
day  from  a  gentleman  who  has  been  tor 
16  years  in  China.     He  says — 

''  My  experience  for  many  years  has  been  Alt 
thev  become  emaciated  in  body  and  mind,  ndiMd 
in  individual,  family,  and  social  life — ^in  ftA, 
utterly  worthless  characters.  Not  only  so,  bat 
recovery  is  the  rare  exception.  It  seems  to  me 
that  no  description  of  the  evils  of  the  hsbit  ers 
published  is  too  strong.*' 

Another  gentleman,  a  missionary  of  the 
London  Missionary  Society,  who  has  re- 
turned after  having  been  for  14  yetn 
out  there,  told  me — 

"The  effects  of  opium  smoking  upon  tke 
CJhinese  generally  has  ag^in  and  again  bean 
depicted  to  the  British  public  in  strong  and 
earnest  language ;  but  never,  I  think,  too  Btrong. 
and  certainly  never  too  earnest.  No  lsnguig9 
can  fully  picture  to  others  the  deplorable  cao»> 
quences  of  opium  smoking  which  I  have  mvirif 
seen  in  China,  oven  in  tho  case  of  some  oJ  By 
own  Chinese  acquaintances." 

Mr.  Cooper  says — 

*^  It  is  a  very  common  thing  to  see  hslf-naM 
men  lying  deai,  simply  from  want  of  opinin.  It 
leads  to  crime  in  every  way.  Men  will  sell  their 
children,  their  wives,  their  moiheza,  their  &tiieii, 
to  get  opium." 

Sir  Rutherford  Aleock  was  asked  by  tha 
Finance  Committee,  in  1871  — 

"  Can  the  e^-ils,  physical,  moral,  commercial 
and  political,  as  respects  individuals,  be  ezif- 

gerated?" 

His  answer  was — 

**  I  have  no  doubt  that  where  there  is  a  ztfA 
amount  of  evil,  there  is  always  a  certain  dugcr 
of  exaj^geration.  It  is  difficult  not  to  cooclodi 
that  what  wo  hear  of  it  is  essentially  true,  tint 
it  is  a  source  of  impoverishment  and  ruin  to 
families." 

But,  Sir,  the  noble  Lord  the  Secietait 
of  State  for  India  has,  I  think,  fumiahw 
me  with  the  best  weapon  I  can  use  this 
evening.  In  a  paragraph  in  the  Keport 
of  Mr.  C.  V.  Aitchison,  Chief  Commii- 
sioner  of  British  Bumiah.he  says,  speak- 
ing of  opium  smoking  among  the  Bw^ 
mese — 

"  The  hahitual  use  of  the  drug  saps  the  phy- 
sical and  mental  energies,  destroys  the  nerri. 
emaciates  the  body,  predisposes  to  disesie.  in- 
duces indolent  and  filthy  habiU  of  life.  d«w>« 
self-respect ;  is  one  of  the  most  fertile  §«««• 
of  misery,  destitution,  and  crime :  fills  the  gub 
with  men  of  rchixcd  frame,  prcdupoicd  to  dy- 
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■entery  and  cholera;  preventathedneeitenaion 
of  cultivation  and  tha  devolopment  of  the  lluid 
reTeoue,  chedta  the  nntural  growth  of  thepopu- 
Ution,  and  enfeebles  the  conatitutioD  of  lucc^- 
Ing  generutionB." 

The  Memorandum  of  Ur.  AitchiBOD  is 
filled  with  extracts  from  Reports  con- 
tiuning  evidence  as  to  tbe  demoralizing 
effects  of  opium  smoking  in  Britieh  Bnr- 
mah,  whicn,  however,  I  am  afraid  I 
■hall  not  have  time  to  lay  before  the 
HoQse.  Colonel  Browne,  Commissioner 
of  the  Pegu  Division,  says — 

"  As  an  incentive  to  crime  anions  a  Bunnah 
population,  drunkennosa  is  insigniJiciint  vhen 
compared  with  opiom  amoldng." 

While  Mr.  Aitchison  puts  in  a  para- 
graph for  the  benefit  of  the  Chinese 
population  of  British  Burmah,  who,  he 
erne,  use  this  drug  with  moderation,  he 
admits  to  the  full,  and  the  Beport  teems 
from  end  to  end  with  evidence  of 
it,  the  evil  effects  of  the  use  of  the 
drag.  The  noble  Lord  and  his  Go- 
Terament,  or  perhaps  the  Government 
of  India,  have  token  strong  steps  with 
regard  to  the  opium  traffic  in  Burmah. 
The  increase  of  crime  was  general,  the 
difficulty  of  obtaining  labour  was  gene- 
rail  the  opium  trade  was  increasing,  and 
at  last  the  Indian  Government,  out  of 
68  shops  that  existed  in  British  Burmah 
where  opium  was  at  one  time  sold,  had 
closed  41,  leaving  27  only  in  existence. 
At  the  same  time  they  have  increaeed 
by  20  per  cent  the  lowest  price  at  which 
opium  was  allowed  to  be  sold  in  these 
shops.  ICr.  Aitchison,  or  the  whole  of 
the  Indian  Council,  would  hardly  be 
able  to  establish  that  opium  smoking, 
which  is  a  curse  in  Burmah,  is  a  bless- 
ing in  China.  What  was  bad  for  the 
one  cannot  be  good  for  the  other,  and 
that  which  enfeebles  and  demoralizes 
llie  people  of  Burmah  cannot  be  good 
toi  the  population  of  China.  All  Task 
of  the  noble  Lord  is  that  he  will  allow 
the  Chinese  Qoremment  to  follow  the 
excellent  example  the  Indian  Qorem- 
ment havo  set  in  India.  The  question 
irill  probably  be  asked  to-night,  whether 
it  is  the  fact  that  we  ore  forcing  the 
traffic  upon  the  Chinese  ?  I  think  there 
cannot  he  a  question  that,  although  it  is 
by  means  of  a  tariff  duty,  we  are  prac- 
tically forcing  the  opium  trade  upon 
China.  la  1834  the  Chinese  Government 
made  a  decree  against  the  use  of  opium. 


In  1839,  although  acting  somewhat  in 
a  (MC  the  or£naTy  


»  of  civilized 
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countries  in  regard  to  contraband 
articles,  they  seized  the  opium  then  in 
the  possession  of  the  merchants  and 
destroyed  it;  and  in  1842  we  made 
them  pay  for  it.  I  find  that  Sir  Henry 
Pottinger  endeavoured  then  to  induce 
the  Chinese  Government  to  allow  opium 
to  be  received  as  an  article  subject  to  a 
tariff  duty ;  but  he  failed.  What  did 
he  do  ?  He  immediately  published  a 
declaration  warning  the  merchants  and 
traders  that  the  Bntiah  power  would  no 
longer  be  exercised  in  behalf  of  the 
smuggler  ;  that  those  who  went  into  the 
trade  did  so  at  their  own  risk ;  and  that 
the  British  Fleet  and  British  arms  would 
no  longer  be  used  to  protect  them.  I 
come  now  to  the  Treaty  of  Tientsin,  to 
which  reference  has  already  been  made 
to-night  in  the  previous  debate.  No 
one  who  reads  a  sketch  of  the  life  of 
Lord  Elgin  will  fail  to  be  impressed  by 
the  greatness  of  his  character ;  but  by 
the  Treaty  of  Tientsin  Lord  Elgin  forced 
upon  the  Chinese  a  tariff  duty  for  that 
which  had  hitherto  been  contraband. 
There  has  been  an  interesting  corre- 
spondence in  the  newspapers  between 
Dr.  Legge  on  the  one  side  and  Messrs. 
Oliphant  and  Lay  on  the  other,  in  which 
the  two  latter  gentlemen  say  that  opium 
was  not  one  of  the  questions  brought 
prominently  forward  at  the  Treaty  of 
Tientsin.  But  opium  was  made  a  special 
article  of  tariff.  It  was  the  beginninfi- 
of  the  war  and  the  end  and  the  result 
of  the  war.  The  Nobleman  to  whom 
so  much  honour  was  paid  yesterday  (the 
Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  in  the  Guildhall 
of  London  brought  the  question  before 
the  House  of  Commons  years  ago,  when 
the  revenue  derived  from  the  opium 
trade  only  yielded  £1,000,000  instead 
of  the  £6,000,000  or  £7,000,000  which 
it  now  affords.  In  1854  it  bad  only 
risen  to  £2,800,000.  What  is  the 
history  of  the  transaction  by  which 
Lord  Elgin  made  the  drug  for  the  first 
time  an  article  of  tariff  ?  Mr.  Oliphant 
says  that  the  Chinaman,  more  in  joke 
than  in  earnest,  asked  that  the  duty 
should  be  60  taels,  or  £20  per  chest. 
At  length  he  came  down  to  40  taels,  and 
ultiuiately  to  30,  "  at  which,"  says  Mr. 
Lay,  "I  had  fixed  it  in  my  memo- 
randum;" 30  taels  per  cheat,  or  £10, 
was  accordingly  laid  down  as  the  duty. 
And  what  has  been  the  result?  The 
Chinese  were  so  alarmed  that  while  a 
revision  of  all  the  other  Articles  in  the 
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long  Schedule  attached  to  the  Treaty  was 
Btipulated  for  every  1 0  yeatp,  the  Chinese 
asked  that  the  opium  duty  should  not 

be  subject  to  revision,  not  because  they 
were  afraid  of  its  beinp;  raised,  but 
bocauso  they  wore  afraid  of  ita  being 
lowered,  Kolittleconfidenee  had  they  inua. 
By  the  Treaty  the  Chinaman  stopped  our 
going  inland  with  opium.  No  forei^er 
can  go  into  the  interior  with  it,  and  no 
passport  is  given  to  the  opium  trader. 
Let  U9  see  on  what  terms  the  Treaty  was 
obtained.  In  one  of  the  foot-notes  to 
Mr.  Oliphant's  very  intovestinp  account 
of  Lord  Elgin's  Embassy  to  China,  he 
gives  a  letter  received  from  the  two 
Commissioners  who  negotiated  the 
Trea^,  which  says — 

"  When  the  Comminsionore  Kwci  and  Hwa 
nORotistcd  a  Tnaity  with  your  E?tctUency  nt 
Ticntain,  British  veBscls  of  war  wcro  lying  in 
that  port,  thoro  wiis  (ho  pn-ssuiT  of  au  armed 
force,  a  atsto  of  PJtciteinent  and  alarm  flilerally, 
weapons  of  wnr  wpTP  conrtraining ;  there  wae 
n  etnto  of  crackling  Are  and  rushinp:  waters), 
and  the  Treaty  had  to  1>o  tii^Did  iit  once  without 
A  moment'H  delay.  Di'lilKration  w.n  out  of  the 
question,  the  Commissioners  hud  no  alternative 
hot  to  accept  tho  conditionB  forced  apon  them 
(literally,  could  only  hend  iind  pire  consent. 
£ent  pencmllv  implies  the  cmploj-meot  of  undue 
^•iolenue.")  —  [Oliji/i^nfi  Elgia'a  Miuioii  to 
China,  vol.  1,  pnge  276.] 

The  Correspondent  of  The  Illuitrated 
London  Newt,  writing  on  the  state  of 
Canton  in  July,  1868,  says- 

"In  a  very  short  time  thia  liiisy  siiburh, 
vfhich  a.  very  short  time  before  was  teeming 
with  life  and  an  induatrioua  hard  working;  popu- 
lation, presented  a  seine  of  really  awful  desola- 
tion— nothinc;  hut  ftutted  and  broken  shells  of 
houses  remained,  from  whiuh  presently  large 
heavj-  ma»6(-«  of  rolling  smoke  hj'fpm  to  aacend. 
....  I  bi'lteve,  in  a  iihort  time.  Canton  will 
be  burnt  doirn  entirely.  ,  .  .  I>o  you  think  the 
thousands  of  liousoless  shojikeepers  will  ever  re- 
memhcr  John  Bull  or  Viii  Ordiiieirc  with  love  oi 
respect  ?    I  think  not." 

I  was  Btmck  by  Lord  Elgin's  own  ac- 
count of  the  state  of  things.  Ho  says, 
in  a  letter  dated  Juno  29 — the  Treaty 
having  been  signed  on  the  2Cth — 

"We  went  on  liBbting  and  hiiUying  and 
getting  the  poor  Comniisr^iouers  to  eoncode  one 
point  aflflr  another  until  the  2.;th,  when  wo  had 
reason  lo  believe  that  nil  was  aetlli-d." 

And  thus  wo  at'hioved  that  great  feat  oi 
our  diplomacy— the  Treaty  of  Tientsin. 
The  Ciiiuese  GoTemmeut  and  Lord  Elgin 
were  never  of  one  mind  in  the  matter. 
Mr.  Wade— now  Sir  Thomas  Wade— in 
May,  1869,  wrote  to  Lord  Clarendon, 
as  follows: — 

Jfr.  J.  W.  Peau 


Hi*  Opum  TVi^       IIU 


tooting 

force  alone ;  and  that,  unwarlike  and  muna- 
c:etie  as  we  hold  the  Chineae  to  he,  it  ii  ii 
renlity  to  the  fear  of  force  alono  that  ve  m  ii- 
ilehtcil  for  the  safety  we  enjoy  nt  certain  piuli 

accessible  to  our  force Nothinelhtttai 

been  Rained,  it  muBt  be  rememherwi,  •»•  n 
fcired  from  the  free  will  of  the  Chinew :  iwxi, 
the  conceaidons  made  to  oa  have  been,  from  EK 
[o  last,  citoited  againat  tlie  comdoace  df  Ik) 

Sir  Butherford  Aloock  came  to  exa 
the  same  conclusion.     He  was  « 
by  my  late    hon.    Friend,    Mr.   J.  B. 
Smith,  and  he  was  asked — 


"  The  only  way  they  can  escape  is  hy  wn!" 
Acd  he  replied,  "  A  war  or  a  decloiatioii  lU 
they  are  ready  to  go  to  war  rather  tban  sibait 
to  it  any  longer." 

I  think,  Sir,  I  have  shown  not  osh 
from  contemporary  history,  not  vaj 
from  the  accounts  of  the  ComnuBnoBsr^ 
but  from  the  accounts  of  our  own  An- 
bassadore  themaelree,  who  have  been 
long  in  China,  that  there  ia  but  ou 
feeling — namely,  that  we  did  force,  ori- 
ginally in  1857,  1858,  and  1860,  bytltat 
Treaty  of  Tientsin  and  its  subseqsent 
ratification,  this  pernicious  drug  apos 
the  Chinese  people,  at  the  rate  of  do^ 
at  which  it  now  stands.  And  noir,  Sir, 
it  will  be  asked,  have  not  the  CbineH 
quietly  submitted  to  the  obligaticai 
which  we  imposed  upon  them  ?  I  «fl 
that  there  is  distinct  evidence  that  iIkJ 
have  been  constantly  protesting  agsiait 
what  we  have  been  doing.  Sir  Batho- 
ford  Alcock,  when  before  the  Finance 
Committee  in  1871,  was  asked — 

"  Do  you  believe  that  the  Chinese  Govern- 
ment woro  perfectly  aincere  in  their  dean  t* 
Bit  an  end  to  the   cansumptioa   of  ofnimiF' 
is  nnawer  was,  "  I  believe  they  ore." 

In  answer  to  another  question,  he  uid— 


boailate  oi 


viction  is  firm  that  thew  ii  tlul 
Ir  minds  that  thev  woalJ  04 
neat — to-morrow,  if  they  cotU 
into    any   armngement    with  ti' 


British  Government  and  say.  ' 
revenue  go;  wo  care  nothing  about  it.  *'W 
wo  want  is  to  stop  the  consumption  of  epim 
which  we  conceive  is  impoverishing  the  coai- 
try,    and   demoralizing    and    bmUliitng  ^ 

That  is  our  Ambassador's  evidence  be- 
fore the  Committee  on  IndUn  Finuea 
ia  1871.    Tho  Prince  of  Kuag,  writiag 
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1 876  Sir  Thomas  Wade  made  that  Treaty 
— called  the  Chefoo  Convention — in  re- 
gard to  which  questione  have  been  re- 
peatedly AFiked  in  this  Houae.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Jtomber  for  Carlielo  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson)  and  others  have  asked, 
over  and  over  ajtain,  why  that  Treaty 
has  not  been  ratified.  That  Treaty  con- 
sieted  of  three  sections.  The  first  had 
reference  to  the  settlement  of  the  Yunnan 
case  ;  the  second  to  offldal  intercourse  ; 
and  the  third  to  trade.  By  the  3rd  sec- 
tion of  the  Treaty  Sir  Thomas  Wade 
entered  into  the  following  agreement; — 

"  3.  On  opium,  Sir  Thomns  Wado  will  move 
hiu  Govoriimtnt  tO  aanction  un  arrungcmeat 
diflcront  from  that  affecting  othor  importa. 
British  mcTchanta,  when  opium  w  brouf{ht  into 
port,  will  bo  obliged  to  have  it  tnfcen  coKnixanco 
of  by  the  CuBtonm,  nod  depoHitod  in  bond,  cither 
iu  a  varch'iuto  or  a  reeeivinf;  hulk,  until  such 
timti  us  thcro  is  a  Bale  fur  it.  Tho  impdrtar 
will  then  pay  tho  tariff  duty  upon  it,  and  the 
purehnaors  the  li-tin.  In  orfer  to  the  proTen- 
tion  of  tho  ovaHiuD  of  the  duty,  the  amount  of 
li-kiii  to  bo  collected  will  be  dixidLHl  by  tho  dif- 
ferent I'ronDciiil  Goverrnnonts,  acuording  to  the 
offiach." 
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in  1869  to  Sir  Tbomss  Wade,  irho  nego- 
tiated a  good  deal  of  this  Treaty,  says — 

"  That  opium  is  a  deadly  poison,  that  it  is 
moat  iajuriouB  to  mankind,  and  a  moat  BCTioua 
provocative  of  ill-fecliiiK.  is,  the  writers  think. 
perfectly  well  known  to  hia  Eicellonoy  ;  and  it 
u  thoretore  needless  for  them  to  enlarm  further 
on  these  pointa.  The  Princu  (Prince  Kung)  and 
bis  CollnagncB  are  quite  aware  that  tho  opium 
bade  has  long  been  condemned  by  England  as 
a  nation,  and  that  the  right-minded  merchant 
•corns  to  hare  to  do  with  it.  But  the  oEEciala 
mud  people  of  this  Empire,  who  cannot  be  so 
oompletelf  informed  on  the  subject,  all  say  that 
Sogland  trades  in  opium  because  she  desires  to 
-work  China's  ruin,  for,  say  they,  if  the  friendly 
feeling*  of  England  are  genuine,  since  it  is 
open  to  her  to  produce  and  trade  in  everything 
eloe,  would  she  atill  insist  on  spreading  tho 
poison  of  this  hurtful  thin^  tlirough  tho  Em- 
pire f  The  Chinese  merchant  suppliee  your 
conntry  with  his  tea  and  silk,  conferring  there- 
by a  benefit  on  her  :  but  the  Knglish  mcn-hant 
empoisena  China  with  pestilent  opium.  Such 
conduct  is  unrighteous.    Who  can  justify  it  i  " 

Then,  in  a  letter  dated  in  the  month  of 
February  in  the  present  year,  the  pre- 
sent Chinese  Ambassador  in  London,  the 
Marquess  Tseng,  writing  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Anglo -Oriental  Society  for 
the  Suppression  of  tho  Opium  Trade, 
liondoD,  says : — 

"  Titae  conaidentions  being  borne  in  mind 
will,  I  trust,  prevent  anyone  m>m  falling  into 
the  mistake  of  coniidering  that  the  Chinese 
Oovanuuent  ha*  ceased  to  now  the  consump- 
tion  of  optom  by  its  aubjeeta  otherwise  than  as 
one  of  the  most  grievous  evils  whith  ever  befell 
« iiBti<m. — I  have  tho  honour  to  be,  Mir,  your 
most  obedient,  humble  servant, 

"  TaEsn. 
....  .»..»^^-..v-,.j  ^.„p.o-Orient 
Uie  Snpprcssioo  of  the  Of 

Wo  have,  therefore,  in  1860,  1869,  1880, 
and  1881,  proofs  of  the  way  in  which  the 
Chinese  people  have  been  always  pro- 
testing against  the  opium  trade.  In 
1880  the  United  States  of  America 
made  a  Treaty  with  China.  The  United 
States  have  had  little  to  do,  compared 
vith  ourselves,  with  the  opium  trade, 
although  they  may  have  done  some- 
thing as  far  as  the  transit  of  opium 
VBB  concerned.  But  one  of  the  Articles 
in  that  American  Treaty  distinctly  states 
that  the  opium  trade  is  forbidden,  and 
that  no  American  ship  shall  become 
an  opiom  trading  vessel.  I  think  that 
showB,  at  any  rate,  that  the  Chinoso 
are  still  honest  in  their  desire  to  induce 
this  country  to  discontinue  the  trade. 
And  now  I  oome  to  the  last  proof ;  and 
I  bare  to  remind  the  House  that  in 


In  lUay,  1879,  Lord  Salisbuiy,  replying 
to  a  Question  of  Lord  Comarvou,  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  why  the  Treaty  had  not 
been  ratified,  gave  an  answer  to  whioh  I 
have  already  referred.     He  said — 

"The  li-iia  is  not  tho  ordinary  taxiition  of 
the  country ;  it  is  a  apccioa  of  orlni  levied  at 
the  boundary  of  every  Provinco ;  it  ia  levied  very 
much  at  tho  diacrotion  of  tho  Provincial  (iovor- 
nors;    thoy  can  raine  it  or  lower  it  ns   they 

Silease;  but  thcwiia  alwaya  this  security  for  the 
oreign  tinder— that  as  long  natho  collodion  of 
the  dutv  is  left  in  the  hands  of  Chincso  ofticinis, 
amugghng,  when  the  duty  becomes  high,  is  not 
a  very  dilticult  matter ;  and,  thon^fore,  there  is 
a  natural  check  upon  these  Proiincial  Oover- 
nora  which  prevents  them  raising  /r-*iit  to  an 
extravagant  amount.  With  rcajject  to  opium, 
this  CoQventiou  proposes  what,  undoubtedly, 
would  be  a  veiy  drastic  remedy — that  the  col- 
lection should  be  placed  in  the  same  hands  as 
that  which  collects  tho  Customs — that  is  to  say, 
Kuropoan  hands.  In  that  ease  smugftliog 
would  be  aliaolutely  barred,  and  the  tax  apon 
opium  might  hii  raiaed  to  any  amount  i'rovin- 
cial  Ciovemurs  jileascd.  lluit  would  Ihiu  rasult 
which,  pmi-liciilly,  would  neutralise  the  policy 
which  hitherto  has  been  pursui.'dbytliis  country 
in  respect  to  tbiit  drug." — [11  llanMrd,  cexlvi. 

It  was  stated  in  January  last  that  cer- 
tain regulations  have  boon  imiiosed  upon 
the  opium  imported  under  the  stipula- 
tions of  the  Treaty  of  Cliefoo  ;  but  I 
would  ask  iu  what  position  have  we 
been  upon  this  matter  during  the  last 
five  years?     The  Chinese  agreed  to  give 
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us  an  entrance  into  four  ports— Ichang,  England— nearly  two  yf*»--**»  ^G«!«™«* 

900    miles    up    the   Yang  tsi   Keang;  was  more  than  once  <f4^  W«^  *«  f^J^ 

•Txr^  J^/x/x  *^     -1  °  TTT^     nu  tho  Agreement  was  not  ratified.     ThAqoeitim 

Wuhu,     200     miles    up ;      \Ven-Ohow,  ^^^  j^lt^d  in  Parliament,  and,  out  of  Pu^ 

South  of  Shanghai ;  and  Pakhoi,  South  ment,  the  MinisU-r  Kuo  was  used  to  comphii 

of  Canton.     AVhen   we  examine  these  that  although  ports  and  places  of  caU,  tlie  io- 

localities  on  tho  map,  I  think  we  must  mediate  opening  of  which  was  rtipulaledmAi 

arrive  at  the  conclusion  that  they  acted  i^4rnd':rw°lt^ol^^^^ 

in  a  most  bond  fide  manner  towards  us.  Agreement,  had  not  fulfilled  her  part.   I  did 

They  are  at  an  immense  distance  from  not  myself  assume,  when  I  siCTcd  the  Agr» 

any  other  ports  to  which  we  hitherto  mont  at  Chcfoo,  that  its  formal  ratificatioQ  Vf 

had  access.     We  accepted  the  Chinese  ^y  Sovcrt^ign  would  be  nc^^ssary.    Thein^ 

_x_'  i»  xi,     m       J.  1    •         10T0 ment  m  nmo  Articles,  Signed  by  your  Impnu 

portion  of  the  Treaty,  and  since  1876  we  nigtness  and  tho  Earl  of  Elgin  in  iseo^iru 

have  acted  upon  it ;  but  up  to  this  very  never  formally  ratified  by  the  Queen;  hut  efsct 

moment — the  moment  at  which  I   am  was  none  the  less  given  immediately  to  iti  pr^ 

now  speaking — we  have  never  ratified  ^'isions.     The  Chefoo  Agreement  wa*.  in  ita 

that  /rticle  of  the  Treaty  of  Chefoo,  ?^^,'^^f  vl^L^°^^^^^ 

,  .  ,      .  X     i-L      i-ii  •  r^  jesty  8    (Tovcmment.     The  Oovcxnment  woiii 

which  gives  power  to  the  Chinese  Go-  :btherwise  have  f omiaUy  disapproved  mv  note 

vernment  to  alter  the  duties  on  opium,  of  30th  September,  1876,  in  which  I  in/omrf 

and     which,    practically,    would    have  your  Imperial  Highness  that  I  should  i^ 

placed  restrictions  upon  the  trade.     We  the  Yunnan  affair  tinaUy  closed." 

have  asked  again  and  again  about  the  prince  Kung  replies,  10  days  later,  €B 

ratification  of  this  Treaty,  and  in  June  ^he  20th  of  November,  as  follows:— 
last  we  were   informed  by  the  Under 


^-    ^  ,,     r^        ,        ,,  longer  abided  by.     At  the  present 

have  reason  to  sup^)08e  that  the  French  mail,  Yamcn  have    but    one    desire.     Thcv   w«M 

which  loft  Shanghai  on  the  19th  of  May,  wiU  earnestly  request  the   British    MinistCT.  is  ill 

bring  to  thia  country  a  compromise  Agreement  ^^^   ^g^rds    tho    simultaneous    coUectioii  d 

between    .Sir  Thomas  Wade  and  the  Chinese  ^,.;j.,„  ^^j  ^^riff  duty  on  opium,  to  act  iUictiT 


Government,  m  ..Oiich  the  Keproseiitatives  of  -^  ^^^  ^^j,  ^he  letter  of  the  Chefoo  laei 

the  other  Powers  Imve  concurred.     1  hey  have  ^^nt  itself,  and  name  a  date  for  putting  tka 

been  very  prolonged  negotiations ;  but  we  have  ^^^  j^  operation.     The  l>rinc«,  in  addwmf 

reason  to   believe  that  those  negotiations  will  ^^j^       ^    ^o  the  British  Minister,  rcqueati  dtf 


lead  to  a  general  agreement.     That  being  so,  ^^  ^^   communicate   it   to   his' Goveniina«» 

I  ^-Ul  only,  on  behalf  of  the  Foreign  Depart-  j^^^^    Hsia,  6th  year,  10th  moon,  7th  diT." 
ment,    make   this  further    observation — That,  "  ^  ' 

when  we   have   the   agreement  before  us,  the  r^he  date  for  putting   the  plan  in  op«. 

Government  will  havo  to  decide  whether  thc)'  -.        -i  ^  .^v  *i»        j   a    a- 

wiU   ratify   the   Convention,  or  whether  thev  J^^n  has   never  yet   been   found,  to  tta 

will  agree  to  tho  fresh  j^roposals  made  by  Sir  lasting  disgrace  of  the  English  Admintf- 

Thomas  Wade.     That   is  a  matter  of  policy  tration,  bo  it  Tory  or  be  it  LiberaL   la 

upon  which  I  cannot  speak  to-night ;  but  we  ^y  view,  that  a  Treaty  should  be  made 

shall   have   the   advantage,  before  the  debate  j  ^  ^  j^j^      .^^      -^^   ,      who  are  I«« 

closes,  of  hcarmg  the  views  ot  the  Indian  Secre-  .p  ,        ,        ^^^vj^/^w    itxj.v«« 

turv  on  the  subject ;  and  it  is  only  for  me  to  ^^ite  on  a  level    With    ourselves  shooW 

stato  the  exact  position  of  the  negotiations.'*—  be  left  untouched,  while  Treaties  xoadi 
[a  Hansard,  cclii.  12o4-6.]  by  those  who  are  on  a  level  with  oo> 
I  have  already  alluded  to  the  exertions  of  selves  are  rigorously  enforced,  is  a  difr 
my  hou.  Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle  grace  to  England.  If  I  have  failed  ia 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  in  the  matter,  "^y  main  object  in  carrying  the  How 
We  havo  had  many  assurances  that  the  wit*i.  nie»  and  have  not  succeeded  ia 
thing  was  in  hand  ;  but  year  after  year,  convincing  them,  I  think  I  shall  me«t 
although  one  Govornmoiit  may  go  out  ^i^h  general  concurrence  when  I  siy 
and  another  Government  may  come  in,  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  late 
tho  Chinese  are  still  loft  in  tho  unfortu-  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreiga 
nate  position  they  have  so  long  occu-  Affairs  (Mr.  Bourke)  was  right  in  as- 
pied.  When  Sir  Thomas  Wade  first  sorting  that  he  had  never  heard  anyone 
went  into  this  matter  he  never  expected  say  aught  in  favour  of  the  morality  of 
all  this  dolay.  In  his  letter  to  Prince  the  opium  trade.  The  fact  is  that  the 
Kung,  dated  Peking,  November  10, 1879,  Chinese  people  are  in  the  most  whole- 
he  says —  sale  manner  debauched  and  demoraliied 
"  1  rc^tumod  homo  shortly  after  the  Agree-  ^^  ^^^  proceedings  in  connection  wili 
ment  was  signed,  and  during  the  time  I  was  in  this  trade — one  which  they  WOuld  glibly 

Mr.  J,  JF.  rease 
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get  rid  of  if  they  oould ;  but  which  we  '  precarious  crop.    The  Chinese  are  grow- 
ave  compelled    them    to    enter  into,  :  ing  the  poppy,  and  if  we  do  not  reform 
almost  entirely  upon  our  own  terms.  '  our  ways  it  is  not  improbable  that  they 


The    only  objection  which    has    been 
raised  to  my  Kesolutions  and  the  views 


may  grow  it  to  a  still  gpreater  extent,  and, 
in  the  end,  outgrow  us.     Then,  again. 


which  I  take  upon  the  matter,  which  if  they  once  make  up  their  minds  to  do 
liave  been  brought  before  the  House  I  as  Commissioner  Lin  did  in  1839,  and 
time  after  time  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  put  an  end  to  the  trade,  what  is  to  be- 
Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Law-  come  of  our  revenue  ?  K  they  should 
son),  by  Mr.  Mark  Stewart,  who,  while  do  so,  they  would  gain  the  sympathy,  not 
a  Member  of  this  House,  always  took  a  only  of  a  large  portion  of  the  people  of 
warm  interest  in  the  subject,  by  myself,  this  country,  but  of  a  large  portion  of 
and  by  others,  has  been  the  one  which  the  people  of  the  civilized  world ;  and 
is  now  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  no  (Government,  however  it  might  be 
If  ember  for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow) —  formed,  whether  from  this  or  the  other 
namely,  the  question  of  the  Indian  side  of  the  House,  would  have  the  power 
Hevenue.  My  hon.  Friend  has  placed  of  forcing  another  war  upon  the  people 
an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  to-day  of  this  country  in  order  to  make  the 
which  again  raises  that  question.  Now,  Chinese  continue  this  demoralizing  trade. 
I  do  not  at  all  deny  that  by  the  present  My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister 
state  of  things  the  Indian  Kevenue  is  certainly  sympathizes  with  me  in  the 
benefited  to  the  extent  of  £6,000,000  object  which  I  have  at  heart,  for  in 
or  £7,000,000  a-year ;  but  the  question  1879,  in  the  debate  upon  the  Indian 
of  the  Indian  Bevenue  is  a  question  not  Budget,  my  right  hon.  Friend  made  use 
only  of  distributing  revenue,  but  of  re-  of  the  following  words  : — 
cdving  revenue.  It  is^  not,  however,  a  a  The  revenue  from  opium  is  not  to  be 
question  as  to  the  acquiring  of  revenue,  counted  upon  like  the  revenue  from  land,  or 
out  as  to  the  manner  of  acquiring  that  lite  that  from  salt,  which,  be  it  objectionable  or 
revenue  ;  and  if  it  is  acquired  at  the  ^^*»  ^  ^^^^  ^^  control.  The  opium  revenue 
expense  of  debauching  a  nation,  and  wo  may  accept,  with  moro  or  less  compunction 
'^  "jV  ^^iL  "i  °  iT'  "  .  '  .  and  regret,  as  mmistenng  to  our  present  neces- 
regardiess  Ol  the  evils  which  its  acqui-  gjty  ;  but  wo  have  no  right  to  reckon  upon  its 
aition  inflicts  upon  the  people  of  another  full  continuance."— [3  Hansard,  ccxlvi.  1744.] 
nation  such  a  mode  of  acquiring  it  must  ^^g^  -^^  j  to  my  hon.  Friend 
becondemned  by  all  nght-mmded  people.  ^^^  Member  for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow), 
I  ^ve  shown  that  the  Representative  the  Prime  Minister  said- 
Bodies  of  the  Christian  Churches,  of  .<r,^x-..o  vijj 
•Working  Men's  Clubs,  Corporations,  "  ^lo  Indian  Revenue  never  can  be  solid  and 
^vxA^^  ^VT  vy*ucro,  v^wx^wiouxwiAo,  gu^stantial  80  loug  as  it  IS  largely  dependent  on 
i^nambers  of  U)mmerce,  have  all  come  the  opium  revenue."— [/6irf.,  ccli.  932.] 
forward  of  one  mind  to  say  that  this  is  ,,  vi  17  •  j  v  i  m.  ue 
an  immoral  revenue  for  India  to  receive.  ^^  ''''^^^^^^t  ^"^  "^l  ^  .^ 
and  that  the  sooner  India  gets  rid  of  ?"««»  of  Hartington),  spealang  on  the 
aaoh  a  source  of  revenue,  and  adopts  a  ^^th  of  August  last  year,  said- 

g'Btem  of  more  honest  finance,  the  better.  "  \  '^\  '■'^^f'  ™  o""  °'  t!'"  ▼ords,  the  im- 

utit  is  said  whenever  we  come  to  the  ^^^^^Jfel  ?o  nfr "^f' TnXn  S^l'^^^^^^ 

question  of  the    opium  trade,   that  the  upon  my  mind.    It  seems  to  mo  that  the  large 

Jndian  Hevenue  is  becoming  moro  and  surplus  of  Revenue  over  Expenditure,   apart 

QXOre^most   unjustifiably  as   I   think —  from  the  War,  shows  a  decidedly  satisfactory 

dependent  upon  it.      As  I  have  already  financial  position  I  think,  perhaps,  the  most  satis- 

.A^j       u        T      J   A   1-1                  J  •     au*  factory  feature  of  that  poHition  18  the  mcreasing 

^ted,  when  Lord  Ashley  moved  in  this  productiveness  of  Tublic  Works,  to  which  I 

House    a    Resolution    condemning    the  have  refeiTcd.     That  is  the  most  legitimate  and 

traffic,    the  Bevenue    derived  by  India  most  satisfactor}-  feature  in  the  situation,  for  it 

from  it  was  only  £1,000,000.    Taking  an  shows  not  only  the  financial  position  of  India, 

average  of  10  years,  in  1844,  it  was  ^".^^Vv!"'''^" '''Iv'^'''''^'''^"''^^^^^ 

ot  AAA /\nA    •    -i/ci    Ort  ciAA  AAA   •    1  o/*  4  whilo  thcro  18  this  improvement,  there  is  also 

£l,200,000;inl854,£2,800,000;inl864,  ^^^h  that  is  unsatisfactory,  apart  altogether 

£6,400,000;  and  in  1874,  £6,400,000.  from  the  extraordinary  War  charges.  A  Tie- 
in  1878  it  had  increased  to  £6,500,000,  venue  which  depends  so  largely  on  so  precarious 
and  it  was  estimated  to  have  reached  a  reserve  as  the  opium  trallic  cannot  bo  con. 
i?fc  Ton  AAA  :«  1Q70  "R,,*  ;♦  i»o«  «^Tr^»  sidered  to  be  in  a  secure  position.  As  1  have 
£8,700,000  ml  879.     But  it   has  never  pointed  out,  the  Indian  Givcmment  have  esti- 

Oeenconmaered  a  safe  revenue  for  India,  mated  their  receipts  from  that  source  at  very 

First  of  all;  it  is  the  result  of  a  very  much  below  what  has  been  obtained  in  recent 
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cvor  proviounly  taken,  and  the  Oovonunent  of  j  India — nearly 

Indin  hiivi:  Insfa  informed  that  thoj-  aro  now     ""  ' 

relying  mori!  than  ia  aafc  upon  un  iti'm  of 
Ruvuiinp  which  in  flo  uncertain  as  this." — 
[3  J/aunirrf,  uclv.  1404.] 
Sir,  I  thiiik  I  am  almost  in  a  position — 
althougU  I  certainly  do  it  with  some 
timtditj,  because  I  feel  the  inferior  posi- 
tion in  which  I,  as  an  independent  Mum- 
ber,  with  incomplete  information  am 
placed  compared  with  mj  noble  Friend 
below  me,  who  has  all  the  information 
in  his  hands— I  am  almost,  I  think,  in 
a  position  to  maintain  that  with  the 
Indian  finance  thoroughly  well  and  eco- 
nomically managed,  and  with  tho  Indian 
resources  well  cultivated,  we  should  be 
able  to  place  India  very  quickly  in  a 
position  in  which  alio  could  gradually, 
but  steadily  atid  surely,  be  able  to 
abandon  her  reliance  upon  the  opium 
traffic.  Taking  tho  revenue  at  some- 
thing like  £6,500,000  a-year— I  think 
my  noble  Friend  will  agree  with  that 
figure — it  has  once  or  twice  been  larger, 
but  it  has  often  been  smaller — taking 
the  revenue  from  the  opium  trade  at  that 
amount,  there  would  always  be  a  legiti- 
mate revenue  derived  from  tho  trade. 
Tills,  taken  in  conjunction  with  a  reduc- 
tion in  our  Indian  Military  Expenditure, 
the  success  of  the  Indian  railways  and 
economy  in  public  works,  would  in  a 
short  time  prevent  the  decrease  of  the 
opium  revenue  from  being  folt.  There 
is  also  tho  further  quostion  of  the  assist- 
ance whieh  is  to  be  given  by  tl lis  country 

to  the  finances  of  India,  and  which  ques- 
tion I  have  included  in  my  2nd  Besolu- 

tioii.     Only  the  other  day  a  Memorial 

was  sent  from  the  Bombay  branch  of 

the  Kast  India  Association  to  tho  IVime 

Ministei- — 

"  Urging  that  the  recent  piisitiun  of  ftli'airB, 

vhcn  iniiro  than  3O,0OU  iiivkcd  troopis  Uritiah 

and  Xatirc,  muintiiiocil  whuUv  out  of  thu  Ku- 

vi-niiRR  of  Itaitiijli  India,  wrtu  on^jiitgi.'d  in  tiilil 

■HTvici-  fur   beyond    the   Fronlici'it  of   Indiii, 

lift'ords   nnniiHtakaUii  illmonstriiliun  that  Uin 

military  nmianifntit  of  the  UurirmnK^nt  uf  Inilin 

iiru  far  LiTKi'r  tluui  utc  HMilt-d  for  llio  imtiatun- 

anc(-  of  (inliT  in  India,  and  for  the  defence  of 

the  natiinil  iKninibirtwi  of  thp  Kmpiro.    Hini'i; 

thn  Afghan  innipuigiiv  licgan  tlicrc  have  tn-on 

intRrnulli'nt  ■liHtiirbnncrs  in  tlic  iuriI  diiitTirtH 

nf  the  Britiiili  DMviin,  more  iixtunrivo  and  in- 

teictalili*  disordcT  hua  been  jtrcvalpnt  in  tliu 

jrnigla  diHtricbi  of  thu  Nortiiixn  Frovini»»  of 

the  Madras  I'Tcsidrac}'.  while  on  Iho  Xorth- 

KiiHt  Fnintifr  of  Aasam  a  foruiid;iMu  raid  of 

■nvngo  tribes  had  to  be  mpellcd  bv  nvlivo  mili- 
tary operations  in  dillicult  and  pciiloua  warfiirc. 


Tct,  notwitluitandiDR  thu  fact  Uiat  such  t 
Mr.  J.  ir.PMM 


Mth  of  the  whole— wre  n- 
„  „  protraftcd  campaign  in  the  lonifi 

Uiritory  of  Af  ghaniiitiui,  then>  hua  been  no  liu 
of  milit^iry  force  to  keep  up  sufficient  ganiKM 
in  India  and  engngo  in  threo  Bpei:ial  opcnliau 
in  widoly  distinct  portionu  of  the  Ptnitaiiln. 
The  Bombay  momonalists  therefore  tobmil  iLtf 
there  should  be  a,  nubstantial  mluctioa  is  :1k 
Armies  hitherto  mnintaincd  under  the  Go(a» 
nient  of  India,  aftrr  the  withdrawal  of  tlw  Bit 
tish  Forces  from  Candabor,  so  that  mateiiil  rdid 
may  be  given  from  the  prussurc  of  unpiodscCiiT 
expenditure." 

A  Minute  of  M^or  Baring  states  tint, 
excluding  the  war  charges  in  each  jmi, 
the  surplus  in  1879-80  is  £4,60:,l»g; 
in  lBBO-1  £5,396,000;  and  in  IS3M 
it  is  estimated  to  be  £855,000.  Tlisn- 
fore  I  say  that  if  we  remain  at  pMM 
there  is  great  room  for  a  still  fuithar 
diminution  of  the  expenses.  Uy  htm. 
Friend  the  Member  for  I2ocbest«r  (Hi. 
Otway),  in  a  speech  which  he  deUvoed 
last  year,  pointed  out  that  after  the  np- 
pression  of  the  Indian  Mutiny  Lori 
Canning  said  that  the  whole  expendi- 
ture for  the  Army  in  India  ought  not  to 
excoed£l2,000,000.  At  thiamomentn 
are  spending  more  than  £17,000,000, 
which  exceeds  by  £5,000,000  the  rub 
mentioned  by  Lord  Canning.  Loid 
N'orthbrook said  that  £l4,000,DOOvciull 
be  sufficient,  which  la  less  by  £3,000,000 
than  the  sum  we  are  expending,  Tb 
noble  Lord  the  late  Under  Secretujo' 
State  for  India  (Lord  George  HamilUi) 
stated  on  the  1 7th  of  August  lB«t  tbt 
he  believed  the  Government  of  lai' 
could  best  be  made  sol f- supporting  bj 
introducing  a  more  ecouomioal  meaion 
of  administration.  My  hon.  Frieml  A( 
Member  for  ^Rochester  (Mr.  Otway),  tlui 
was  formerly  Under  Secretary  of  Si»t* 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  stated  that  he  oobU 
point  out,  and  he  would  be  glud  top^' 
out  to  the  House,  whore  the  Indian  fi> 
vornment  might  be  saved  the  exp«ii- 
turo  of  something  like  £10,000,0l>0  if 
there  were  a  mure  ecouoiiiicaJ  aJminifr 
tration  of  some  of  the  aub-governnuBb 
which  involved  continual  expense.  Mj 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Solton  jHi 
J.  K.  Orosa)  told  ua  that  35  per  «n:  '^ 
the  money  spent  upon  public  works  it 
India  is  spent  in  the  ostablishment  om: 
of  the  Department,  and  not  in  the  **Ai 
vhich  are  carried  out.  But  what  p«i* 
led  me  most  was  the  statement  nude 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretaiy  of  5t»a 
fur  India  that  the  railways  in  In^i* 
have  been  steadily  but  moat  KgaSti! 
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progressing.  The  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Indian  Finance  in  1874 
states — 

^  **  Your  Committee  have  received  an  imprt-s- 
rion  from  these  sources  that  charp^es  havo,  in 
some  instances,  hocn  imposed  upon  India  which 
onght  to  have  been  borne  by  England." 

Sapposing  the  Expenditure  of  India  is 
kept  as  low  as  possible,  tliere  ought  to 
be  no  difRculty  in  securing  siu^h  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  expenses  of  the  Army,  of  the 
expense  of  administration,    and  of  the 
expense  of  public  works,  and  such  an 
increase  in  the  revenue  from  canals  and 
works  of  irrigation,  as  would  place  the 
Oovemment  in  a  position  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  the  Indian  revenue  to 
be  derived  from  opium.     I  fully  admit 
that  there  are  other  taxes  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  alluded  in  the  last  debate 
upon  the  question  which  would  deserve 
the  serious  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India,  and  which  are  pressing 
hardly  upon  the  people ;  but  I  believe 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  have  a  suf- 
ficient revenue  placed  in  his  hands  to 
enable  him,  not  only  to  deal  with  the 
opium  revenue,  but  with  many  other  mat- 
ters.    I  certainly  think  it  is  a  mistake 
to  make  light  of  the  distinction  between 
the  two  sources  from  which  the  opium 
revenue  is  drawn — the  one  being  in  the 
shape  of  transit  duties,  and  the  other 
by  the  direct  profit  drawn  from    the 
Bengal  cultivation  of  the  drug.    I  think 
there  is  a  very  great  difference  between 
the  two — not  only  as  a  question  of  mo- 
rality, but  as  a  question  of  practical 
administration.   I  look  upon  it  as  better 
and  wiser  for  the  Government  of  a  coun- 
try like  this  to  deal  with  the  question 
as  one  of  raising  the  largest  possible 
revenue,  so  long  as  you  are  raising  any 
revenue   at   all,    compatible    with    the 
minimum  growth  of  the  article.     It  is 
not  our  fault  that  we  are  in  tliis  fix, 
and  that  a  revenue  is  derived  by  India 
from  opium.     But  while  this  generation 
is  not  accountable  for  what  1  may  call 
the  crime  of  the  cultivation,  that  is  no 
reason   why  we    should   not   take  the 
initiative  in  putting  an  end  to  it.     If 
we  have  the  satisfaction  of  beginning 
to  apply  a  remedy,  I  think  we  shall  be 
successful  in  a  short  time,  notwithstand- 
ing the  magnitude  of  the  question.     I 
have  here  several  opinions  from  states- 
men who  are  high  authorities  as  to  the 
abandonment  of  the  cultivation.      Sir 
William  Muir,  in  a  Minute  dated  Feb- 
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I  ruary  iJ2,  1868,  described  the  pro- 
bable finances  of  an  experiment  under 
which  the  Government  should  abandon 

.  cultivntiou  and  leave  the  production  to 
private  individuals,  imposing  a  gross 
dutv  on  the  druff  in  entire  substitution 
for  the  Bengal  monopoly.  He  pointed 
out  that  in  Bengal  the  production  was 
48,000  chests,  and  in  Bombay  35,000, 
upon  which  a  duty  of  700  rupees  per 
chest  would  :yield  '  £8,500,000,  which, 
allowing  £2,000,000  for  collection, 
would  leave  a  net  revenue  of  £6,500,000. 
After  stating  these  figures,  Sir  William 
Muir  concluded  with  this  remarkable 
sentence — 

*'  The  change  would  relieve  the  British  Go- 
vernment from  the  odious  imputation  of  pander- 
ing to  the  vice  of  China  hy  over-stimulating 
production,  over-stocking  the  market,  and  flood- 
ing China  with  a  dnig  in  order  to  raise  a 
wider  and  more  secure  revenue  to  itself,  an 
imputation  of  which,  at  least  on  one  occasion,  I 
fear  wo  are  not  wholly  guiltless.'* 

Mr.  Eeid,  the  Chief  Commissioner  of 
Customs  at  Bombay,  held  the  same 
opinion  in  very  strong  language.  He 
says — 

''The  disadvantages  of  the  Government 
monopoly  are  so  clearly  pointed  out  that  its 
further  retention  will  surelv  find  no  advocacy, 
and  its  death-knell  may  well  be  sounded." 

Sir  B.  Hamilton  also  expresses  a  strong 
opinion.     He  says — 

'*  I  have  always  advocated  the  abolition  of 
the  monopoly.  Government  should  reduce  the 
cultivation,  and  settle  the  number  of  chests  to 
go  to  Bombay  every  year." 

Dr.  Smith,  the  Eev.  J.  Wilson,  and 
others  who  thoroughly  understand  the 
question,  tell  us  the  time  has  come  when 
the  Government  should  gradually  cease 
the  cultivation  of  the  drug.  And  now. 
Sir,  I  come  to  the  question  how  far  the 
Chinese  have  the  power,  and  are  desir- 
ous, of  stopping  the  internal  trade.  I 
believe  it  is  true  that  the  quantity  of 
opium  grown  in  China  has  been  steadily 
increasing ;  but  it  has  steadily  increased 
because  we  have  steadily  increased  the 
quantity  which  we  have  sent  to  China, 
and  it  was  impossible  for  the  Chinese 
Government  to  adopt  any  other  policy. 
They  took  the  obverse  of  the  view  of 
my  lion.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy ;Sir  George  Campbell),  and  they 
aaid — **  If  our  people  are  to  be  poisoned, 
we  may  as  well  poison  them  ourselves." 
But  they  would  be  strong  enough  to 
deal  with  the  question  of  homo  cultiv(V* 
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tion,  if  we  were  prepared  to  deal  with 
the  question  of  importation.  Only  two 
years  ago,  when  a  famine  was  ragin^z:  in 
Shansi,  a  Famine  Commissioner,  Yien, 
was  sent  to  Peking,  and  he  immediately 
prohibited  the  entire  growth  of  the 
poppy  in  a  Province  as  large  as  two- 
thirds  of  England.  The  growth  was  at 
once  stopped,  and  there  was  not  a  poppy 
in  the  Province,  so  strong  was  the 
Government  in  the  hands  of  a  resolute 
Commissioner.  But  I  believe  that  the 
cultivation  in  this  very  district  is  now  as 
thriving  as  ever.  It  shows,  however, 
that  the  Chinese  Government,  when  they 
take  the  question  up,  are  quite  capable 
of  dealing  with  it.  Mr.  J.  Sadler,  of 
the  London  Missionary  Society,  who 
has  been  14  years  in  China,  at  Amoy, 
says — 

**  I  have  to  state  my  firm  conviction  that  the 
Chinese  Government  would,  in  the  circum- 
stances that  you  refer  to,  he  unquestionably 
strong  enough  to  stop  the  native  cultivation  of 
opium.  Not  only  is  there  such  proof  as  you 
refer  to  from  Mr.  Hill,  but  the  groat  fact  that 
the  power  of  the  Mandarins  has  increased 
through  the  prestige  gained  by  crushing  the 
Taiping  rebellion,  and  the  introduction  of 
foreign  armaments.  Moreover,  i  found  during 
last  year  an  expectation  amongst  the  people  that 
opium  was  about  to  bo  prohibited :  and  no  one 
expressed  a  doubt  that  such  prohibition  would 
prove  effectual." 

Another  gentleman,  the  Eev.  Evans 
Bryant,  who  was  14  years  a  resident  at 
Hankow,  says — 

"I  believe  that  if  the  British  Government 
allowed  the  Chinese  to  deal  with  the  importa- 
tion of  the  Indian  opium,  as  they  wish  to  do, 
the  Chinese  Government  could,  and  would, 
effectually  restrict  the  area  of  opium  cultiva- 
tion in  their  own  country  at  once.  The  restric- 
tive power  of  the  Government  over  their  own 
people  is  very  great,  and  striking  instances  are 
given  now  and  again,  even  where  it  seems  to  be 
antagonistic  to  public  opinion  and  to  the  preju- 
dices of  the  pcdplc.  The  application  of  this 
power  to  restrict  the  area  of  opium  culti\'ation 
would,  I  believe,  have  public  opinion  on  its 
side.  The  consciences  of  the  smoking,  as  well  as 
of  the  non-smoking,  population  would  approve 
of  it;  and  the  well  understood  advantages  of 
such  restriction  to  the  domestic,  social,  and 
national  welfare  of  the  people  would  secure 
from  the  people  not  a  little  active  support." 

In  this  view,  Sir  Rutherford  Alcock 
very  much  agreed  in  his  despatch  to  the 
Viceroy  of  India  and  his  Council,  for  he 
states — 

**  He  had  no  doubt  that  the  abhorrence  ex- 
pressed by  the  Government  and  people  of  China 
tor  opium,  as  destructive  to  the  Chinese  nation, 
waj}  genuine  and  deep-seated ;  and  he  was  also 
quite  convinced  that  the  Chinese  Government 
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could,  if  it  pleased,  cany  out  its  thrott  of 
developing  cultivation  to  any  extent.  On  thi 
other  hand,  he  believed  that  bo  strong  wai  thii 
popular  feeling  on  the  subject,  that  if  Britib 
would  give  up  the  opium  revenue,  and  sappRS 
the  cultivation  in  India,  the  Chinese  Govern- 
ment would  have  no  difficulty  in  sappresnngii 
in  China,  except  in  the  Province  of  Yuman, 
where  its  authority  is  in  abeyance." 

As  regards  this  Province  (Yunnan),  I 
believe  that  such  is  not  so  much  tlifi 
case  at  the  present  moment  as  it  vu 
when  Sir  Kutherford  Alcock  wrote  that 
letter.  I  think  I  have  now  proved 
my  original  proposition — that,  if  the 
Indian  Government  are  prepared  to 
deal  with  the  question,  they  may  look 
with  confidence  on  the  people  of  China 
as  not  only  being  willing,  but  able,  to 
deal  with  it.  Sir  Rutherford  Alcock, 
in  one  of  his  very  able  pieces  of 
evidence,  sketches  out  a  scheme  which 
he  thinks  would  be  the  only  proper 
scheme — namely,  the  reduction  of  the 
acreage  licensed  by  the  Indian  Govern* 
ment,  accompanied,  at  the  same  timei 
by  a  gradual  diminution  of  the  area  in 
which  the  cultivation  is  authorized  to  he 
carried  on  in  China.  I  would  say  that  I 
go  a  great  deal  further  than  that  mystflf 
This  trade,  whether  the  Chinese  grow 
the  drug  for  themselves,  or  they  do  not 
grow  it,  is  one  which  we  ought  to  get 
rid  of.  We  have  no  right  to  take  up  the 
position  of  dealing  with  an  article  which 
produces  the  misery,  vice,  and  wretched- 
ness of  an  entire  population.  I  hare 
trespassed  a  good  deal  longer  on  the 
patience  of  the  House  than  I  intended; 
but  I  hope  that  hon.  Members  will  give 
me  the  credit  of  having  been  animated 
only  by  a  sense  of  public  duty.  I  hare 
desired  to  look  at  the  question  as  if  we 
were  in  some  degree  responsible  not 
only  for  the  financial  position  of  India, 
but  for  the  fair  name  of  our  own  nation, 
and  I  think  I  have  proved  my  original 
proposition— that  the  trade  in  which  we 
are  implicated  is  one  that  is  detrimental 
to  thousands  of  our  fellow -beings.  I 
have  argued  the  question  as  a  practical 
one.  I  have  asked  for  no  sudden  change, 
but  for  a  decided  change  of  principk: 
that  the  principle  and  policy  we  hare 
followed  towards  the  Chinese  should  he 
altered ;  that  we  should  begin  to  tun 
our  faces  in  the  right  direction,  so  that 
a  decided  change  in  practice  may  ulti- 
mately follow,  and  that  we  may  ulti- 
mately retire  from  the  traffic  altogether. 
I  believe  that  the  true  interests  of  natioai 
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are  like  the  true  interests  of  individuals, 
and  that  we  would  do  well  to  shun  and 
get  rid  of  those  things  which  are  a  re- 
proach upon  our  integrity  and  fair  deal- 
ing, and  have  regard  only  to  those 
things  which  are  right  and  pure  in  prin- 
ciple, and  of  good  repute  to  the  nation 
as  a  moral  country,  and  as  a  religious 
country  standing,  I  hope,  high  amongst 
the  nations  of  the  world,  in  spite  of  all 
our  faults.  I  think  we  ought  to  turn  to 
that  line  of  policy  which  commends  itself 
to  our  higher  and  better  nature  rather 
than  to  a  policy  which  requires  almost 
special  pleading  to  defend  it.  I  believe 
that  I  have  proved  my  proposition,  and 
I  think  I  shall  be  supported  by  the 
thinking  people  of  this  country.  The 
various  bodies  which  I  have  mentioned 
who  have  sent  Memorials  and  Petitions 
to  Parliament  afford  a  sufficient  indi- 
cation of  the  feeling  of  the  people  of 
this  country  who  feel  that  our  legitimate 
trade  is  damaged  by  this  spurious  traffic. 
I  can  only  hope  that  it  wiU  not  be  the 
voice  of  the  noble  Lord,  whom  everyone 
in  this  House  regards  not  merely  as  the 
Leader  of  a  great  Party  in  the  State,  but 
probably  at  no  distant  date,  in  the  de- 
velopments of  Party  warfare,  as  the 
Leader  of  a  great  nation — I  trust  that 
it  will  not  be  his  voice  that  will  tell  me 
that,  in  my  feeble  advocacy  of  this  cause, 
I  have  laboured  so  far  in  vain.  I  beg. 
Sir,  to  move  the  Hesolutions  which  I 
have  placed  upon  the  Paper. 

"  1.  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
Opium  Trade,  as  now  carried  on  between  India 
and  China,  is  opposed  alike  to  Christian  and 
International  morality,  and  is  instrumental  in 
affecting  the  physical  and  moral  degradation  of 
thousands  of  Chinese,  and  ought  not  to  be  con- 
tinued in  the  manner  in  which  it  is  at  present 
conducted. 

"  2.  That,  whilst  believing  that  the  careful 
development  of  the  resources  of  India,  combined 
with  economy  in  expenditure,  would  provide  for 
any  gradual  loss  of  revenue  which  the  adoption 
of  the  policy  indicated  in  the  foregoing  Resolu- 
tion might  entail,  nevertheless  this  House  is 
prepared  to  give  such  aid  to  the  Government  of 
India  as,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  may  be 
requisite. 

**  3.  That,  in  the  opinion  of  tliis  House,  it  is  due 
to  the  Government  of  China  that  the  3rd  Clause 
of  the  3rd  Section  of  the  Convention  signed  by 
His  Excellency  Sir  Thomas  Wade  at  Chefoo, 
on  September  13th,  1876,  should  be  ratified  by 
the  Government  of  Her  Majesty,  without  de- 
manding from  the  Government  of  China  modi- 
fications  of  its  original  terms." 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Memher 
is  aware  that  ati  an  Amendment  to  the 
Motion  for  g^ing  into    Oommittee  of 


Supply  has  heen  already  moved  and 
negatived,  no  further  Amendment  can 
be  put. 

Sir  JOHN  KENNAWAY :  The  ques- 
tion  brought  forward  by  my  hon.  Friend 
is  not  a  new  one.     It  has  been  brought 
forward  before  the  House  with  varying 
success  ;  but  up  to  the  present  I  cannot 
think  it  has  made  much  progress.     I 
think  we  have  felt  there  was  an  unreality 
about  the  Motions  which  have  prevented 
them  beingregarded  with  the  importance 
which  the  subject  deserves.   But  I  think 
to-night  the  situation  has  very  greatly 
changed  by  the  form  in  which  my  hon. 
Friend  now  seeks  to  obtain  the  assent  of 
the  House.     It  will  be  as  well,  perhaps, 
if  I  very  briefly  show  what  are  the  three 
proposals  to  which  he  asks  our  assent. 
He  asks  us,  in  the  first  place,  to  say  that 
the  opium  trade,  as  now  carried  on,  is 
opposed  to  Christian  and  International 
morality,  that  it  causes  degradation  to 
the  Chinese,  and  that  it  ought  not  to  be 
carried  on  as  it  is  at  present.   The  second 
proposal  is  one  that  is  advanced   for 
the  first  time — he  asks  the  House  to  say 
that,  believing  it  right  that  the  traffic 
should    cease,   this  country  would    be 
willing  to  bear  some  part  in  the  loss, 
and  would  aid  in  meeting  the  deficiency 
which  would  at  first  be  caused  by  the 
cessation  of  the  opium  revenue.  He  then 
says  that  the  Chefoo  Convention  should 
be  ratified  without  modification.     In  the 
able  and  exhaustive  speech  in  which  he 
introduced  the  Motion,  he  clearly  showed 
us  that  he  fully  realized  the  importance 
of  the  Motion  to  which  he  was  asking 
our  assent.     He  did  not  enter  upon  it 
with  a  light  heart ;  he  realized  the  great 
issues   wliich   were   at  stake,    and  the 
^reat  difficulties  which  would  arise  if 
this  policy  was  to  take  effect.     He  sees 
that  he  wishes  to  do  no  less  a  thing  than 
to  reverse  the  policy  of  this  country  for 
the  last  30  or  40  years,  to  forego  the 
benefits  of  Treaties   which   have   been 
eatered  into  for  the  sake  of  obtaining 
a  market  in  China  for  our  opium — to 
forego  the  benefits  which  we  have  derived 
from  Treaties  which  we  have  extorted 
from  China,  and  he  asks  us  to  give  up  a 
very  large  portion  of  the  Indian  Revenue, 
which,  as  we  all  know,  has  had  very 
great  demands  made  upon  it  of  late,  and 
which  has  exercised  and  is  exercising 
the  anxious  care  and  thought  of  all  who 
watch  the  finances  of  India  ;  and  to  give 
up  a  revenue  which  does  not  press  on 
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the  people  of  India.  Why  is  it  that  he 
anks  us  to  do  it  ?  Simply  because  it  is 
impossible  to  stand  up  before  the  world, 
and  justify  the  condition  and  the  means 
by  which  that  revenue  finds  its  way 
into  the  Indian  Exchequer.  Because  this 
opium  which  we  sell  does  unmixed  evil 
to  China.  Sir  Eutherford  Alcock  has 
told  us  that  there  is  a  p^enuine  abhorrence 
on  the  part  of  the  Chinese  Government 
to  the  importation  of  opium  ;  and  there 
is  abundant  evidence  to  show  that  if  we 
were  willing  on  our  part  to  sacrifice  the 
material  advantages  which  we  now  enjoy, 
and  to  forego  those  Treaty  rights  by 
whatever  means  obtained,  which  are  ours 
at  present,  that  China  would  then  do 
her  best  in  future  to  prohibit  the  trade 
within  her  own  borders.  I  have  said 
that  opium  smoking  is  an  unmixed  evil. 
In  support  of  that  statement  Sir  Thomas 
Wade  has  been  often  quoted.  He  has 
had  undoubted  experience  from  residence 
in  China,  and  he  has  put  it  on  record 
that  opium  smoking  is  a  habit  many 
times  more  pernicious  than  the  gin  and 
whisky  drinking  which  we  deplore  in 
this  country.  In  this  controversy  it  is 
said  that  opium  is  a  harmless  and  bene- 
ficial drug,  and,  taken  in  moderation, 
has  the  same  good  effect  which  alcoholic 
liquor,  taken  in  moderation,  is  admitted 
almost  universally  to  have  ;  and,  there- 
fore, ought  not  to  be  put  down.  I  think 
Sir  Thomas  Wade  shows  that  that  is  not 
the  case,  and  that  what  we  have  often 
heard  that  it  is  better  for  the  Chinese  to 
smoke  our  good  opium  than  to  buy  the  bad 
opium  which  they  would  otherwise  get 
from  Persia  and  elsewhere  is  not  worthy 
of  consideration.  Are  the  Chinese  sin- 
cere? It  is  said  all  they  are  jealous  of  is 
the  income  we  derive  from  it,  and  that 
once  we  prohibited  or  diminished  the 
importation  of  it,  they  would  at  once  set 
to  work  and  grow  it  largely  in  their  own 
country,  ignoring  the  immorality  and 
miseries  which  come  from  it,  and  look- 
ing only  at  the  large  revenue  they  would 
derive  from  the  growth  of  it.  I  think 
my  hon.  Friend  dealt  with  that  to-night. 
He  has  shown  there  is  evidence  of  a  very 
large  and  convincing  character  to  show 
that  the  Chinese  do  heartily  detest  the 
circulation  and  consumption  of  this  drug, 
and  that  they  are  willing,  wherever  their 
power  is  sufficiently  strong,  to  prohibit 
the  growth  of  it,  and,  if  they  saw  a  way, 
were  willing  to  take  measures  to  prevent 
the  growth  of  it   in  their  own  coun- 
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try.  I  think  that  has  been  shown  Ij 
their  late  Treaty  with  America,  when 
they  obtained  the  insertion  of  a  dam* 
by  which  the  importation  of  opium  wu 
prohibited  in  American  vessels.  In  the 
debate  of  last  year  America  was  one 
place  pointed  out  by  an  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  as  likely  to  furnish  the 
opium  if  we  no  longer  produced  it  in 
India.  It  was  the  hon.  Member  f« 
Kirkcaldy  Burghs  (Sir  George  Camp- 
bell), who  said  that  if  we  did  not  groir 
it,  it  would  be  grown  in  Persia,  Torkej, 
and  America.  One  of  these  countriei 
is  by  this  Treaty  put  out  of  the  questioa 
altogether ;  and  if  they  found  meant  to 
prohibit  the  importation  from  Americt, 
supposing  China  to  be  in  earnest,  thej 
would  also  prohibit  the  importation  from 
Turkey  or  Persia.  If  the  use  of  opium 
is  bad,  and  is  reprobated  and  disliked  bj 
the  Chinese,  can  we  refuse  to  assent  to 
the  first  proposition  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
that  the  opium  trade  as  now  carried  on 
is  opposed  to  Christian  and  Intemationil 
morality,  and  should  be  put  an  end  to? 
Can  we  justify  to  ourown  consciences,  and 
in  the  eyes  of  the  world,  onr  continuing 
the  manufacture  of  this  drug,  and  also 
forcing  it  under  the  Treaties  which  exist 
lipon  the  Chinese.  I  confess  I  do  not 
think  we  can,  and  I  think  we  ought  to 
take  steps  to  carry  out  the  policy  in- 
dicated by  my  hon.  Friend-  1  think  « 
ought  not  to  do  anything  rashly  which 
would  upset  the  whole  finances  of  Indis; 
but  we  should  let  it  be  clearly  knovn 
that  it  was  our  determination  to  proceed 
in  the  direction  indicated.  Let  the  Indian 
authorities  know  that  it  is  the  settled 
policy  of  this  country  that  the  production 
of  opium  should  be  diminished  graduallr, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  satisfy  onrselTM 
that  the  Chinese  are  acting  bond  fd» 
in  the  matter,  and  that  they  would  pro- 
ceed pari  paau  with  ourselves  in  pro- 
hibiting the  growth  of  it  in  their  own 
country.  I  was  glad  to  hear  to-night 
that  we  have  at  length  taken  some  stepe 
to  ratify  that  portion  of  the  Chefuo  Con- 
vention which  enables  the  Chinese  to 
limit  and  regulate  the  internal  duties  on 
opium  by  their  own  municipal  regain- 
tions ;  and,  therefore,  we  are  no  longer 
open  to  the  charge  that  while  we  are 
taking  the  benefit  of  the  Chefoo  Conven- 
tion, in  other  respects  we  were  dete^ 
mined  to  ignore  it  where  it  seemed 
against  our  own  interests.  The  objection 
which  has  been  always  made  is  grounded 
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just  and  proper  consideration  of  tliis 
House.  But  my  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
John  Kennaway)  has  said  that  we 
should  let  the  people  of  India  know 
that  we  intend  to  cease  the  expor- 
tation of  opium.  Knowing  something 
about  India,  I  disagree  with  that  sen- 
timent entirely,  and  I  think  we  should 
let  the  people  of  India  know  that  wo 
shall  not  cease  the  exportaticm  of  opium 
to  China.  I  look  upon  the  withdrawal 
of  the  opium  traffic  as  a  matter  fatal 
to  the  Revenues  of  India,  in  no  way 
aff^ected  by  sentimental  ideas  of  Chris- 
tian morality,  and  as  a  question  which, 
although  important  in  itself,  yet  is  alto- 
gether a  question  for  the  Government  of 
India  to  consider  in  raising  its  ways  and 
means  for  the  year;  and  not  a  question 
for  this  House  to  force  on  the  Govern- 
ment of  India.  Much  has  been  said 
about  Christian  morality  in  this  ques- 
tion ;  but  I  suppose  if  we  were  cross- 
examined  as  to  what  our  notions  of 
Christian  morality  were,  probably  very 
few  of  us  would  agree.  This  question 
has  been  taken  up  by  Gentlemen  who 
are  enthusiastic  in  the  cause,  by  those 
who  would  wish  to  do  away  with  the 
traffic  in  liquor;  with  the  smoking  of 
tobacco  in  this  country ;  by  those  who 
are  against  vaccination ;  in  fact,  it  is 
taken  up  by  the  ** crotchet  mongers"  of 
England  generally.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  introduced  this  question 
has  touched  on  the  two  different  modes 
by  which  India  gets  her  revenue  from 
opium  in  the  way  we  collect  it.  The 
first  is  the  Bengal,  and  the  other 
the  Bombay  or  Malwa  system  ;  and 
he  has  tried  to  show  the  House  that 
there  should  be  some  amelioration,  so 
as  to  do  away  with  the  Bengal  and 
rather  encourage  tlie  other  system.  A 
great  deal  may  be  said  on  this  side  of 
the  question.  It  has  been  considered 
many  times  by  the  Government  of  India, 
and  it  has  alwavs  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  Bengal  system  of  collecting 
revenue  is  thorouglily  well  recognized 
and  is  popular.  It  lias  grown  up  gra- 
dually, and  it  would  be  difficult  alto- 
gether, either  gradually  or  at  once,  to 
alter  that  system.  It  may  be  said,  if 
we  were  to  begin  again,  that  the  mode 
of  collecting  revenue  in  Malwa  is,  per- 
haps, the  better  of  the  two.  But  I  do 
not  think  this  is  practically  the  question 
before  the  House.  It  is  a  matter  of  de- 
tail, and  should  be  left  to  the  Gx>vem- 
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ment  of  India.  But  we  have  this  rer^ 
nue,  and  it  rests  with  those  who  are 
so  strongly  opposed  to  it  to  show  tbit 
there  is  any  great  crime  or  sin  in  seod- 
ing  opium  to  China,  and  also  to  ihoT 
how  the  Government  of  India  can  re- 
coup their  finances  if  they  do  away  with 
it  altogether.  There  are  many  in  this 
House  who  allege  that  the  tax  on  ult 
is  immoral.  They  say  it  is  a  necenaij 
of  life,  and  we  have  no  business  wbit- 
ever  to  tax  it.  I  suppose  there  might 
be  a  good  deal  said  as  to  that ;  but  if 
you  do  away  with  these  two  sources  of 
revenue,  how  is  it  possible  to  conduct 
the  government  of  India  in  a  manver 
so  as  to  meet  all  the  growing  reqairt- 
ments  ?  It  may  be  said — **  You  can  find 
out  some  other  revenue ; "  and  minj 
things  have  been  tried  by  Finance  If  inii> 
ters.  They  have  reduced  the  general  ex- 
penditure of  India  atdifferent  times;  bat, 
do  what  they  would,  they  always  foaad 
something  which  required  the  money 
they  had  saved.  If  we  are  to  rule  India 
by  such  rigid  notions  of  Christian  mora- 
lity, I  do  not  know  where  we  shall  end. 
One  hon.  Member  says  this  ought  not 
to  be  done  in  India,  and  may  justify  hii 
opinion  by  Christian  morality.  Surely 
it  is  far  better  to  agree  to  the  remarks 
made  by  Lord  Lawrence  in  a  Minnte,  in 
which  he  said — **  It  is  impossible  for  ns 
to  rule  India  by  our  rigid  notions  of 
Christian  morality."  It  is  impossible 
for  us  to  take  notice  of  things  whidi 
may  go  on  simply  because  we  have^I 
hope  I  am  not  speaking  too  strongly 
when  I  say — Exeter  Hall,  or  sentimentiu 
ideas  of  Christian  morality.  It  is  said 
the  Chinese  are  protesting  against  the 
trade  in  opium ;  out  it  is  a  curious  way 
to  protest  against  a  trade  to  encourage 
it  in  every  possible  way.  I  say  they  are 
encouraging  it.  It  may  be  that  there 
are  laws  against  growing  it ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  those  laws  are  winked  at 
and  its  growth  has  increaaed  to  a  very 
alarming  extent.  It  is  alarming,  I  say, 
because  the  expansion  of  its  production 
must  in  time  affect  the  future  Eevennei 
of  India.  It  is  a  question  which  may 
become  hereafter  very  serious  to  India 
— the  exportation  of  opium  to  China 
from  other  countries  and  its  internal 
production.  Surely,  if  opium  was  so 
deleterious  and  so  great  a  poison  as 
my  hon.  Friend  has  tried  to  make 
out,  it  would  be  to  the  xntereet  of 
the  Chinese  Gtoyexnment   and  of  At 
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nation  to  discontinue  its  growth  as  much 
as  possible.  But,  from  all  we  know,  it 
is  evident  that  the  growth  is  increasing 
to  a  very  great  extent,  and  I  think  that 
is  a  conclusive  proof  that  it  cannot  be  so 
deleterious  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site says.  I  think  it  is  a  conclusive 
proof  that,  though  taken  in  excess,  it 
may  be  a  poison,  yet,  taken  in  modera- 
tion, the  Chinese  Government  do  not 
object  to  it.  I  know  there  have  been 
Petitions  presented  to  the  House  in 
favour  of  the  Motion.  Of  course,  it  is 
very  easy  to  get  up  Petitions  for  any- 
thing, so  long  as  you  can  get  persons  to 
talk  about  a  certain  object,  and  as  long 
as  you  have  money  to  carry  out  the  agi- 
tation. I  have  no  very  great  belief  in 
Petitions  as  a  rule,  and  I  have  very 
little  faith  in  Petitions  of  this  kind, 
coming,  no  doubt,  from  people  who 
know  nothing  about  the  subject,  and 
who  sigpi  simply  from  the  eloquence  of 
Gentlemen  such  as  ray  hon.  Friend  op- 
posite. I  ask  the  House  to  look  at  these 
Resolutions.  I  do  not  like  to  touch  on  the 
Ist  Eesolutiou,  because  I  do  not  think 
it  is  my  duty,  or  the  duty  of  any  one  of 
116,  to  say  what  is  Christian  morality  in 
regard  to  a  question  of  this  kind.  My 
hon.  Friend  says  that  it  is  apjainst  Inter- 
national morality.  I  do  nut  think  he  has 
proved  that  it  is  against  International 
morality.  It  may  be  that  the  Conven- 
tion of  Chefoo  has  not  been  carried  out; 
bat  certainly  we  do  not  intend,  and  I 
hope  this  country  will  never  intend,  to 
break  a  Treaty  with  either  a  strong 
Power  or  a  weak  Power  when  once  it 
has  been  made.  As  regards  the  second 
of  his  Besolutions,  he  has  endeavoured 
to  show — 

"  That,  whilst  believing  that  the  careful  de- 
velopmont  of  the  resources  of  India,  combined 
with  economy  in  expenditure,  would  provide 
for  any  gjadoal  loss  of  revenue  which  the 
adoption  of  the  policv  indicated  in  the  fore- 
going Resolution  might  entail ;  nevertheless, 
this  House  is  prepared  to  g^ve  such  aid  to  the 
Government  of  India  as,  in  the  opinion  of  this 
Hoose,  may  be  requisite.*' 

Sir,  with  all  due  deference  to  the  re- 
marks of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  think  what 
he  has  stated  about  the  reduction  of  ex- 

Senditure,  especially  of  military  expen- 
iture,  is  all  mere  assertion.  A  reduc- 
tion in  the  different  branches  of  expen- 
diture has  been  tried  over  and  over 
again ;  and  I  only  wish  that  my  hon. 
Friend  could  show  the  House— -could 
show  the  noble  Lord  who  is  responsible 


for  the  Bevenues  of  India,  and  could 
show  the  Government  of  India  in  what 
possible  way  they  could  recoup  them- 
selves   to    the    extent    of    £6,000,000 
or  £7,000,000   per  annum,  which  we 
get    from    the    opium    trade,    without 
materially  damaging  the  resources   of 
India.     I  would  even  go  further  than 
that.    Taking  it  for  granted  that  there 
may  be  some  tinge  of  immorality  in 
this  opium  traffic — [^Cheen   and  laugh' 
ter\ — I  say  that  merely  for  the  sake  of 
argument,  if  that  be  the  case,  I  assert 
that  this  money  we  get  from  China  we 
use  for  the  advantage  of  the  people  of 
India  in  a  far  greater  degree  than  the 
immorality  which  we  cause  to  the  people 
of  China  by  receiving  this  money  from 
her  inhabitants.     I  say  that  if  it  had 
not  been  for  this  revenue  you  never 
would  have  had  what  we  almost  have  now, 
and  will  have  in  a  few  years — namely, 
a  complete  network  of  railways  in  India. 
We  never  would  have  been  able  to  alle- 
viate the   suffering,  and  sickness,  and 
famine  in  that  country  as  we  have  done. 
We  never  would  have  been  able  to  con- 
struct the  irrigation   works  which  we 
have  constructed  in  India ;  and  I  ven- 
ture to  say  that  if  we  did  away  with 
this  revenue  which  we  are  getting  from 
opium,  most  of  our  public  works  for 
useful  purposes  would  be  stopped  in  a 
few  years.     It  is  idle,  for  the  sake  of 
mere  sentiment,  to  ignore  altogether  the 
question  of  the  great  utility  of  this  money 
which  comes  from  China,  and  which  we 
use,  and  have  been  using,  for  the  benefit 
of  India.     I  say  it  is  idle  for  this  House 
to  force  upon  the  Government  of  India, 
either  by  a  vote,  or  by  an  unanimous 
Hosolution,  the  opinion  that  we  are  de- 
termined that  the  people  of  India  should 
not  be  ameliorated  in  future  years,  be- 
cause we  thought  the  opium  revenue 
was  wrong.     Well,  Sir,  my  hon.  Friend 
has  stated  that  this  House  is  prepared 
to  give  aid  to  the  Government  of  India 
in  relief  of  any  deficit  that  might  be 
caused.     I   do   not  suppose  he   means 
giving   £7,000,000   at  one   time  ;    but 
probably  he  means  that,  by  a  reduction 
in  the  Expenditure  of  India,  and  by  aii 
increase  on  the  profits  of  railways,  public 
works,  and  so  on,  we  are  to  recoup  in 
some  measure  the  loss  which  will  result 
from  the  suppression  of  the  opium  trade. 
Probably  he  means  also  that  we  should 
advance  a  certain  sum  with  that  object. 
But  how  would  the  taxpayers  of  this 
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country  regard  that  ?  They  do  not  un- 
derstand it ;  and  I  am  sure  they  would 
not  like  it.  India  has  never  asked  for 
this ;  and  if  we  carried  out  my  hon. 
Friend's  view,  we  would  bo  creating  a 
principle  which  I  have  always  main- 
tained is  wrong.  Quite  recently  I  voted 
against  an}'  portion  of  the  expenses  of 
the  Afghan  War  being  c(»nlribut<*d  by 
this  country,  being  of  opinion  that  India, 
and  India  alone,  should  bo  responsible, 
should  out  of  her  own  Hovenue  find 
the  money  for  that  purpose,  and  should 
never  come  to  this  country  for  one  penny 
for  any  purpose  whatever.  I  believe 
that  principle  to  be  correct ;  and  I  hope 
it  may  be  always  carried  out.  ]t  is  all 
very  well  to  talk  of  the  subject  of  slavery ; 
but  that  is  a  different  thing,  and  bears 
no  analogy  to  this  case.  Sir,  I  think  it 
"would  be  a  dangerous  thing  to  lay  down 
the  principle  that  we  should  recoup  the 
finances  of  India  for  whatever  loss  may 
result  in  this  way  by  a  Resolution 
passed  in  this  House,  because  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  might  then  be  always 
expectingthatsomecrotchet  would  spring 
up,  and  that  they  would  get  assistance  in 
Bome  other  way.  My  h(m.  Friend  has 
said  a  good  deal  about  the  morality  of 
this  subject ;  but  I  would  merely,  in 
passing,  say  a  word  in  reference  to  a 
subject  which  has  been  before  the  House 
for  a  long  time,  and  on  which,  no  doubt, 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  will  say  something 
presently.  Why  is  the  revenue  we  derive 
from  opium  any  more  immoral  than  the 
taxes  which  are  now  paid  on  all  the 
liquor  sold  in  this  country?  If  one 
trade  is  immoral,  why  is  not  the  other  ? 
And  I  would  say,  if  hon.  Gentlemen 
agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  opposite 
that  the  opium  traffic  is  immoral,  that  it 
is  our  first  duty  to  do  away  with  the 
liquor  traffic  in  this  country  before  we 
put  down  immorality  thousands  of  miles 
from  our  shores.  I  say  we  should  begin 
at  home  and  endeavour  to  reduce  im- 
morality in  this  country  before  we  go 
abroad.  Liquor,  after  all,  may  be  said 
to  be  a  luxury,  and  that  is  the  reason 
why  we  tax  it.  Well,  opium,  I  suppose, 
18  a  luxury  also ;  and,  therefore,  we  tax 
it  in  the  same  way.  It  appears  to  me 
there  is  no  difi*erence  between  the  two ; 
but  if  there  is  anything  wrong  in  either 
we  should  first  begin  at  home,  and  assist 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
in  carrying  out  those  views  which  he  bo 
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persistently  puts  before  the  Honse.  My 
hon.  Friend  says  that  this  conBumption 
of  opium  is  a  poison  to  the  people  of 
China.  If  it  is,  I  must  say  it  is  a  very 
slow  poison.  The  population  of  China 
is  increasing  to  an  alarming  extent. 
Emigration  from  China  has  increased 
very  largely  within  the  last  few  years; 
and  the  Chinese,  wherever  they  htVB 
gone,  have  shown  themselves  laboriooi 
mechanics  and  good  bard- working  la- 
bourers. We  do  not  see  any  ill  effecti 
to  the  Chinese  who  emigrate,  and  we 
do  not  see  that  this  poison  is  killing  the 
people  to  any  large  extent.  On  the  con- 
trary, we  see  that  it  gives  them  an  ia- 
crease  in  their  population.  I  do  not 
know  where  my  hon.  Friend  g^t  hii 
ideas  as  to  the  poisoning  of  the  people 
of  China  by  this  drug ;  but  I  think  the 
whole  of  the  facts  are  against  his  aseer- 
tion.  If  we  saw  that  the  Chinese  were 
degrading  themselves,  and  becoming  letf 
in  the  eyes  of  other  civilized  countries 
in  consequence  of  the  consumption  of 
opium,  there  might  be  some  justification 
for  attacking  the  traffic;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  I  think  the  Chinese  are  im- 
proving in  civilization,  and  improving  in 
usefulness,  not  only  in  their  own  countzy, 
but  abroad;  and  although  they  have 
been  taking  this  opium  for  generations, 
I  fail  to  see  that  it  has  had  any  bad 
effect  in  the  generations  that  suc^^ed 
them.  If  my  hon.  Friend  knew  as  muck 
about  the  finances  of  India  as  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Orkney  (Mr. 
Laing),  I  am  sure  he  would  agree  with 
me  in  saying  that  it  is  impossible  for 
any  Government,  whether  Liberal  or 
Conservative,  to  do  away — at  all  events, 
for  some  years — with  this  revenue 
which  they  receive  from  opium.  It 
may  be,  and  I  hope  it  wul  be  the 
case,  that  the  apparently  Utopian  ideas 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Durham  (Mr.  J.  W.  Pease)  maybe 
realized,  and  that  we  shall  derive  enck 
sums  from  the  profits  of  railways  and 
irrigation  and  other  works  as  that  ve 
may,  in  the  course  of  a  few  years, 
bo  able  to  recoup  ourselves  for  this 
loss  of  revenue.  But  let  me  point 
out  that  as  soon  as  you  reduce  one 
source  of  expenditure  some  other  will  be 
sure  to  crop  up.  You  may  get  a  surplus 
of  £1,000,000  or  £2,000,000  in  the 
course  of  a  year ;  but  there  will  be  a  cry 
— and  a  natural  cry — that  that  should 
be    used   for   inigation  pnrpoasB  vA 
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public  works  generally;  and  I  believe 
myself  that  it  would  be  far  better  for 
India,  and  you  would  be  far  better  able 
to  promote  the  civilization  of  India,  if 
you  expended  the  whole  of  your  avail- 
able surplus,  not  so  much  in  reducing 
present  taxation,  as  in  the  construction 
of  railways  and  irrigation  and  other 
works,  which  will  ameliorate  the  condi- 
tion of  the  people  of  India  in  time  to 
come.  Well,  Sir,  I  think  I  have  pointed 
out  that  there  is  no  real  bond  fide  deter- 
mination on  the  part  of  the  Chinese  to 
stop  the  growth  of  this  drug.  If  it 
were  so,  if  their  laws  were  strictly 
carried  out,  we  should  not  see  this  great 
increase  which  has  been  going  on  from 
year  to  year.  I  own  that  the  opium 
revenue  has  been  a  very  precarious  re- 
venue, and  that  it  has  been  for  years 
a  matter  of  anxiety  to  Indian  Finance 
Ministers.  I  do  not  see  how  you 
.can  get  rid  of  that  precariousness  and 
anxiety,  because  we  must  rely  on  the 
people  of  China  to  give  us  a  certain 
sum  for  the  opium  which  is  sent  from 
India.  But,  at  the  same  time,  whether 
it  is  a  matter  of  anxiety  or  of  specula- 
tion, I  should  pity  the  poor  Finance  Mi- 
nister sent  out  to  India  with  a  mandate 
from  this  country  to  get  rid  of  the  opium 
revenue  altogether  as  soon  as  he  arrived, 
because  this  House  or  the  country  con- 
aidured  it  immoral.  I  am  not  one  of 
those  who  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  in 
looking  upon  this  traffic  as  a  crime.  If 
you  look  upon  it  as  a  crime,  there  are 
many  other  sources  of  revenue  in  India 
and  in  this  country  which  you  must  look 
upon  as  criminal  also.  I  fail  to  see  that 
the  hon.  Oentleman  has  shown  the 
House  that,  from  the  point  of  view  of 
Christian  morality,  or  from  the  point  of 
view  of  fiscal  morality,  this  opium  traffic 
should  be  reduced  or  suppressed;  and  I 
hope  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  notwithstanding  that  a 
certain  amount  of  his  following  will  sup- 
port my  hon.  Friend,  will  not  give  way 
to  ideas  which  I  think  are  purely  senti- 
mental in  themselves,  because  if  we  did 
that  we  should  soon  lose  our  hold  upon 
India  altogether. 

Mb.  LAING:  Mr.  Speaker,  having 
been  responsible  some  time  for  the 
finances  of  India,  and  having  some  prac- 
tical experience  of  that  country,  I  am 
anxious  to  say  a  few  words  on  this  sub- 
ject. Whatever  dififerences  of  opinion 
thare  may  be  about  the  moral  aspects  of 


the  question,  there  can  be  no  second  opi- 
nion that  a  suppression  of  the  opium 
revenue  would  be  the  absolute  ruin  of 
the  entire  finances  of  India.  The  aver- 
age net  income  derived  from  opium  for 
the  last  ten  years  has  been  £6,554,000 
a-year.  That  is  as  nearly  as  possible  a 
sixth  part  of  the  total  net  Revenue  of  our 
IndianEmpire.  If  you  have  £40.000,000 
a-vear  as  the  Revenue  with  which  to 
carry  on  the  administration  of  that  Em- 
pire, and  you  take  away  £6,500,000, 
you  take  away  a  sixth  part  of  the  whole 
available  Revenue  of  India.  It  is,  in 
fact,  as  if  you  were  to  take  away  one- 
sixth  of  the  available  net  Revenue  of 
England,  or,  in  round  numbers,  to  oblige 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  leave 
out  £12,000,000  from  his  calculation. 
But  that  would  be  giving  a  very  inade- 
quate ide&  of  the  financial  gravity  of 
this  question,  for,  after  all,  even  if  we 
were  obliged  to  strike  off  £12,000,000 
from  our  national  receipts,  owing  to  the 
adoption  of  any  plan  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  al- 
though it  may  be  very  inconvenient  to 
supply  it  from  the  financial  resources 
of  the  country,  and  although  it  may 
necessitate  an  additional  6d,  in  the 
pound  of  Income  Tax,  still  it  would 
not  absolutely  ruin  the  country.  But 
in  the  case  of  India  I  defy  any  hon. 
Member  who  knows  anything  of  India 
to  point  out  one  single  source  from 
which  you  could  supply  any  serious 
deficiency  at  all  in  the  existing  Re- 
venue of  India.  The  other  day,  when 
the  finances  of  India  were  greatly 
straitened  on  the  question  of  the  Famine 
Emergency  Fund,  the  Government  of 
India  cast  about  in  all  directions  to  see 
how  a  revenue  could  be  raised  by  in- 
creased taxation,  and  after  exhausting 
all  other  sources,  they  had  to  fall  back, 
in  the  first  place,  on  a  licensing  tax 
which  affected  incomes  of  a  few  shillings 
a- week,  and  in  the  next  place  upon  an 
increase  on  the  salt  duty,  to  the  extent 
of  some  30  per  cent  in  the  districts  of 
Madras  and  Bombay,  where  in  the  year 
previous  it  had  been  admitted  that  more 
than  1,000,000  of  people  perished  of 
famine.  With  only  resorts  to  measures 
of  that  sort,  I  think  it  would  be  a  waste 
of  words  to  argue  that  the  resources  of 
increased  taxation  in  India  are  com- 
pletely exhausted.  If,  therefore,  you 
were  to  wipe  away  this  £6,500,000  by 
which  the  people  of  India  are  at  present 
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aided  in  the  payment  of  their  net  burden, 
how  do  you  propoije  to  meet  it  ?  Where 
are  the  sources  of  increased  taxation? 
Will  anybody  say  that  tho  salt  duty 
can  bo  increased  or  ought  to  be  increased  ? 
Anyone  who  heard  the  remarkable 
speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Lyon  Playfair)  some  time 
ago  must  be  aware  that  there  is 
much  more  cruelty  and  misery  inflicted 
upon  our  poor  subject  population  of 
India  by  this  high  salt  duty  which 
presses  so  heavily  upon  them  than  there 
IS  upon  the  inhabitants  of  China  by  the 
voluntary  use  of  opium.  I  say  the 
voluntary  use  of  opium,  because  it  is  so. 
We  do  not  compel  them  to  smoke  it. 
Why  does  not  it  go  to  America,  Europe, 
and  other  parts  of  the  world  ?  Simply 
because  it  so  happens  that  the  Cliineao 
like  opium  as  a  nervous  stimulant  while 
we  prefer  alcohol.  We  do  not  force  it 
on  them.  But  you  must  remember  that 
there  is  an  enormous  population  whoso 
taste  for  nervous  stimulants  lies  in  the 
direction  of  this  drug ;  and  if  they  do 
not  get  it  from  India  they  will  grow  it 
at  home,  or  get  it  somewhere  else,  just 
as  alcohol  and  whisky  are  got.  In  the 
interests  of  morality,  of  course,  it  may  be 
an  excellent  thing  if  the  entire  consump- 
tion of  alcohol  could  be  put  down.  But 
that  is  a  matter  of  opinion.  For  my  own 
part,  I  think  the  nation  would  get  on 
without  it  quite  as  well.  But,  be  that  as 
it  may,  who  can  say  that  our  legislation 
is  wholly  immoral  or  un-Christian  be- 
cause we  levy  a  high  duty  on  alcohol, 
because  a  large  part  of  our  revenue  is 
derived  from  it,  and  because  we  do  not 
attempt  by  Act  of  Parliament  to  pro- 
hibit its  use?  80  with  regard  to  the 
Chinese,  we  cannot  make  them  give 
up  opium  unless  they  wish  to  do  so 
themselves.  They  do  want  opium.  Ex- 
perience has  shown  that  for  the  last  60 
years  there  has  been  a  progressive 
demand  for  opium  on  the  part  of  the 
Chinese ;  and  now  it  is  proposed  that,  in 
deference  to  public  sentiment  in  Eng- 
land, the  Government  is  to  step  in  and 
mulct  the  people  of  India.  It  is  pro- 
posed to  strike  £6,600,000  off  a  revenue 
which  is  already  in  an  extreme  state 
of  tension  and  distress  without  the 
possibility  of  supplying  it  from  any 
other  source  save  an  increase  in  the 
most  oppressive  taxo:s,  like  tho  high 
duty  on   salt.     And   all   this  is  to  be 
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'  done,  not  in  deference  to  public  opinion 
in  India,  but  to  public  sentiment  in 
England.  Well,  now,  if  we  were  to  do  so, 
in  what  possible  way  could  bankruptcy 
be  avoided?  We  had  some  va^fl 
hopes  and  expectations  of  a  reduction 
in  expenditure.  Well,  I  think  I  knoir 
something  about  reductions  in  Indian 
Expenditure,  and  how  far  they  are  pos- 
sible and  impossible.  I  did  hope  tbtt 
by  some  reasonable  reduction  in  Militazy 
expenditure,  it  might  be  possible  to  sare, 
perhaps,  £1,000,000  in  the  Expenditvn 
of  India ;  but  I  think  it  would  be  hard 
work  to  do  so,  and  I  should  be  exceed- 
ingly well  pleased  in  the  course  of  some 
years  to  see  that  reduction.  But  if  thai 
reduction  be  elTected  I  do  say  that 
the  taxpayers  of  India  have  the  first 
claim  to  any  surplus  of  the  kind.  I 
should  first  say  that  it  ought  to  be  em- 
ployed in  the  reduction  of  the  extreme 
taxation  which  has  been  imposed  oa 
them,  and  after  the  most  oppressive  ani 
obnoxious  taxes  have  been  redaced,  it 
should  be  expended  upon  public  works, 
by  which  the  country  would  be  bene- 
fited. With  regard  to  the  surplus  of 
£4,000,000  or  £5,000,000  which  hai 
been  referred  to,  I  wish  to  point  oat 
that  that  is  only  nominal,  in  this  senie. 
You  have  been  spending  £4,000,000  or 
£5,000,000  a-year  on  public  works  of  a 
nominally  reproductive  character ;  bnt, 
in  fact,  they  nave  given  no  return,  and 
your  National  Debt  has  been  increasiDK 
in  amount  by  that  figure,  and  therefore! 
maintain  that  the  surplus  is  not  real  or 
hondjide.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
forSouth  Durham(Mr.  J,W.Pease)taIb 
of  getting  a  surplus  revenue  by  spend- 
ing more  money  on  railways  and  irri- 
gation works ;  but  I  wonder  if  he  looked 
to  see  how  much  the  £30,000,000  spent 
on  this  work  during  the  last  10  years  ii 
returning.  If  he  did,  he  would  find  it  is 
not  returning  a  quarter  per  cent.  That 
is  not  exactly  the  way  to  make  up  a  deficit 
of  £6,500,000,  which  would  result  firoffl 
doing  away  with  the  opium  revenoe. 
If  the  opium  revenue  had  been  s 
revenue  of  £1,500,000  there  might  bes 
possibility  of  cutting  it  off;  but,  in  the 
state  of  the  finances  of  India,  to  cut  o!f 
£6,500,000  is  an  impossibility.  Aw 
you  ready  to  meet  the  deficit  yoa^ 
selves?  Are  you  prepared  to  make 
up  £6,500,000  by  imposing  an  addi- 
tional tax  6f  3J.  in  the  pound,  or  br 
largely  increasing  the  duties  of  angv 
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or  some  other  commodity?  If  you 
are  ready  to  do  that,  then,  I  say,  you 
have  a  perfect  right  to  take  this 
Btep ;  hut  until  you  are  prepared  to 
do  that,  it  is  merely  being  charitable 
at  other  people's  expense,  which  is 
not  the  charity  we  should  exercise. 
On  the  contrary,  charity  begins  at 
home.  Our  first  duty  is  to  the  poor 
ryots  of  India;  and  we  should  not, 
in  deference  to  mere  sentimental  scruples 
or  considerations  about  morality,  be  pre- 
pared to  cast  a  sudden  and  unsupport- 
able  burden  upon  them.  I  say  this 
involves  even  larger  questions;  it  touches 
a  question  of  the  greatest  importance — 
namely,  the  extent  of  the  Imperial  re- 
sponsi  bility  of  this  country.  As  a  Liberal, 
'  1  feel  those  Imperial  instincts  as  strongly 
as  anybody;  while  lam  entirely  opposed 
to  unjust  and  unprofitable  wars  and  an- 
nexations, I  feel  that  we  should  accept 
the  responsibilities  of  our  situation  and 
hand  down  to  our  children  the  great 
Empire  which  we  have  inherited  from 
oar  forefathers.  If  you  attempt  to 
meddle    with    the-  religion    of    India, 

Jractically  you  lose  the  Empire.  Well, 
say  in  the  same  way,  if  you  attempt 
to  ruin  the  finances  of  India  in  accord- 
ance with  scruples  entertained  here  in 
England,  and  which  would  not  be  felt 
by  a  single  Native  of  India,  you  will 
simply  end  by  losing  your  Indian  Em- 
pire. Ought  not  India  to  be  governed, 
to  a  certain  extent,  in  accordance  with 
the  opinions  of  India  itself,  and  in 
accordance  with  the  good  of  India  ?  I 
say,  then,  beware  of  what  you  are  doing. 
It  is  a  large  question.  I  believe  if  the 
inhabitanto  of  India  could  be  polled 
that  all  but  a  very  few  hundreds  out  of 
300,000-,000  would  prefer  to  retain  the 
existing  opium  revenue  rather  than  im- 

'  pose  new  burdens  upon  the  people  of 
that  country.     If  you  wish  to  Keep  this 

'  Empire,  you  musthave  sufficient  strength 
of  mind  to  let  your  Government  in  India 
deal  with  India  according  to  Indian  ne- 
eessities  and  Indian  ideas  to  a  very  great 
extent;  andifyou  attempt,  because  some- 
thing is  done  there  whicn  you  do  not  like, 
to  force  your  own  ideas  upon  India,  I  say 
it  is  better  for  you  at  once  to  wash  your 
hands  of  the  responsibility  and  give  up 
your  Indian  Empire. 

Da.  CAMERON  :  I  do  not  intend  to 
prolong  the  debate,  but  I  wish  to  bring 
Daek  the  House  to  the  consideration  of 

■  the  question  before  it.    I  would  ask  you 


to  consider  one  or  two  statements  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Orkney  (Mr. 
Laing),  who  told  us  that  the  proposition 
before  the  House  was  really  asking  us 
to  give  up  one-sixth  of  the  whole  Revenue 
of  India.  He  told  us  also  how,  when 
we  wished  to  raise  a  sum  to  alleviate 
the  misery  incurred  through  the  recent 
famine,  we  had  to  levy  a  licence  tax  and 
level  up  the  tax  of  salt ;  but  did  it  ever 
occur  to  him  to  ask  how  the  money  thus 
raised  was  appropriated?  Was  it  ap- 
propriated in  alleviating  the  misery  and 
distress  incurred  through  the  famine  ? 
No ;  it  was  appropriated,  to  the  Afghan 
War.  It  is  perfectly  plain  that  the 
bankruptcy  or  solvenc}'  of  India,  so  long 
as  it  depends  upon  the  opium  revenue, 
is  in  the  hands  of  the  Chinese.  They 
had  only  to  cultivate  opium  to  cut  us 
out  of  the  Chinese  market.  There  is 
no  use  shilly-shallying  about  this  matter. 
We  must  face  the  fact  that  the  Chinese 
Government  had  only  to  do  what 
they  have  repeatedly  spoken  of  doing — 
they  have  only  to  cultivate  the  opium 
themselves  in  order  to  cut  off  our  opium 
revenue  altogether,  and  to  force  us  to 
face  the  difficulty  which  might  be  better 
faced  at  our  own  option  in  our  own  way 
than  at  their  option  when  they  choose. 
I  am  glad  to  hear  that  we  have  at  last 
done  something  with  regard  to  the 
Chefoo  Convention.  We  were  the  only 
Power  that  was  interested  in  the  non- 
fulfilment  of  that  portion  of  the  Con- 
vention which  related  to  the  placing  of 
all  imported  opium  under  the  charge  of 
the  Chinese  Custom  officials.  It  is  well 
that  that  portion  of  the  disgrace  which 
I  think  the  whole  history  of  our  opium 
dealings  with  China  had  branded  upon 
this  country  has  been  already  done  away 
with.  I  trust  that,  quite  apart  from  the 
question  of  Christian  morality,  we  will 
look  broadly  at  the  matter,  and  while 
the  control  of  the  opium  revenue  is  in 
our  own  hands.  It  is  not  that  I  regpret 
so  much  the  question  of  the  growth 
and  selling  of  opium.  What  I  consider 
the  disgrace  in  this  whole  matter  is  our 
forcing  our  traffic  upon  the  Chinese. 
They  protested  and  resisted.  They 
fought  and  have  been  defeated  again 
and  again.  It  is  all  very  well  for  Gen- 
tlemen like  the  hon.  Member  for  Guild- 
ford (Mr.  Onslow)  to  tell  us  that  our 
Ambassadors  and  authorities  of  great 
weight  had  assured  us  of  their  belief  in 
the  sincerity  of  the  Chinese ;  but  I  ven- 
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ture  to  say  that  the  great  majority  of  the 
people  ill  this  country  will  give  the 
weight  of  their  opinions  against  any 
authorities  brought  in  sustainment  of 
their  assertions.  I  hope  the  noble  Lord 
will  not  lose  sight  of  this  point  when  he 
comes  to  reply,  that  the  financial  portion 
of  the  question  may  any  day  be  taken 
out  of  our  own  hands  at  the  option  of 
the  Chinese  Government ;  that  at  the 
present  moment  tlie  growth  of  opium 
in  China  is  increasing  to  such  an  ex- 
tent as  to  alarm  Indian  financiers  for 
the  fate  of  that  revenue,  and  that  it 
would  be  much  better  to  deal  with  that 
revenue  while  it  is  in  our  own  hands. 

Mr.  G'DONNELL  :  I  rise  to  support 
that  caution  given  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron),  that  in 
placing  the  hopes  of  our  Indian  finance 
upon  the  continuous  forbearance  of  the 
Chinese  Government  we  are  resting  on 
a  support  which  at  any  moment  may 
break  in  our  hands.  I  have  reason  to 
feel  a  strong  satisfaction  with  myself,  at 
anv  rate,  that  the  interference  of  the 
Cliiuese  Government  in  the  opium  ques- 
tion did  not  wait  until  the  Indian  opium 
had  been  fairly  under-bid  in  the  Oiincse 
market  by  the  Native  Chinese  drug.  ] 
believe  the  Chinese  Government  have 
been  influentially  advised  that,  in  the 
present  state  of  popular  opinion  in  Eng- 
land upon  the  subject  of  forcing  opium 
upon  China,  it  would  be  perfectly  safe 
for  the  Chinese  Government  to  prohibit 
the  importation  of  Indian  opium  into 
China.  The  Chinese  Government  is 
rapidly  advancing  in  most  of  the  arts  of 
modern  civilization.  In  the  organization 
and  consolidation  of  their  Empire  the 
Chinese  Hulers  have  made  enormous 
progress;  and  not  only  from  a  moral 
regard  for  the  welfare  of  their  people, 
but  from  fiscal  reasons,  the  necessity  for 
having  a  large  revenue  is  becoming 
more  and  more  apparent  to  the  able  men 
who  steer  the  Chinese  Empire.  From 
fiscal  reasons,  as  well  as  moral  reasons, 
there  is  a  party  of  increasing  power  at 
the  Chinese  Court  in  favour  of  pre- 
venting the  profit  of  a  drug  consumed  by 
the  Chinese  people  going  into  the  pocket 
of  a  foreign  Government.  I  believe  that 
before  very  many  months  pass  an  em- 
phatic step  will  be  taken  in  that  direction 
by  the  Chinese  Government.  It  must 
be  remembered  that  the  Chinese  Govern- 
ment has  got  many  able  advisers  at  its 
back,   who    are    not    friendly    to    this 
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country,   and   that  under   the  citcib- 
stances  advice  will  be  g^iven  to  Chinito 
take  up  an  attitude  which  would  on- 
barrass  England.    For  all  these  reason 
I   believe  that   Indian   financiers  mai 
take  into  their  early  consideration  the 
probability  of  having  soon  to  do  withcnl 
the  opium  revenue,  or,   at  any  rate,  to 
do  with  a  greatly  diminished  revenae.  I 
am  perfectly  satisfied  that  Indian  finai- 
ciers  will  soon  have   to  do  without  tin 
opium  revenue  ;  and  if  the  Chinese  Go- 
vernment choose  to-morrow  to  tell  70a 
that  they  will    not  allow  opium  to  bi 
forced  on  them  any  longer,  that  they 
will  be  able  to  take   that  step  vithtlii 
moral  certainty  that  the  British  peopli 
will  not  enter  on  another  opium  war. 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGWN: 
The  hon.    Member    for    Glasgow  [Dt 
Cameron)  said  he  wished  to  briag  UA 
the  House  to  the  consideration  of  tin 
question   before   it,    and   which,  in  hii 
opinion,  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Memb« 
for  Orkney   (Mr.   Laing)  had  to  mm 
extent  drawn  it  away  from.     It  leeiu 
to    me    that    the     hon.     Member  fa 
Orkney's    Fpeech     was     a    most  Till- 
able contribution  to    the   consideratiot 
of  this  question.     Whatever  opinion  wi 
and  the  country   may  ultimately  fom 
upon  this  most  difficult  and  important 
question,  at  all  events,  it  is  highly  de- 
sirable that  the   country    should  £ana 
that  opinion  with  all  the  facts  before  it 
and  with  a  full  knowledge  of  all  the 
circumstances   of  the  case.     The  boL 
Member  for  Orkney,  speaking  with  iki 
authority  and   experience  of  a  form* 
Minister  of  Finance   in  India,  did,  ii  a 
very  short  and  in  a  very  clear  and  plii& 
manner,  put  before  the  House  serenl 
issues  with  which  it  will  have  to  dad 
whenever  it  comes  to  a  final  decision  flf 
this  question.      I    was   very  math  «fr 
l)roached  last  year  for  having  treated 
this  subject  too  exclusively  from  an  I*- 
dian  Eevenue  point  of  view ;  and  I  vM 
very  much  reproached  last  year  in  tiii 
House  for  having  dwelt  very  ainsido- 
ably  upon  the  effect  which  would  falloa 
the  Kevenue  of  India  by  any  conside^ 
able   alteration  in    the  system  of  ^ 
opium  revenue.     I  must  still  maintaifl* 
however,   that,    as   responsible  in  tto 
House  for  the  administration  of  Id& 
I  cannot,  in  dealing  with  this  quefd<«t 
be  indififereut  to  Indian  Revenue.   Q* 
question  as  has  been  pointed  out  ^ 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ch^kney  iaont" 


1497        India  and  Chim^^  (Afsil  29,  1881)         Th$  Opium  Trade.        149^ 


faoh  immense  fiscal  importance,  and  the  | 
revenue  derived  from  opium  is  so  large  j 
a  portion  of  the  whole  net  Hevenue  of 
India,  that  it  would  be  impossible  for 
anyone  concerned  for  the  Bevenue  of 
India  to  be  indifferent  to  that  considera- 
tion.    My  hoQ.  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Durham  (Mr.  J.  W.  Pease)  takes  a 
Tery  sanguine  view  of  the  financial  posi- 
tion of  India.     He  says  that  but  for  the 
late  war  we  should  have  had  a  surplus 
this  year,  and  he  sees  a  prospect  of  a 
farther  reduction  of   expenditure,  and 
thinks  that  without  any  extraordinary 
efforts  it  may  be  possible  for  India  to 
dispense  with  this  sort  of  revenue.  Well, 
I  entirely  hope  that  the  sanguine  esti- 
mate formed  by  my  hon.  Friend,  and 
those    who    agree   with    him,  may  be 
justified.      I   entirely   agree  with   him 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Government  of 
India,  both  in  India  and  here,  to  use 
every  exertion  both  for  the  reduction  of 
the  expenditure  and  the  avoidance   of 
unnecessary  wars.    But,  even  supposing 
my  hon.  Friend's  anticipations  should 
he  justified,  and  that  our  position  should 
he  so  satisfactory  as  to  enable  us  with- 
ont  a  great  deal  of  consideration  to  dis- 
pense with  this  great  revenue,  yet,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Orkney  pointed 
outy   these    calculations  are  all  exclu- 
■tve   of  public   works   expenditure.      I 
will  not  go  fully  into  that  question  now  ; 
hut  we  all  know  that  many  authorities 
consider  that  these  surpluses  ought  not 
to  be  estimated  till  we  have  included  all 
publio  works  expenditure  which  is  not 
proved  to  be  productive.    Then  we  know 
that  we  are  liable  from  time  to  time  to 
the  fearful  scourge  of  famine,  and  we 
know  that  with  the  feelings  which  most 
properly  prevail   here   upon  that  sub- 
ject, every  famine  will  probably  involve 
us  in  an  increased  expenditure,  because 
the  £nglish  people  will  not  tolerate  that 
thousands  and  millions  of  our  Indian 
fUlow- subjects  should  perish  from  famine 
if  any  expenditure  of  money  will  save 
them.     It  is  certain  that  on  the  recur- 
reuee  of  famine  we  shall  be  involved  in 
au  enormous  expenditure.    Is  that  ex- 
penditure always  to  take  the  form  of  a 
permanent  increase  to  our  Indian  Debt ; 
are  we  in  prosperous  years  to  make  no 
provision    against    famines    occurring ; 
and  are  we  to  throw  away  a  source  of 
revenue  which  might  form  a  sort  of  in- 
surance against  these  calamities  ?    The 
hon.  Member  for  Orkney  (Mr.  Laing) 


pointed  out  that  whatever  fault  may 
be  found  with  this  revenue  from  a  moral 
or  other  point  of  view,  it  is,  undoubtedly, 
a  revenue  which  does  not  press  hardly 
and  which  is  not  felt  at  all  by  the  people 
of  India  themselves.  Moreover,  it  is  a 
source  of  income  which  the  whole  of 
the  people  of  India,  if  they  were  con- 
sulted, would  be  in  favour  of  retaining. 
I  do  not  say  that  that  isaconclusive  reason 
for  maintaining  the  system  ;  but  it  is  a 
circumstance  which  cannot  be  altogether 
disregarded.  My  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  J. 
W.  Pease)  has  this  Session,  for  the  first 
time,  come  forward  with  a  proposal  that 
this  House  should  make  good,  if  ne- 
cessary, any  deficiency  which  might  oc- 
cur in  the  resources  of  India  by  reason  of 
the  changes  which  he  advocates.  I  fully 
sympathize  with  the  motives  which  have 
induced  my  hon.  Friend  to  insert  that 
Resolution  among  those  which  he  in- 
tended to  lay  upon  the  Table ;  but  he 
must  excuse  me  if  I  cannot  altogether 
admit  that  that  profession  of  readiness 
on  his  part  constitutes  a  complete 
guarantee  for  India  against  the  loss  it 
might  sustain.  It  is  one  thing  for  the 
House,  in  a  moment  of  enthusiasm,  to 
pass  a  Hesolution  that  it  is  ready  to 
make  good  a  certain  sum ;  but  it  will 
be  a  very  different  thing  when  it  comes 
to  voting  that  sum  annually,  and  im- 
posing a  great  burden  on  the  people 
of  this  country  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
lieving India,  and  of  carrying  out  the 
policy  advocated  by  my  hon.  Friend. 
I  will  grant  to  my  hon.  Friend  that 
this  year,  or  perhaps  next  year,  this 
House  might  vote  the  money,  though 
I  have  some  doubt  of  it.  This 
House  might  vote  a  considerable  sum 
towards  relieving  India  for  this  pur- 
pose ;  but  supposing  that  it  turned  out 
that  after  all  we  have  done  no  good 
— that  we  have  fatally  damaged  the 
resources  of  India,  and  done  no  good  to 
China,  can  it  for  a  moment  be  imagined 
that  the  House  of  Commons  would  con- 
tinue to  make  an  annual  Vote  ?  Even 
if  it  were  otherwise,  if  I  could  be  certain 
that  this  House  would  continue  an 
annual  grant,  I  must  say  I  should  have, 
in  the  interest  of  India,  grave  doubt 
whether  India  oucjht  to  accept  it.  I 
was  entirely  of  opinion  that  it  was  right, 
when  India  had  been  put  to  a  great  ex- 
penditure in  the  furtherance  of  a  policy 
— whether  right  or  wrong — which  was 
partly  of  an  Imperial  character,  that  the 
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whole  burden  of  that  policy  should  not 
bo  thrown  on  India,  but  that  a  contri- 
bution should  bo  made  by  this  country 
in  aid  of  tliat  policy.  Some  difiFered 
from  that  viow  ;  but  many  would  differ, 
and  I  myself  should  differ,  if  it  wero  a 
question  of  an  annual  subsidj'  from  the 
Eevenues  of  England  for  the  relief  of 
India,  which  would  make  India  a 
burden  to  this  country,  than  which  I  can 
conceive  nothinj^  more  likely  to  imperil 
the  connect i<m  between  us  and  our  In- 
dian Dominicms.  I  cannot,  therefore,  be 
indifferent  to  the  financial  aspect  of  this 
question,  although  I  do  not  mean  to  rest 
my  case  exclusively,  or  even  mainly,  on 
financial  grounds.  If  the  revenue  is  an 
immoral  one,  and  if  we  are  doing  actual 
injustice  to  China  in  the  arrangements 
imposed  upon  her  by  Treaty,  no  dou))t 
there  will  be  an  increasing  feeling  in 
this  country  in  favour  of  some  change, 
and  it  will  be  necessary'  for  those  who 
are  responsible  for  the  Government  of 
India  to  see  whether  India  cannot  dis- 
pense with  this  revenue.  But  if  India 
is  to  be  called  upon  to  make  this  sacri- 
fice, it  must  be  dearly  and  conclusively 
proved  that  the  revenue  is  an  immoral 
one.  and  that  the  abandonment  of  the 
revenue  will  do  any  good  to  China  at  all ; 
it  will  have  to  be  conclusively  proved 
that  China  desires,  and  if  she  desires  is 
able,  to  put  a  stop  to  the  consumption  of 
opium  ;  and  that  it  is  only  our  system 
which  prevents  her  from  doing  so.  I  do 
not  think  any  of  these  things  have  been, 
or  can  be,  conclusively  proved.  Myhon. 
Friend  brought  forward  some  evidence 
— though  very  little,  in  my  opinion — to 
show  that  opium  was,  and  must  be,  ne- 
( essaril}'  pernicious  to  the  people  who 
use  it.  In  my  opiin(m,  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  evidenco  which  shows  that  opium 
smoking  is  not  necessarily  or  universally 
pernicious.  My  right  lion.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies (Six.  Grant  Dufr),  speaking  on  this 
subjeil  more  than  10  years  ago,  quoted 
some  high  authorities,  of  which  it  may 
be  well  for  mo  to  remind  the  House,  to 
show  that  the  practice  of  opium  smoking 
in  China  was  not  pernicious  at  all  to  the 
people  at  largo.  Tht)  first  authority 
was  Mr.  Fortune,  a  well-known  traveller 
in  China,  and  he  said — 

**  From  my  own  oxporiciico,  I  have  no  hositii- 
tion  in  wivioij  that  tin*  niimhor  of  pcrsrjni*  who 
use  opium  to  oxcr.ss  liiis  hrm  vc-ry  miuh  exai;- 
gerutod;  it  is  quito  truo  th;it  n  veryltir^o  quan- 
tity of  the  drug  \a  yearly  imported  from  ludia, 
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but  then  we  must  take  into  coniider&tifla  tte 
vast  extent  of  the  Chinese  Empire  and  its  pon- 
lation  of  300,000,000.  I  have,  when  tnve^ 
in  diiTercnt  })art8  of  the  country*,  oft«*n  been  ii 
com])any  with  opium -smokers,  and  am  coa» 
(piontly  ahlr;  to  speak  with  some  confidence  wish 
rc^fird  t^)  their  habits.  I  well  remember  tit 
impressions  I  had  ou  this  subject  before  I  lift 
l']n gland,  and  my  surprise  when  I  was  fixit  io 
the  company  of  «in  opium -smoker,  who  wh 
enjoying  his  favourite  stimulant.  When  tht 
man  lay  down  upon  the  couch  and  b^n  tt 
inhale  the  fumes  of  the  opium  I  observed  him 
att^'ntively,  expecting  in  a  minute  or  two  to  m 
him  in  his  *  third  heaven  of  bliss;*  but  no.ifts 
h(!  had  taken  a  few  whiflTs,  he  quietly  recifnii 
the  |iipe  to  one  of  his  friends,  and  walked  iwit 
to  his  hufiiness.  Several  othern  of  the  party  £b 
I'xactly  the  same.  Since  then  I  havfoft^nteci 
the  dni^  used,  and  I  can  assort  that  in  the  ned 
majiirity  of  cases  it  was  not  immoderately  in- 
dulp:t'<i  in.  At  tho  same  time,  I  am  well  awtn 
that,  like  tho  use  of  ardent  spirits  in  our  ovft 
f'ountrj-,  it  is  frequently  carrit>d  to  a  mostUmeiit- 
aV>lc  excess.'* — [3  Hau*ard,  cci.  510.] 

My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  then  quoted 
from  Balfour's  EncycJnptcdia  (»/  Indi;  xk 
which  it  was  stated,  on  the  authoritj  of 
Dr.  Oxley,  a  physician  of  eminence  it 
Singapore,  where  there  is  the  bighert 
rate  of  consumption  of  the  drug,  tint 
tliough  its  inordinate  abuse  most  ded- 
dodly  does  bring  on  bad  effects.  Dr.OJej 
had  seen  a  man  who  had  used  it  in  mo- 
deration for  50  j-ears  without  any  eril 
effects,  and  anotFier  who  had  so  urtdit 
was  upwards  of  80.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
then  quoted  from  a  Report  "on  tlw 
poppy  cultivation  and  the  Benarei 
Opium  Agency,"  in  the  Seltcft'onM  frm 
Itfcords  of  the  Bt^ngal  Goirrnnifnt  h 
1851,  in  which  it  was  said  that — 

"Xlic  qufstion  for  determination  is  notwUl 
are  thr;  oiTccts  of  opium  used  to  exccH,  butwlat 
aro  its  offi'cts  on  tho  moral  and  phvsicsil  «*ili- 
tution  of  the  mass  of  the  indiviJiuN  who  aseit 
hahitually  and  in  moderation,  either  us  a  stimo- 
lant  to  sustain  tho  franio  under  fatitruo,  <«rui 
rrstonitivo  and  scilativir  after  laKmr.  bodilt a 
mrntal.*'— [/i/f/.  'ill-ol2.] 

The  writer,  wlio  had  passed  three  yeui 
in  China,  stated,  as  the  result  of  bis  own 
observation,  that  no  injurious  results  an 
apparent  from  this  habitual  and  mode- 
rate use  of  the  drug,  and  that  the  people 
j^cnorally  are  a  muscular  and  well-furtn«d 
race,  capaldo  of  great  and  prolonpedeie> 
tion  under  a  fierce  sun  in  an  unhealthy 
climate,  of  cheerful  and  peaceahle  dif- 
])ositi()n  and  considerable  intelligence. 
Those  opinions  were  entirely  borne  ovl 
l»y  most  recent  information  that  hu 
come  under  my  own  knowledge.  I^- 
Moore,  Deputy  Surgeon  General  in  tbe 
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Bombay  Presidency,  has  recently  argued 
in  Ths  Indian  Madieal  Gazette  that  the 
use  of  opium  is  not  more  deleterious  or 
dangerous  than  is  the  use  of  alcohol ; 
and  in  the  case  of  the  population  of 
China  is  attended  with  considerable  ad- 
Tan  tage.  A  gentleman,  now  in  England, 
who  has  long  been  a  civil  engineer  in 
China,  says  the  use  of  opium  is  as  gene- 
ral among  the  labouring  classes  in  China 
as  that  of  tobacco  in  England,  but  that 
its  deleterious  effects  are  neither  so  great 
nor  80  common  as  those  of  alcohol  in 
England.  Well,  then.  Sir,  the  evidence 
of  Sir  Rutherford  Alcock  has  been  re- 
ferred to  as  proving  the  bad  effects  of 
opium  smoking ;  he  was  examined  before 
a  Select  Committee  of  this  House  in  1871. 
No  doubt,  the  first  evidence  he  gave  on 
the  subject  was  that  it  was  liable  to  very 
great  abuse,  and  was  a  source  of  great 
evil  in  China.  On  further  examination, 
however,  he  considerably  modified  that 
opinion,  for  he  estimated  that  the  total 
opium  supply,  native  and  foreign,  was 
sufficient  for  the  immoderate  use  of  only 
1  per  cent  of  the  population ;  whereas 
a  majority  of  the  population,  especially 
the  labourers,  in  the  Provinces  he  knew 
■moked.  A  majority  of  the  smokers 
could  not  smoke  to  excess,  because  the 
coat  of  opium  to  the  moderate  smoker 
would  be  S50  a-year ;  and  a  labourer's 
wages  only  amounted,  on  the  average, 
to  this  sum,  so  that  men  of  this  class 
could  not  procure  enough  opium  to 
smoke  to  excess.  Again,  as  Sir  Ruther- 
ford Alcock  has  been  quoted  as  an 
authority  against  the  traffic,  I  must  say 
that  he  considered  that  opium  in  mode- 
ration  was  probably  a  tonic  and  prophy- 
lactic against  fever,  especially  in  the 
marshy  tracts  where  it  is  most  used.  He 
would  regrret  exceedingly  an  attempt  to 
put  a  sudden  end  to  the  opium  trade ; 
it  would  do  more  harm  than  good.  All 
people,  he  added,  would  use  some  kind 
of  narcotic  or  stimulant;  the  Japanese 
did  not  use  opium,  but  drank  hard. 
Other  evidence  of  a  similar  cliaractor 
was  ffiven  before  the  same  Committee. 
Mr.  Winchester,  Consul  at  Shanghai, 
was  examined,  and  he  stated  that,  in 
his  opinion,  the  use  of  opium  in  China 
had  become  habitual  as  a  prophylactic 
against  fever  and  dysentery,  which  are 
exceedingly  prevalent  on  account  of  the 
malarious  nature  of  the  climate  and 
habits  of  the  people.  He  believed  that 
^cess    was  very  injurious ;    but  that 


immense  numbers  of  people  remained 
moderate  smokers  all  their  lives  to  a 
great  age,  with  no  bad  effects.  To 
smoke  to  excess,  he  added,  would  cost  a 
man  8500  a-year,  or  ten  times  as  much 
as  an  ordinary  labourer's  wages  ;  and, 
as  all  labourers  smoked,  it  followed  they 
must  do  so  moderately.  Notwithstanding 
the  g^eat  evils  of  immoderate  smoking, 
he  was  inclined  to  think  the  use  of  the 
drug  in  China,  on  the  whole,  a  benefit 
to  the  people.  Well,  Sir,  that  evidence 
seems  to  me  to  show  that  it  is,  at  least, 
open  to  very  great  doubt  whether  the 
use  of  opium  is  necessarily  injurious,  at 
all  events,  whether  it  is  more  injurious 
than  the  use  of  any  other  stimulant, 
which,  of  course,  may  be  used  to  excess, 
though  not  necessarily.  But  it  also 
seems  to  show  that,  if  opium  is  used  to 
excess  in  China,  it  is  not  the  Indian 
opium.  Indian  opium,  in  consequence 
of  the  enormous  duty  levied  upon  it,  is 
a  very  expensive  article ;  it  is  not,  and 
cannot  be,  the  means  of  abuse,  at  all 
events,  amongst  the  lower  and  working 
classes  of  China.  In  China  it  is  the 
luxury  of  the  rich,  and  is  not  that 
which  is  generally  consumed  by  the  poor 
and  middle  classes.  We  have  heard  a 
great  deal  to-night  about  the  wickedness 
and  immorality  of  forcing  opium  upon 
China.  Now,  the  word  China  is  used  in 
a  somewhat  loose  manner.  No  doubt, 
compulsion  has  been  placed  on  the  Go- 
vernment of  China  to  admit  Indian 
opium ;  but,  when  we  talk  about  forcing 
opium  upon  China,  we  must  recollect 
that  there  is  no  compulsion  used  upon 
the  Chinese ;  no  individual  Chinaman 
is  forced  to  consume  opium ;  on  the  con- 
trary, the  enormous  price  which  the 
Indian  Government  get  for  their  article 
places  a  considerable  obstacle  in  the  way 
of  its  use  by  the  great  mass  of  the  people. 
Therefore,  when  you  speak  of  the  great 
immorality  of  forcing  opium  upon  China, 
or  ratlier  upon  the  Chinese  Government, 
and  wlicn  we  are  asked  what  would  be 
thought  if  this  was  done  in  the  case  of 
a  European  nation,  I  am  inclined  to  put 
anotlior  question  in  regard  to  European 
nations,  and  it  is  this.  What  would  be 
tliought  of  our  conduct,  supposing  that 
we,  while  we  permit  and  make  revenue 
out  of  the  consumption  of  gin  and  other 
spirits  made  in  Groat  Britain,  were 
to  sny  to  the  French  Government — 
**  We  absolutely  forbid  you  to  import 
Cognac,    becau&o   by   that    importation 
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you   are  demoralizing  our  peoplOi  and  and  viUai;^  reek  with  opiTtni  fmnei.     Tta 

foroinff   upon   them  the  use    of  ardent  Vr^^i^oe  is  there  indulfl^ed  in  intheniortop 

•  -^    }i    ^mi                    ij    V         1         i.  manner,  and  no  more  stiffma  or  oiacTFaceAttidM 

spirits."      There    would    be   almost    as  to  it  than  to  Bmokinjj  tobacco.    Mr.Watten. 

much   reason  in  our  telling  the  French  Her  Majesty's  Consul  at  Ichans?.  made  oiefn! 

that  their  importation  of  French  brandy  inquiries  last  year  into  the  origin  of  ibepnc- 

was  the  cause  of  intoxication   amongst  tice,  and  he  found  it  had  been  indul^infa 

^„«  ««rv^i^   «c  *\^,s-^^  ;»  ;*«   ♦]./»  niii'nncA  several  hundred  vears,  lone  before  either  w 

our  people,  as  there  is  m  the  Chinese  ^^^^  reignini?  d^^laBty  o?  foreign  merekiirti 

Government  telling  us— while  they  per-  ^nd  their  opium  'were   ever  dreamt  of.   TU 

mit  the  cultivation  of  opium  in  their  own  custom,  generations  apro,  passed  into  th^  fiinilj 

country— that  it  is  the    importation    of  sacra;  and  at  funerals  in  the  West  of  Ckioi, 

our  opium  which  causes  all  the  demo-  f"»ong  other  gift«  i^hich  are  transmitted  into 

1.     ;•          X?  *i    •               1         XT  ^ *^  the  next  world — hv  burninir  paper  fac-nmim 

rahzation  of  thoir  people.     Now,  as  to  ^^  ^^^^  ^^  this-for  tho  solace  of  the  deputed, 

the   cultivation   in    China.       The    hon.  is  a  complete  set  of  opium  smoking  reqniritM- 

Member  for  South  Durham  (Mr.  Pease)  pipe,  lamp,  needle,  &c.     By  the  peopI«  them- 

made  some  statements  upon  that  subject  selves,  the  habit,  so  far  from  being  regarded  u 

which  did  not  appear  to  me  to  help  his  %^}'^^  "  ^?^^^^  ,«°  f«  *  r"iy.^''trJLl 

, '  '  TT         •  J  ^L     /^L  •  Chinaman  who  wishes  ti>  make  the  best  of  boik 

case  veiy  much.     He  said  the  Chinese  ^o^ds.    Tho  whole  of  the  opium  connuMd  m 

OoTernment  desired  to  stop  the  cultiva-  the  West  is  locally  produced,  and  Indiun  opn 

tion,  and  he  brought  forward  one  case  dnes  not  come  hip^hcr  up  the  YanRtMze  than  tht 

to  show  that  they  had  stopped  cultiva-  districU  contiijuous  to  the  port  of  Hankow :  w 

*:  ™  :-  »„r.  T>.n..:°U..»      v««   «;-   ;,.  »l.af  is  it  imported  bv  anv  channel  into  VVMteni  n« 

tioD  in  one  Province,     les.  Sir.  m  that  p^j    g^^echuen.'or  the  other  Prorince.  of  tki 

Province  a  very  large  cultivation  had  ■West." 

taken  place  ;  a  large  portion  of  the  soil  ^here,  then,  is  the  statement  that  in  thl 

of  the  country  had  been  diverted  from  West  of  China,  where  opium  smoliiigii 

the  growth  of  corn  to  that  of  the  poppy ;  ^^^^  common-indeed,  where  it  is  almoit 

a  famine  ensued    and  the  officials  who  „„iversal  — it    entirely    depends   upoa 

v^ero  responsible  for  the  government  of  Chinese  production,  and  not  an  ounce  of 

that  Province  forbade  the  cultivation  of  j,„,jg„  ^^^^  ^^^^  penetrates  into  the 

opium  for  a  year  or  two.     At  the  end  of  district  at  all.     If  hon.  Members  would 

that  time,  however,  the  state  of  affairs  j^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^^  ^^  examine  the  Eeporti 

improved,  and  the  cultivation  of  opium  ^,,jgjj  y^^^^  ^oen  laid  upon  the  TabU 

was  resumed.  Surely  this  does  not  show  ^^      ^^^j^  fi^^           1^  conBrmation  of 

there  was  any  real  desire  on  tl.e  part  of  j^js  statement.      The  growth  of  opium 

the  Cliineso  Governn.ent  to  forbid  the  j^  f.^^^^  j^  increasing;  and  increwinj 

growth  of  opium  in  China.     Well.  Sir.  „.J^h^^^         ^^^^.^  ^(j.^^^  ^^  ^^^     ^  rf 

It  IS  said  It  would  stop  if  It  were  not  for  ^j^e  Chinese  authorities  to  put  a  stop  to 

our  importation.     It  is  very  difBcult  to  jj     ^,,3^^^  j  ^^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^^ 

ascertain  what  goes  on  in  the  'nterior  of  ^^y  the  House  should  not  hastilv  asronw 

China;  but  from  what  we  are  told  by  ^^^^  ^^^  importation  of  Indiai  opium 

those  travellers  who  have  been  able  to  j,,,^,  (^i,;^^  -^  ^^  unmixed  evil,  and  th«t 

penetrate  into  the  country,  we  know  that  i,^  sacrificing  a  large  amount  of  reveuu* 

the  con-sumption  of  opium  was  introduced  ^j^^  j^^iau  Government  could  necesMitlj 

into  China  long  before  the  trade  of  India  j„  jn^.^ense  good  towards  the  popuUtioa 

ever   began;    that   the  consumption  of  „f  China.  But  I  am  quite  ready  to  admit 

opium,  in  a  very  great  part  of  China  ^,,^4  ^^^^  Government  of  India  i»,  in  the 

has  e.xisted  for  more  than  100  years,  and  eircumstances  of  the  traffic,  placed  in  » 

that  up  to  this  day  the  consumption  is  .„,„„„.i,„t  invidinna  «„<!  f«lL  ««;ti«L 


ject  appeared  in  //.e  Ame»  a  few  weeks  abused,  iscapableof  abuse,  andthatplwi 

ago,  m  which  the  writer  quoted  a  Report  ^^^^^  j^  ^  somewhat  invidious  and  f.!» 

of  one  of  our  Consuls.     He  says-  p„,it;„„    rji^^y  ^^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^jji„ 

"The  habit  of  opium  smoking  is  common  all  t*'*'^  vovld  be  occupied  by  the  G.)TetB- 

o%er  C'liina :  1)ut  it  is  in  the  Wpst.  in  the  com-  ment  of  our  own  country,  if.  instead  of 


it  is  all  but  universal :  theitj  arc  few  adults,  in  •f"'  "ia"«t«cturer.  That  i.s  not  the  poll- 
any  station  of  life,  who  do  not  take  an  occa-  ''"I  ^  would  desire  to  see  the  Guvertj 
(ional  whiff,  and  the  very  streets  of  the  towns  ment  of  India  occupy.     I  think  a  go^ 
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deal  of  the  objeotion  that  is  felt  so  widely 
in  this  country  to  this  source  of  revenue 
is  due  to  prejudice,  some  of  which,  I 
have  endeavoured  to  show,  is  unfounded, 
caused  by  this  circumstance.     Having 
had  many  communications  with  the  Fi- 
nance Minister  of  India  on  the  subject, 
I  can  state  that  he  is  perfectly  aware  of 
the  weak  points  in  the  opium  revenue 
and  of  its  precarious  nature,  and  it  will 
be  his  endeavour  to  call  the  attention  of 
his  Colleagues  in  the  Government  of 
India  to  the  matter,  and  will  endeavour 
to  place  it,  if  possible,  on  a  sounder  and 
more  defensible  footing.     I  agree  with 
much  that  has  been  said  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Durham, 
and  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  O'Donnell),  as  to  the  opium  revenue 
of  India  being  in  a  somewhat  precarious 
position.     It  is  threatened,  it  seems  to 
me,  from  several  sources  ;  it  is  threatened 
by  the  danger  of  competition  from  China 
itself,  it  is  threatened  by  other  causes. 
Already  there  are  considerable  importa- 
tions from  Persia,   from  Turkey,   and 
from  Africa.  No  doubt,  all  these  sources 
of  supply  will  be  developed  and  will 
seriously  compete  with  the  importation 
£rom  India.     It  is  also  threatened,  I  am 
willing  to  admit,  by  the  public  opinion 
of  England,  which,  no  doubt,  is  adverse 
to  this  traffic.     At  all    events,    it    is 
threatened    by  the  possibility    of   the 
Chinese  iinposing  more  restrictive  duties 
upon  it.    1  quite  agree  with  what  has 
been  said,  that  if  the  Chinese  Govern- 
ment were  to  show  a  desire  to  limit  and 
restrict  the  importation    of   opium   in 
any  legitimate  way,  the  public  opinion 
of  this  country  would  not  support  any 
Gk)vemment  in  forcing  it  upon  them. 
Well,  under  these  circumstances,  I  think 
it  desirable  that  the  Government  of  India 
should  thoroughly  review  their  position 
with  regard  to  this  opium  revenue,  and 
see  whether  they  cannot  adopt  some  alte- 
ration of  the  system  which  would  render 
their  connection  and  interest  in  the  trade 
less  direct,  and  place  them  in  a  sounder 
and  better  position.     I  propose  formally 
to  invite  their  consideration  to  this  im- 
portant question.    But  the  House  will 
hardly  desire  that  I  should  pledge  my- 
self beforehand  as  to  the  result  of  that 
consideration.   The  subject  is  one  which 
has  from  time  to  time  engaged  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  of  India.     My 
hon.  Friend  has  referred  to  the  Minute 
of  Sir  William  Muir,  who,  in  1868,  re- 

YOL.  GCLX.      [third  series.] 


commended  the  abandonment  of  the  Go- 
vernment monopoly.     At  that  time  the 
question   was  fully   discussed  whether 
the  manufacture  of  opium  in  Bengal  by 
the  Government  should  be   abolished, 
and  whether  there  should  be  substituted 
for  it   export  duties    on   opium  freely 
grown.     On  this  point  they  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  question  had  been 
already  fully  considered,  and  that  the 
arguments  then  advanced  in  favour  of 
the  existing  system  had  never  been  re- 
futed.    On  the  other  hand,  the  system 
proposed  to  be  substituted  for  it  ap- 
peared likely  to  result  in  great  financial 
loss,  and  this  without  altering  the  normal 
aspect  of  the  question,  or  even  affecting 
to  withdraw  any  amount  of  the  drug  sent 
to  China  from  the  market.     I  do  not  say 
that  these  opinions  are  conclusive ;  there 
are  always  strong  reasons  against  dis- 
turbing any  well-established  financial 
system,  especially  one  which  is  so  pro- 
fitable, and  has  long  been  so  successfully 
worked  as  that  of  the  opium  monopoly 
in  Bengal.     I  think  the  time  has  come 
when  the  Indian  Government  might  well 
consider  the  desirability  of  some  change ; 
but  I  must  admit,  however,  that   the 
arguments  against  any  change  do  appear 
to  oe  very  strong.     It  is  impossible  that 
we  can  prohibit  the  cultivation  of  opium 
in  the  Native  States.  It  is  very  doubtful 
whether  we  should  be  morally  justified 
in   preventing  our  own  subjects  culti- 
vating what  is  to  them  a  source  of  pro- 
fitable employment ;  but  if  we  could,  we 
should  only  stimulate  the  production  in 
other  places — we  should  stimulate  the 
production  in  China,  in  Persia,  and  in 
Turkey,  and  it  is  very   probable  that, 
while  ruining  our  own  revenue,  we  should 
not  reduce  in  the  slightest  degree  the 
quantity  of  opium  to  be  imported  into 
China.   Well,  if  we  place  a  monopoly  in 
other  hands,  it  does  not  follow  that  by  that 
means  we  should  restrict  the  exportation 
of  India.     There  would  be  a  great  loss 
of  revenue,  and  the  manufacture  would 
be  placed  in  the  hands  of  private  indi- 
viduals, whose  object  it  would  be,  and 
whose  energy  would  enable  them  to  deve- 
lop rather  than  restrict  tlie  trade.  It  would 
be  extremely  difTicult  for  the  Government 
to  interfere  for  the  purpose  of  check- 
ing enterprize  and  placing  the  country  at 
a  disadvantage  as  compared  with  other 
countries.  Another  result  probably  would 
be  that  the  illicit  consumption  of  opium 
would  he  immensely  increased  in  q\V5 
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own  DominioDB.  By  the  existing  Bystem 
we  are  enabled  very  greatly  to  check  it. 
The  extracts  read  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Durham  show  that,  among 
races  other  than  the  Chinese,  the  prac- 
tice is  an  almost  unmitigated  misfortune, 
and  the  object  of  the  Government  of 
India  has  been  to  restrict  and  limit  the 
consumption  of  opium  in  their  own  Do- 
minions; and  the  system  adopted  has 
enabled  them,  to  a  great  extent,  to  ac- 
complish that  object.  Once  take  away 
the  Government  monopoly,  leave  it  to 
private  enterprize,  and  it  is  extremely 
difficult  to  say  that  that  object  can  still 
be  accomplished,  and  that  they  would 
not  have  an  universal  increase  of  opium 
consumption  in  our  own  Dominions, 
where,  undoubtedly,  it  would  be  a  great 
calamity.  There  is  only  one  other  point 
to  which  I  need  refer,  and  that  is  relating 
to  the  wars  with  China,  and  the  nego- 
tiations by  which  the  Treaties  had 
been  made  with  China.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  necessary  we  should  go  back 
on  those  questions.  I  am  not  able  to 
defend  everything  that  has  been  done. 
What  we  have  to  deal  with  is  not  what 
possibly  might  have  been  done  in  a  time 
long  past,  but  the  present  position.  I 
do  not  think  my  hon.  Friend  goes  fur- 
ther ;  at  any  rate,  I  do  not  think  we  are 
asked  to  g^  further  than  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  theChefoo  Convention.  I 
regret  that  obstacles  have  so  long  im- 
peded the  application  of  that  Conven- 
tion ;  and,  no  doubt,  obstacles  have 
been  placed  in  the  way  in  the  interest 
of  the  Indian  Gt)vemment ;  but  I  think 
the  objections  taken  by  Lord  Salisbury 
to  the  Convention  have  been  misunder- 
stood. My  hon.  Friend,  I  think,  stated 
that  Lord  Salisbury  objected  to  the 
Chefoo  Convention  because  it  would  dis- 
courage smuggling.  Now,  the  nature 
of  the  Convention  does  not  appear  to 
me  to  be  understood.  It  did  not,  as  my 
hon.  Friend  appeared  to  imagine,  en- 
able the  Chinese  Government  to  levy 
any  duties  they  pleased  at  the  ports. 
All  that  it  enabled  them  to  do  was 
to  commute  the  transit  dues — li-kin — 
on  opium  levied  in  interior  places  within 
a  certain  distance  of  the  port  of  entry 
into  an  additional  import  duty  at 
the  port  of  entry.  The  great  delay 
which  has  taken  place  in  the  ratification 
of  the  Convention  has  been  in  conse- 
quence of  the  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
the  Government  of  India  and  the  Go- 
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vemment  at  home  to  diaoorer  what  vu 
intended  by  the  Chinese  GK>yemment— 
to  discover  the  exact  nature  of  the  a^ 
rangement.     The  obstacles,  so  fsu'attlH 
Government  of  India    is  ooncemed,  in 
the  way  of  the  ratification  of  the  Con- 
vention have  been  withdrawn,  and  it  ii 
ready  to  agree  to  proposals  now  made  in 
consequence  of  the  communications  Alt 
have  taken  place  with  Chinese  mmsten, 
and  to  give  the  new  system  a  five  yean* 
trial  at  Shanghai.     The  obstacle  is  not  it 
present  with  the  Government  of  Indii. 
Sir  Thomas  Wade  has  found  that  another 
difficulty  exists,  altogether  unconnected 
with  the  Indian  Government — namely, 
that  the  other  Treaty  Powers  will  not 
join  in  the  arrangement  unless  Ghini 
agrees  to  abolish  li-kin  on  goods  other 
than  opium,  and  until  they  do  so  the 
arrangement    will    be    inoperative,  ei 
opium  will  be  imported  under  the  flag  of 
Powers  not  parties  to  it.     However,  in 
December  last  Sir  Thomas  Wade  trie* 
graphed  that  a  settlement  which  will 
remove   the  objections    of   the  Tre^y 
Powers  will  soon  be  efifected ;  and  there 
is,  therefore,  ground  to  hope  that  the 
Chefoo  Convention  will  shortly  be  bron^ 
entirely  into   force.     Well,    that  is  ei 
far  as  the  Government  can  be  expected 
to  go,  at  all  events  at  present.    At  tnj 
rate,  so  far  as  I  am  aware,  the  Chineee 
Government  does  not  ask  for  more.    It 
is  true  that  we  do,   under  the  Treatf, 
still  limit  the  amount    of  import  dntf 
which  China  can  place  on  the  imports- 
tion  of  opium.     If  China  asks  to  hsn 
greater  fiscal  liberty  than  she  at  present 
enjoys,  I  certainly  should  not,  in  die  in- 
terests of  the  Indian  He  venue,  feel  jniti- 
fied  in  opposing  any  unreasonable  le- 
sistance  to  demands  of  that  sort.    But  I 
certainly  should  not  be  prepared  to  xnTite 
China  to  impose  prohibitive  or  restli^ 
tive  duties,  which  will  have  the  efiectof 
reviving  the  smuggling  trade  from  wUek 
so  many  evils  and  so  many  difficultin 
have  arisen  between  us  and  China.  Such 
a  revival  of  prohibitive  duties — and  the 
Chinese  Ministers   are   aware  of  it— ii 
not    desirable.      My  hon.   Friend  hii 
quoted  the   opinion   of    the   Marqueii 
Tseng ;  but,  in  the  Papers  which  I  hop« 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  we 
have  a  more  recent  expression  of  opi- 
nion by  the  Chinese   Ministers  whiek 
hardly  supports  the  contention  of  mjhoo. 
Friend.     In  a  telegram  sent  in  Jtnn- 
aiy,  this  year.  Sir  Thomas  Wade  eajt- 
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**  I  went  to  the  Tamen  on  the  16th  to  speak  of 
Tarioiu  matters.  Four  Ministers  received  me. 
Adverting  to  opium,  I  observed  that  the  autho- 
litieB,  in  some  places,  wore  taxing  opium.  Native 
And  foreign :  in  others,  wore  trying  to  increase 
both  sale  and  consumption  of  bout.  Without 
at  all  denying  the  right  of  the  Chinese  Govern- 
ment to  do  as  it  chose,  I  said  I  should  wish  to 
know  which  course  the  Qovernment  approved. 
They  laid  the  question  was  embarrassing.  The 
Chinese  Gk)vemment  would  bo  glad  to  stop 
opium  smoking  altogether :  but  the  habit  was 
too  confirmed  to  be  stopped  by  ofiicial  interven- 
tion. No  idea  of  abohshing  the  trade  at  pre- 
sent was  in  the  mind  of  the  Government. 
Alluding  to  the  desire  of  well-disposed  people 
at  liome  to  see  England  withdraw  from  the 
trade,  I  asked  if  it  would  be  of  any  use  to 
ilifniniali  yearly  the  exports  from  India.  They 
said  so  long  as  the  habit  exists  opium  will  be 
pirocured  either  from  India  or  elsewhere.  Any 
aeriouB  attempt  to  check  the  evil  must  originate 
with  the  people  themselves.  The  measure  I 
•nggested  would  affect  the  Chinese  Revenue, 
but  would  not  reach  the  root  of  the  mischief. 
I  said  that  the  suggestion  about  diminution 
waa  purely  my  own,  that  I  had  no  authority  to 
nieak  of  it  hx>m  my  Government.  I  am  satis- 
fled  that  even  if  opium  be  bonded,  as  my  Con- 
Tention  proposed,  the  Grovemment  of  India  will 
not  lose  a  farthing.  But  production  of  Native 
opium  is  increasing  fast,  and  will  sooner  or  later 
rapply  the  Chinese  demand." 

I  think  that  telegram  shows  that  we  are 
prepared  for  the  ratification  of  the 
Ghefoo  Conyention,  and  that  it  is  not 
impeded  by  the  action  of  the  Govem- 
ment  of  India.  We  have  gone  as  far 
as  is  reasonable  or  desirable,  either  in 
oar  own  interest  or  in  that  of  the  Chinese 
Gkyveniment,  and  I  believe  that  they  are 
well  aware  that  it  would  be  a  mistake 
and  an  act  of  impolicy  to  attempt  to  re- 
rert  to  their  old  policy  of  prohibition  or 
TCetrictive  duties.  No  doubt,  they  may 
desire  now,  or  at  some  future  time,  to 
inorease  the  revenue  which  they  derive 
from  the  importation  of  this  drug,  as 
they  have  a  perfect  right,  within  rea- 
son, to  do.  But  I  do  not  think  it  is 
deeirable,  by  any  action  which  can  be 
taken  by  the  Indian  Government  or  this 
House,  to  stimulate  the  Chinese  to  do 
that  which  might  do  immense  damage  to 
the  Bevenuos  of  India  without  being  fol- 
lowed by  any  good  effect  upon  the  popu- 
lation of  China,  and  which  might  lead 
to  a  renewal  of  smuggling  and  all  those 
evils  which,  at  one  time,  resulted  from 
that  practice. 

Mb.  E.  N.  FOWLER:  The  noble 
Marquess  who  has  just  sat  down  re- 
ferred to  a  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
to  the  effect  that  the  opium  revenue  is 


of  a  most  precarious  nature.  I  think 
that  statement  was  borne  out  by  the 
conversation  Sir  Thomas  Wade  had  with 
tlie  Chinese  Ministers,  for  they  state  that 
the  production  of  the  drug  is  increasing 
in  China  itself.  If  that  is  the  case,  it 
is  clear  that  a  great  danger  threatens 
the  Eevenues  of  India.  Well,  Sir,  there 
was  one  point  raised  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess on  which  I  should  be  very  glad  if 
he  would  give  us  further  information. 
He  stated — and  the  remark  was  pri- 
vately made  to  me  by  a  great  authority 
on  all  Chinese  questions,  Her  Majesty's 
Minister  at  Yeddo,  in  Japan,  Sir  Harry 
Parkes — that  opium  smoking  was  not 
unknown  in  China  before  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  drug  by  Warren  Hastings.  I 
should  have  very  much  liked  the  noble 
Marquess  to  tell  us  on  what  ground  he 
bases  that  statement.  Opium  smoking 
in  China  has  become  so  universal  a 
habit  that  it  is  difficult  for  those  who 
know  the  country  to  conceive  that 
100  years  ago  this  vice  was  utterly 
unknown  there.  I  have  not,  however, 
been  able  to  obtain  proof  that  before 
the  days  when  Warren  Hastings  sent 
200  chests  of  opium  to  China  opium 
smoking  was  practised  there.  Of  course, 
the  argument  of  the  noble  Marquess, 
and  of  all  those  wlio  defend  this  opium 
revenue,  is — **  If  you  abolish  it,  what 
are  you  to  put  in  its  place  ?  How  are 
you  to  maintain  India?"  No  doubt 
there  is  some  force  in  the  argument.  I 
fully  appreciate  it.  I  feel  that  we  ought 
to  govern  India  with  reference  to  the 
interests  of  the  people  of  India;  and 
certainly,  if  you  are  to  abolish  this 
trade,  which  yields  so  large  a  revenue, 
we  must  know  what  you  can  put  in  its 
place.  I  have  spoken  very  strongly  on 
former  occasions  as  to  the  morality  of 
this  revenue,  and  I  feel  very  much  that 
the  conduct  of  this  country  in  connection 
with  the  opium  trade  is  the  greatest 
blot  upon  the  escutcheon  of  the  English 
people.  By  the  fault  partly  of  our  fore- 
fathers and  partly  of  ourselves,  we  are 
now  in  a  position  in  which  it  is  very 
difficult  for  the  Eevenues  of  India  to  do 
without  the  opium  traffic.  I  am  afraid 
that  the  only  way  to  meet  the  difficulty 
is  to  act  as  our  forefathers  did  at  the 
time  of  the  abolition  of  slavery.  It  is 
for  us  to  make  a  sacrifice  to  get  rid  of 
what  I  cannot  help  looking  on  as  a 
national  evil.  We  know  that  some 
46   or  47  years  ago  this  House  voV^\ 
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£20,000,000  to  get  rid  of  the  evil  of 
slavery.  I  cannot  but  feel  that  if  we 
are  to  get  rid  of  what  many  Members 
of  this  House  and  a  great  proportion 
of  the  people  of  England  believe  to  be 
a  national  evil — of  a  thing  which  weighs 
heavily  upon  the  conscience  of  the  people 
of  this  country,  we  must  be  prepared  to 
make  some  subvention  to  the  Kevenues 
of  India.  But,  be  that  as  it  may,  I  will 
call  attention  to  what  was  alluded  to  in 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Marquess,  and 
in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Durham  (Mr.  J.  W.  Pease) — 
namely,  the  reference  made  to  this  matter 
by  Sir  William  Muir.  I  believe  Sir  Wil- 
liam Muir  is  nearly  the  father  of  the 
Indian  Service.  For  35  years  he  has 
served  his  country  in  India,  and  latterly 
he  rose  to  some  of  the  highest  positions 
in  that  country,  having  been  appointed 
Governor  of  the  North-West  Provinces 
and  Finance  Minister.  Since  his  return 
he  has  been  a  Member  of  the  Indian 
Council.  Well,  he  advocated  the  aban- 
donment of  the  system  of  advances  to 
producers  and  manufacturers  prevail- 
ing in  Bengal,  and  the  levying  of  a 
simple  pass  duty.  It  would,  no  doubt, 
be  a  great  advantage  if  that  plan 
could  be  carried  out,  for  the  con- 
sciences of  the  people  of  this  country 
would  be  relieved.  The  noble  Marquess, 
in  defence  of  the  opium  duty,  hinted 
that  we  are  doing  in  India  with  regard 
to  opium  what  we  are  doing  in  this 
country  with  regard  to  spirits.  It 
seems  to  me  that  no  analogy  could  be 
more  delusive.  We  all  of  us  lament 
the  evils  in  connection  with  the  habits 
of  drinking  in  this  country ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  it  is  obvious  that  the  action 
the  Government  takes  has  a  repressive 
effect.  A  heavy  duty  is  put  both  on 
spirits  and  beer,  and  a  heavy  licence 
duty  is  put  upon  all  houses  where  alco- 
holic liquors  are  sold.  If  we  were  to 
abolish  the  duty  on  spirits  and  beer  and 
make  the  trade  in  them  perfectly  free,  no 
doubt  we  should  give  a  great  impetus  to 
drunkenness  in  this  country.  Therefore, 
80  far  as  legislation  goes,  we  put  a  restric- 
tion upon  the  sale  and  consumption  of  al- 
coholic liquors.  On  the  other  hand,  what 
we  do  in  India  is  to  encourage  the  pro- 
duction of  opium  which  we  send  out  to 
China  and  sell  to  the  Chinese  to  as  great 
an  extent  as  we  can.  Therefore,  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  two  cases  are  totally  dis- 
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similar.  We  disconrage  in  this  oountrr 
what  we  encourage  in  India.  I  am  glil 
to  hear  that  the  noble  Marquess  has  the 
matter  under  his  consideration,  and  that 
he  is  going  to  bring  under  the  notice  of 
his  Council  the  plan  which  was  propoied 
by  Sir  William  Muir.  Sir  William,  I 
believe,  is  now  a  Member  of  that  Councfl; 
and,  though  it  would  not  remove  the 
objection  which  I,  for  one,  entertain, 
and  which  many  other  hon.  Memben 
entertain,  as  well  as  many  excelleot 
people  outside  the  House,  to  the  opioni 
revenue,  it  would,  nevertheless,  to  t 
considerable  extent,  remove  the  objectioD 
which  we  must  feel  as  to  the  position  in 
which  the  Indian  Government  is  plaoel 
in  regard  to  the  production  of  the  drug, 
which  we  cannot  but  believe  is  most  in- 
jurious to  the  people  of  China.  I  vill 
only,  in  conclusion,  refer  to  what  was  nil 
in  the  most  terse  sentence  that  was  po- 
haps  ever  uttered  in  connection  with  thii 
subject  by  those  who  have  beenrefemi 
to  as  the  originators  of  this  trade- 
namely,  the  East  India  Company,  who 
declared  in  a  despatch — 

"  If  it  were  possible  to  put  an  end  to  the  oe 
of  the  drug  altogether,  except  for  medical  po^ 
poses,  wo  would  gladly  do  it  in  compainon  to 
mankind." 

I  would  urge  the  House  to  do  all  thflj 
can  to  put  an  end  to  the  consumptioA 
of  opium  in  China. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  wiik 
to  say  a  word  on  this  subject,  althongb 
it  is  one  on  which   I  have  freqaentlj 
spoken  before.     I  desire  to  exprefls  my 
opinion  that  the   speech  of  the  noblt 
Marquess  shows  that  he  has  addrewid 
himself  to  this  subject  since  last  J6tf, 
and  has  considered   it    entirely  in  the 
right  manner.    I  think  the  hon.'  Membar 
for  South  Durham  (Mr.  J.  W.  Pease)  htf 
great  reason  to  cong^ratulate  himself  oa 
having  brought  forward  the  subject  thb 
evening,  if  only  for  its  having  eliritid 
the  speech  from  the  Secretary  of  SsaM 
for  India.     If  I  were  to  take  exceptioA 
to  any  part  of  that  speech  it  would  onlj 
be  to  that  part  in  which  the  noble  Lm^ 
seemed  inclined  to    minimize  the  er] 
eifects  of  opium.     No  doubt  the  nob!« 
Lord  approached  the  subject  in  the  rigki 
spirit,  and   put  it  properly  before  ui 
when  he  said   it   is    doubtful  whethff 
opium  or  alcohol  is  most  injurious  » 
mankind.      To  my   mind,   opium  do« 
most  injury  to  the  individual  hixoMif: 
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but  alcohol  does  most  to  the  individuaPs 
neighbour.  The  mau  who  drinks  alcohol 
becomes  noisy  and  quarrelsome,  and, 
therefore,  an  annoyance  to  those  with 
whom  he  comes  into  contact;  whereas 
the  man  who  eats  or  smokes  opium  only 
hurts  himself — he  sinks  down  into  a 
state  of  calm,  if  I  may  so  say,  and  does 
no  injury  to  his  neighbour.  On  all  other 

foiuts  I  most  entirely  concur  in  what 
as  been  said  by  the  noble  Lord.  I 
have  not  been  inclined  to  hold  India 
responsible  for  the  evil  in  China.  I 
have  declined  to  consider  it  a  question 
of  Indian  Bevenue.  The  noble  Marquess 
has  shown  that  he  is  not  disposed  to 
maintain  the  opium  trade  beyond  the 

foints  of  justice  and  morality.  As  to  the 
ndian  question,  I  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  wrong  in  saying  that  we  treat  it 
differently  to  the  manner  in  which  we 
treat  the  home  question  of  alcohol.  Our 
fljBtem  at  home  is  repression  by  means 
m  taxation,  and  it  is  the  same  in  India, 
for  we  levy  heavy  taxes  on  the  produc- 
tion of  opium,  and  in  that  way  benefit 
the  Chinese.  I  have  long  felt  that,  in 
our  connection  with  the  opium  trade  in 
India,  we  should,  if  possible,  have  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  direct  manufac- 
ture of  the  drug — that  that  is  a  policy 
which  it  is  extremely  desirable  to  avoid  ; 
but  I  can  endorse  all  that  the  noble 
Lord  has  said  as  to  the  extreme  diffi- 
culties which  surround  the  question.  I 
should  be  glad  to  see  the  bengal  sys- 
tem got  rid  of,  if  we  could  do  it  without 
tnjory  to  our  own  subjects  in  India ;  but 
if  we  cannot  adopt  it  without  doing  im- 
mense injury  to  our  own  subjects,  and 
that  without,  at  the  same  time,  mate- 
rially benefiting  the  Chinese,  the  House 
win  admit  there  is  a  good  reason  for  hesi- 
tating. As  to  forcing  the  trade  on  China, 
I  have  not  one  word  to  say.  I  do  not 
defend  the  opium  wars ;  but  I  say  the 
Oovemment  of  India  is  not  responsible 
jbrthem.  The  speech  the  noble  Lord 
has  delivered  I  look  upon  as  one  of  very 
ffreat  importance,  showing,  as  it  does, 
ue  great  advance  that  has  been  made 
in  this  matter.  We  must  set  our  house 
in  order  in  regard  to  this  revenue.  I 
quite  feel  that  we  are  in  no  degree  in  a 
position  to  ask  the  people  of  this  country 
to  do  violence  to  their  consciences,  and 
to  force  opium  on  China;  therefore,  I 
consider  that  the  noble  Lord,  having 
taken  the  position  he  has,  we,  who  are 


connected  with  India,  must  do  the  best 
we  can  to  bring  about  economies,  and 
must  turn  our  attention  to  setting  our 
house  in  order. 

Mr.  stoker  :  This  is  a  matter  which 
causes  considerable    sensation    in  this 
country,  and  I  do  not  think  it  right  that 
the  debate  should  close  without  a  pro- 
test coming  from  this  side  of  the  House 
with  regard  to  the  opium  revenue.     I 
hold  it  to  be  no  part  of  the  Conservative 
creed  that  we  should  perpetrate  such  a 
glaring  injustice  as  for  a  strong  country 
like  England  to  force  its  will  upon  a 
weak   country  like  China — to  force  a 
trade  upon  it  that  it  objects  to.     It  is 
said  that  China  ought  not  to  object  to 
the  trade ;  but  surely  they  should  know 
whether  or  not  the  traffic  is  good  for 
them,  and  they  should  have  the  right 
of  opposing   us   in    forcing   opium   on 
them.     The  noble  Lord,  in  his  lengthy 
quotations  from  medical  men,  proves  too 
much,  and  argues  on  both  sides.     He 
candidly  admits  the  disastrous  effects  of 
opium  in  Burmah,  and  he  would  con- 
sider it  a  great  calamity  if  used  in  India ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  does  not  think 
it  is  injurious  in  China.     I  do  not  know 
how  he  makes  that  out ;   and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Orkney  (Mr.  Laing)  has  pro- 
duced no  argument  except  that  the  duty 
ought  to  continue  to  be  levied  on  opium, 
on  account  of  the  tax  being  one-sixth 
of  the  whole  Bevenue  of   India,  thus 
making  the  amount  of  the  iniquity  the 
measure  of  its  justification.     That  argu- 
ment will  not  hold  water,  because  a  g^eat 
country  like  India  surely  has  resources 
sufficient  to  replace  any  loss  to  the  Be- 
venue in  consequence  of  the  abolition  of 
the  opium  duty.     I  think,  so  far  as  we 
understand  it,  that  the  Eevenues  of  India 
hitherto  have  been  collected  very  much 
on  the  same  vicious  principle  that  is 
adopted  too  much  in  this  country.     The 
taxation  of  this  country  has  been  raised 
not  so  much  from  the  wealth  as  the 
poverty  of  the  country.     The  salt  tax 
ought  no  longer  to  exist  in  India;   it 
once  existed  here  to  the  great  injury 
of  the  lower  orders;    but  it  has  been 
abolished  long  ag^.     I  am  delighted  to 
hear  the  noble  Marquess  say  that  the 
whole  subject  is  likely  soon  to  be  in- 
quired into. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 
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CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE 

BILL.— [Bill  136.] 

{Mr.  Flayfairy  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exeheqiury 

Lord  Frederick  Caeetidish.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  road. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,) 

Mr.  STOREE,  who  had  given  Notice 
of  the  following  Amendment : — 

"  That  tho  proposed  alterations  in  the  licences 
on  private  browing  will  inflict  further  hardships 
upon  farmers,  inasmuch  as  raising  their  assess- 
ment by  including  farm  buildings  with  farm 
houses,  and  at  tho  same  time  raising  the  ex- 
emption from  duty  from  £10  to  £15  houses, 
will  only  have  the  offoct  of  exempting  the  same 
class  of  farmers  who  now  can  brew  free  of  duty 
at  £10,  but  by  making  them  pay  an  additional 
three  shillings  for  their  licence,  while  those 
who  at  present  arc  excluded  from  that  privilege 
will  remain  so,  only  many  of  them,  by  having 
their  assessment  raised,  will  become  liable  to 
house  tax ;  that  the  alterations  also  are  unjust 
to  fanners  as  compared  with  other  classes,  by 
estimating  farm  buildings  necessary'  for  the  cul- 
tivation of  tho  land,  and  separate  from  tho 
house,  as  part  of  the  house,  for  tho  pui-poses  of 
tho  duty,  whereas  other  persons  residing  in 
houses  under  £lo  value,  without  any  business 
premises,  or  who  may  liave  business  premises 
unattached,  will  be  entitled  to  brew  free  of 
duty ;  that  the  alteration  gives  no  relief  to  tho 
labourer,  who  justly  complains,  that,  when  he 
brews  only  two  bushels-  for  harvest,  he  is  sub- 
ject to  a  higher  duty,  as  linonuo,  than  he  paid 
under  the  malt  tax,  although  the  Law  was  pro- 
fessedly altered  for  his  relief," 

Bald,  that  the  statement  of  the  Premier 
on  the  subject  of  this  Bill  had  relieved 
him  from  asking  tho  House  to  express 
an  opinion  on  the  first  portion  of  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice ;  and  it  would,  therefore,  be  only 
necessary  to  say  a  word  as  to  its  con- 
cluding paragraph.  He  felt  sure  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  take 
into  his  consideration  the  case  of  the 
labourer  as  well  as  that  of  tlie  farmer. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  groat 
brewers  had  gained  immensely  by  the 
change  introduced  last  year  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  for,  as  he  himself  had 
acknowledged,  they  were  going  to  use 
rice,  maize,  and  other  articles,  and 
would  be  able  to  got  a  profit  which 
they  had  not  realized  before.  From 
the  arguments  which  had  been  used 
against  private  brewing,  he  had  feared 
that  this  would  not  have  received  ade- 
quate consideration  from  the  right  hon. 


Gentleman,  whom  he  could  not  li^ 
comparing  to  the  3'outhful  Hercnlei, 
placed  between  the  rival  attractions  of 
vice  and  virtue — on  one  side  the  gin- 
ing  public-house  interests,  the  luentivB 
brewing  interest,  and  the  Excise ;  on 
the  other  the  modest  claims  of  domestie 
brewing ;  but  he  was  glad  to  He 
that  he  had  not  yielded  to  the  tenm- 
tations  with  which  he  was  beset.  Hi 
need  hardly  remind  him  of  the  toj 
great  claim  possessed  by  private  bnv- 
ing.  He  (Mr.  iStorer)  had  often  thought 
that  the  labourers  of  the  eountiy  did 
not  get  half  the  amount  of  beer  tiuj 
deserved.  Private  brewing  did  no  htm; 
on  the  contrary,  he  knew — and  it  wm  i 
view  he  would  commend  to  the  hon 
Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfiid  Um- 
son)— that  the  men  who  had  their  mik 
regularly  every  day  in  harvest  tins 
were  the  most  sober  and  indostriooi; 
because  they  were  released  from  tk 
temptations  of  the  public-house,  ini 
were  less  likely  to  go  to  excesses.  Hai 
therefore,  hoped  the  right  hon.  Oentk- 
man  would  see  the  propriety  of  alteniff 
the  Bill  so  as  to  meet  the  just  daimia 
the  labourer.  He  begged  to  move  thi 
3rd  clause  of  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *•  That  "to  thi 
end  of  tho  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  vorii 
*'  tho  all^iration  gives  no  relief  to  the  labomv, 
who  justly  complains,  that,  when  he  bre»«  oolr 
two  bushels  for  harvest,  he  is  subject  to  i 
higher  duty,  as  licence,  than  he  paid  nate 
tho  malt  tax,  although  the  Law  was  proiewdlr 
altered  for  his  relief,** — (Jfr.  Storer,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ^'That  the  worfi 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  port  of  die 
Question." 

Sir  BALDWYN  LEIGIITON  ttid, 
that  after  the  answer  g^ven  by  theritht 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  to  mi 
(Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton's)  Question  d 
yesterday,  as  to  whether  it  was  intenW 
to  include  farm  buildings  in  asseasmetf 
of  farm-houses  for  the  brewing  lioesei. 
the  complexion  and  effect  of  the  clsiuei 
of  the  Bill  relating  to  private  brewiij 
was  considerably  altered,  and  favomthjf 
altered.  The  right  hon.  Qentleam 
would  bear  in  mind  that  in  his  Badfrt 
Speech  he  used  the  words  '*  farm  bw- 
ings,"  perhaps  inadvertently;  but itv» 
now  olear  that  farm  buildings  wen  bi^ 
to  be  estimated  in  the  Taluation  d  thi 
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£l5  farm-house.  [Mr.  Gladstone  as- 
sented.] That  was  an  important  con- 
cession; but  he  would  again  urge  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  re-consider  whe- 
ther the  differential  licence  of  9s.  for  a  £  1 5 
house  should  not  be  for  a  £20  house, 
"with  perhaps  an  increased  licensed  duty, 
and  for  the  reason  that  the  trouble  and 
friction  which  it  would  cause  to  the 
public  and  the  officers  of  Inland  Bevenue 
would  be  very  considerable ;  whilst,  if 
the  £20  limit  was  taken,  the  fact  of  the 
house  being  rated  to  the  Inhabited 
House  Duty  would  at  once  settle  the 
question  without  friction  or  trouble.  He 
aid  not  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
answer  or  decide  the  question ;  it  was, 
perhaps,  a  question  for  Committee  ;  but 
he  would  venture  to  ask  him,  with  all 
deference,  between  that  time  and  then 
to  give  the  matter  his  consideration. 
There  was  another  element  of  novelty 
introduced  into  this  Bill  as  regarded 
these  licences — that  was,  that  the  Inland 
Sevenue  were  to  be  themselves  the 
judges  of  the  value  of  the  house.  He 
(Sir  Baldwyn  Leigh  ton)  thought  that  re- 
quired some  amendment,  for  the  Inland 
Sevenue  officers  were  themselves  at  pre- 
sent not  agreed  upon  the  question.  His 
proposal  would  obviate  all  that  difficulty ; 
ana  he  ventured,  therefore,  to  recom- 
mend it  to  the  consideration  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  this  Bill  is 
intended  to  meet  the  public  engagements 
of  the  Empire  to  the  extent  of  many 
millions ;  yet  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Nottinghamshire  (Mr.  Storer)  bus 
thought  fit  to  interpose  an  obstacle  in 
the  way  of  the  second  reading  by  a 
Motion  which  he  grounded  on  the  as- 
sertion that  the  change  from  the  Malt 
Duty  to  the  Beer  Duty  would  im- 
pose an  Income  Tax  upon  the  labourer 
of  7d.  in  the  pound.  But  that  is  hardly 
an  adequate  reason  for  a  Motion  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  which,  even 
if  oairied,  would  have  no  effect  whatever 
npon  the  measure.  The  hon.  Member 
congratulates  himself  upon  the  fact  of 
the  absence  of  the  brewers  on  this  occa- 
sion ;  but  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  re- 
present the  brewing  interest  are  absent 
Decaose  they  know  that  we  cannot  now 
import  the  slightest  alteration  into  the 
dlaoses  of  the  Bill  in  which  they  are 
interested.  No  doubt,  when  the  time 
amves  when  it  will  be  possible  to 
make  alterations  in  the  Bill  which  will 


affect  their  interests,  they  will  be  found 
in  their  places.  I  have  been  filled  with 
pleasurable  surprise  at  having  been  made 
the  subject  of  an  undeserved  compliment 
from  the  hon.  Member  opposite,  who  al- 
luded to  me  as  the  youthful  Hercules.  I 
do  not  think  I  should  have  deserved  that 
compliment  40  years  ago,  and  I  am,  there- 
fore, unable  to  accept  it  now.  The  hon. 
Member,  however,  says  that  this  youth- 
ful Hercules  is  placed  between  the  rival 
allurements  of  vice  and  virtue,  by  which 
he  evidently  means  himself  on  the  one 
hand,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Surrey  (Mr.  Watney)  on  the  other ;  but 
which  is  vice  and  which  is  virtue  is  a 
matter  which  he  judiciously  left  behind 
a  veil,  and  placed  it  within  the  range  of 
private  opinion  for  each  person  to  settle 
for  himself.  With  regard  to  the  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Shropshire  (Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton),  I 
cannot  hold  out  any  expectation  of  rais- 
ing the  £15  exemption  to  £20.  When 
the  proper  time  comes,  no  doubt  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  will 
be  opposed  with  sufficient  warmth  by 
the  brewers,  who,  I  am  sorry  to' say, 
deny  that  they  have  derived  the  benefit 
which  is  imputed  to  them.  It  is,  of 
course,  very  difficult  to  balance  the  com- 
pai*atively  minute  considerations  which 
I  admit  may  be  fairly  urged  by  one  side 
and  the  other ;  but  I  must  say,  with  re- 
gard to  this  exemption,  we  have  done 
our  best  to  get  at  what  is  fair  as  be- 
tween conflicting  interests.  I  do  not  in 
the  least  desire  to  shut  out  the  discus- 
sion of  these  details  when  we  reach  the 
period  most  proper  for  their  considera- 
tion ;  but  I  must  not  be  understood  to  hold 
out  any  expectation  of  making  further 
changes,  although  I  am  glad  to  remove 
a  misapprehension  for  which  I  am  my- 
self responsible,  and  thereby,  as  I  trust, 
to  do  something  towards  retcdning  the 
favourable  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member 
opposite. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

SiK  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  wished 
to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
for  some  information  with  regard  to  the 
very  important  change  which  had  been 
announced  with  regard  to  the  duty  on 
silver  plate.  It  had  been  stated  that 
this  duty  would  be  abandoned  ;  but,  not- 
withstanding this,  he  was  somewhat  sur- 
prised to  see  a  notice  in  the  newspapers 
that  the  Government  intended  striking 
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the  clause  relating  to  its  abolition  out  of 
the  Bill.  It  appeared  that  this  was  to 
be  done,  not  because  it  was  a  tax  on  a 
luxury,  but  on  account  of  representa- 
tions made  by  persons  concerned  in 
the  trade.  When  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman announced  the  proposed  remis- 
sion of  the  duty,  he  stated  briefly  that 
the  effect  of  the  change  would  be  to 
give  greater  facilities  for  the  importa- 
tion of  silver  plate  from  foreign  coun- 
tries, inasmuch  as  the  skilled  manufac- 
turers abroad  would  have  an  opportunity 
of  importing  their  wares  into  this  coun- 
try. This  he  (Sir  George  Campbell) 
believed  would  be  of  great  advantage 
to  this  country,  and  still  more  to  the 
people  of  India.  At  this  point,  how- 
ever, being  reminded  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  not,  in  accordance 
with  the  Kules  of  the  House,  speak  again 
upon  that  stage  of  the  Bill,  ho  would 
not  proceed  further  with  the  observa- 
tions he  had  intended  to  address  to  the 
House. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

BANKRUPTCY  AND  CESSIO  (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL.— [Bill  81.] 
{Br.  Cameron^  Mr.  Orr  Ewing^  Mr.  Mamsa^y 
Mr.  James  Campbell,  Mr.  Mackintosh.) 

SECOND    KEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Dr.  CAMERON,  in  rising  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
its  object  was  to  carry  into  effect  some 
of  the  changes  in  the  Law  of  Bankruptcy, 
and  assimilate  the  Scotch  law  to  that  of 
England  and  Ireland.  So  far  as  the 
general  principle  of  the  Bill  was  con- 
cerned, he  believed  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, represented  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Lord  Advocate,  approved 
of  it,  and  would  assent  to  the  second 
reading,  reserving  the  power  to  make 
Amendments,  if  necessary,  in  the  details 
in  Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Dr.  Cameron.) 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M*Lar£n)  said,  as  had  been  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron),   he  cordially  approved   the 
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leading  proviBions  of  the  Bill.  Until 
the  measure  of  last  year,  there  had  been 
no  provision  in  tlie  law  of  Scotland  for 
bankruptcies  in  which  the  claim  of  tlie 
largest  debtor  was  below  the  amount  of 
£50  ;  and  unless  there  was  a  creditor 
to  the  extent  of  £50,  or  three  creditors 
whose  aggregate  claims  amounted  to 
£100,  it  was  impossible  to  render  the 
debtor  bankrupt,  although  there  was  a  , 
process  by  which  he  might  himself  apply  ' 
to  have  his  funds  sequestrated  for  the 
benefit  of  his  creditors.  By  the  Act  of 
last  Session,  abolishing  imprisonment 
for  debt,  the  power  was  extended  to 
creditors ;  but,  unfortunately,  in  thia 
Act  no  provision  was  made  for  the  dis- 
charge of  the  debtor,  and  the  forma  of 
bankruptcy  were  kept  up  solely  to  make 
the  unfortunate  man  the  servant  of  hii 
creditors  for  the  term  of  his  natural  life, 
or  until  he  could  pay  20<.  in  the  poond. 
He  believed  the  House  would  be  of 
opinion  that  this  distinction  between 
large  and  small  estates,  not  being  founded 
upon  justice,  ought  not  to  be  maintained. 
With  regard  to  the  other  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  he  desired  to  reserve  his  opi- 
nion, and  was  not  sure  that  he  shonld 
be  able  to  support  the  Bill  in  all  respecta. 
The  particular  portion  of  the  meaanre,  ' 
however,  relating  to  the  discharge  of 
the  bankrupt  was  worthy  of  considera- 
tion, and  upon  that  ground  he  thought 
the  Bill  might  receive  the  consent  of  the 
House  to  the  second  reading.  I 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CHOSS  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  oppose  the  Bill  on  the 
Motion  for  second  reading ;  but  aeexnff 
that  the  latter  portion  of  it,  to  whiS 
reference  had  just  been  made,  was  to  be 
treated  in  Committee,  he  would  merely 
state  that  he  reserved  to  himself  fi«^ 
dom  of  action  when  that  stage  wai 
reached.  It  was  not  to  be  under- 
stood that  he  assented  to  all  the  claniai 
of  the  Bill  by  consenting  to  the  second 
reading. 

Dr.  COMMINS  pointed  out  that  the» 
was  no  provision  in  the  Bankruptcy  Act 
to  give  the  debtor  who  had  no  mditff 
for  £50  the  benefit  referred  to  by  die 
learned  Lord  Advocate.  England  and 
Ireland  in  this  respect  were,  therefore. 
in  precisely  the  same  position  as  Soot- 
land.  The  hon.  Member  for  Glasgor 
(Dr.  Cameron)  appeared  to  think  that 
the  debtors  of  the  poorer  class  in  Eng- 
land were  allowed  the  benefit  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Act.     He  shonld  be  glad  to 
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see  the  Bill  extended  to  England  and 
Ireland. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

MAKRIED  WOMEN'S  PROPERTY  (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL.— [Bill  128.] 
(Mr,  AndertoHf  Mr,  Duncan  McLaren,  Sir  David 

Wedderburn.) 

THIBD   READING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — {Mr,  Anderson,) 

Mr.  WAETON  said,  he  objected  to 
the  Bill  being  brought  on  at  that  hour 
(12.25).  He  protested  against  the  prac- 
tice which  had  been  followed  by  the 
Government  on  two  or  three  occasions 
during  the  present  Session  of  bringing 
forward  Bills  which  had  not  been  printed. 
There  were  two  Bills  amongst  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  in  that  position,  the  present 
BiU  being  one  of  them.  Owing  to  this 
objectionable  practice,  Bills  were  con- 
tinnally  coming  forward  unexpectedly, 
and  the  result  was  that  many  hon. 
Members  who  took  an  interest  in  them 
were  absent  from  the  House  and  unable 
to  take  part  in  their  discussion.  He 
would  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL,  in  se- 
conding the  Motion,  said,  it  was  totally 
impossible  that  this  important  subject 
eould  be  discussed  at  that  time  of  night. 
He  had  protested  on  a  former  occasion 
against  a  Bill  which  created  a  social 
revolution  being  brought  forward  in  the 
small  hours  of  the  morning.  The  enor- 
mous social  revolution  which,  he  be- 
lieved he  was  correct  in  saying,  the  Bill 
would  bring  about,  would  affect  not 
only  Scotland,  but  the  other  portions  of 
the  Kingdom ;  because,  if  it  passed  into 
law  for  Scotland,  how  could  it  be  refused 
for  England  and  Ireland  ?  He  thought 
that,  looking  at  the  measure  as  affecting 
aoeial  relations  in  this  Kingdom,  the 
House  would  have  done  well  to  give  the 
question  a  greater  amount  of  attention. 
The  Bill  had  been  brought  forward  in 
a  shape  that  was  hardly  fair  to  the 
men.  He  was,  however,  free  to  admit 
tiiat  the  Committee  which  sat  to  con- 
the  Bill  had  dealt  with  it  from  the 


woman's  point  of  view  in  a  fair  spirit — 
that  was  to  say,  they  put  the  two  spouses 
on  the  same  footing  as  between  them- 
selves. So  far,  therefore,  they  had  acted 
with  perfect  fairness.  But  to  place 
them  upon  the  same  footing  with  regard 
to  property  seemed  to  him  to  reduce 
their  married  condition  to  nothing  else 
than  a  sort  of  chumming  together.  His 
Indian  expiBrience  enabled  him  to  speak 
with  some  knowledge  upon  this  matter, 
and  to  point  out  to  the  House  that  the 
law  now  proposed  to  be  introduced  was 
precisely  the  Mahommedan  custom  as 
practised  under  the  law  of  the  Koran, 
and  which,  in  his  experience,  did  not 
work  well.  By  that  law  Mahommedan 
women  were  placed  on  an  equal  footing 
with  men  as  regards  property ;  but  then 
that  law  also  afforded  great  facilities  for 
divorce  as  well  as  for  plurality  of  wives, 
so  that  a  man  with  a  disagreeable  wife 
had  his  remedy.  Therefore,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  a  Bill  which  reduced  mar- 
riage to  that  form  of  contract  that  pre- 
vailed in  the  East,  and  which,  in  his 
opinion,  must  be  accompanied  with  faci- 
lities for  divorce,  ought  not  to  be  allowed 
to  pass  the  third  reading  without  further 
consideration. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{Mr,  JTarton.) 

Mr.  STAYELEY  HILL  assured  the 
House  that,  having  sat  upon  the  Com- 
mittee which  considered  this  Bill,  the 
measure  had  been  fully  discussed  on 
every  clause  and  detail.  The  Committee 
were  anxious  in  the  extreme  that  the 
Bill  should  be  completely  put  into  shape, 
and  that  there  should  be  no  avoidance 
of  details ;  and,  if  any  part  of  the  measure 
needed  further  discussion,  he  was  sure 
it  could  be  disposed  of  in  a  very  short 
time.  It  could  not  properly  be  said  that 
there  had  been  any  desire  to  avoid  dis^ 
cussion. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  was  quite 
satisfied  that  the  Bill  had  been  carefully 
discussed.  There  was,  however,  no  doubt 
that  the  measure  affected  England  as 
well  as  Scotland.  During  a  long  expe^ 
rience  in  that  House,  he  had  seen  that, 
when  Bills  were  brought  forward  for 
Scotland  in  one  Session,  Bills  upon  the 
same  subjects  were  often  introduced 
during  the  next  Session  for  England. 
He  was  glad  to  see  the  learned  Lord 
Advocate  in  his  place,  and  would  like  to 
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liear  from  him  how  far  the  Bill  would 
alter  the  law  of  Scotland,  and  from  the 
learned  Attorney  General  how  far  it 
mi^ht  affect  the  law  of  England. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
M'Laken)  said,  he  was  surprised  that, 
at  the  stage  of  the  third  reading  of  this 
measure,  it  should  be  alleged  that  there 
had  been  no  adequate  consideration  of  its 
provisions.  The  Bill  had  been  considered 
on  the  second  reading,  and,  after  some 
discussion,  it  was  agreed  that  the  same 
course  should  be  taken  with  regard  to  it 
as  had  been  followed  in  the  case  of  a 
cognate  Bill  with  reference  to  England 
— namely,  to  refer  it  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. This  being,  with  reference  to 
Scotland,  a  comparatively  new  question, 
the  Committee  resolved  to  take  the  evi- 
dence of  experts,  and  proceeded  to  exa- 
mine several  of  the  loading  lawyers  of 
Scotland;  they  had  also  the  assistance 
of  the  Solicitor  General  for  England, 
who  was  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee. He  (the  Lord  Advocate)  agreed 
with  some  of  the  criticisms  which  had 
been  passed  on  the  Bill  as  introduced 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Anderson),  inasmuch  as  it  certainly  did, 
in  the  form  in  which  it  was  brought  in 
by  him,  proceed  on  the  basis  of  entire 
separation  of  interests  as  between  hus- 
band and  wife.  The  result  of  the  evi- 
dence given  before  the  Select  Committee 
was  that,  whether  they  had  regard  to 
the  general  opinion  of  the  people  of 
Scotland  conversant  with  the  subject,  or 
whether  they  had  regard  to  the  usage  of 
parties  in  their  marriage  contracts,  or  to 
the  principles  of  law,  it  was  not  pos- 
sible to  carry  out  such  a  complete  separa- 
tion of  interests  without  serious  disurb- 
ance  to  the  social  relations  of  the  country 
and  the  state  of  public  feeling  upon  the 
subject.  Accordingly  the  Bill  underwent 
serious  modification  at  the  hands  of  the 
Committee;  and  ho  thought  he  might 
say  that,  while  there  were  some  dif- 
ferences of  opinion  upon  the  clauses  and 
matters  of  detail,  the  Bill  as  reported  to 
the  House  represented  the  most  mode- 
rate view  of  the  subject  that  had  been 
taken  in  Committee.  He  might,  however, 
add  that  the  changes  which  the  Bill  pro- 
posed to  introduce  were  not  dissiuiilar 
either  in  kind  or  degree  from  those  which 
the  Legislature  had  already  sanctioned 
with  reference  to  the  English  law.  In 
one  respect  only  the  Bill  went  a  little 
farther.     Under  the  English  Married 
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Women's  Property  Aot,  oomplete  pro- 
tection was  given  to  married  women  ia 
regard  to  their  personal  property,  pro- 
vided it  was  invested  in  certain  specified 
ways.  There  were  various  modes  of 
investment  suitable  to  different  classes 
of  society;  but,  under  the  recent  Act, 
no  protection  was  given  unless  the  pro- 
perty were  invested  either  in  the  funds, 
insurances,  savings  banks,  or  in  one  or 
two  other  ways  pointed  out  by  the  Act. 
The  Committee  which  sat  to  consider 
the  present  Bill  were  of  opinion  that 
the  specification  of  particmar  invest- 
ments was  inexpedient.  After  the  ex- 
perience of  several  years,  during  wIucIl 
the  English  Act  had  been  in  operation, 
the  Committee  thought  that,  under  anj 
amendment  of  the  law  which  was  to 
be  introduced,  it  was  desirable  to  leave 
the  same  freedom  of  investment  with 
regard  to  the  property  of  married  womeiL 
that  was  competent  to  any  other  snbjeet 
not  under  disability.  The  leading  change 
now  to  be  sanctioned  was  that  the  kv 
in  regard  to  the  rights  of  married  women 
in  personal  property  should  be  put  upon 
the  same  footing  as  that  of  real  or  herit- 
able estate.  There  was  no  reason  or 
equity  for  making  the  distinction  which 
existed  between  these  species  of  estates. 
The  origin  of  the  existing  distinction  was 
that,  in  old  times,  when  our  Common 
Law  originated,  there  was  really  no  per- 
sonal estate  worth  mentioning.  Such 
personal  property  as  the  wife  might 
possess — com,  cattle,  or  suchlike — ^was 
not  considered  of  sufficient  importance  to 
constitute  separate  estate.  Where  then 
was  such  estate,  the  law  did  not  recog- 
nize that  there  was  any  interest  distinct 
from  the  husband's.  Now,  howerer, 
that  personal  estate  had  increased  to 
such  an  extent  that  its  total  value  vezy 
greatly  exceeded  that  of  real  estate,  he 
thoufi^ht  that  the  law  ought  to  recognise 
the  met,  and  deal  with  it  as  having  the 
same  character  of  permanence  andralue 
as  real  estate.  This  was  the  first  change 
which  the  Bill  proposed  to  legalize.  The 
second  was  that,  with  regard  to  income, 
whether  of  real  or  personal  estate,  the 
wife  should  enjoy  it  as  separate  estate  « 
as  it  accrued.  That  change  was  justided 
on  the  ground  that  wherever  a  wife  hod 
property  of  such  importance  and  value 
as  to  make  it  desirable  that  she  should 
be  protected  by  marriage  settlement,  it 
was  invariably  provided  by  such  settle- 
ment  that  the  inoome  of  her   estate 
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should  be  enjoyed  by  herself  free  from 
the  control  of  her  husband  or  his  cre- 
ditors. That  being  the  protection  se- 
cured by  the  friends  for  every  married 
lady  amongst  the  wealthy  classes,  he 
thought  the  House  would  concede  that 
it  was  in  no  way  unreasonable  when 
applied  to  the  property  of  persons  of 
Bnudler  means.  At  the  same  time,  it 
had  not  been  thought  desirable  that 
the  control  of  the  husband  should  be 
entirely  withdrawn,  or  that  such  a  mea- 
sure of  independence  should  be  oon- 
cieded  as  would  be  likely  to  cause  dis- 
sensions or  variance  between  husband 
and    wife ;     and    it    was    accordingly 

I  provided  that  the  husband's  consent 
should    be   necessary   to    any   sale    or 

I  assignment  of  the  wife's  property.  In 
that  way  his  legitimate  authority  was 
preserved,  and  a  protection  afforded 
against  the  squandering  of  the  wife's 
property.  He  would  not  trouble  the 
House  by  going  into  the  other  clauses 
of  the  Bill,  nor  should  he  attempt  to  dis- 
cuss the  suggestions  thrown  out  by  some 
Hon.  Members.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell)  seemed 
to  hint  that,  if  this  Bill  were  passed,  it 
might  be  followed  by  some  project  of 
assimilation  with  the  practice  with  which 
he  had  became  familiar  in  India,  and 
under  which  there  was  not  only  plurality 
of  property,  but  plurality  of  wives.  With 
all  respect  for  the  opinion  and  experience 
of  the  hon.  Member,  he  pointed  out  that 
they  were  not  at  a  stage  on  which  the 
principle  of  the  measure  could  be  dis- 
cussea ;  and,  therefore,  he  thought  that 
the  observations  which  he  had  addressed 
to  the  House  should  have  been  made  at 
an  earlier  period.  For  these  reasons,  he 
submitted  that  the  House  might  safely 
give  its  approval  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  WHITLEY  wished  to  draw 
special  attention  to  one  clause  of  the 
Sill.  It  was  true,  he  observed,  that  by 
the  Married  Women's  Property  (Eng- 
land) Act,  married  women  had  control 
over  their  own  property  if  invested  in 
seoorities ;  but  tnis  Bill  went  a  great 
deal  further,  and  he  regarded  one  clause 
as  very  objectionable.  That  was  the 
clause  by  which  a  wife  might  lend 
money  to  her  husband  for  business  pur- 
poses. It  might  happen  that  a  man 
would  carry  on  business  with  his  wife's 
money,  and  then  the  wife  could  claim 
as  a  creditor  for  the  money  so  lent.  He 
I     did  not  think  the  House  ought  to  be 


asked  to  pass  such  a  clause.  If  the  Bill 
was  to  extend  to  England  it  would  open 
the  way  to  vast  fraud;  and  a  clause 
going,  as  this  did,  much  further  than 
any  Bill  dealing  with  married  women's 
property,  was  certainly  very  objection- 
able. Another  clause  to  which' ho  ob- 
jected was  the  clause  making  wives  re- 
sponsible for  debts  incurred  for  the 
maintenance  of  their  families,  for  the 
husbands  might  incur  heavy  debts,  and 
the  clause  would  then  operate  harshly 
upon  the  wives.  In  any  case,  he  be- 
lieved the  clause  would  prove  very  diffi- 
cult to  work. 

Mk.  ANDERSON  regretted  that  the 
hon.  Members  who  had  spoken  had  not 
been  Members  of  the  Select  Committee, 
for  then  they  would  have  been  aware 
that  the  Bill  as  now  framed  had  become 
an  extremely  mild  and  moderate  mea- 
sure. In  point  of  fact,  it  was  now  so 
mild  and  moderate  that  the  Ladies' 
Committee  would  no  longer  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  it ;  and  he  was  passing 
it  rather  against  than  with  their  wish. 
The  Bill  did  not  go  as  far  as  he  should 
have  liked ;  but  it  was  a  distinct  mea- 
sure of  progress,  and  he  thought  it  better 
to  adopt  a  step  in  advance  than  do 
nothing  at  all.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bridport  (Mr.  Warton),  in  persisting  in 
adjourning  the  debate  and  postponing 
the  Bill,  was  playing  the  game  of  the 
wildest  part  of  the  Women's  Bights 
Committee ;  and  now  that  he  was  aware 
of  that  he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would 
withdraw  his  Motion.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Whitley)  had 
quite  misunderstood  the  clause  to  which 
he  objected.  It  did  notg^ve  power  to  a 
wife  to  lend  money  to  her  husband. 
She  had  that  power  now  when  she  had  - 
money  of  her  own,  and  the  object  of  the 
clause  was  to  prevent  a  husband  and 
wife  having  collusion  for  the  purpose  of 
defrauding  creditors.  It  provided  that  * 
if  a  wife  did  place  her  money  in  the 
hands  of  her  husband  for  use  in  his 
business  the  creditors  should  not  be 
prejudiced.  With  respect  to  the  other 
clause  to  which  the  hon.  Member  ob- 
jected— namely,  that  relating  to  house- 
hold expenditure,  he  did  not  approve  of, 
and  should  not  defend  it ;  but  the  Bill 
being  now  in  a  mild  and  moderate  form 
he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
would  allow  it  to  pass. 

Question  put^  and  negatived. 
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thehon.  and  learned  Pnlici tor  General  to 
answer  the  points  riiised  b_y  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool  'Mr.  SVIiitlej). 

The  solicitor  GEXERAL  (Sir 
Farkzr  HzascnELL)  bhIJ,  that  although 
there  were  serious  objections  to  the  Bill 
before  it  was  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, those  objections  had  been  sub- 
Btantiallj^  removed  by  the  Committee, 
and  the  Bill  was  non-  much  more 
moderate  than  the  English  Bill  as  it 
came  from  the  Committee  to  which  it  had 
been  referred.  With  reference  to  the 
point  raised  by  the  hon.  Srember  for 
Liverpool  (Sir.  Whitley),  he  thought  it  a 
pity  that  that  objection  had  not  boon 
taken  when  the  Bill  was  passing  through 
the  Committee  ;  but  ho  apprehended 
that  there  was  no  objection  to  the  prin- 
ciple proposed,  which  was  not,  as  he 
nnderstocd,  to  enable  a  wife  to  lend  her 
money  to  her  husband — which  she  could 
always  do  in  England  or  in  Scotland — 
but  to  protect  tho  creditors,  by  making 
the  money  pn'mii  facie  part  of  the  assets 
of  the  husband.  The  onus  of  proof  was 
thrown  on  the  wife,  who  would  have  to 
prove  a  separate  property,  and  could 
only  then  prove,  in  the  same  way  as 
other  persons,  for  her  dividend.  There 
might  be  a  question  as  to  the  wording  of 
the  clause;  but  he  would  recommend 
his  hon.  Friend  to  turn  bis  attention  to 
improving  the  wording.  Proposals  in 
that  direction  would,  no  doubt,  receive 
attention  in  "  another  place,"  and  so  the 
difficulty  might  be  removed. 

SiK  E.  AS8HET0N  CEOSS  said, 
there  was  really  a  practical  difficulty  in 
regard  to  tho  clause,  and  bo  suggested 
that  the  Govornment  should  endeavour 
to  improve  it,  instead  of  throwing  the 
task  on  tho  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Mr.  Whitleyl. 

Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL  thought  that 
if  this  clause  was  read  with  the  other 
clauses  of  the  Bill  there  would  be  no 
difficulty. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agrud  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  pamed. 
rAKLIASIENTAltV  OATHS. 

QUESTION.         OUSBkVATIOSS. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  wished  to  ask  tlie  hon. 
and  learuod  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  a  Question.     The  Prime  Minis- 


ter Lad  stated  that  he  propoaed  m 
Monday  to  aak  for  leave  to  introduce  i 
Bill  on  Affirmationti,  and  that  if  the  Bill 
was  not  opposed  at  that  stajge  he  shonU 
take  the  second  reading  on  Tuesday ;  bat 
that  if  it  was  opposod  he  proposed  to 
have  a  Momin^Sitting  on  Friday  fin 
its  discussion.  From  a  communicatiaB 
which  he  (Mr.  Onolow)  had  receivedke 
understood  that  the  ItiU  would  be  op- 
posed on  its  introduction.  He  did  not 
at  that  time  say  that  he,  personillj, 
would  oppose  the  introduction  of  th* 
Bill.  At  all  events,  he  thought  it  wonU 
be  well  that  the  country  should  have  u 
opportunity  of  seeing  tbe  Bill,  and  tbit 
it  should  be  printed  for  that  purpon 
at  some  time  or  other  ;  but  he  wiM«d 
to  point  out  that  if  the  Bill  was  oppotsd, 
and  there  was  a  Morning  Sitting  on 
Tuesday  for  the  discussion  of  its  iotny 
duction,  the  Bill  could  not  be  printed 
'  before  Wednesday,  and,  if  the  second 
reading  was  to  be  taken  on  Friday,  tbe 
country  would  barely  have  two  danfoi 
considering  tbe  effects  of  the  Bill.  IIm 
measure  would  create  a  good  deal  of  feel- 
ing, no  doubt,  on  both  sides  of  the  Hdon; 
and  surely  such  a  measure  ought  to  be 
before  the  country  at  least  a  week  befoit 
the  House  was  asked  to  take  the  seeoiid 
reading.  If  he  was  incorrect  as  to  the 
intentions  of  the  Qovemment,  he,  as  veil 
as  many  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  would  be  glad  to  know  what  tke 
intentions  of  tho  Government  really  were. 

Ma.  E.  K.  FOWLER  reminded  the 
House  that  ou  Wednesday  he  had  stated 
it  to  bo  his  intention  to  oppose  such  i 
Dill  as  that  proposed,  and  on  ereiy 
occasion,  if  he  could  get  anyone  to  tell 
with  him,  to  take  a  division.  The  Bill 
was  one  of  which  he  thought  the  Uoiue 
understood  the  character.  He  did  not 
intend  to  block  it,  because  he  thought 
that  it  should  be  brought  in  at  any  tine 
which  was  most  convenient,  and  he  did 
not  wish  to  place  the  Government  in  anf 
dillicuhy  in  that  respect ;  but,  feeling 
very  strongly  on  the  subject,  he  shoula 
consider  it  to  be  his  duty  at  everj'  stsge 
of  the  Bill  to  take  a  division  againM  i\* 
progress. 

The  ATTOENET  GEKEEAL  ;Sir 
Henrt  James)  observed  that,  in  his 
opinion,  some  hon.  Members  opposite 
did  not  represent  the  anxiety  of  the 
country  to  know  what  the  Bill  was.  be- 
cause they  seemed  to  understand  al- 
ready what  its  objeot  was.    The  Itoo- 
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Member  for  the  Oity  of  London  (Mr. 
B.  N.  Fowler)  had  expressed  his  in- 
tention to  oppose  the  measure  at  every 
stage ;  and  if  everybody  was  as  well  in- 
formed as  the  hon.  Member  was  there 
would  be  no  necessity  for  delaying 
the  second  reading.  He  thought  the 
appeal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Guild- 
ford (Mr.  Onslow)  was  somewhat  un- 
reasonable. The  Prime  Minister  had 
stated  distinctly  what  was  his  inten- 
tion ;  and  although  there  might  be  cir- 
cumstances that  would  compel  the  House 
to  take  a  hostile  attitude,  what  the  Prime 
Minister  had  said  was  that  he  should 
ask  to  be  allowed  to  introduce  the  Bill 
on  Monday.  He  also  stated  that  he 
would  take  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  at  the  Morning  Sitting  on  Tuesday, 
unless  there  was  considerable  opposition, 
and  that  if  there  was  opposition  he 
would  defer  that  stage  till  f^riday.  He 
would  suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Onslow)  that  the  time  to  take  objection 
to  the  course  proposed  would  be  on 
Monday,  when  the  Prime  Minister 
would  endeavour  to  introduce  the  Bill. 
It  was  not  for  him  (the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral) to  determine  upon  the  action  of  the 
Gt>vemment ;  but  he  was  sure  that  the 
Prime  Minister,  if  appealed  to,  would  do 
all  he  could  to  afiPbrd  every  opportunity 
to  Members  of  expressing  their  views. 

Me,  J.  G.  TALBOT  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Government  proposed  to  in- 
troduce the  Bill  after  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate  on  the  second  reading  of 
the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  ? 

Thb  attorney  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henrt  James)  replied  that,  as  he  imder- 
stoody  the  Government  would  move  to 
postpone  the  Orders  of  the  Day  after 
the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  in  order 
to  introduce  this  Bill. 

Earl  PERCY  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  House  was  to  expect  a  Morning 
Sitting  on  Tuesday  if  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill  was  opposed  on  Monday  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  replied,  that  the  noble 
Earl  had  heard  the  statement  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  and  he  himself  had 
really  very  little  information  on  the  sub- 
ject; but  he  was  sure  that  if,  on  the 
Motion  to  be  made  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, the  noble  Earl,  or  any  other  hon. 
Member,  wished  to  express  his  views  in 
regard  to.  the  proper  conduct  of  this 
measure,  he  would  receive  every  con- 
sideration. 
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MOTION. 

— ^0*0  — 

ALKALI,    &C.    WORKS   REOXJLATION    [sTAMP 
DUTY,   SALARIES,    &C.]. 

Committee  to  consider  of  authorising  the  im- 
position of  a  Stamp  Duty  on  Certificates  of  re- 
gistration of  AlkaU  and  other  Works  ;  also  the 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Par- 
liament, of  the  Salaries  of  Inspectors,  and  of 
Expenses  which  may  become  payable  under  the 
provisions  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  for 
regiilating  AlkaU  and  certain  other  Works  in 
which  noxious  or  offensive  gases  are  evolved 
(Queen's  Recommendation  signified),  upon  Mon^ 
day  next. 

House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock 
till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  2nd  May,  1881. 


MINUTES.  J— Select  CoMMrrrEE— Tithe  Rent- 
charges,  appointed. 

Private  Bill  {by  Order)— Second  Reading — 
Medway  Conservancy  (No.  2)  ♦. 

Public  Bills — Motion  for  Bill — Parliamentary 
Oaths. 

Ordered  —  Fir»t  Reading  —  Local  G-ovemment 
Provisional  Order  (Birmingham)  •  [144]  ; 
Local  Government  (Gas)  Provisional  Order)  • 
[145]. 

Second  Reading — Land  Law  (Ireland)  [136] — 
[Third  yight] — debate  furth^  adjourned. 

Committee  —  Alkali,  &c.  Works  Regulation 
[119] — R.p. ;  Bankruptcy  and  Cessio  (Scot- 
land)* [81]— r.p. 

Third  Reading — Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (Bath,  &c.)*  [1311;   Local  Govern- 

Orders  (ro< 


ment  Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)*  [130]  ; 
Local  Government  (Highways)  Provisional 
Order  (York)*  [132],  and  passed. 

PARLIAMEXTARY   OATHS   ACT— MR. 
BRADLAUGH. 

Me.  MAO  IVER:  I  rise,  Mr.  Speaker, 
to  appeal  to  you  upon  a  point  of  Order 
that  may  have  some  bearing  upon  the 
course  it  is  understood  Her  Majesty's 
Government  propose  to  adopt  with 
regard  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  I  wish  to 
ask  you,  Whether  the  Parliamentary 
Aihmiation,  which  has  hitherto  been 
incumbent  upon  those  who  conscien- 
tiously object  to  taking  oaths,  does  not 
contain  a  solemn  declaration  of  loyalty 
to  the  Queen  and  Constitution,  such  aa 
cannot  reasonably  be  made  by  one  who 
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prooloima  himself  to  be  an  Atheist  and 
a  Republican  ;  and  whether,  under  these 
cirounistancea,  the  introduction  of  any 
measure  which  proposes  to  substitute  a 
mere  formality  for  what  is  now  a  bind- 
ing obligation  would  not  of  itaelf  be  an 
abuse  of  the  Privileges  of  this  House 
such  as  ought  not  be  permitted  id  an 
Aasembly  where  every  Member  has 
either  taken  the  Oath  of  Allegiance 
himself,  or  has  made  a  solemn  declara- 
tion to  a  like  purport  ? 

Mk.  SPKAKER  :  The  hon.  Member 
aska  me  a  Question  with  reference  to  the 
construction  of  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
The  hon.  Member— and,  indeed,  every 
other  Member  of  tliia  House — is  equally 
competent  with  myself  to  construe  such 
Acts ;  and  I  must  leave  it  to  the  hun. 
Member  to  form  hia  own  opinion  on  the 
matter. 

Mu.  LEWia :  When  the  Motion  of 
the  Attorney  General  for  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Parliamentary 
Oaths  Act  ia  made,  I  shall  move  the 
following  Amendment : — 

"  Tfant,  inaamuch  ta  tho  proposed  altonttioc 
of  the  rHrUnnifntiiry  (.talhs  Act  is  bnmght  for- 
wnrd  fur  the  fipri™  and  immtdintt'  pnrpoio  of 
admitting  to  a  iKnt  in  thu  Lii^elHtun^  ii  ]iro- 
fi.-«B«l  Atheist,  thin  IIoum  dei'lincs  to  lie  in  any 
way  party  to  a  proci^pding  which  is,  at  tho  same 
time,  oLiioxioug  to  the  t^'neral  roUgi<>iia  fueling 
of  Iho  Country,  oppoa.'il  to  tho  Spirit  of  the 
ConatitutioD  and  Camnion  Xnv  of  this  l-and, 
ajul  diBhunouriiig  tu  (tod." 


Mr.  LABOUCIIERE  ;  I  beg  to  give 

Notice  that  on  tho  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  moving  that  tlio  House  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider  an 
Addresa  to  bo  presented  to  the  Queen, 
praying  that  Ilor  Majcaty  will  give 
directions  that  a  monument  he  erected 
iu  Westminster  Abbey  at  tho  public 
cliargo  to  tho  memory  of  the  Karl  of 
Iteaconsfield,  I  shall  move  the  Previous 
Question. 

QUESTIONS. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TEANHVAAL. 

Sill  MICHAEL  HICK8-BEACH 
asked  tho  First  Lord  of  the  Ti'easury, 
Whotlier  ho  can  affml  any  facilitios  for 
the  diHi'iisaion  of  t)iu  Motion  of  which 
Notice  has  been  given  with  respect  to 


the  Transvaal  f 
Jifr.  Ifm  Iv«r 


Kb.  GLADST( 

Gentleman  has  d 
could  be  expected 
discussion  of  the  S 
given  Notice ;  ant 
Africa  remained 
.time  WB  last  con 
Table,  I  should 
pared  to  place  at ' 
man's  disposal  the 
ment  day  afterthc 
Land  Law  (Irelam 
time,  a  change  < 
occurred.  Wo  hi 
informed  of  the  t 
ings  at  Potohefatr 
made  quite  nndoi 
lation  of  Fotchefi 
and  it  is  admitte 
themselves,  with  i 
no  fault  to  find — 1 
on  the  part  of  On 
the  besieging  forci 
known  to  the  go 
armistice  had  bee) 
leaders  quite  ac^ 
must  be  made  foi 
that  the oapitulatic 
the  garrison  reph 
or  other  equivole 
the  satisfaction  o 
vemment.  In  th 
arrangements  in  £ 
tainly  receded  som 
of  maturity  whicl 
the  time  of  the  f 
tho  Houae,  and 
enable  us  to  belie 
ductofHerMajes 
bo  brought  under 
to  the  public  in 
cannot  say  that  th 
not  be  responsibli 
hon.  Gentleman 
for  promoting  a  di: 
stancea  which  no' 
have  very  good  h 
need  on  tbat  accoi 
imtil  the  very  sen 

Srinciple — to  wlii 
isposed  of,  I  an 
make  any  commi 
hon.  Gentleman, 
leave  the  matter 
instead  of  his  vaj 
for  the  opportuni 
aibly  putting  Que 
ment,  I  will  be  r 
known  to  him  at 
it  may  be  coneidi 
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verted  to  tbe  former  state  of  afiPairs,  and 
will  tender  to  him  tbe  best  arrangements 
in  my  power  witb  the  view  of  enabling 
him,  if  ne  thinks  fit,  to  bring  bis  Motion 
forward. 

•     SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TRANSVAAL 
(NEGOTIATIONS)— FURTHER 
PAPERS. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HIOKS-BEACH 
asked  tbe  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  When  any  further  Papers 
relating  to  tbe  Transvaal  will  be  pre- 
sented to  Parliament;  and,  whether  they 
will  include  tbe  instructions,  if  any,  to 
Sir  F.  Boberts  on  bis  departure  from 
England  ? 

Mr.  grant  duff  :  I  was  under 
the  impression  that  tbe  Instructions  to 
the  Commission  would  be  circulated  to- 
day. If  they  are  not,  they  will  be  cir- 
culated immediately.  Tbe  Instructions 
to  Sir  Frederick  Boberts  were  circulated 
on  Saturday.  They  are  already  in  tbe 
bands  of  the  right  bon.  Gentleman. 

SOUTH     AFRICA  —  THE    TRANSVAAL 

(MILITARY  OPERATIONS)  —  SUR. 

RENDER  OF  POTCHEFSTROOM. 

Mb.  GIBSON  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
there  were  any  casualties  in  tbe  gar- 
rison of  Potohefstroom  between  date  of 
armistice  and  date  of  its  surrender,  and 
what  has  become  of  tbe  garrison  since 
the  surrender  ;  at  what  dates  respec- 
tively were  tbe  news  of  the  armistice 
oonTeyed  by  tbe  Boers  to  tbe  other  be- 
sieged garrisons  in  tbe  Transvaal ;  and, 
whether  tbe  Government  have  made 
and,  if  so,  what  inquiry  on  these 
suhjeots? 

B.  GRANT  DUFF :  In  reply  to  tbe 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  first 
Question,  I  have  to  say  that  our  casualties 
at  Potohefstroom  were  from  the  9tb  to 
the  12tbof  March— killed,  2  ;  wounded, 
10  British  and  1  Native  ;  from  the  13th 
to  the  19th — wounded,  3.  Tbe  garrison 
has  come  away.  In  reply  to  bis  second 
Question,  I  have  to  say  that  Sir  Evel^'n 
Wood  telegraphs  to-day  that  be  believes 
that  the  armistice  was  notified  at  Wes- 
selstroom  on  tbe  lOtb  of  March;  at 
Standerton  on  tbe  1 1th ;  at  Pretoria  on 
the  16th;  at  Lydenberg  on  the  25th; 
at  Bnstenburg  on  tbe  30tb;  and  at 
Marabastadt  on  a  date  not  known.  The 
PoerSi  however,  state  that  the  date  be 


quotes  as  to  Wesselstroom  and  Stander- 
ton must  be  inaccurate ;  but  they  have 
no  date  they  can  rely  on.  They  explain 
that  the  swollen  rivers  delayed  tbe  mes- 
sage to  Lydenberg. 

SOUTH  AFRICA —  THE  TRANSVAAL 
(NEGOTIATIONS)—"  SUZERAINTY." 

Sir  HENBY  PEEK  asked  Mr.  Attor- 
ney General,  Whether  the  substitution 
of  suzerainty  for  tbe  sovereignty  which 
was  proclaimed  in  the  Transvaal  will 
disturb  tbe  rights  of  appeal  from  tbe 
courts  of  tbe  territory  to  Her  Majesty 
in  Council  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  :  According  to  the  terms 
of  agreement  entered  into  by  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood,  the  Transvaal  will  have  com- 
plete self-government  in  its  own  inter- 
nal affairs ;  and  as  this  includes  the 
holding  of  Courts,  tbe  right  of  appeal  to 
Her  mgesty  in  Coimcil  will  be  entirely 
gone. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— NATIVE  CUSTOMS  IN 

NATAL. 

Mr.  summers  asked  tbe  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  tbe  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther the  British  Government  in  Natal 
recognises  the  sale  of  women,  and  sanc- 
tions the  right  of  a  native  insolvent  to 
include  tbe  marriageable  value  of  bis 
daughters  in  tbe  assets  of  bis  estate ; 
and,  whether  be  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
Copies  of  any  Papers  that  may  be  at  the 
Colonial  OfiB.ce  relating  to  native  customs 
in  Natal  ? 

Mr.  grant  duff  :  My  reply  to 
the  first  Question  is  that  tbe  Natal  ZuJus, 
who  outnumber  tbe  Whites  by  about 
20  to  1,  are  still  governed  to  a  great 
extent  by  their  own  laws  and  customs, 
one  of  which  requires  the  bridegroom  to 
g^ve  his  future  father-in-law  a  present 
of  cattle  for  consenting  to  give  bis 
daughter  in  marriage.  Such  a  transac- 
tion would  be  recognized  by  our  autho- 
rities, provided  the  young  lady  consented. 
I  can  give  no  certain  reply  to  the  second 
Question  ;  but  we  have  not  heard  of  any 
such  case  at  the  Colonial  Ofl&ce.  My  reply 
to  the  third  Question  is  that  various 
Papers  on  the  subject  are  already  before 
Parliament,  and  will  be  found  at  pages 
297-306  of  C  2,144,  and  at  page  14  of 
2,676.  We  have  little  about  it  that  is 
unprinted  ;  but  I  know  of  no  objection 
to  giving  what  we  have. 
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ARSrr  —  AUXILIARY  FORCES  —  THE 
VOLUXTEER  REVIEW  AT  WINDSOR. 

JfR.  BUXTON  usked  the  Secretary  of 
Stato  for  War,  Whether  he  can  inform 
the  House  what  ilnte  has  boon  fixed  for 
the  Review  of  the  Volunteera  by  Her 
Majesty  in  Winilsor  Park  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  In  reply  to  mv 
hon.  Friend,  I  havo  to  stato  that  I  hav'r 
Her  Srajesty's  authority  to  say  that  shf 
hopes  to  hold  the  Yohinteer  Eevieic 
either  in  the  last  week  of  June  or  the 
first  week  of  Jnly.  Whea  the  actual 
day  is  fixed.  I  will  at  once  take  care  to 
make  it  publicly  known. 

FISHERIES  (IRELAKD)— THE  SIAOKE- 
REL  FISHERY. 
Mr.  O'SHEA.  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treanui-y,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  recent  extraordinary 
development  of  the  mackerel  fishery  or 
fho  coast  of  Clare,  where  69  boats  are 
ststed  by  Mr.  F.  J.  Brady,  Inspector 
of  Fisheries,  to  have  each  been  takinj^, 
near  Loop  Head,  on  an  average  20,000 
ma<'korel  nig^htly,  of  the  value  of  from 
£200  to  £300  ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of 
the  very  large  fishing  fleet,  with  its  at- 
tendant steamers,  which  may  in  future 
be  expected  in  the  locality,  the  Treasury 
will  reconsider  its  refusal  to  assist  in  the 
extension  of  the  Cappa  Pier  at  Kilnish  ? 
Loan  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
I  am  informed  that  during  the  month 
of  April  a  large  number  of  vessels  have 
been  very  successfully  engaged  in  prose- 
cuting the  mackerel  fishery  olT  the  mouth 
of  the  Shannon.  The  fish  taken  have 
been  brought  to  F<)ynes  in  steamers, 
and  theuffl  conveyed  by  rail  for  the 
most  part  to  Dublin  and  elsewhere. 
To  accommodate  tliis  traffic  the  harbour 
of  Foynes,  which  hnd  become  to  a  great 
extent  j^iltod  iip,  has  been  cleared  out, 
at  a  cDst  of  between  £40(1  and  £.100,  ao 
as  to  allow  of  the  regular  and  prompt 
desjiatch  of  the  cargoes.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  Cappa  I'icr  at  Kilrash  is 
about  28  miles  from  the  nearest  rail- 
way station,  and  woiild  not,  therefore, 
moot  the  requirements  of  the  fish  traffic. 
As  this  is  the  only  new  reason  brought  1 
forward,  the  Treasury  are  not  nt  ]>reaent 
prepared  to  re-consider  their  decision, 
which  was  founded  on  considerations  of 
the  general  interests  of  the  Shannon 
navijration.  But  if  the  localities  inte- 
rested are  prepared  to  undertake  the 


I  ezpenBe  and  reaponnbility  of  nuintw 
ing  piers  such  as  that  at  Kilrush,  tki 

1  Treasury  would  consider  whether  ststa- 
tory  power  should  not  be  taken  to  hud 
them  over  upon  conditions  to  the  loosl 
authorities. 

PRISONS  (ENGLAKD)  ACT.    t877-!fEW. 

CASTLE  AND  MORPETH  PRISOSS. 

Sib  MATTHEW  WHITE  RIDLEY 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  tke 
Home  Department,  Whether  he  csi 
state  if  he  has  come  to  any  conclosn 
respecting  the  closing*  of  Newcastle  mi 
Morpeth  Prisons,  or  either  of  thom; 
and,  whether  he  contemplates  the  sn» 
tion  of  a  large  central  prison  for  tU 
district  ? 

Mr.  COUItTNEY,  in  reply,  nil  b> 
conclusion  had  yet  been  arrived  it  n- 
apecting  the  closings  of  the  priMDi  n- 
ferrcd  to.  It  was  hoped  the  ezpenNof 
erecting  a  large  central  prison  might  kt 
avoided. 

THE    CENSUS    (SCOTLANDJ— THE 

GAEUC  LANGUAGE 
Mr.  FEASEE-MAOKINTOSHuhJ 
the  Ijord  Advocate,  Whether  his  uttm- 
tion  has  been  directed  to  n urn eroui coo- 
plaints  of  the  manner  in  which  ceruin 
enumerators  in  Scotland  have  dealt  «ith 
tlie  Census  Returns  in  regard  to  Gielie 
speaking  Scotsmen  ;  and,  whethn  hi 
will  allow  these  Returns  to  be  amend«d 
in  all  cases  where  it  can  be  shown  th»t 
enumerators  acted  in  contraventjim  of 
the  Registrar  Oeneral'H  instructioni,  « 
dually  explained  in  his  secretary's  letts 
!if  date  2 1  st  March  last  ? 

TiiE  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J. 
H'Larex)  said,  that  the  Census  of  Gwlic- 
speaking  persons  was  intentionsllr  om- 
fined  to  those  who  spoke  the  langiug* 
tiabitually ;  and  he  failed  to  see  vhit 
legitimate  purpose  a  statistical  inquiij 
of  this  kind  could  serve,  by  including  is 
the  Census  persons  who  merely  pa*" 
.lessed  a  literary  acquaintance  with  tb* 
language.  He  could  not  undertaks  U 
ftorrect  any  of  those  errors  which  «« 
incident  to  such  a  Beturn,  and  whi^ 
could  only  pretend  to  ho  approximBtd; 
accurate. 

THE  KISUEHIES— LlOnXS  OF  FISHIW 

VESSELS. 

Mr.  HENEAQE  asked  the  Pint  L«d 

of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  is  awtf* 
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that  the  aae  of  colooied  Ughta  hy  trawl- 
iQg  etnacks  waa  unanimouelj  oondemued 
by  a  Select  Committee  presided  over 
last  Session  by  the  Seoretary  of  the 
Board  of  Trade ;  and,  farther,  that  the 
masters  and  owners  of  trawlers  are 
unanimous  in  their  opinion  that  con- 
nderable  loss  of  life  and  damage  to 
theit  property  would  be  the  result  of 
the  use  of  a  coloured  masthead  light, 
in  which  opinion  the  smack  owners' 
insuranoe  offioea  fully  concur  ;  and, 
vhether  he  will  undertake  that  the 
Seport  of  the  Select  Committee  shall 
not  be  set  aside  without  giving;  the 
House  an  opf)Ortunity  of  judging  tlie 
qnestion  on  its  true  merits,  and  the 
faftwling  smack  owners  of  having  their 
case  fairly  stated  by  those  Members 
■pecaally  representing  their  interests  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question  appears  calculated  to 
convey  an  impression  that  the  law 
relating  to  the  carrying  of  white  lights 
by  trawlers  ought  not  to  be  altered. 
On  this  subject  the  Government  are 
oolleoting  information.  Before  anything 
ia  done,  Papers  on  the  subject  will  be 
Iftid  before  the  Honse. 


CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENTJE  BILL 
—DIFFERENTIAL  DUTY  ON  BPIHITS. 

Oaptaut  ATLMEE  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  can  sup- 
ply the  House  with  any  figures  to  bear 
oat  the  estimate  given  in  his  Budget 
Sheet,  that  the  proposed 

"  Hots  sccurste  method  of  meaniTement  nnd 
fba  establishinent  of  s  nion  perfect  equality 
batveen  different  kinds  of  Bpiiitt  will  prodace 
■- * -^-ig  to  £180,000;" 


•ad,  whether  it  would  not  be  more  cor- 
rect to  estimate  said  increase  at  a  sum 
nearer  £1,000,000  7 

Ma.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  no  heai- 
t^on  in  saving  that  to  estimate  the  in- 
areaae  in  me  Bevenue  from  the  source 
referred  to  in  the  hon.  and  gallant 
OenUeman's  Question  at  £1,000,000, 
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substantially  correct.  The  representa- 
tion made  to  me  has  been  that  the 
amount  of  increase  will  be  rather  less 
than  the  figures  I  stated  in  my  Budget 

epoeoh. 

PROTECTION  OF  PEE80N  AND  PRO- 
PERTV  (IRELAND)  ACT.  1B8I— TREAT- 
MENT OF  PHISONERa  UNDER  THE 
ACT. 

Mr.  O'CONNOE  POWER  asked  the 
Chief  SeoretaiT  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  it  is  true  that  Mr.  D. 
O'Connor  and  Mr.  T.  J.  Quinn,  who  are 
imprisoned  in  Eilmainham  Gaol  under 
the  Lord  Lieutenant's  warrant,  were  not 
provided  with  bedding  in  the  police  bar- 
rack of  Claremorris,  where  they  were 
detained  on  the  night  of  their  arrest ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  steps  will  be  taken 
to  prevent  the  further  infliction  of  such 
hardship  upon  prisoners  similarly  oir- 
cumatanced  ? 

Ma.  W.  E.  FOESTEE :  It  is  true  that 
the  gentlemen  referred  to  in  the  hon. 
Member's  Question  were  not  provided 
with  bedding  in  the  police  barracks  of 
Claremorrie,  there  being  no  bedding  in 
the  barracks  except  that  provided  for 
the  police  themselves.  The  police  gave 
them  their  great  coats  to  wrap  them- 
selves in,  and  they  passed  the  night 
upon  forms.  A  good  fire  was  kept  up 
for  them  during  the  night,  and  when 
they  left  in  the  morning  they  expressed 
their  thanks  to  the  constables  for  the 
kindness  with  which  they  had  treated 
them. 

THE  CIVIL  SERVICE— THE  PLAYFAIE 


Ma.  A.  GBANT  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  Whether  under  the 
Playfair  Scheme,  when  a  clerk  of  the 
lower  division  not  drawing  duty  pay  has 
been  called  upon  for  several  months  in 
each  year  to  take  the  place  of  duty  pay 
clerks  absent  on  annual  leave,  that  clerk 


at    £500,000,    would    be  grossly  I  forming  such  duty 


e  duty  pay  while  per- 


inoorrect.      This  is  a  matter  in    which  \      Lobd  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH  : 


e  Government  muat  place  dependence  !  In  the  case  described  by  my  hon.  Friend, 

Upon  tlie  judgment  of  practical  officers,  I  the  practice  jvould  follow  the  gener^ 


Wiio  are  perfectly  accustomed  to  the  i  rule  of  the  Public  Service,  that  during 
irork.  The  substitution  of  an  accurate  i  an  officer's  leave  his  colleagues  perform 
for  an  inaccurate  method  is  quite  within  his  duties.  I  may  odd  that  it  is  usually 
the  range  of  their  competency  and  judg-  found  that  juniors  are  glad  to  take  the 
ment ;  and  I  have  no  reason  to  think  place  of  their  supuriora  when  absent,  as 
ttiat  their  estimate  of  the  result  is  not  they  obtain  thereby  niqunintancc  with 
TOL.  COL£,      [thus  sbbbs.]  3  P 


UM  Zdttd  Zm  iTnbmi)  sal—  tOOMMONS) 

the  dutiea  of  the  Utter,  and  bo  become 
better  qualified  for  promotion. 


31U  CommiulM. 
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TRADE   AND   COMMERCE  — THE   NEW 
FRENCH  GENERAL  TARIFF. 

Me.  KYNA9T0N  CROSS  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  he  can  give  to  the  House  any 
detailed  information  as  to  the  actual  in- 
crease of  duty  to  which  cotton,  linen, 
and  voollen  goods,  and  also  hardware 
and  pottery,  will  be  subject  under  the 
proposed  French  General  Tariff  ? 

Mr.  GOUBLEY  asked  the  Underse- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affain,  If 
he  la  aware  that  the  arrangements  en- 
tered into  with  the  French  Government 
in  the  Treaty  of  1 860,  with  regard  to  Bri- 
tish Sheet  and  plate  glaas,  have  proven 
to  be  practically  prohibitory  ;  and,  fur- 
ther, if  he  can  inform  the  House  what 
measures  he  intends  adopting  in  future 
negotiations  for  the  purpose  of  obtain- 
ing a  modification  of  the  existing  French 
Tariff? 

Sia  CHABLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
eoale  of  duties  under  the  new  general 
tariff  of  Frauoe  U  stated  to  be  in  general 
an  augmentation  of  24  per  oent  on  " 
present  oonventional  rates.  In  conse- 
quence, however,  of  the  conversion  of 
ad  valorem  into  specific  duties,  and  of 
changes  in  claseification,  it  is  not  pl- 
sible  to  give,  within  the  limita  of  an 
answer,  detailed  information  as  to  the 
actual  increase  of  the  new  duties.  From 
information  which  has  been  received 
from  Chambers  of  Commerce  and  c 
potent  persons  in  this  country.  Her 
Majesty  s  Government  have  reason  to 
beheve  that  on  many  of  the  articles  men- 
tioned by  my  hen.  Friend  the  real  in- 
crease of  duty  will  considerably  exceed 
the  nominal  increase,  and  the  attention 
of  the  French  officials  has  already  been 
called  to  these  points  by  Mr.  Kennedy, 
and  the  subject  will  be  fully  considered 
and  examined  when  the  formal  negotia- 
tione  begin.  In  reply  to  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland,  I 
may  state  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  been  informed  that  the  pre- 
sent  rates  on  sheet  and  plate  glass  have 
proved  prohibitory,  and  every  effort  wiU 
be  made  to  procure  a  reduction  of  them. 
I  would  wish  to  add  that  on  the  pro- 
mulgation of  the  general  tariff  of  France, 
which  must  take  place  before  the  8th 
instant,  copioa  will  be  sent  to  all  the 
Zord  F^tdnrick  Cavtnttith 


Chambers  of  Commerce  in  Uua  ooaidir, 
with  the  request  that  any  obsmatiaai 
which  they  may  desire  to  make  in  sd£- 
tion  to  tiiose  already  receired,  may  b« 
transmitted  withoat  delay. 

ISLAND  REVENUE— TAX  ON  HOBSES 
AND  CARRIAGES. 

Mb.  BIBLET  aaked  Mr.  Chanedkr 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  a  &d 
that  the  Inland  Hevenue  authoritiei  bin 
~  ~  to  enforce  the  carriage  tax  of 
two  guineas  annually,  upon  carts  snl 
lorries  used  occasionally  on  holidajifn 
the  conveyance  of  Sunday  school  chil- 
dren, and  hitherto  exempt ;  and,  if  n, 
whether  he  will  take  measures  to  con- 
tinue this  exemption  under  the  excep- 
tional circumstancoB  P 

Me.  ABMITAOE  asked  Mr.  Chu- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  tlu 
memorial  which  has  been  prevented  to 
the  Inland  Bevenue  Department  bv  iKs 
Manchester  Sunday  School  Union  nsj 
be  granted,  namely,  that  the  InniM- 
waggons  or  carts,  which  are  uBusllylnl 
on  hire  at  a  nominal  charge  for  the  ecn- 
veyance  of  children  for  purposes  of  >x- 
cursion  during  the  days  of  hohdaj  in 
Whitsun  week,  shall  not  be  required  to 
pay  a  licence,  the  fact  being,  that  p» 
vious  to  the  present  time  the  Act  n- 
quiring  such  Ucence  to  be  taken  oat  fat 
general  purposes  has  never  been  put  is 
force  in  respect  to  Sunday  Schools? 

Ha.  GLADSTONE  :  I  am  not  irithaat 
hope  that  we  may  make  soma  anann- 
ment  in  reference  to  this  subject  tut 
may  be  satisfactory  to  all  parties.  At 
the  same  time,  I  cannot  absolutely  iiri>- 
mise  that  vehicles  so  employed  shill  ks 
exempted  altogether  from  the  ordiasij 
tax.  The  Inland  Revenue  Board  v* 
placed  in  this  matter  between  two  fiiM 
— one,  from  those  who  desire  this  exemp- 
tion, and  tbe  other  &om  the  tradenDn 
who  have  to  pay  the  tax.  I  will  mib 
inquiry  into  the  subject,  and  will  ttt 
whether  eome  lower  rate  of  tax  nsBrt 
be  imposed  upon  vehicles  used  for  tbii 
particular  purpose. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL-THE 
COltiriSSlON. 
Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUECHIII 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  TresHur, 
Whether,  in  the  event  of  the  Land  U* 
(Ireland)  Bill  being  read  a  second  tivK, 
he  will  be  prepared,  before  asking  t^ 


IMl 
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House  to  go  into  Oomimttee  on  the  Bill, 
to  state  the  names  of  the  persons  who 
are  to  compose  the  Land  Commission 
referred  to  m  the  Bill  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  unable  to 
g^ve  the  noble  Lord  any  promise  to  state 
the  names  of  the  persons  who  are  to 
compose  the  Land  Commission  before 
g^ing  into  Committee  on  the  Bill.  I 
trust,  howeyer,  that  it  will  not  be  long 
before  we  may  go  into  Committee  on 
the  measure.  I  can  promise,  at  the 
same  time,  that  at  a  later  stage,  pro- 
bably when  we  go  out  of  Committee, 
we  shaU  be  prepared  to  giye  the  names. 

STATE   OF    IRELAND— OUTRAGES  AT 
MUCKROSS  AND  CLIFDEN. 

Mb.  THORNHILL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  L*e- 
land,  Whether  the  following  statement, 
whidi  appeared  in  the  London  papers  of 
last  night,  is  correct,  yiz. : — 

''Aooordiiig  to  information  received  from 
l\«lee  on  Tuesday,  a  party  of  about  sixty  men, 
partly  armed  and  (Usguised,  visited  the  house  of 
a  bamff  named  Denehy,  in  the  employment  of 
Hr.  Henry  Arthur  Herbert,  of  Muckross,  at 
Glydane,  near  Castle  Island,  and  cut  off  both 
Ids  ears.  They  left  after  cautioning  him  not  to 
gerve  any  more  writs.  No  arrests  have  been 
■lade;" 

and,  if  so,  what  steps  Her  Majesty's 
Qcfrenrment  intend  to  take  to  put  an 
end  to  such  barbarous  outrages  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  The  details 
of  this  crime  haye  been  much  exagge- 
nited  in  the  reports,  but  it  is  still  of  a 
barbarous  nature.  A  party  numbering 
about  10  men  entered  the  house  of  the 
bailiff  Denehy  at  half-past  12  o'clock  on 
Ae  night  of  the  25th  ultimo.  They 
aearehed  for  writs,  but  found  none.  Be- 
fcire  leayiniP  they  cut  off  a  small  piece 
from  his  leu  ear  and  two  pieces  out  of 
Ms  right  ear,  and  they  made  him  pro- 
XDiBe  not  to  serye  any  more  writs.  This 
was  a  week  ago.  No  arrests  haye  been 
made  ;  but  I  haye  giyen  stringent  in- 
BtmctionB  to  the  police  to  use  eyery  effort 
to  discoyer  the  perpetrators  of  these 
atrocities. 

Mb.  lewis  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  has  inquired  into  the  cir- 
cumstances  connected  with  the  murder, 
on  the  niffht  of  Sunday  the  24th  April, 
near  Clifden  in  Connemara,  of  John 
Lgrdon,  and  of  the  attempted  assassina- 
tion of  his  son,  after  both  the  yictims 


were  taken  from  bed,  in  the  middle  of 
the  night ;  whether  it  was  not  proyed  at 
the  inquest  that  the  father  and  son  were 
seized  by  six  men,  taken  outside  of  their 
cabin,  thrown  on  the  ground,  and  then 
shot  when  in  that  position  ;  whether  the 
crime  was  not  of  an  agrarian  character ; 
whether  the  son,  who  suryiyed,  did  not 
identify  a  man  named  Patrick  Walshe 
as  one  of  the  murderers,  and,  notwith- 
standing the  jury  returned  a  yerdict  of 
wilful  murder  against  some  persons  un- 
known ;  and,  whether,  under  an  ordi- 
nary trial  by  jury  in  the  West  of  Ire- 
land, there  is  any  prospect  of  a  con- 
yiction  being  obtained  again  in  a  plainly 
proved  case  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER :  I  haye  in- 
quired  yery  strictly  into  this  case,  and  I 
naye  seen  several  official  reports  in  re- 
ference to  it.  The  facts  of  the  murder 
are  substantially  correct  as  set  forth  in 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  Question.  The 
crime  was  of  an  agrarian  character. 
Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  son 
who  survived  identified  one  of  the  per- 
sons who  took  part  in  the  crime,  the 
Coroner's  Jury  returned  a  yerdict  of 
wilful  murder  against  some  person  or 
persons  unknown. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  Whether  he  would  state  to 
the  House  the  reasons  he  had  for 
alleging  that  the  crime  was  of  an 
agrarian  character  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER:  I  cannot 
imagine  any  person  acquainted  with  the 
facts  of  the  case  not  being  convinced 
that  it  was  of  an  agrarian  character. 

Mr.  lewis  said,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  not  answered  the  last  part 
of  his  Question. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  asked  him  whether  in  an  ordi- 
nary trial  by  jury  in  the  West  of  Ireland 
there  was  any  prospect  of  a  conviction 
being  obtained  in  a  clearly  proved  case. 
In  a  great  many  plainly  proved  cases  a 
conviction  was  just  as  likely  to  be 
obtained  in  the  West  of  Ireland  as  any- 
where else.  With  regard  to  agrarian 
cases,  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  as  able 
as  himself  to  form  an  opinion  of  the 
likelihood  of  obtaining  a  conviction  in 
the  West  of  Ireland. 

ARMY  —  THE    AUXILIARY    FORCES  — 
ADJUTANTS  OF  VOLUNTEERS. 
Mb.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whethor,  ooiisiderinfj 
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the  small  number  and  ag^  of  the  Volun- 
teer Adjutants  on  the  old  footing,  and 
the  expediency  of  having  them  all  re- 
tired, he  will  not  at  once  arrange  that 
they  may  do  so  on  the  same  footing  as 
was  conceded  to  the  old  Militia  Ad- 
jutants some  years  ago  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEES:  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  say  that  I  have 
twice  replied  to  a  similar  inquiry,  to  the 
effect  that  the  case  of  these  few  old 
ofi&cers  does  not  form  part  of  any  general 
plan  of  re- organization ;  but  I  have  made 
preliminary  inquiries  as  to  each  officer 
before  deciding  whether  anything  should 
be  done  in  the  matter. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— THE  WHITEBOY 
ACT— CASE  OF  DANIEL  O'SULLIVAN, 
AT  MILLSTREET,  CO.  CORK. 

Mb.  DALY  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland,  Whe- 
ther his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
prosecution  by  the  police,  at  Millstreet, 
county  Cork,  of  Daniel  0' Sullivan  the 
younger,  aged  nine  or  ten  years,  who 
appeared  before  the  magistrates  crying, 
and  who  was  prosecuted  by  the  Queen 
at  the  suit  of  head  constable  Spencer, 
imder  the  Whiteboy  Act,  for  having, 
on  the  22nd  instant,  at  two  o'clock  in 
the  day,  attempted,  by  carrying  a  lighted 
torch  in  the  public  streets  of  Millstreet, — 

"  To  promote  a  certain  nnlawfal  assembly, 
contrary  to  the  statute  made  and  provided,  and 
against  the  peace  of  our  Sovereign  Lady  the 
Queen,  her  (>own  and  Dignity ;  " 

whether,  on  the  occasion  referred  to,  the 
child's  offence  did  not  consist  in  his  head- 
ing a  procession  of  young  fellows  who 
were  after  tilling  the  farm  for  a  woman 
whose  husband  had  died,  and  that,  on 
being  spoken  to,  the  child  stated  that 
he  did  not  know  he  was  doing  anything 
wrong,  and  went  away  when  he  was 
told;  and,  whether  he  will  direct  an 
inquiry  into  the  circumstances  attending 
this  prosecution  ? 

Ma.  W.  E.  FORSTEE:  I  have  re- 
ceived a  Beport  on  this  subject,  and  it 
appears  that  the  youth  Daniel  O'Sullivan 
was  the  leader  of  a  party  of  boys  from 
12  to  17  years  of  age,  he  himself  being 
about  12.  About  30  bovs  assembled 
and  went  in  procession  through  Mill- 
street.  On  being  stopped  they  dis- 
persed. They  re-assembled  at  the  in- 
stigation of  grown-up  persons.  The 
cabe  has  been  adjourned  by  the  magis- 
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trates  until  the  19th  instant ;  and,  pend- 
ing  their  decision,  I  do  not  intend  t» 
take  any  further  steps  in  the  matter. 
There  was  much  more  probability  of  dii- 
turbance  than  would  appear  from  tlu 
Question.  There  was  a  great  deal  of 
excitement  in  the  place. 

THE  ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULART- 
ALLEGED  EXCESS  OF  DUTY  AT 
NEWCASTLE. 

Mb.  FARNELL  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  In- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  beat 
directed  to  a  Beport  in  the  "  Freemin'i 
Journal "  of  Tuesday  26th  April,  of  tin 
conduct  of  the  Constabulary  at  Nev- 
castie  on  the  24th  April,  when,  as  statoi 
the  Constabulary  was  ordered  to  charg* 
a  number  of  boys  -who  were  folloving 
them  whistling  a  tune ;  whether  the  Con* 
stabulary  knocked  down,  kicked,  tad 
beat  incQscriminately  with  the  butts  of 
their  g^ns  a  number  of  persons  including 
a  little  son  of  James  ]B.  Bell,  who  wu 
knocked  senseless  on  the  road,  and  a 
young  man  named  Massey,  who  had 
taken  this  child  in  his  arms  after  he  had 
been  thus  assaulted ;  whether  a  polica- 
man  knocked  down  with  his  rifle  an  oU 
grey-headed  man,  and  beat  him  till  ht 
was  almost  senseless^  and  left  him  lying 
in  the  street  bleedings  from  the  mootk; 
whether  a  respectable  young  man  nanud 
David  Kennedy,  the  nianag;ing  clsA  of 
Mr.  James  Cregan,  merchant,  was  brutal^ 
beaten  by  the  Police  as  he  was  leaTOf 
his  employer's  shop  on  his  way  hooMb 
being  struck  in  the  region  of  the  hmtl^ 
and  made  to  vomit  large  quantitiMof 
blood ;  and,  whether  he  will  direct  a 
searching  inquiry  into  the  occumnoe? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  made  particular  inquiiy  aboil 
this  matter,  and  he  was  of  opinion  thit 
the  local  correspondent  of  The  Fmmm'i 
Journal  had  given  an  account  which  mi 
not  correct.  It  really  was  a  serioos  oM 
of  rioting.  A  dangerous  and  unprovokii 
assault  was  made  on  the  police.  lb* 
affair  occurred  on  the  2dra  and  notoa 
the  24th  of  April,  and  instead  of  boiif 
confined  to  a  number  of  boys,  it  was  ft 
desperate  riot  by  a  large  mob  of  mot 
who  attacked  and  stoned  the  polieik 
several  of  whom,  including  a  sub-ia* 
specter,  were  injured  by  stones.  Tfci 
police  had  to  charjg^e  the  mob  ;  bat  tlMf 
did  not  do  so  until  six  of  their  nuffib« 
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(nearly  30)  were  struck  with  stones.  The  the  Member  for  Carlisle  will  be  to  read 

Bub-inspector  had  given  a  full  and  care-  the  telegrams  which  have  been  received 

fol  report  of  the  case ;  and,  therefore,  from  Sir  Hercules  Robinson — 

no  inquiry  was  called  for.  „  .^  .,  „q     ,r»^  *^n^^„„  :„  „  „„«,«,.•„  ^# 

ir      -D4-DXT-C1TT      fXT'ii  xi-       •   i_x  i.  "Apiil  29. — Lho  following  u  a  summary  ox 

MB.  l^AK^hdAj :    Will  the  right  hon.  the ; terms  which  I  have  awarded  in  the  Basuto 

Gentleman  answer  the  last  three  parts  of  case :— First,  disarmament,  tempered  hy  a  sys- 

ihe  Question  ?  tem  of  registration,  and  an  annual  licence  fee 

Mb.    W.    E.  FORSTER   said,    he  of  £1  for  each  gun;  second,  compensation  to  he 

was  informed  it  was  not  true  that  the  SrsLYtio^^f%^i?ty ;«,  t?^^^^ 

police  knocked  down,  kicked,  and  beat  a  line  of  5,000  head  of  cattle  for  taking  up 

people    indiscriminately ;    that   nothing  arms  against  the  Government ;  fourth,  these 

whatever  was  known  of  the  little  boy  ^^^^^  ^^^^S  complied  with,  there  shall  he  a 

Bell  having  been  hurt,  nor  of  a  grey-  ^"^T^}?^  amnesty,  and  no  confiscation  of  terri- 

headed  man  having  been  knocked  down.  . 

Nothing  was  known  of  Kennedy  having  ^^f   Hercules  Robinson  adds    that  he 

been  hurt.  He  had  been  seen  repeatedly  thinks     these     terms   just,    and    most 

sinoe  the  occurrenoe  walking  about  in  his  generous.     The  other  telegram  is  as  fol- 

VBual  health.  lows :  — 

*' April  30.  —  Ministers   have   adopted    my 

^^^ award,  and  assumed  the  responaihility  for  it  in 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  BASUTOS  Parliwnent." 

(NEGOTIATIONS). 

Sm  OEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the  CONTROVERTED     ELECTIONS  —  THE 

;     TTnder  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo-  PARLIAMENTARY   ELECTIONS   ACT, 

\     Bies,  If  he  can  state  the  present  position  1868,  THE  PARLIAMENTARY  AND  COR- 

\    of  the  Basuto  affair,  and  say — whether  RDPT  PRACTICES  ACT,  1879,  AND  THE 

k    the  Gape  Gk>vemment  distinctly  accepted  PARLIAMENTARY     AND     CORRUPT 

tiie   arbitration    of    Sir   H.    Robinson  PRACTICES  ACT,  1880— THE   BOSTON 

and    bound    themselves   to    abide    by  ELECTION. 

SSLtTlI^fT??  it  f  ^^*  '^r  '■  ^aV  M*-  MELLOR  aaked  Mr.  Attorney 

ther  when  the  Basutos  were  required  to  ri          ^  xm.  ^v     i.«     ax    x:     i.     v 

i««  -i/>««  n,^:«  -«•«-  i>«^^«^  ««i:;f*«*;^«  General,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 

lay  down  tneir  arms  betore  arbitration,  ^^|i  ^  4.J  ««  ««4,-^i^  ;«  *i,«  <<  -p^^-^.^^  t« 

ii  waa  merely  intended  that  they  should  ^^^^  to  an  article  in  the  -  Boston  In- 

!lJir^  iVvT^;  o  J«^^^rv^o?*;^«  ^^•  f  w  dependent ' '  newspaper  of  the  9th  April, 

^!^  ^Zi        ^^^T  '        ^^  which  has  been  sent  to  various  MemWs 

W«re  called  on  actuany   to    surrender  of  this  House,  and  circulated  in  Lincoln- 

vieir  arms ;  and,  how  the  arbitration  IS  •y^i^     ^«4*.;L:««.    ♦k^    *r.ii/v«,',,«.    t^^o 

to  be  oonduked  kow  that  Sir  H.  Robin-  ^  _oontaining   the    foUowing    pas- 

mm  has  gone  to  the  Transvaal  ?  sages . 

Sm    WILFRID  LAWSON  had  also  "Boston  is  comparatively  pure   before  the 

S"««M  u^^:^^  ^fi  k:-  :^4.^^4-:r.^  *«  «<.i.  4^1,^  wholesale  corruption  of  the  other  offending  con- 
Tea  Notice  of  his  intention  to  ask  the  gtituencies,  and  nothing  could  well  be  muLr  in 
noer  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo-  the  shape  of  bribery^  briberyit  can  be  held) 
nies,  .Whether  the  Government  are  able  than  the  part  taken  by  Messrs.  Wren  and  Eit- 
io  eommunicate  to  the  House  any  au-  wood  at  the  last  election.    They  were  not  sys- 

fliflntio  information  concerning   the  re-  ^"^^"i  ,^/i^«"»  ^^^^  °^^^  °^  F^^^JJ'^i 

.            j»j-;         va             o'tt         1  Mid,  if  the  accusations  against  them  can  be 

mm  negotiations  between  Sir  Hercules  proved,  all  that  they  did  was  inconsiderately  on 

Bobinson  and  the  Basuto  Chiefs  ?  the  day  of  the  poll  to  yield  to  earnest  solicita- 

ICb.    grant    duff  :  I   will,   with  tions  to  furnish  money  for  the  purposes  of  the 

ihe  permission  of  the  House,  answer  my  election,  without  asking  questions.    Other  in- 

I»«.*Tpiend  the  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  2Sired::i^^rS^:A'^™^G:re.:Jnot 

and   my  non.  fnena  the  Member  for  altogether  due  to  convenience  or  accident.    II 

Oariisle  together.     In  reply  to  the  first  pressure  had  not  been  brought  to  bear  upon  him, 

neeifio  Question  of  the  non.  Member  for  the  purpose  of  gratifying  personal  vindictive 

m  Kirkcaldy,  I  have 

leply  to  the  second,  '.  

UkA  words  were   used  in   the  ordinary  of  indignation  in  the  town  at  such  a  gross  mis- 

—namely,  that  the  Basutos  were  to  carriage  of  justice,  which  day  by  day  will  be- 

£rom  hostilities.     In  reply  to  the  come  more  general  and  intense  as  the  time  of 

,  I  have  to  say  that,  as  the  award  *^«  *^  approaches ;  " 

M  been  given,  the    difficulty  cannot  whether  such  expressions,  in^  reference 

nJM.    My  Dest  reply  to  my  hon.  Friend  to  pending  criminal  proceedings,  have 
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not  a  tendency  to  defeat  the  administra- 
tion of  justice ;  and,  whether  he  intends 
to  take  any  proceedings  in  conse- 
quence ? 

Mr.  WARTON  ;  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
beg  to  ask  you,  Sir,  whether  it  is  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  Rules  of  the  House 
that  counsel  about  to  prosecute  in  a 
criminal  proceeding  should  also  act  in 
that  capacity  in  this  House  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  has  put  the  Question 
on  his  own  responsibility;  but,  as  at 
present  advised,  I  do  not  feel  called 
upon  to  interfere. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  before  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  answered 
the  Question,  he  should  like  to  ask  him 
another  with  reference  to  this  matter,  of 
which  he  had  given  him  private  Notice. 
It  was.  Whether  it  was  not  the  fact  that 
the  prosecutions  for  bribery  at  Boston 
were  confined  to  members  of  one  poli- 
tical Party,  although  members  of  the 
other  Party  had  «uso  been  scheduled 
by  the  Royal  Commission  as  gnilty  of 
bribery ;  whether  he  would  not  take 
that  opportunity  of  explaining  the 
grounds  upon  which  that  course  had 
been  adopted,  which  had  never  been 
publioly  explained,  and  by  this  means 
to  calm  the  excited  state  of  political 
feeling  in  Boston  which  not  unnaturally 
existed  ?  He  should  like  also  to  ask 
him  whether  he  had  read  the  whole  of 
the  article  complained  of,  of  which  the 
extract  now  given  only  gave  a  mislead- 
ing account  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  Jamks)  :  I  am  sure.  Sir,  that  the 
hon.  Mombor  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Stanhope)  would  not  intentionally  add 
the  authority  arising  from  his  high 
position  in  this  House  to  a  suggestion 
for  which  there  is  no  foundation ;  but 
his  Question  appears  to  me  to  be  in  two 
particulars  couched  in  somewhat  unfor- 
tunate language,  because  he  says  that  the 
course  which  I  have  adopted  has  never 
been  publicly  explained,  and  that  in  con- 
sequence of  it  an  excited  state  of  political 
feeling  not  unnaturally  exists  in  Boston. 
Now,  the  hon.  Member's  Question  ap- 
pears to  suggest  that,  certain  persons 
of  both  Parties  having  been  scheduled 
as  guilty  of  corrupt  practices,  I  have 
selected  for  prosecution  persons  of  one 

Political  Party  and  allowed  those  who 
elong  to  the  other — that  is,  the  Liberal 
Party — to  escape.     The  duty  of  prose- 
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cuting  persons  guilty  of  oormpt  pne- 
tices  is  imposed  upon  me  by  statute, 
and  I  am  directed  to  prosecate  all 
persons  guilty  of  corrupt  practieei 
against  whom  I  think  there  is  suffidest 
evidence  to  put  them  on  their  trial,  (ob- 
ject to  this — that  a  certificate  of  indem- 
nity given  to  persons  who  have  been 
examined  as  witnesses  protects  them 
from  prosecution.  In  this  case  of 
Boston,  the  Report  of  the  Commisaonen 
concludes  as  follows : — 

**  We  luivc  granted  certiiicates  to  all  penaas 
whose  names  appear  in  the  Scliedulos  appeaded 
to  tills  Report  stating  that  they  hare  befi 
asked  questions  the  answers  to  which  crimi* 
nated  or  tended  to  criminate  them,  and  thit 
they  answered  all  such  questions,  with  the  a- 
coption  of" 

certain  persons  named    in  the  Beport 
Therefore,  it  was  beyond  my  power  to 
prosecute  anj'one  but  such  excepted  per- 
sons, and  all  those  I   have  prosecated. 
When  the  hon.  Member  suggests  that 
no  public  explanation  of  this  kind  lua 
hitherto  been  g^ven,  I  must  remind  tha 
House  that  some  three  weeks  or  man 
ago  I  asked  the  indulgence  of  the  Hoqm 
to  make  the  very  statement  I  have  nov 
made.    Again,  when  the  hon.  Member 
suggests  that  the  excited  state  of  feelmg 
in  Boston  is  natural,  I  must  inform  tli« 
House  that  it  is  stated  to  me  that  tbe 
Heport  of  the  Commissioners  has  ben 
published  in  newspapers  circulating  in 
Boston,  and  that,  therefore,  those  wlo 
are  said  to  be  excited  must  have  knon 
of  these  certificates  of  protection  haviif 
been  given.     In  answer  to  my  boa.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Gnat- 
ham,  I  have  to  say  that  my  attentkn 
has  been  called,  with  much  regret,  to 
this  article.     It   suggests   that  I  ban 
permitted  those  who  are  acting  nndfr 
the  disappointment  arising  from  defeat 
to  influence  mo,  and  that  except  for  nA 
influence  these  prosecutions  would  not 
have  been  instituted.     The  fact  is  that 
with    the    exception    of   my  hon.  aa^ 
learned  Friend    the   Solicitor  Oenenl 
the  Public   Prosecutor,    and  the  legal 
ofEcials  of  the   Treasury,  no  one  bn 
communicated  with  mo  on  the  subjei 
of  the  prosecution.     Of  course,  suchu 
article  is  most  improper ;  but  aa  I  »■ 
so  personally  attacked,  I  feel  gr«at  dii- 
culty  in  directingthat  proceedings ahoaU 
be  taken  against  the  publishers.  I  bavh 
however,  taken  steps  to  cause  the  iittf^ 
to  be  placed  before  tlie  Soljwiog  Oenflal 
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and  the  Director  of  Public  Proseontions, 
with  a  request  that  they  should  deter- 
mine whether  any  proceedings  should 
be  taken  to  prevent  so  g^ave  an  inter- 
ference with  the  administration  of  justice 
as  this  article  amounts  to  taking  place. 
As,  however,  I  find  that  measures  have 
been  taken  to  secure  an  exceptional 
publication  of  the  article  among  that 
class  from  which  jurymen  would  be 
fiummoned,  I  shall  have  to  consider 
whether  it  will  not  be  necessary,  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  an  impartial  jury, 
to  remove  the  trial  of  the  informations 
to  a  locality  upon  which  such  an  improper 
influence  as  this  article  has  not  been 
brought  to  bear. 

ARMY  RECItXTITING— IRISH  RECRUITS. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Secretaiy  of  State  for  War,  Whether  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Betum  show- 
ing the  various  regiments  or  depart- 
ments of  the  Army  to  which  the  3415 
recruits  raised  in  Ireland  during  the 
jear  1879  were  finally  posted  after  being 
passed  into  the  service,  together  with 
the  number  so  posted  to  each  regiment 
or  department  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  Will  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber be  good  enough  to  tell  me,  as  is  cus- 
tomary with  respect  to  new  Returns, 
what  is  his  object  in  askins^  for  such  a 
Setum  ?  My  hon.  and  gsdlant  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Aberdeenshire  (Sir 
Alexander  Gordon^  has  moved  for  a 
Setum  as  to  Scotch  recruits  with  a  de- 
finite object,  which  he  explained  in  his 
apeech  on  the  Army  Estimates ;  but  I 
Imow  of  no  reason  why  this  detail  as  to 
to  ^iflh  recruits  need  be  given.  If  he 
will  communicate  with  me  and  explain 
Mb  object,  I  will  see  whether  I  can  meet 
his  wishes. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  right  hon. 
Oenileman,  whether,  if  the  Return  were 
ffranted,  it  would  not  show  that  the 
DTunt  oli  foreign  service  was  thrown  to 
aTery large  extent  upon  Irish  regiments? 

Mb.  CHILDERS^:  No,  it  would  not. 
That  would  require  a  Return  showing 
many  more  particulars.  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  inform  me  of  his  object, 
and  I  can  meet  it,  I  shall  have  no  objec- 
tion to  give  him  the  Return. 

PRANCE  AND  TUNIS— BRITISH  SUB- 
JECT8  IN  TUNIS. 

Mb.  BIBLEY  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
taiy of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 


ther, having  regard  to  the  critical  state 
of  the  relations  between  France  and 
Tunis,  and  the  probability  of  a  French 
Protectorate  being  imposed  upon  the 
latter.  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
take  measures  to  secure  for  British  sub- 
jects resident  in  the  Regency,  and  for 
British  traders,  the  commercial  privi- 
leges which  they  now  enjoy  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DELKE  :  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  no  reason 
to  suppose  that  the  commercial  privi- 
leges of  British  subjects  in  Tunis  will 
be  interfered  with  by  the  present  French 
military  operations.  Her  Majesty's  ship 
Monarch  has  been  ordered  to  proceed  to 
Tunis,  and  has  probably  alreadv  arrived 
there.  Captain  Tryon  has  oeen  in- 
structed to  assist  Europeans  in  case  of 
disturbances,  which,  however,  it  is  hoped, 
will  not  occur. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL— RE- 
COVERY OF  RENT  BY  WRIT. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire* 
land,  K  proceedings  for  recovery  of  rent 
by  writ,  followed  by  the  sale  of  the  ten- 
ant's interest,  deprives  such  tenant  of 
the  right  of  applying  to  the  proposed 
Land  Court  to  fix  tiie  judicial  rent, 
which  right  it  is  the  object  of  the  Land 
Law  Bill  now  before  the  House  to  confer 
upon  him ;  and,  if  so,  whether  it  is  not 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  inter- 
fere to  put  a  stop  to  any  attempt  to 
defeat  the  intentions  of  the  Legisla- 
ture? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  Question  was  a  legal  one,  and  could 
be  better  answered  by  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland ;  but  all  debts  re- 
covered by  judgment  by  creditors,  whe- 
ther the  creditors  were  landlords  or  other 
persons,  could  be  realized  by  execution 
and  sale  of  the  debtor's  chattels,  including* 
a  tenant's  interest  in  the  land ;  and  that 
applied  to  rent  as  well  as  to  any  other 
debt.  The  tenancy  would  not  be  extin- 
guished, but  simply  transferred  in  the 
x^ase  supposed.  The  tenant  would  be 
able  to  apply  to  the  Court  to  fix  the 
judicial  rent. 

Mb.  PARNELL  asked  whether,  in 
the  case  of  such  a  sale,  the  person  to 
whom  the  interest  was  sold  would  have 
to  serve  a  notice  to  quit  on  the  old 
tenant,  or  what  other  proceeding  would 
be  necessary  for  the  purchaser  to  obtain 
possession  ? 
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The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  was  understood 
to  say  that  if  tho  intertJst  was  sold,  it 
would  be  assif^nod  by  deed  in  the  ordi- 
nary way  by  the  sheriflF  to  the  purchaser, 
who,  if  refused  possession,  could  at  once 
recover  it  by  action  of  ejectment. 

THE  CROWN  AGENTS  FOR  THE 
COLONIES. 

Me.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If, 
in  saying  that  the  Crown  agents  for  the 
Colonies  have,  **  in  the  interest  of  public 
convenience,  an  establishment  close  to 
the  Colonial  Office,"  he  meant  the  House 
to  understand  that  the  office  in  question 
is  within  the  Government  building,  and 
provided  by  the  Government ;  if  he  is 
aware  that  these  officers  have  been  ne- 
gotiating loans,  with  the  statement  that 
they  did  so  by  direction  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Principal  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies ;  if  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has  anything  to  do  with  the  ap- 
pointment of  these  officers,  or  who  does 
appoint  them ;  if  it  be  the  fact  that  a 
Colonial  Government  is  not  a  Corpora- 
tion that  can  be  sued,  except  under 
''Petition  of  Right;"  and  if,  as  re- 
gards the  Cape  Government,  that  remedy 
is  excluded  by  the  circumstance  that 
the  Cape  Parliament  has  never  passed 
an  Act  submitting  themselves  to  that 
process  ? 

Mr.  GRANT  DUFF :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend's  first  Question,  my  reply  is 
'*  Yes,  certainly."  The  Crown  Agents 
are  established,  in  the  interest  of  pub- 
lic convenience,  close  to  the  Colonial 
Office ;  but,  unlike  the  other  denizens  of 
that  large  mass  of  buildings  between 
Charles  Street  and  Downing  Street, 
they  pay  rent  to  the  Government  for  the 
accommodation  they  require.  My  reply 
to  his  second  Question  is  that  I  am  quite 
aware  that  the  prospectuses  of  the  loans 
which  they  raise  for  Crown  Colonies 
have  the  statement  in  question  attached 
to  them,  with  the  further  statement 
that  the  loans  are  issued  on  the  security 
of  the  revenues  and  assets  of  the  Colo- 
nies. The  Secretary  of  State  exercises 
a  close  supervision  over  the  finances  of 
Crown  Colonies ;  but  the  Imperial  Go- 
vernment undertakes  no  responsibility 
for  Colonial  loans,  direct  or  indirect, 
oven  in  the  case  of  Crown  Colonies.  My 
reply  to  the  third  Question  is  that  these 
officers  are  appointed  by  the  Secretary 


of  State  for  the  Colonies  as  a  g;aanntaa 
to  the  Colonies  who  intrust  their  afiaiisto 
them  that  they  are  dealing  with  respon- 
sible and  efficient  persons  ;  but  they  an 
paid  by  the  Colonies,  not  by  the  Impe- 
rial Government,  and  they  enter  into 
engagements  with  the  public  on  behalf 
of  the  Colonies,  not  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  or  of  any  Member  of  the  Imperial 
Government.  To  the  fourth  Question 
my  reply  is  that  I  understand  that  it  hai 
been  decided  that  a  Colonial  Govern- 
ment cannot  be  sued  as  a  Corporation. 
To  the  fifth  Question  my  reply  is  thai  I 
am  informed  that  the  question  whether 
the  remedy  for  the  breach  of  contract 
made  by  the  Government  of  the  Cape 
Colony  is  by  a  Petition  of  Right  in  the 
Courts  of  the  Cape  Colony  is  now  the 
subject  of  an  appeal  before  the  Privy 
Council.  As,  therefore,  the  Question 
involves  a  subject  now  awaiting  judicial 
decision,  I  think  it  would  be  unde- 
sirable for  me  to  express  my  opinion 
upon  it. 

BELFAST    IMPROVEMEXT    ACT.  187^ 
FINLEY  r.  BELFAST  TOWN  COUXaL 

Mr.  CALLAN  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  If  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  report  of  the  impor- 
tant traverse  case,  f^inley  r.  Beuast 
Town  Council,  at  the  recent  Assizes  in 
county  Antrim,  in  which  it  was  given  in 
evidence  that  the  Corporation  of  Belfast 
entered  into  a  secret  agreement  with 
Messrs.  Hamilton  and  Oregg,  two  mem- 
bers of  their  body,  Mr.  Gregg  being  at 
same  time  a  member  of  the  Improve- 
ment  Committee,  to  dispossess  the  fee 
simple  owners  of  property  in  the  Bo- 
rough of  Belfast,  without  their  knoT- 
ledge,  and  contrary  to  their  expressed 
wish,  by  means  of  the  compulsory 
purchase  powers  of  "The  Belfast  Im- 
provement Act,  1878,"  and  to  re-sell  or 
convey  by  lease  in  perpetuity  eaid  pro- 
perty, or  as  much  as  they  required,  to 
said  ^fossrs.  Hamilton  and  Giegff,  a 
transaction  which  the  presiding  judee. 
Mr.  Justice  Lawson,  characterised  in  the 
following  terms : — 

*'  If  there  were  no  oth<-r  t^lc'iiiont  in  iht  cm* 
than  that  ^losMrs.  Iluroilton  and  Grc^^r.  tvo  uf 
the  pirties  to  the  aji^rooment,  wort>  mrmlitf^  cf 
tho  Cor|)oration,  and  Mr.  Grogg  himst'lf  a  mem- 
ber of  the  committeo  who  «*nt«ivd  into  it,  dut 
agreement  would  not  bo  worth  the  paper  Dpm 
which  it  was  written  in  a  court  of  justice.  Bvt 
the  case  did  not  rest  there,  because  there  wf  * 
most  extraordinar}'  supproanon  of  facta  un  tlie 
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whether  such  secret  agreement  amounted 
to  a  criminal  conspiracy;  whether  Ut. 
Oregg  still  continues  a  member  of  the 
Belfast  Corporation  and  their  ImproTe- 
ment  Committee — Mr.  Hamilton  having 
aince  ceased  connection  with  the  Coun- 
cil; whether  Mr.  Gfregg  still  remains  il 
the  CommisaioD  of  the  Peace  for  tho 
Borough  of  Belfast ;  and,  whether  tht 
Law  officers  of  the  Crown,  or  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  propose  to  take  a,jiy 
action  in  connection  with  the  matters 
disclosed  at  the  hearing  of  this  case  ? 

Ths  attorney  general  fou 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Yes,  Sir ;  my 
attention  has  been  drawn,  to  the  news^ 
paper  reports  of  the  trial  referred  to,  in 
the  course  of  which  it  appeared  that  an 
agreement  somewhat  of  the  charactei' 
descnbed  had  been  made  between  th(< 
Corporation  of  Belfast  and  two  of  itt. 
members,  but  had  been  subsequentlj 
cancelled.  The  facts  are  complicated; 
but  it  will  be  sufficient  for  me  to  saj 
that,  however  indefensible  that  agree- 
ment might  hare  been,  if  it  had  been 
necessarj'  to  impeach  it,  the  case  wae 
not  one  for  a  oriminal  prosecution.  Mr, 
Gregg,  I  believe,  still  continues  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Corporation  and  its  Improve- 
ment Committee,  and  also  one  of  the 
borough  magistrates  of  Belfast.  The 
Lisw  Officers  do  not  consider  it  their 
duty  to  take  any  action  in  ths  matter. 

PROTBOnON    OF    PERSON    AND    PRO- 


Colonel  WALROND  (for  Mr.  Lowg) 
uked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lieutsnant  of  Ireland,  If  hie  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  following  ohser- 
Tatiooa  made  by  Mr.  Dillon  at  the  Land 
IJMgna  meeting  on  Tuesday  last : — 

"  He  (Mr.  Dillon)  would  mention  a  case  which 
ocenrrad  in  hia  own  cotmtf,  Tippenuv,  the 
othn  day,  but  which  baa  not  appeared  in  tbo 
newipapere.  It  waa  a  case  in  which  forty 
police  were  brought  to  assist  in  putting  a  man 
out.  They  found  the  front  door  barricaded. 
Hie  prieat  stood  b^  and  said  he  would  not  inl 


and,  further,  be  (Mr.  Dillon)  said  that— 


'■  If  thus  sought  on  any  largo  scale  to 
cany  out  evictions,  the  people  were  prepared  to 
offer  resistance,  itnd  would  do  so ;  and  ho  cer- 
tainly should  say  that  the  next  time  a  man  wai 
shot  in  Ireland  for  refusing  to  leave  hia  hotuo, 
possibly  the  vordict  would  be,  if  he  waa  not 
Tory  much  mistaken,  one  of  wilful  murder,  not 
agaicat  the  policeman  who  may  have  shot  him, 
but  against  Gladstone  and  Foister,  under  whoso 
orders  the  polios  fired ;  " 

and,  whether  he  intends  taking  any 
steps  thereon  ? 

Mb.  sexton,  before  the  Chief 
Secretary  answered  the  last  Question, 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man,  Whether  he  had  read  a  full  report 
of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tipperary,  and  whether  it  did  not  ap- 
pear from  it  that  be  stated  that  over 
5,000,  and  probably  even  as  many  as 
10,000,  families  were  under  process  of 
eviction  in  Ireland,  and  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  get  one  more  chance  of 
saying  whether  they  intended  to  put  a 
stop  to  this  state  of  things ;  whether  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  was  not  en- 
titled to  give  the  public  warning  of  the 
desperate  spirit  excited  amongst  the 
Irish  people  by  the  unjust  and  cruel 
proceedings  of  numbers  of  Irish  land- 
lords who  were  turning  helpless  tenants 
out  of  their  homes  for  non-payment  of 
rent,  after  a  period  of  severe  distress, 
and  were  deliberately  excluding  them 
from  the  benefits  of  any  rights  sought 
to  be  vested  in  them  by  impending 
legislation ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of 
the  tremendous  peril  involved  in  these 
proceedings,  the  hon.  Member  was  not 
justified  in  the  course  he  had  adopted? 

Mk.  T.  O'CONNOB  asked,  whether 
ibe  attention  of  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
been  called  to  a  New  York  telegram  in 
7^«  Daily  N»w»  of  that  day,  according 
to  which  the  emigration  in  the  first 
three  months  of  this  year  had  amounted 
to  105,000  persons,  being  nearly  25,000 
more  than  in  the  same  period  last 
year? 

Ma.  PAENELL  also  wished  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what  wae 
the  object  of  the  Government  in  sus- 
]iending  the  Constitution  in  the  City  of 
Dublin  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEH  :  With  regard 
to  the  second  and  third  Questions,  I  must 
request  that  Notice  be  given  of  them. 
As  to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  I 
have  to  say  that  the  Government 
have   proclaimed   the    Coun^  of   the 
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Oily  of  Dublin  under  the  Protection  of 
Person  and  Property  Act  because  we 
thought  it  necessary  to  do  bo.  In  reply 
to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Wilts  (Mr.  Long),  I  have  only  to 
Httj  that  the  attention  of  the  Qovernmont 
has  been  closely  directed  to  the  speech 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Tippe- 
rary,  and  it  wae  under  the  close  atten- 
tion of  the  Governmont  before  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  was  placed  on 
the  Notice  Paper.  That  is  all  the  answer 
I  can  give. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  gave  Notice 
that,  on  Thursday,  he  would  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary,  Whether  the  cause  al- 
leged for  the  suspension  of  the  Consti- 
tution in  the  City  of  Dublin,  which  con- 
tains 250,000  inhabitants,  was  not  the 
proceedings  at  the  Sheriff's  sale  at  the 
farm  of  Mr.  John  Butterly,  at  Howth  ; 
and  whether  at  that  sale  all  the  animals 
put  up  for  sale,  with  the  exception  of 
some  pigs,  were  not  disposed  of ;  whe- 
ther the  sales  did  not  realize  the  sum  of 
£62,  the  full  amount  claimed  by  the 
landlord;  whether  the  members  of  the 
Emergency  Committee  present  were  not 
all  armed ;  and  whether,  when  one  of 
the  number  was  accused  of  having  dis- 
played a  revolver,  Sub-Inspector  Heard 
refused  to  remove  him,  on  theground  that 
he  could  not  Interfere  with  him  unless 
the  revolver  was  presented  at  someone  ; 
whether  any  of  the  members  of  the  Land 
licague  were  armed  ;  whether  when  the 
cow  bought  by  the  Emergency  Commit- 
tee reached  its  destination  the  crowd 
quietly  dispersed;  whether  the  whole 
transaction  was  not  considered  of  so 
ridiculous  a  character  as  only  to  excite 
a  smile ;  and  whether  a  single  assault 
was  committed  on  the  police  or  any 
other  person  engaged  in  the  sale,  either 
at  the  sale  itself  or  during  the  proces- 
eion  of  many  hours'  duration  fromHowth 
to  Dublin  ? 

Mk.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  I  think  I  had 
better  say  at  once  that  I  could  not  answer 
that  Question.  I  do  not  consider  that  it 
would  be  my  duty  to  give  the  reason  for 
which  particular  districts  are  prescribed. 

TURKEY  AND  GREECE— THE  FEON- 

TIER  QUESTION. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  AENOLD  asked  the 

Tinder   Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 

AiTsirs,  Whether  it   ia  true  that  the 

Turkish  Government  hare  accepted  the 
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final  terms  of  the  Powers  for  Uie  MttU- 
ment  of  the  Greek  Frontier  f 

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  An  Im- 
perial Irade,  accepting  the  decision  of 
the  Powers,  was  sent  yesterday  from  the 
Palace  to  the  Forte. 

PARUAMEKTABT  OATHB  BILL. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  asked  Mr.  At- 
torney General,  Whether,  if  the  Notice 
of  Motion  in  bis  name  was  not  reached 
that  night,  when  would  it  eome  on  7 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hkksy  James]  thoiight  that  when  the 
proper  time  came  for  making  the  Uotion 
the  Question  should  be  put  to  the  hesd 
of  the  Government. 

Coix>!f£L  MAKENS  aaked  the  Prime 
Minister,  Whether,  in  reference  to  the 
Parliamentary  Oatha  or  Bradlaugh  Be- 
lief Bill,  he  intended  to  delare  that  the 
Public  Business  was  untent  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  No,  Sir,  I  do 
not. 

MOTION. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY— PARLIAHES. 
TARY  OATHS  BILL. 
In  reply  to  Mr.  Nswdeoatb, 
Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  in- 
tended that  the  debate  on  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Bill  should  terminate  at  a  con- 
venient hour  that  evening,  so  as  to  allow 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorn^ 
General  to  submit  hia  propoaal  in  r^ard 
to  the  Parliamentary  Oath.  The  pro- 
posal he  anticipated  would  not  reqaire 
any  large  development  by  statement; 
but  if  hon.  Gentlemen  were  deurone  of 
discussing  it — whioh  he  had  been  giTea 
to  understand  was  the  case — he  should 
propose  to  adjourn  that  debate  until  3 
o'clock  to-morrow.  That  was  the  only 
arrangement  he  had  now  before  him. 
He,  therefore,  be^ed  now  to  move  the 
Resolution  that  stood  on  the  Notice 
Paper  in  hla  name  as  to  the  Orders  of 
the  Day. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  tho  Ordora  of  the  Day,  iub»eqnent  to 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  reaamiDK  the  AdjonrMd 
Debate  on  the  Second  Reading  oi  the  lend  !*• 
(Ireland)  Bill,  bo  postponed  until  »ft«r  th«  So- 
ticc  of  MotioD  for  the  introdactioa  of  tho  Pu- 
Immentaiy  Oatha  Bill."— (Jfr.  OUdHaiu.) 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL 
snid,  he  rose,  with  much  respect,  to  aik 
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the  Honse  to  disagree  to  the  Besolution. 
He  owned  that  he  was  surprised  at  the 
inconsistency  which  was  displayed  by 
the  proposal.  A  few  days  ago  —  he 
thought  last  Wednesday — the  Prime 
Minister  stated  that  he  could  not,  under 
the  circumstances,  be  induced  to  allow 
any  legislation  respecting  the  Parlia- 
mentary Oath  to  interfere  with  the  very 
limited  time  which  the  Goyemment  had 
to  give  to  the  discussion  of  the  Irish 
Land  Bill ;  and  yet  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman now  proposed  to-day  to  break  up 
the  discussion  on  the  Bill  at  an  early 
hour  in  order  that  legislation  affecting 
the  Parliamentary  Oath  might  be  pro- 
ceeded with.  [Mr.  Gladstone  dissented.] 
"Well,  if  it  was  not  an  early  hour,  better 
not  do  it  at  all.  What  could  be  the 
reason  of  that  extraordinary,  and,  he 
thought,  very  unfortunate,  change  of 
opinion  ?  It  was  difficult  to  assign  any 
reason;  but  he  must  point  out  to  the 
House  that  the  Motion  resembled  the 
Irish  Land  Bill  in  this — that  it  was  a 
concession  to  violence  and  mob  law.  It 
was  part  of  an  arrangement,  he  might 
almost  say  abargain,  entered  into  between 
the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  on  the  one 
part,  and  the  two  Members  for  North- 
ampton on  the  other  part,  that,  eoute  que 
eout0y  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  be  brought 
into  that  House.  The  House  had  been 
asked  to  pass  the  Motion  out  of  fear  of 
what  Mr.  Bradlaugh  might  do,  because 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  intimated,  or  the 
Government  thought  it  convenient  to 
think  that  he  had  intimated,  that  if  this 
course  was  not  taken,  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
would  come  down  every  day  and  turn 
the  House  of   Commons   into  a  bear 

f!trden,  and,  under  the  protection  of  the 
rime  Minister,  have  a  game  at  romps 
with  the  Serjeant-at-Arms.  By  agreeing 
to  the  Motion,  the  Speaker  and  the  House 
would  practically  acknowledge  that  they 
were  perfectly  powerless  to  protect  them- 
selves from  such  scandalous  proceedings, 
and  that  was  an  extremely  discreditable 
position  for  the  House  to  be  placed  in. 
nut  there  was  another  reason  which  had 
occurred  to  him  why  the  proposal  was 
made.  He  thought  it  was  intended 
partly  to  carry  out  the  very  thinly- veiled 
threat  held  out  by  the  Prime  Minister  to 
the  Irish  Members  that,  if  they  permitted 
themselves  to  vote  against  him  in  this 
matter,  they  might  be  made  to  appear 
as  if  they  were  interfering  with  the  pro- 


gress of  the  Land  Bill  ;  or,  in  other 
words,   if   they  ventured  to  obey  the 
supreme  dictates  of  their  conscience  and 
religion,  they  would  be  preventing  the 
rapid  promotion  of  measures  in  which 
their    country  was    vitally    concerned. 
Another,  and  the  third,  reason  why  hon. 
Members  should  not  ag^ee  to  this  pro- 
posal was  that  it  had  the  appearance  of 
an  attempt  to  bully  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.    They  knew  perfectly  well — at 
least  those  acquainted  with  the  Parlia- 
ment of  1868  knew  perfectly  well — that 
the  Prime  Minister  was  not  one  who 
allowed  himself  to  be  thwarted  with  im- 
punity ;  and  if  the  House  of  Commons 
chose    to    go    against   the    right  hon. 
Gentleman's  commands,  the  House  was 
made  to  pay  for  it;   and  the  penalty 
they  were  to  pay  for  defeating  the  Prime 
Minister  in  the  Lobby  the  other  night 
was  that  they  were  at  that  period  of  the 
Session  to  be  treated  to  Morning  Sittings. 
Let  the  House  think  how  the  proposal 
affected  private    Members.      Hitherto, 
every  hour  had  been  taken  away  from 
them  without  one  word  of  apology  or 
compunction.    Now  they  had  an  inter- 
val of  about  a  month  or  six  weeks,  when 
private  Members  might  bring  forward 
Motions  or  draw  attention  to  g^evances ; 
but  if  they  tamely  allowed  this  brief  in- 
terval to  be  taken  away  from  them,  and 
devoted  to  the  relief  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
they  would  allow   the  Government  to 
monopolize  the  whole  time  of  Parlia- 
ment during  the  Session,  and  establish 
a  precedent  which  might  be  followed  in 
future  Sessions.   Why  were  they  to  make 
that  concession  ?    Why  were  they  to 
postpone  the  Orders  of  the  Day  ?    Was 
it  that  they  might  discuss  matters  of 
absorbing  interest  or  overwhelming  im- 
portance?   Were  they  to  discuss  the 
fearful   state  of  Ireland?    Was  it  in 
order  that  they  might  ask  explanations 
of  the  burnings,  and  the  flayings,  and  the 
mutilations,  or  the  conflicts  between  the 
police  and  the  mob,  and  the  bloodshed 
on  either  side  ?    Was  it  that  they  might 
know  how  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land was  using  or  misusing  the  great 
powers  that  were  intrusted  to  him  for 
the  preservation  of  order  ?    Not  a  .^^r 
of  it.    If  that  was  the  o^V-4^w  m.ght 

5retr7obs2cte1n%  way.    If  th^ 
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now  asked  to  break  off  the  discussion  on 
the  Land  Bill  in  order  that  a  tremendous 
Constitutional  change  might  be  effected, 
and  without  notice,  suddenly,  and  under 
the  threat  of  violence,  to  seat  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  where  he  had  no  right  to  sit. 
p*  Oh,  oh  !  "]  That  was  the  position  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  he  had  no  ri^ht  to  sit 
in  the  House.  The  ulterior  object  of  the 
Motion  was  to  enable  the  Prime  Minister 
to  repeat  his  great  and  glorious  coup  of 
last  year,  and  force  the  House  of  Commons 
to  stultify  itself,  and  practically  reverse 
a  decision  already  solemnly  arrived  at. 
On  all  those  grounds  he  asked  the  House 
to  divide  against  the  Motion.  He  did 
not  expect  much  support  from  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite;  he  had  grown  accus- 
tomed to  their  want  of  independence. 
But  he  had  hopes  that  there  were  many 
Members  on  the  Conservative  side  of  the 
House,  and  ho  hoped  there  were  some 
also  on  the  other  side,  who  would,  at  all 
costs  and  hazards,  resist  the  imperious 
and  arbitrary  behests  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  who  would  give  no  facili- 
ties for  placing  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons brazen  Atheism  and  rampant  dis- 
loyalty. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  it  was  a 
departure  from  all  precedent  that  the 
House  should  be  hurried  into  the  con- 
sideration of  the  question. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  the  point  immediately  be- 
fore the  House  related  to  the  order  of 
Business,  and  that  the  line  of  argument 
he  was  pursuing  was  consequently  out 
of  Order. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE,  resuming,  said, 
he  intended  to  address  himself  to  the 
order  of  Business.  The  course  which 
it  was  proposed  they  should  take  was 
quite  unprecedented ;  and  he  would 
adjure  the  House,  for  the  sake  of  its  own 
dignity,  to  be  careful  not  to  seem  to  deal 
lightly  or  hastily  with  a  matter  of  so 
much  importance.  He  was  unwilling 
to  adopt  any  course  which  would  be 
liable  to  the  imputation  of  faction,  base- 
less as  that  imputation  might  be ;  and 
consequently  he  would  content  himself 
by  asking  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
ai->rKat  hour  of  the  evening  he  proposed 
that  the  powep.4^ch  he  had  asked  for 
from  the  House  sfl^uld  be  exercised  ? 

Mb.  ONSLOW,  \ho  rose  amid  con- 
siderable interruption,  said,  he  could 
Msure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
there  wea  a  very  stronjy  f eeUng  on  both 

Z^d  Randolph  Chur^MU 


sides  of  the  House  that  his  Motion 
would  tend  to  some  very  bitter  and  haiah 
words  being  uttered.  The  measure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  now  pro- 
posing, he  would  tell  him,  was  one 
which  was  subversive  of  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  country,  and  contrary  to  what 
wa^  said  in  the  Queen's  Speech  with 
regard  to  the  important  Business  of  the 
Session.  The  Parliamentary  Elections 
(Corrupt  and  Illegal  Practices)  Bill,  the 
Ballot  Act  Continuance  and  Amendment 
Bill,  and  the  Bankruptcy  Bill,  which 
were  characterized  in  the  Speech  tnm 
the  Throne  as  very  important  measures, 
were  all  three  on  the  Paper  for  discus- 
sion that  evening;  and  yet  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  that  the  con- 
sideration of  these  Bills,  as  well  as  the 
discussion  upon  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Bill,  should  be  postponed  in  order  that 
a  Bill  might  be  brought  in  for  the  pur- 
pose of  admitting  Atheists  into  the 
Legislature.  Watching,  as  he  had  done, 
the  antecedents  of  the  right  hon.  Gentie- 
man,  and  knowing  how  strong  his  reU- 
gious  proclivities  were,  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  he  did  not  like  the  task 
set  before  him,  and,  indeed,  forced  upon 
him,  by  two  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
in  the  Cabinet — he  meant  the  Members 
for  Birmingham.  ['*  Oh,  oh !  "1  He 
could  only  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  if  he  should  continue  to  listen  too 
readily  to  the  opinions  of  the  two  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  whom  he  had  designated, 
the  Government  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  not  last  very  long.  The 
Motion  proposed  by  the  Government 
being  unprecedented,  he  trusted  that 
every  Conservative  Member  would  vote 
with  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Itandolph  Churchill) 
in  resisting  it. 

Sir  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE:  I 
have  never.  Sir,  disguised  from  myself, 
nor  have  I  disguised  from  the  House, 
the  difficulty  which  I  feel  to  exist  with 
regard  to  this  question.  I  shall  now 
endeavour,  in  a  very  few  words,  to  express 
temperately  what  my  own  feelings  upon 
this  subject  are.  In  the  first  place,  I 
would  say  this — that  the  question  which 
is  raised  by  the  intimation  made  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  that  they  pro- 
pose to  ask  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  alter  the  Parliamentary  Oath,  or  in 
some  way  or  other  to  deal  with  the  Par- 
liamentary Oath,  is  a  question  of  the 
^  ^eatest  gravity.    It  is  a  question  of,  at 
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least,  as  muoh  importance,  I  should  say, 
as  the  question  of  the  alteration  of  the 
Parliamentary  Oath  on  the  occasion 
when  Jews  were  admitted  to  Parliament ; 
and  while  I  entirely  desire  to  keep  clear 
of  any  premature  expression  of  opinion 
upon  the  measure  itself,  I  may  say  that 
I  am  most  anxious  that  it  should  be 
brought  forward  and  discussed,  on  the 
responsibility  of  the  OoTemment,  in  a 
serious,  solemn,  and  convenient  manner. 
In  the  next  place,  I  am  very  anxious 
that  any  proposal  that  may  be  made 
upon  this  subject  should  be  made  upon 
its  own  merits,  and  not  with  reference  to 
the  circumstances  and  the  position  of 
any  particular  individual.  Nobody  can 
for  a  moment  doiibt  that  it  is  the  case  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  which  has  raised  the 
necessity,  or,  at  all  events,  raised  the 
question  whether  there  should  or  should 
not  be  legislation  upon  this  subject ;  and 
nobody  can  be  surprised  that,  i^ter  what 
has  taken  place,  the  Government  should 
think  it  right  to  invite  the  House  to 
legislate  with  regard  to  it.  At  the  same 
time,  I  hope  the  House  will  feel  that  itd 
own  dignity  is  concerned,  and  that  other 
interests  are  concerned,  in  its  not  being 
allowed  to  appear  that  we  are  proceed- 
ing in  anything  like  heat  or  haste  in 
consequence  of  the  occurrence  of  certain 
proceedings  which  have  taken  place.  I 
think,  also,  that  it  is  very  desirable  we 
should  as  soon  as  possible  know  what 
the  nature  of  the  proposal  of  the  Oo- 
yemment  is,  because  I  observe  there  are 
statements  and  comments  made  in  public, 
and  even  in  this  House,  as  to  that  pro- 
posal, and  we  are  really  ignorant  of 
what  the  nature  of  that  proposal  is.  I 
think,  therefore,  that  it  would  be  conve- 
nient if  the  proposal  were  to  be  made 
known  as  soon  as  possible ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  I  do  not  think  the  House 
should  be  asked  to  take  even  the  step  of 
allowing  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  with- 
out a  fit  and  proper  amount  of  time  for 
its  consideration.  Now,  I  understand 
the  course  that  the  Government  propose 
to  take  to  be  this — that  they  shall  be 
allowed  at  some  not  very  early  hour  this 
evening  to  make  a  brief  statement  on  the 
nature  of  the  Bill,  and  that  then,  having 
engaged  the  House  in  a  discussion  on  its 
introduction,  so  that  it  may  become  an 
Order  of  the  Day,  they  would  propose  to 
take  a  Morning  Sitting  to-morrow  in  order 
to  further  discuss  it.  That  is  equivalent 
to  asking  us  to  take  to-morrow  for  the 


introduction  of  the  BiU.  There  is  never 
a  Morning  Sitting  for  the  submission  of 
a  Motion,  and  so  the  Government  pro- 
pose to  make  their  Bill  an  Order  of  the 
Day  by  introducing  it  to-night,  and 
to  continue  the  discussion  to-morrow. 
Well,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I  think 
that  is  too  early.  I  think  myself  that  it 
would  be  a  reasonable  and  a  feasible 
thing  if  we  had  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment made  to-night,  and  that  some 
later  day  should  be  taken  for  the  discus- 
sion, unless,  indeed,  the  Government 
say  that  the  matter  is  one  for  which  they 
will  postpone  other  Business.  But  even 
that  is  open  to  the  obiection  that  it 
would  mark  the  case  as  that  of  a  parti- 
cular individual,  and  give  to  the  question 
a  semblance — which  I  am  loth  to  im- 
pute^a  semblance  of  hurry  for  the  pur- 
pose of  avoiding  a  scandalous  scene.  I 
think  myself  that  such  a  scene  is  not  to 
be  anticipated ;  I  do  not  believe  that  we 
are  in  danger  of  it ;  but  if  I  thought  that 
we  were,  I  should  say — **  Let  the  House 
take  its  own  proper  course."  I  do  not, 
however,  allow  myself  to  contemplate 
the  possibility  of  anything  of  the  kind. 
For  the  reasons  I  have  given,  I  would 
recommend  the  House  to  assent  to  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  that  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  should  at  the  same 
time  be  postponed  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
abling the  Government  to  make  their 
statement;  but  I  am  not  prepared  to 
go  on  with  the  discussion  at  a  Morning 
Sitting  to-morrow,  and  I  think  that  a 
later  hour  should  be  proposed. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  from  the 
observations  that  have  been  made,  I 
think  it  would  be  supposed  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  knew  nothing  of  anterior 
proceedings  that  to  gratify  some  humour, 
or,  at  any  rate,  some  opinion  of  their 
own.  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
gratuitously  inviting  the  House  to  legis- 
late on  the  subject  of  the  Parliamentary 
Oath.  We  are,  however,  doing  nothing 
of  the  kind.  We  are  endeavouring  to 
meet  a  case  of  very  great  difficulty 
created  by  a  vote  of  the  House  to  which 
we  were  distinctly  objectiug  parties. 
There  would  have  been  no  necessity  to 
ask  for  Morning  Sittings  or  any  other 
Sittings  for  the  purpose  if  it  had  not 
been  that  we  had  the  misfortune  to 
differ  from  the  majority  of  the  House, 
and  that  this  majority  did  that  which  I 
frankly  own  I  thought  was  debarring 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  from  tU<^ 
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exercise  of  his  legal  right.  The  House, 
therefore,  fouhd  itseK  in  very  great  diffi- 
culty ;  and,  bo  far  as  we  could  judge,  it 
appeared  that  the  proposal  to  legislate 
was  the  course  which  was  most  agree- 
ahle  to  the  general  sense  of  the  House ; 
and  further — the  very  last  thing  which 
I,  for  one,  should  have  desired,  over- 
powered as  we  are  with  Business — that 
if  such  a  proposal  were  made,  it  should 
be  made  on  the  responsibility  of  the  Go- 
vernment. It  is  therefore  a  proposal 
which  is  not  designed  to  meet  any  view 
of  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment,  for  Her 
Majesty's  GovemmcDt  have  their  own 
views,  and  I  would  have  desired  to  take 
an  entirely  different  proceeding.  It  is 
a  proposal  made  entirely  in  the  interest 
of  what  we  conceive  to  be  the  dignity 
of  the  House— the  House  of  Commons 
having,  as  it  was  perfectly  entitled  to, 
being  the  only  judg^  of  its  opinion,  de- 
clared its  voice  in  a  manner  which  ap- 
peared to  point  to  the  necessity  of  such 
a  proposal.  Well,  under  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances, it  is  my  impression  that  it 
would  be  consonant  with  the  courtesy 
usually  extended  to  every  hon.  Member 
who  makes  proposals,  even  of  this  nature 
— and  it  ought  not  to  be  withheld  from 
the  Government — that  the  Government 
should  be  allowed  to  lay  their  proposal 
on  the  Table  without  any  difficulty.  This 
is  not  a  measure  required  by  the  views 
of  the  Government,  but  one  suggested 
by  the  Government  in  order  to  meet  the 
views  of  others  than  the  Government  on 
this  particular  question.  In  this  par- 
ticular instance,  therefore,  I  hoped  that, 
without  discussion,  we  would  be  allowed 
to  lay  the  Bill  on  the  Table.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  however,  says  he  will 
not  allow  us  to  place  the  Bill  on  the 
Table.  We  must,  he  says,  first  make  a 
verbal  statement  in  reference  to  the 
measure,  and  then,  without  our  having 
had  an  opportunity  of  verifying  or  vin- 
dicating the  statement  by  the  production 
of  the  printed  Bill,  an  interval  must  be 
allowed  to  interpose  between  the  state- 
ment of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  and 
the  bringing  in  of  the  Bill  itself.  [Mr. 
Newdegate  ;  By  the  Standing  Orders  of 
the  House.]  By  the  Standing  Order  of 
the  House  !  Then  there  is  a  Standing 
Order  of  the  House  to  the  effect  that  the 
stage  of  a  debate  on  which  it  has  been 
moved  to  introduce  a  Bill  must  be  ad- 
journed before  the  Bill  is  brought  in. 
That  IB  a  piece  of  information  en&EQ\y 
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new  to  me,  cominff  as  it  does  from  •& 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  sat  for  40  yetn 
in  this  House,  and  with  some  litde  ex- 
perience of  the  Standing  Orders  of  the 
House.  Now,  Sir,  it  appears  to  me 
that  it  would  be  by  far  the  best  cootm 
that  this  Motion,  which  is  of  a  parelj 
formal  character,  should  not  be  made 
use  of  for  airing  the  opinion  of  the 
House  in  respect  of  the  Bill,  and  in 
saying  that  I  am  only  following  the  ex- 
ample of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
think  it  would  be  most  desirable  that 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  At- 
torney General  should  be  permitted, 
without  any  delay  at  all,  either  to-night 
or  to-morrow,  to  lay  the  Bill  npon  the 
Table  of  the  House.  If  that  were  done 
then  would  arise  the  question,  veiy 
fairly  and  properly  stated  as  it  has  been, 
that  this  is  a  serious  matter,  and  I  agree 
with  those  who  think  that  the  stages  of 
the  Bill  ought  not  to  be  unduly  hastened. 
To  that  opinion  I  at  once  and  very 
freely  accede.  I  must  say,  on  the 
other  hand,  that  it  would,  I  think,  be  a 
very  unusual  and  inconvenient  course  if 
the  proceedings  should  be  interrupted 
after  the  speech  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  and  if  I  know  not  how  many 
days  were  allowed  to  elapse  before  the 
Bill  was  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House.  At  the  same  time,  I  am  in  the 
condition  of  which  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randol]^ 
Churchill)  has  availed  himself.  He 
knows  very  well  the  intense  anxiety  of 
the  Government  to  get  on  with  the  im- 
portant measure  they  have  now  in  hand, 
and  he  has  availed  himself  of  the  oppor^ 
tunity  this  formal  Motion  has  given  him 
of  bringing  pressure  upon  the  Govern- 
ment by  threatening  to  bring  on  de- 
bates and  discussions,  which,  I  believe, 
he  has  the  g^eat  faculty  of  creating  even 
in  himself;  and,  therefore,  the  influence 
he  exercises  over  us,  whatever  it  may  be 
on  other  grounds,  is  very  considerable 
on  that  account  now.  I  am  too  much  in 
earnest  about  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Bill  not  to  be  sensible  of  the  vital  con- 
sequences of  that  measure  and  of  my 
duty  to  press  it  forward,  and  not  to  do 
anything  that  can  seriously  interfere 
with  it ;  and,  therefore,  much  as  I  must 
regret  what  I  think  the  very  unusual 
and  inconvenient  course  of  allowing  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  make  his 
statement,  and  then  requiring  an  ad- 
^oxmimAiiit  of  the  debate,  wbioh  may  last 
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for  many  days  before  the  introduction  of 
the  Bill,  I  shall  certainly  rather  submit 
to  such  a  course — ^I  will  not  say  concur 
in  it — than  waste  and  absorb  the  time 
of  the  House  in  discussing  whether  it 
should  be  followed  or  not.  After  once 
the  Bill  is  introduced,  then  I  shall  freely 
accede  to  an  interval  before  its  second 
reading.  At  present,  if  I  accede  to  it, 
I  only  accede  to  it  complying  with  com- 
pulsion. As  to  the  hour,  I  have  already 
named  the  time  as  nearly  as  I  am  able 
at  which  we  shall  propose  or  endeavour 
to  secure  the  postponement  of  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Bill. 

Mb.  lewis  said,  if  he  could  get  any- 
body to  join  with  him  he  shoiUd  vote 
against  the  Motion.  He  looked  upon 
the  question  as  one  of  principle,  and  he 
maintained  that  the  Conservative  Party 
should  be  staunch  in  their  defence  of 
the  religious  feeling  of  the  country  on 
this  question  at  every  stage  and  turn. 
If  not,  it  had  better  be  absent  from 
the  House.  As  he  had  said,  the  ques- 
tion involved  a  great  principle,  and  it 
was  a  matter  of  indifference  to  him 
what  course  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  front  Opposition  Bench  took. 
t  Cries  of  "  Divide !  "]  The  step  taken 
by  the  Government  was  obnoxious  to 
the  strong  convictions  of  millions  of 
people  in  the  country,  and  he  would  not 
be  dragged  into  a  particular  Lobby  by 
any  terms  or  agreement  made  with  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  The  present 
state  of  this  wretched  dispute  was  far 
more  serious  than  was  its  former  stage. 
ILoud  enes  of  •'  Divide ! "]  He  asked 
— [^Bsnewed  interruption]  —  if  he  were 
not  allowed  to  proceed  he  had  but  one 
course  to  adopt.  The  former  question 
was  one  of  law — [Cries  of  **  Question !  " 
"  Adjourn  !  "  and  "  Divide  !  "]  Ho 
begged  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
House. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  Lewis.) 

Mb.  8FEAKEE:  The  Question  is, 
"That  this  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
[^Cries  of  "  House !  "  and  **  Debate !  "] 

Mb.  lewis  :  I  certainly  intended  to 
use  the  word  *'  Debate." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
Motion  made  was  ''  That  this  House  do 
now  adjourn." 

Mb.  lewis  :  I  certainly  intended  to 
say  "  Debate." 


Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Member  what  was  the  Motion  he 
made  ?       

Mb.  LEWIS :  Sir,  I  am  perfectly 
candid  with  the  House.  By  a  slip  of 
the  tongue  I  used  the  word  "  House  " 
instead  of  the  word  **  Debate." 

Mb.  SPEAKER  :  The  Question  is 
**  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  43  ;  Noes 
818:  Majority  275.-.(Div.Li8t,  No.  1 89.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed, 

**  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  subsequent  to 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming^  tiie  Ad- 
journed :Debato  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  be  postponed  until 
after  the  Notice  of  Motion  for  the  introduction 
of  the  Parliamentary  Oaths  BiU." 

Colonel  MAKINS  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  his  speech  just 
now,  admitted  a  great  part  of  the  charge 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock (Lord  Randolph  Churchill)  when 
he  said  it  was  not  the  fault  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  the  House  was  to  be  called 
upon  to  have  Morning  Sittings,  and  to 
devote  some  of  the  time  which  ought  to 
be  given  to  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill 
to  ^e  discussion  of  the  question  of  the 
Oath.  He  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  that  he  would  not 
have  felt  it  his  duty  to  propose  Morning 
Sittings  if  the  majority  had  not  voted 
against  him  the  other  day.  The  mean- 
ing of  that  was  that  the  House  was  to  be 
punished  with  Morning  Sittings  because 
a  majority  had  disagreed  with  the  Prime 
Minister  and  his  Colleagues.  He  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say 
that  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  were  permitted  to  introduce  the 
Bill  that  night  there  would  be  no  Morn- 
ing Sitting  on  Tuesday,  but  that  there 
would  be  one  on  Friday  for  this  purpose, 
so  as  to  avoid  interfering  with  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Land  Bill.  That,  of  course, 
partially  met  the  case  of  the  opponents 
of  the  Motion,  but  not  entirely  ;  because, 
after  the  forcible  way  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  insisted  on  the  im- 
portance of  carrying  on  the  discussion  on 
the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  if  he  did 
not  ask  for  a  Morning  Sitting  to-morrow, 
he  would  ask  for  one  on  some  subse- 
quent day.  It  seemed  to  be  trilling 
with  the  House  first  to  go  on  with  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  and  then  to  in- 
troduce a  measure  which  would  involve 
the  consumption  of  an  enormous  amount 
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of  time  and  the  consequent  deprivation 
of  the  rights  of  private  Members  for 
the  Session.  If  he  were  correct  in  under- 
standing that  there  was  to  be  a  Morning 
Sitting  on  Friday,  he  should  vote  against 
the  present  Motion. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  had  understood  the  Prime  Minister 
to  say  that,  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  were  allowed 
to  make  his  statement  regarding  the 
Parliamentary  Oath  to-night,  the  further 
consideration  of  the  Bill  would  be  put 
off  for  a  considerable  time,  so  that  the 
House  and  the  country  might  understand 
the  nature  of  the  proposal  that  the  Go- 
vernment thought  it  right  to  make  under 
the  circumstances.  The  suggestion  he 
would  make  was  this — that,  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
having  been  made,  the  Government 
would  not  propose  a  Morning  Sitting  on 
Tuesday  or  Friday,  which  would  de- 
prive private  Members  of  their  just 
rights.  If  the  other  side  had  been  in 
opposition,  they  would  never  for  one 
moment  have  allowed  such  a  thing,  so 
he  ventured  to  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
support  the  Opposition  in  pressing  upon 
the  Government  to  give  a  Government 
night  for  the  discussion  of  one  of  the 
most  important  measures  as  to  the  con- 
stitution of  the  House.  If  the  Govern- 
ment would  grant  that,  there  would  be 
no  further  opposition  to  the  proposal. 
He  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
humbly,  but  firmly,  whether  he  would 
give  a  Government  night  for  the  discus- 
sion of  their  proposals  ?  But  in  stating 
this  they  would  most  certainly  also 
reserve  to  themselves  the  right,  after 
hearing  the  proposal  of  the  Government, 
to  consider  what  course  they  ought  to 
adopt  in  the  difficult  circumstances  in 
which  they  were  placed. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  ventured  to  urge  the 
Government  to  accede  to  the  proposal 
which  had  been  made  on  the  other  side 
by  the   hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot).     He  would  say, 
let  the  Bill  be  introduced  this  evening, 
and  its  further  consideration  be  delayed  ' 
till  Friday  evening,  otherwise  the  night  j 
would  be  lost  as  regarded  the  Land  Law  i 
(Ireland)  BiU.  I 

Mr.  MAC  IVER  moved  the  adjourn- ! 

ment  of  the   debate,  because   he  con- 1 

ceived  that  no  good  purpose  could  be  \ 

served  by  the  further  adputnmeiit  of! 

Colonel  Mahnz 


the  question  that  ni^bt.  He  also  thoodit 
that  the  Prime  Minister  should  in  a  rav 
words  indicate  to  the  House  what  was 
the  precise  nature  of  the  Bill.  He  vea* 
tured  to  think  that  an  Affirmation  made 
by  a  notorious  Atheist  and  Hepublioaa 
would  be  a  mere  formality,  and  not  t 
solemn  declaration  of  loyalty. 

Mr.  CALLAN  seconded  the  Motioa 
for  adjournment,  in  order  to  g^ve  him- 
self an  opportunity  of  addressing  tilt 
House  at  an  earlier  period  than  he  oihe^ 
wise  could.  He  hoped  that  the  Prime 
Minister  would  not  yield  to  the  insidioni 
appeal  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot}  that  he  shoold 
give  up  a  Government  mght  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  subject.  As  an  inde- 
pendent Member  fresh  from  Ireland,  he 
could  assure  the  House  that  the  wideit 
feeling  of  regret  existed  in  that  coontij 
that  precedence  should  be  given  to  thii 
matter  over  the  all-important  subject  of 
the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill.  Buppoee 
the  Government  took  a  Morning  Sitting 
the  next  day,  would  any  more  of  the 
time  of  the  House  be  occupied  with  the 
subject  previous  to  the  second  reading 
of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill?  He 
hoped  the  Government  did  not  intend  to 
yield  altogether  to  the  violence  and  in- 
timidation of  the  electors  of  Northamp- 
ton ;  and  he  had  only  to  express  hm 
regret  that  they  showed  greater  defer- 
ence to  his  convenience  than  to  the 
wants  and  wishes  of  the  Irish  people. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed* 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— [Mr,  Mae  Iver.) 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mao 
Iver)  would  withdraw  his  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate  if  the  Prime 
Minister  would  accede  to  the  appeal  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B. 
Barttelot) »  and  fix  a  Government  ni|^t 
for  the  introduction  of  the  Bill.  If, 
however,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in- 
tended to*  take  a  Morning  Sitting,  he 
would  support  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  had  voted 
with  great  regret  against  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Lewis),  because  that  Motion  was  a  nue- 
take.  The  hon.  Member  ought  to  have 
moved  the  adjournment  of  me  debate. 
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He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Birken- 
head (Mr.  Mao  Ivor)  would  not  diyide 
the  House  on  his  Motion  for  adjourn- 
ment, because  the  question  should  be 
treated  with  the  gravity  with  which  it 
ought  to  be  treated  as  a  matter  affecting 
religion.  The  first  and  oldest  Standing 
Order  with  respect  to  Public  Business 
was  passed  99  years  ago,  and  it  was 
this — 

"That  no  Bill  relating  to  religion,  or  any 
alteration  of  the  law  concerning  religion,  he 
brought  into  this  House  until  the  proposal 
8haU  have  been  first  considered  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House,  and  agreed  unto  by  the 
House." 

He  trusted  when  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  made  his  statement, 
that  the  House  would  consider  it  in  Com- 
mittee in  accordance  with  that  Standing 
Order. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  answer  to  the 
question  which  had  been  put  to  him, 
would  say  a  very  few  words.  He  was 
anxious  that  the  Bill  should  be  pro- 
ceeded with  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  to-morrow, 
without  a  wrangle  ;  but  if  a  vote  could 
not  be  given  willingly  that  evening  upon 
the  question,  it  must  stand  over  till 
,  Friday.  It  had  been  suggested  that  the 
matter,  if  taken  on  Friday,  should  follow 
Supply.  He  had  no  objection  to  that ; 
but  it  must  depend  upon  the  appearance 
of  the  Notice  Paper.  He  would  leave 
it  till  Thursday  to  make  a  final  arrange- 
ment. He  appealed  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  to  with- 
draw his  Motion. 

Sib  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE  said, 
he  hoped,  after  the  statement  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  that  the  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate  would  be 
withdrawn,  as  he  thought  the  House 
would  have  a  fair  opportunity  for  dis- 
cussion. 

Mb.  MAC  lYEE  said,  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  appeal  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  he  would  ask  leave  to  withdraw 
his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Retolvtd,  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  eubso- 
quent  to  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the 
Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  bo  postponed  until 
after  the  Notice  of  Motion  for  the  introduction 
of  the  Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill. 

VOL.  COLX.      [thibd  series.] 


ORDER    OF   THE   DA  F. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  135.] 
(Jfr.  Gladstone^  Mr.  Forrter,  Mr,  Bright,  Mr^ 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland,    Mr.  Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland.) 

begoxd  reading.    adjourned  debate, 
[third  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [26tli  AprilJ,  ''That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Lord  ELCHO,  in  rising  to  move  the 
following  Amendment,  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice: — 

"  That  this  House,  while  willing  to  consider 
any  just  measure,  founded  upon  sound  prin- 
ciples, that  will  benefit  tenants  of  land  in  Ire- 
land, is  of  opinion  that  the  leading  provisions 
of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  are  m  the  main 
economically  unsound,  unjust,  and  impolitic;** 

said,  he  would  show  his  grateful  sense  of 
the  kindness  which  had  been  extended 
to  him  on  Thursday  last  by  not  detain- 
ing the  House  now  at  any  length.  For- 
tune, in  the  shape  of  the  Parliamentary 
wheel,  haying  brought  his  Amendment 
to  the  surface,  he  now  stood  between 
the  Bill  and  the  Amendment  of  his  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Leicester- 
shire (Lord  John  Manners).  He,  how- 
eyer,  must  adhere  to  his  own  Amend- 
ment ;  but,  in  doing  so,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  give  him  the  credit  of  be- 
lieving that  if  he  thought  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  noble  Friend  was  more  to 
the  purpose  than  his  own,  he  would 
willingly  give  place  to  his  noble  Friend. 
But  when  he  looked  at  his  noble  Friend's 
Amendment,  he  felt  that  it  did  not  ex- 
press objection  to  the  Bill  in  a  clear  and 
definite  manner,  that  it  was  vague,  un- 
certain, and  wordy,  and  that  it  in  no 
way  affected  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
For  what  did  his  noble  Friend's  Amend- 
ment say  ?  Leaving  out  the  reference 
to  the  Ulster  and  other  customs,  it  said 
that  the  measure  **  confuses,  without 
settling  on  a  just  and  permanent  basis, 
the  relations  of  landlord  and  tenant." 
Now,  if  the  House  was  to  vote  upon 
that,  and  if  the  Bill  was  to  pass  into  law 
and  was  to  fail,  as  it  would  fail,  and  if 
the  Prime  Minister  were  to  bring  in,  after 
three,  four,  or  five  years,  another  Bill, 
he  would  be  able  to  point  to  that  Resolu- 
tion and  say  tliat  the  present  measure 

3  K  [nird  Ni'ght,'] 
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of  time  and  the  consequent  deprivation 
of  the  rights  of  private  Members  for 
the  SessioQ.  If  he  were  correct  in  under- 
standing that  there  was  to  be  a  Morning 
Sitting  on  Friday,  he  should  vote  against 
the  present  Motion. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
he  had  understood  the  Prime  Minister 
to  say  that,  if  thehon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  were  allowed 
to  make  his  statement  regarding  the 
Parliamentary  Oath  to-night,  the  further 
consideration  of  the  Bill  would  be  put 
off  for  a  considerable  time,  so  that  the 
House  and  the  country  might  understand 
the  nature  of  the  proposed  that  the  Go- 
vernment thought  it  right  to  make  under 
the  circumstances.  The  suggestion  he 
would  make  was  this — that, the  statement 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
having  been  made,  the  Government 
would  not  propose  a  Morning  Sitting  on 
Tuesday  or  Friday,  which  would  de- 
prive private  Members  of  their  just 
rights.  If  the  other  side  had  been  in 
opposition,  they  would  never  for  one 
moment  have  allowed  such  a  thing,  so 
he  ventured  to  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
support  the  Opposition  in  pressing  upon 
the  Government  to  give  a  Government 
night  for  the  discussion  of  one  of  the 
most  important  measures  as  to  the  con- 
stitution of  the  House.  If  the  Govern- 
ment would  grant  that,  there  would  be 
no  further  opposition  to  the  proposal. 
He  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
humbly,  but  firmly,  whether  he  would 
give  a  Government  night  for  the  discus- 
sion of  their  proposals  ?  But  in  stating 
this  they  would  most  certainly  also 
reserve  to  themselves  the  right,  after 
hearing  the  proposal  of  the  Government, 
to  consider  what  course  they  ought  to 
adopt  in  the  difficult  circumstances  in 
which  they  wore  placed. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  ventured  to  urge  the 
Government  to  accede  to  the  proposal 
which  had  been  made  on  the  other  side 
by  the  lion,  and  gallant  l^nronet  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot).  He  would  say, 
let  the  Bill  be  introduced  this  evening, 
and  its  further  consideration  bo  delayed 
till  Friday  evening,  otherwise  the  night 
would  bo  lost  as  regarded  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  l^ill. 

Mr.  MAC  IVER  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate,  because  he  con- 
ceived that  no  good  purpose  could  bo 
served  by  the   further   adjournment  of. 

Coloy^el  Mnh'ns  I 


the  question  that  ni^bt.  He  also  thoosiit 
that  the  Prime  Minister  should  in  a  row 
words  indicate  to  the  House  what  vh 
the  precise  nature  of  the  Bill.  He  ven- 
tured to  think  that  an  Affirmation  made 
by  a  notorious  Atheist  and  Hepublioia 
would  be  a  mere  formality,  and  not  t 
solemn  declaration  of  loyalty. 

Mr.  CALLAN  seconded  the  Motioa 
for  adjournment,  in  order  to  give  him- 
self an  opportunity  of  addressing  the 
House  at  an  earlier  period  than  he  oth6^ 
wise  could.  He  hoped  that  the  Prime 
Minister  would  not  yield  to  the  inaidiou 
appeal  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  that  he  ehouli 
give  up  a  Government  night  for  the  din 
cussion  of  the  subject.  As  an  inde- 
pendent Member  fresh  from  Ireland,  lie 
could  assure  the  House  that  the  wideift 
feeling  of  regret  existed  in  that  coontiy 
that  precedence  should  be  given  to  thii 
matter  over  the  all-important  subject  of 
the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill.  Suppoea 
the  Government  took  a  Morning  Sitting 
the  next  day,  would  any  more  of  the 
time  of  the  House  be  occupied  with  the 
subject  previous  to  tho  second  reading 
of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill?  He 
hoped  the  Government  did  not  intend  to 
yield  altogether  to  the  violence  and  in- 
timidation of  the  electors  of  Northamp- 
ton ;  and  he  had  only  to  express  hii 
regret  that  they  showed  greater  defer- 
ence to  his  convenience  than  to  the 
wants  and  wishes  of  the  Irish  people. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (Mr,  Mae  Iver.) 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mae 
Iver)  would  withdraw  his  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate  if  the  Prime 
Minister  would  accede  to  the  appeal  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B. 
l^arttelot),  and  fix  a  Government  night 
for  the  introduction  of  the  BiD.  If, 
however,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in- 
tended to^take  a  Morning  Sitting,  he 
would  support  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend. 

]V[r.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  had  voted 
with  groat  regret  against  the  Motion  of 
tlie  hon.  Member  for  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Lewis),  because  that  Motion  was  a  nui- 
take.  The  hon.  Member  ought  to  haie 
moved  the  adjournment  of  i3ie  debate. 
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He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Birken- 
head (Mr.  Mac  Iyer)  would  not  divide 
the  House  on  his  Motion  for  adjourn- 
ment, because  the  question  should  be 
treated  with  the  gravity  with  which  it 
ought  to  be  treated  as  a  matter  affecting 
religion.  The  first  and  oldest  Standing 
Order  with  respect  to  Public  Business 
was  passed  99  years  ago,  and  it  was 
this — 

''That  no  Bill  relating  to  reUg^on,  or  any 
alteration  of  the  law  concerning  religion,  be 
brought  into  this  House  until  the  proposal 
shall  have  been  first  considered  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House,  and  agreed  unto  by  the 
House." 

He  trusted  when  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  made  his  statement, 
that  the  House  would  consider  it  in  Com- 
mittee in  accordance  with  that  Standing 
Order. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  answer  to  the 
question  which  had  been  put  to  him, 
would  say  a  very  few  words.  He  was 
anxious  that  the  Bill  should  be  pro- 
Qeeded  with  by  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  to-morrow, 
without  a  wrangle  ;  but  if  a  vote  could 
not  be  given  willingly  that  evening  upon 
-the  question,  it  must  stand  over  till 
,  Priday.  It  had  been  suggested  that  the 
matter,  if  taken  on  Friday,  should  follow 
Supply.  He  had  no  objection  to  that ; 
but  it  must  depend  upon  the  appearance 
of  the  Notice  Paper.  He  woidd  leave 
it  till  Thursday  to  make  a  final  arrange- 
ment. He  appealed  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  to  with- 
draw his  Motion. 

Suft  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE  said, 
he  hoped,  after  the  statement  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  that  the  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate  would  be 
withdrawn,  as  he  thought  the  House 
would  have  a  fair  opportunity  for  dis- 
cussion. 

Mb.  mac  IYEE  said,  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  appeal  of  the  right  hon. 
-  Baronet,  he  would  ask  leave  to  withdraw 
his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Setolved,  That  the  Orders  of  the  Bay,  subse- 
quent to  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the 
Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Second  Heading  of  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  bo  postponed  until 
after  the  Notice  of  Motion  for  the  introduction 
of  the  Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill. 

VOL.  COLX.      [third  series.] 


ORDER    OF   THE   DAY. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL.— [Bill  136.] 
{Mr,  Gladstone,  Mr.  Fortter,  Mr,  Bright,  Mr^ 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland,    Mr.  Solicitor 

General  for  Ireland,) 

secoifd  reading.    adjourned  debate, 
[third  night.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [26thApril^,  ''That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Lord  ELCHO,  in  rising  to  move  the 
following  Amendment,  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice: — 

*'  That  this  House,  while  willing  to  consider 
any  just  measure,  founded  upon  sound  prin- 
ciples, that  will  benefit  tenants  of  land  in  Ire- 
land, is  of  opinion  that  the  leading  provisions 
of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  are  in  the  main 
economically  unsound,  unjust,  and  impolitic;" 

said,  he  would  show  his  grateful  sense  of 
the  kindness  which  had  been  extended 
to  him  on  Thursday  last  by  not  detain- 
ing the  House  now  at  any  length.  For- 
tune, in  the  shape  of  the  Parliamentary 
wheel,  having  brought  his  Amendment 
to  the  surface,  he  now  stood  between 
the  Bill  and  the  Amendment  of  his  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Leicester- 
shire (Lord  John  Manners).  He,  how- 
ever, must  adhere  to  his  own  Amend- 
ment ;  but,  in  doing  so,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  give  him  the  credit  of  be- 
lieving that  if  ho  thought  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  noble  Friend  was  more  to 
the  purpose  than  his  own,  he  would 
willingly  give  place  to  his  noble  Friend. 
But  when  he  looked  at  his  noble  Friend's 
Amendment,  he  felt  that  it  did  not  ex- 
press objection  to  the  Bill  in  a  clear  and 
definite  manner,  that  it  was  vague,  un- 
certain, and  wordy,  and  that  it  in  no 
way  affected  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
For  what  did  his  noble  Friend's  Amend- 
ment say  ?  Leaving  out  the  reference 
to  the  Ulster  and  other  customs,  it  said 
that  the  measure  **  confuses,  without 
settling  on  a  just  and  permanent  basis, 
the  relations  of  landlord  and  tenant." 
Now,  if  the  House  was  to  vote  upon 
that,  and  if  the  Bill  was  to  pass  into  Jaw 
and  was  to  fail,  as  it  woula  fail,  and  if 
the  Prime  Minister  wore  to  bring  in,  after 
three,  four,  or  five  years,  another  Bill, 
he  would  bo  able  to  point  to  that  Resolu- 
tion and  say  that  the  present  measure 

3  E  [^Tlnrd  Night,'] 
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were  richer,  wbile,  in  fact,  they  were 
only  spending  money.  They  contracted 
debts,  till  after  a  time  the  power  of  ob- 
taining credit  ceased,  and  their  small 
properties  were  swallowed  up  by  the 
money-lenders.  Then  came  the  bad 
harvests  of  a  few  years  ago,  and  then 
the  famine  and  the  misfortunes  which 
it  had  been  so  difficult  to  alleviate.  The 
end  was  that  they  were  worse  off  than 
ever;  and  it  appeared  to  him  that,  as 
far  as  those  small  tenants  were  con- 
cerned, if  the  Bill  gave  them  a  new  in- 
terest in  their  holdings,  the  same  thin^ 
would  happen  again  that  had  followed 
the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1870.  They 
would  obtain  credit,  and  for  a  time 
would  appear  more  prosperous  ;  but 
sooner  or  later  disastrous  harvests  would 
occur  again,  their  credit  would  be  ex- 
hausted, famine  would  overtake  them, 
and  it  would  again  be  the  sad  duty 
of  England  to  endeavour  to  save  the 
perishing  people  from'  starvation.  He 
trusted  the  House  would  allow  him  to 
speak  of  a  circumstance  that  had  come 
to  his  knowledge.  It  had  been  his  duty 
while  in  Office  to  request  an  officer  to 
distribute  seed  potatoes  in  the  districts 
of  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland.  The 
officer  reported  that  the  failure  of  the 
crop  was  not  at  all  remarkable,  because 
the  people  reserved  the  smallest  and 
blackest  of  their  potatoes  for  seed,  and 
irojxi  sheer  necessity  ate  all  that  were 
eatable.  By  no  possibility  could  the 
crop  have  been  a  good  one.  That, 
unhappily,  was  the  story  heard  over 
and  over  again.  Unless  the  country 
endeavoured  to  meet  a  real  and  serious 
difficulty,  and  unless  some  practical 
efforts  were  made  by  persons  whose 
knowledge  and  position  would  forcibly 
recommend  the  course  they  proposed  for 
adoption  by  the  Government,  the  melan- 
choly history  of  the  last  few  years  would 
repeat  itself.  Both  the  Prime  Minister 
and  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
told  the  House  that  the  Land  Laws  of 
Ireland  were  generally  more  favourable 
to  the  tenants  than  the  English  Land 
Laws,  and,  indeed,  than  the  Land  Laws 
of  any  other  country.  Those  were  the 
statements  of  the  two  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men, and  the  owners  of  land  were  ac- 
quitted as  having,  in  the  main,  dis- 
onarged  their  duty  by  letting  their  land 
with  consideration  for  their  tenants,  and 
"With  a  full  consciousness  of  the  fact  that 
the  possession  of  land  diSered.  icom  t\iQ 

Mr.  W.  S.  Smith 


possession  of  other  properly.  Then 
were,  of  course,  exceptions  to  the  mle ; 
but  the  Bill  was  not  intended  to  deal 
with  the  exceptions — to  supply  a  remedy 
for  an  admitted  exceptional  evil — ^but 
it  would  subject  all  the  landlords  to  new 
and  onerous  conditions.  The  hanger 
for  land,  of  which  so  much  had  been 
said,  was,  no  doubt,  a  g^reat  evil, 
and,  by  producing  competition,  brought 
about  an  undue  increase  of  rent  all 
over  Ireland.  He  accepted  without 
hesitation  the  principle  that  a  land- 
lord ought  not  to  exact  an  exoeedve 
rent  from  a  tenant,  such  a  one  as  he 
was  incapable  of  paying.  But  how 
did  the  Bui  affect  that  question  ?  "FvoA 
of  all,  it  declared  that  rents  should  not 
be  raised  beyond  a  proper  level,  and 
then  it  proceeded  to  fix  that  level.  It  in- 
creased the  scale  of  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance ;  and  as  to  that  he  had  little  (o 
say,  as  he  freely  admitted  that  a  tenant 
capriciously  evicted  had  a  claim  fat 
consideration.  But  the  Bill  went  much 
further,  and  carved  out  of  the  property 
of  the  owner  a  share  or  portion  that  was 
to  be  for  ever  the  property  of  the  occupv- 
ing  tenant  who  had  paid  nothing  for  it 
It  gave  the  tenant  the  right  to  sell  that 
newly-acquired  property  for  the  best 
price  he  could  get,  reserving  to  the  land- 
lord only  his  illusory  right  of  pre-emption. 
As  for  the  value  of  that  right  of  pre- 
emption, the  1st  clause  of  the  Bill  pro- 
vided that  the  landlord  might  purcnase 
the  tenancy  for  such  sum  as  might  be 
agreed  upon,  or,  in  the  event  of  disagree- 
ment, for  such  sum  as  might  be  fixed  by 
the  Court ;  but  in  the  45th  section  the 
landlord  was  informed  that  if,  during 
the  first  period  of  15  years,  he  let  t 
holding  in  which  he  had  purchased  the 
tenant's  interest,  a  new  interest  was  at 
once  created  of  the  same  character,  and 
of  the  same  description  in  evezy  respect, 
and  imposing  on  him  the  same  peculiar 
burdens.  It  came  to  this — that  ii,  under 
the  Ist  clause,  the  landlord  purchased  the 
interest  of  the  tenant,  he  was  compelled 
by  Clause  45,  unless  he  farmed  the  land 
himself,  to  set  up  and  admit  another 
tenant's  interest.  It  was,  therefore, 
hardly  conceivable  that  any  landlord 
could,  or  would  care  to,  exercise  his 
right  of  pre-emption.  And  afterwards 
the  new  tenant  would  go  to  the  Court 
and  have  a  judicial  rent  fixed,  as  if  he 
had  paid  for  and  purchased  his  interest 
Vn  \\xa\wA,    The  ar^rument  uaed  in  1870 
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by  the  Prime  Minister  against  sneli  a 
proceeding  as  that  had  already  been  re- 
ferred to  by  another  speaker,  and  he, 
therefore,  would  not  read  it  again.  It 
would  be  fresh  in  the  memory  of  every 
one.  It  seemed  to  him  strange  and  ex- 
traordinary that  the  only  remedy  for 
the  scarcity  of  land  was  to  take  from  the 
landlord  the  power  of  selection  of  his 
tenants  and  the  power  of  dealing  as  he 
thought  fit  with  his  land ;  for  it  was 
shown  by  these  Eeports,  and  admitted 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself, 
that  the  majority  of  landlords  in  the 
greater  part  of  Ireland  exercised  their 
rights  with  the  gravest  sense  of  respon- 
sibility to  their  tenants,  that  the  rents 
were  not  high,  and  that  the  landlords 
used  their  power  with  an  earnest  desire 
to  benefit  their  tenants.  They  were,  how- 
ever, no  longer  to  be  allowed  to  exorcise 
that  duty.  If  a  hunger  for  land  existed, 
was  it  to  be  met  by  an  existing  tenant 
offering  his  interest  for  sale  to  a  man 
who  wished  to  become  a  tenant,  and  by 
his  obtaining,  in  the  words  of  the  clause, 
the  best  price  he  could  get  ?  He  could 
understand  the  Bill  if  it  were  a  measure 
to  grant  a  property  to  a  limited  number 
of  persons,  irrespective  altogether  of  other 
persons  who  in  their  turn  might  wish  to 
be  in  possession  of  that  property.  But 
it  was  a  Bill  which,  under  any  circum- 
stances, must  impose  a  large  additional 
burden  on  the  cost  of  cultivating  the 
land  of  Ireland.  There  was  to  be  under 
it  a  fair  rent,  and,  added  to  that,  a  com- 
petitive value  in  the  tenancy.  This  must 
go  on  increasing,  if  the  land  hunger  re- 
mained, and  if  the  desperate  resolve  of 
the  people  to  cling  to  the  land  remained 
also.  Could  it  be  conceived  that  this 
was  an  answer  to  the  demand  for  land 
and  a  cure  for  the  scarcity  of  land  with- 
out increasing  the  quantity  of  land  by 
one  single  acre  ?  Was  this  all  that  could 
be  said  to  the  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
men  who  desired  to  become  tenants  in 
Ireland — **  There  is  no  good  landlord 
who  will  give  you  a  chance  of  a  tenancy ; 
but  you  may  buy  out  another  man  by 
paying  an  enhanced  price?"  He  thought 
this  was  a  singular  answer  to  the  demand 
made,  not  for  the  existing  tenants  of  Ire- 
land, but  for  the  people  of  Ireland  to 
enter  on  the  employment  they  loved 
jQOst — namely,  the  occupation  of  land. 
Anyone  who  knew  anything  of  Ireland 
would  recognize  in  the  Irish  character 
an  immense  amount  of  family  afiection, 


and  a  desire  to  do  the  best  they  oould 
for  their  children.  What  would  happen 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  ?  If  a 
tenant  of  12  or  15  acres  died  leaving 
three  children,  either  all  of  them  would 
try  to  live  on  the  holding,  or  one  of  the 
sons  would  be  charged  with  the  duty  of 
paying  an  almost  impossible  price  to  his 
orothers  or  sisters  for  the  privilege  of 
cultivating  the  whole  of  it.  If  hon. 
Members  followed  this,  they  would  see 
in  it  the  seeds  of  misfortune  and  a  burden 
to  the  people  of  Ireland  which  had  not 
yet  been  fully  explained.  He  came  now 
to  that  part  of  the  Bill  which  professed 
to  fix  a  fair  rent^  He  maintained  that 
no  one  who  had  any  claim  to  credit  or 
respectability  desired  to  exact  any  more 
than  a  fair  rent  for  any  property  of 
which  he  might  be  possessed ;  but  there 
were  a  great  many  conditions  which 
must  be  taken  into  account  when  a  fair 
rent  was  being  estimated.  Only  last 
year,  he  read  a  most  interesting  speech 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright) 
on  the  question  of  ascertaining  a  fair 
rent  by  a  Government  officer.  That 
difficulty  remained,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
might  have  changed  their  view  as  to  the 
policy  to  be  pursued  on  this  subject.  He 
agreed  that  improvements  made  by  the 
tenant  ought  to  be  and  must  be  fully 
secured  to  him  by  law ;  but  he  would 
ask  the  House  carefully  to  examine 
the  conditions  of  a  fair  rent  set  forth 
in  the  7th  clause  of  the  Bill.  His 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson)  had  put  certain  ques- 
tions on  this  subject  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law).  Those 
questions  had  been  evaded,  and  no  satis- 
factory answer  had  been  given  to  them, 
on  the  ground  that  they  were  questions 
for  consideration  in  Committee.  But  the 
question  of  fair  rent  was  one  that  en- 
tered into  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and 
if  the  Opposition  pointed  out  that  the 
construction  of  the  Bill  was  so  bad  with 
regard  to  that  question  that  it  absolutely 
required  to  be  altered  in  order  to  make 
the  Bill  acceptable,  surely  it  was  only 
reasonable  that  they  should  give  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  an  opportunity 
of  saying  what  it  was  they  really  in- 
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tended.  His  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  said  the  tenant's  interest  was 
carved  out  of  the  property  of  the  land- 
lord. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
replied — '*  I  say  that  would  be  very  un- 
fair. We  do  not  believe  that  our  clause 
will  bear  such  an  interpretation."  What 
he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  and  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  asked  was  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should  say 
distinctly  what  it  was  that  they  did  mean. 
What  was  not  intended  to  be  done  had 
been  actually  done  in  regard  to  this 
matter,  for  the  tenant,  at  that  moment, 
possessed,  in  the  opinion  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  an  interest  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  1870, 
asserted  they  did  not  intend  to  give  him. 
If  that  were  the  case,  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  in  questions  of  this  kind 
the  words  of  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House  should  be  made  clear  and  with- 
out dispute.  A  question  had  been 
raised  as  to  the  proper  meaning  of  the 
7th  section  of  the  Bill.  He  found  that 
Section  7  said  that  a  fair  rent  meant 
such  a  rent  as  ^'  a  solvent  tenant  would 
undertake  to  pay  one  year  with  another ; " 
and  that  was  interpreted  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  who  was  not  to  be 
trapped  into  answering  his  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith's)  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend's 
questions,  to  mean  that  a  fair  rent  was 
a  competition  rent  minus  the  income  of 
the  tenant's  interest.  Now,  he  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  referred  to  the  Bill  to 
ascertain  what  the  tenant's  interest  was. 
He  found  it  said — 

**  That  the  Court,  in  fixing  such  rent,  shall " — 
not  may — "  have  regard  to  the  tenant's  interest 
in  the  holding,  and  the  tenant's  interest  shall  be 
estimated  with  reference  to  the  following  con- 
siderations ;  that  is  to  say, 

(a.)  In  the  case  of  any  holding  subject  to 
the  Ulster  tenant  right  custom  or  to  any 
usage  corresponding  therewith — with  re- 
ference to  the  said  custom  or  usage ; 
(6.)  In  cases  where  there  is  no  evidence  of 
any  such  custom  or  usage — with  reference 
to  the  scale  of  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance by  this  Act  provided  (except  so  far 
as  any  circumstances  of  the  case  shown  in 
evidence  may  justify  a  variation  there- 
from), and  to  the  right  (if  any)  to  com- 
pensation for  improvements  effected  by 
the  tenant  or  his  predecessors  in  title." 

That  was  absolutely  mandatory  to  the 
Court,  which  must  take  notice  of  the 
iDtereat  that  the  tenant  had  acquired. 
What  was  that  interest  ?  Tke  fixBl  ^ot^ 

Mr.  W.  R.  Bmiik 


of  the  Bill  said  the  tenant ''  maj  ad^ 
his  tenancy  for  the  best  price  that  om 
be  got  for  it."  Well,  he  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  contended  that  what  the 
tenant  thus  sold  was  his  interest,  and 
that  the  sum  paid  by  the  tenant  pur- 
chasing his  interest  at  the  best  price 
would  be  the  measure  of  the  value  of 
that  interest,  and  that  fmeaaiire  being 
ascertained  by  sale,  perhaps  three  or 
four  times  during  the  course  of  the 
tenancy,  and  ascending  each  time,  the 
Court  must  have  regard  to  the  price 
paid,  under  the  powers  given  by  this 
Bill,  in  open  Court—that  was,  bv  tiie 
competition  for  the  interest  which  the 
tenant  had  in  his  holding.  With  regard 
to  the  competition  rent  he  had  one  word 
to  say.  It  was  to  be  a  competition  rent; 
but  there  was  to  be  no  competition,  be- 
cause the  owner  could  not  g^  with  the 
land  to  the  market  and  ask  what  thej 
would  give  for  the  land.  He  could  only 
say  to  somebody — "Will you  come  and 
buy  my  tenant  out,  and  then  take  the 
land?"  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  Oeneral  for 
Ireland  spoke  in  a  light  way  of  the 
''lunatics"  who  gave  large  sums  for 
tenant  right  in  different  parts  of  Ireland. 
According  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  view,  there  were  a  great 
many  lunatics  in  Ireland ;  but  they 
seemed  to  have  a  large  amount  of 
method  in  their  madness.  He  held  in 
his  hand  a  Hetum  that  was  published  in 
The  TifMi  on  the  28th  of  January,  being 
a  statement  of  sales  of  tenant  right  on 
the  estate  of  the  Duke  of  Abercom,  from 
which  it  appeared  that  between  October, 
1876,  and  October,  1880,  35  holdings,  of 
the  total  rental  of  £1,093,  were  sold, 
and  that  the  value  of  the  tenant  right 
which  changed  hands  was  no  less  thin 
£26,143 — an  average  of  25  years'  pur- 
chase. In  some  cases  the  amount  rose 
to  40  or  50  years'  purchase ;  in  others  it 
fell  to  1 1 .  If  the  clause  remained  as  it 
stood  in  the  Bill,  the  Court  would  be 
obliged  to  have  reg^ard  to  the  amount 
paid  in  each  of  those  cases.  Then,  the 
full  value  of  the  land,  supposing  it  to  be 
free  of  tenant  right,  having  been  ascer- 
tained, the  interest  of  those  payments 
would  be  deducted  from  that  value,  and 
what  was  called  the  fair  rent  would  re- 
main. If  that  was  the  proper  intenure- 
tation  of  the  Bill,  and  he  believeaiio 
other  interpretation  could  be  put  upon 
\  il)  \ift  ^  aa  told  on  high  frnthwity  that  in 
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that  case  a  very  large  share  indeed  of 
the  value  of  the  land  in  fee  would  be  at 
once  taken  from  the  owner.  The  tenant 
having  purchased  under  the  Bill  would 

fo  to  the  Court  and  say — **  Fix  me  a  ju- 
icial  rent  for  the  next  15  years."  The 
Court  must  do  so  ;  meanwhile,  the  same 
holding  could  be  sold  again  and  again 
during  that  period,  the  price  constantly 
rising  with  the  **  earth  hunger"  to  which 
the  Prime  Minister  had  referred,  until 
the  latest  tenant  might  come  to  the  Court 
and  say,  when  the  time  for  the  revision 
of  the  rent  had  arrived — **  I  have  been 
obliged  to  pay  25  per  cent  more  for  this 
holding  than  was  paid  14  years  ago,  but 
the  land  is  not  worth  a  farthing  more 
than  it  was  then.  Deduct  that  25  per 
cent  from  the  rent  for  the  next  15  years." 
If  he  was  not  mistaken — and  he  had  for- 
tified his  own  opinion  with  that  of  emi- 
nent lawyers — that  would  be  the  effect 
of  the  Bill.  Only  a  few  days  ago  as 
much  as  30  years'  purchase  was  paid 
for  tenant  right  on  the  estate  of  Lord 
Anglesey.  With  such  a  result  as  that 
encountering  them  on  the  threshold  of 
this  measure,  he  trusted  he  had  justified 
his  demands  for  a  plainer  answer  to  the 

Question,  What  did  the  clause  mean  ? 
l8  it  stood,  the  clause  was  open  only  to 
one  interpretation,  as  it  seemed  to  him — 
namely,  that  it  was  intended  to  carve  a 
large  slice  off  the  landlords'  property  for 
the  benefit  of  the  tenant.  They  had 
heard  a  great  deal  about  the  machinery 
by  which  the  fair  rent  was  to  be  fixed. 
For  his  own  part,  he  objected  entirely 
to  the  State  undertaking  the  responsi- 
bility of  fixing  the  rent  of  land  all  over 
Ireland — a  task  which  none  of  the  Com- 
missions ever  proposed  to  impose  upon 
it.  And  how  was  that  object  to  be 
arrived  at  ?  The  Land  Commission  was 
to  consist  of  three  persons  only,  one  of 
whom  was  to  be  a  Judge  of  the  Supreme 
Court  in  Ireland.  Well,  he  should  have 
thought  that  for  the  settlement  of  such 
important  questions  it  would  have  been 
advisable  to  appoint  more  than  one 
person  of  the  rank  and  experience 
and  independence  of  Judges.  He  at- 
tached the  greatest  importance  to  the 
impartiality  which  the  Judges  were 
able  to  exercise  by  reason  of  their 
being  practically  irremovable.  For  that 
reason,  he  did  not  at  all  object  to 
the  Court  of  First  Instance,  although 
County  Court  Judges  were  not,  perhaps, 
the  best  judges  of  agricultural  ques- 


tions. When  he  came  to  consider  the 
constitution  of  the  Court  of  Appeal, 
however,  he  was  lost  in  amazement. 
There  were  to  be  any  number  of  Assis- 
tant Commissioners,  possessing  all  the 
powers  of  the  Land  Commission  itself, 
and  there  was  no  provision  that  those 
persons  should  know  anything  either  of 
land  or  agriculture.  What  class  of  per- 
sons they  would  be  might  be  gathered 
from  Clause  43,  which  stated  that — 

''No  person  being  a  member  of  or  employed 
by  the  land  commission  shall  by  reason  of  such 
membership  or  employment  acquire  any  right 
to  compensation,  superannuation,  or  other  al- 
lowance on  abolition  of  his  office  or  otherwise." 

That  meant,  practically,  that  the  only 
persons  who  would  accept  the  position 
of  Assistant  Commissioners  would  be 
those  who  were  failures  in  life,  men 
without  present  occupation  and  with  no 
future  before  them.  What  was  worse 
still,  they  could  be  absolutely  the  ser- 
vants of  their  chiefs.  They  would  not 
express  any  independent  opinion  of  their 
own.  Anything  they  might  do  which 
was  inconsistent  with  the  views  of  their 
chiefs  would  render  them  liable  to  in- 
stant dismissal.  He  thought  that  the 
Bill,  as  had  already  been  said,  simply 
meant  litigation.  Instead  of  being  a 
boon,  it  was  an  apple  of  discord  thrown 
into  every  part  of  Ireland  between  land- 
lord and  tenant,  and  he  could  not  but 
deplore  the  fact.  What  was  to  be  done 
with  regard  to  the  labourer's  wages, 
which  necessarily  entered  into  considera- 
tion in  the  fixing  of  fair  rents?  The 
Bill  took  away  the  chance  of  a  man  be- 
becoming  a  farmer  unless  he  got  into 
debt  by  placing  himself  in  the  hands  of 
the  money-lender,  and  if  that  were  the 
case,  they  would  shortly  have  to  deter- 
mine what  fair  wages  were.  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  the  other  day  said 
the  Poor  Law  had  a  good  deal  to  do 
with  that  subject.  It  used  to  be  said 
that  the  old  Poor  Law  enabled  farmers 
to  reduce  wages;  but  he  had  never 
before  heard  that  the  new  Poor  Law 
regulated  wages.  His  objection  to  the 
proposed  legislation  was  that  in  itself  it 
was  bad,  and  that  it  could  not  be  con- 
fined to  one  description  of  property,  but 
must  be  extended  on  the  slightest  agita- 
tion, or  the  first  occurence  of  real  dis- 
tress in  England  to  a  great  many  other 
descriptions,  and  must  affect  a  great 
many  other  relations  besides  those  ex- 
isting between  landlords  and  tenants 

\TK\T^  ^v^U?i 


1583 


Zand  Law 


{COMMONS) 


{Ireland)  BtU. 


15S4 


and  the  owners  and  occupiers  of  land. 
He    cordially   welcomed    any  proposal 
having  for  its   objects  to  increase  the 
number  of  small  proprietors.     Nothing 
could,  he  believed,  be  more  beneficial  to 
the  whole  country  than  that  that  should 
be  done ;  but  then  it  should  be  done  na- 
turally and  with  some  prospect  of  success. 
Now,  if  the  present  Bill  passed,  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  there  would  be  in 
Ireland  no   other  persons  to  purchase 
land  but  the   small  proprietors.      No 
regular  investor,  recollecting  the  result 
of  the    investments    made    under    the 
Landed  Estates  Court,  would  be  tempted 
by  such  legislation  to  invest  in  land  in 
Ireland.     A  great  many,  on   the   con- 
trary, would  be  desirous  of  selling  out, 
and  it  would  be  only  small  purchasers 
who,  as  he  had  said,  would  be  desirous 
of  buying.  Further,  with  his  experience 
at  the  Treasury,  he  must  say  he  objected 
most  strongly  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  for  the  time  being  becoming, 
on  the  part  of    the   State,    the   mort- 
gagee  of  the   land   of    Ireland.      No- 
thing would,  he  thought,  be  more  dan- 
gerous, or  tend  more  effectually  to  defeat 
the  object  which  they  all  had  in  view. 
What  in  the  circumstances  would  be  the 
position  of  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer in  a  shaky  Government  ?     When 
he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  was  at  the  Trea- 
sury, he  had  to  look  into  many  Irish 
advances,  and  he  was  told  by  gentle- 
men from  Ireland,  when  he  said  that 
the  Treasury  would  require  repayment 
of  those  advances,  that  he  was  taking 
a    very   mean    view    of  the    question. 
Advances  were  urged  on  the  Treasury 
which  he  knew  would  not  be  repaid; 
and  how  had  they  been  urged  ?  By  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  votes  in  that  House. 
Was  it  not  clear,    then,  that  after  a 
period  of  bad  seasons,  when  everyone 
would   naturally   sympathize   with   the 
occupiers  of  land  in  Ireland,  the  Irish 
Representatives  would  come  to  the  Trea- 
sury and   say  that  their  friends   were 
unable  to   pay  the  money  which  had 
been  advanced  to  them,  and  that  they 
must  have  time  ?    Would  it  be  possible 
in   these   circumstances   to    refuse    the 
time  thus   asked  ?    And  would  not   a 
pressure  be  brought  to  bear  upon  the 
Government  by  the  voting  power  of  Ire- 
land which  they  might  find  it  impossible 
to  resist,  in  the  desire  to  get  rid  of  a  lia- 
bility which  by  honest  endeavours  might 
ultimately   be    mot  ?      Grave   injustice 

JUr.  W.  n.  Smith 


would,  he  believed,   be    done   to   the 
future  of   Ireland  if    the  State  were 
made  the  mortgagee  of    the  land  of 
that  country.     They  were  giving  a  pre- 
mium to  agitation,  and  encouraging  a 
dislike   to  meet    the    ordinary  obla- 
tions of  commerce.      But  how,  then,  he 
might  be  asked,  was  the  object  which 
the  Government  had  in  view  of  increas- 
ing the  number  of  small  proprietors  in 
Ireland  to  be  attained  ?    ^lo  one  desired 
that  more  than  himself;  but  it  might, 
he  thought,  be  secured  by  another  and 
a  far  better  process  than   that  which 
was  proposed  in  the  Bill.     Capital  was 
at  present  abundant,  and  if  it  were  dis- 
tinctly understood  that  the  security  waa 
good,  it  might  be  had  at  the  rate  of  SJ 
per  cent,  that  being  the  same  rate  as 
the  Treasury  proposed  to   advance  it. 
Now,  that  being  so,   what   he   should 
desire  to  see  done  was  that  advances 
should  be  made  from  an  Irish  fund,  con- 
stituted under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 
There  was  a  large  amount  of  remaining 
property  derivable  from  the  land  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Church  Commission,  and 
he  should  be  prepared  to  concur  in  a 
grant  to  assist  in  the  formation  of  a 
guarantee  fund.     E[is  recommendation 
would  be   that  this   part   of    the  Bill 
should  be  reconstructed  so  as  to  estab- 
lish a  Commission,  whose  duty  it  would 
be  to  deal  with  the  question  of  purchasing 
estates,  and  giving  them  the  power  to 
issue  debentures  representin&^the  amount 
of  money  to  be  secured  on  the  land,  and 
that  these  should  be  guaranteed  by  the 
fund  in  question.   Once  such  a  fund  was 
established,  those  by  whom  it  was  ad- 
ministered would  not  be  exposed  to  the 
pressure  which  would  be  sure  to  be 
brought  to  bear  on  the  Bepresentative 
of  the  Treasury  in  that  House  in  times 
of  trouble  and  difficulty,  and  there  would 
be  a  guarantee  against  any  possible  risk 
which  might  result  from  the  failure  of 
the  tenant  from  time  to  time  to  meet  his 
engagements.     He  further  objected  to 
the  proposal  of  the  Government,  on  the 
ground  that  it  involved  an  Annual  Act, 
instead  of  allowing  any  scheme  which 
might  be  adopted  a  reasonable  time  to 
develop  itself.     As  to  the  purchase  of 
land  by  the  tenant,  he  was  disposed  to 
ask  why  the  tenant  should  buy  under 
the  operation  of  the  Bill  ?    That  was  a 
question  which   deserved,   he  thought, 
the  serious  consideration  of  the  (Govern- 
ment. If  the  Bill  gave  the  tenant  some- 
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tiling  very  substantial  which  he  did  not 
now  possess,  something  very  much  more 
than  he  had  in  1870,  what  would  he 
naturally  say  to  himself?  Why,  that 
he  got  what  he  had  as  the  result  of 
agitation;  that  if  he  bought  now  he 
must  buy  at  the  present  value  of  land ; 
but  that  if  he  went  on  agitating  for  an- 
other 10  years  he  would  get  something 
more.  He  would  be  aware  that  he  could 
get  a  fair  rent  determined  by  the  Court, 
subject  to  all  the  new  conditions  which 
the  Bill  would  create,  and  that  at  the 
expiration  of  a  few  years  he  might  get 
his  rent  reduced  by  one-third  or  one- 
half.  He  could,  therefore,  see  no  in- 
ducement, as  matters  stood,  to  the  ten- 
ant to  become  a  purchaser.  Under 
the  purchase  clauses  of  the  Bill,  he 
might  add,  the  Commission  was  to  be 
authorized  to  buy  any  estate  of  which 
three-fourths  of  the  tenants  were  will- 
ing to  become  the  purchasers.  If  such 
a  purchase  should  be  effected,  what 
would  be  the  position  of  the  new  owner 
as  to  the  remaining  fourth  part  of  the 
estate  ?  The  tenants  who  would  be  left 
would  naturally  be  the  least  well-to-do, 
and  the  unfortimate  landlord  would  have 
to  get  his  rents  as  best  he  could.  What 
price,  if  he  wished  to  sell,  would  he  get 
lor  that  fourth  part  ?  It  was  clear  that 
property  sold  in  that  way  could  not 
realize  a  reasonable  price  ;  the  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  such  a  sale  would  be  enor- 
mous. He  would  next  say  a  few  words 
about  the  advances  to  be  made  by  the 
Treasury  for  the  purpose  of  reclamation 
of  waste  lands.  He  had  no  objection  to 
the  Treasury's  advancing  funds  to  any- 
body willing  to  comply  with  the  condi- 
tions of  the  Bill.  But  did  it  occur  to 
anybody  that  a  single  individual  could  be 
found  to  advance  money  for  the  reclama- 
tion of  land  under  the  conditions  of  land 
ownership  which  wore  to  be  established 
by  that  Bill?  What  inducement  was 
there  to  enter  upon  a  large  scheme  for 
reclamation  of  land  in  Ireland  when 
the  real  power,  authority,  and  interest 
in  the  land  were  vanishing  away  from 
ownership  ?  He  admitted  that  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  Ireland  rendered  some 
legislation  on  the  subject  absolutely  ne- 
cessary; but  he  objected  to  that  mea- 
sure, and  could  not  give  it  his  support,  be- 
cause he  believed  it  would  unsettle  every- 
thing and  settle  nothing,  and  he  had  no 
reason  to  suppose  it  would  satisfy  any- 
body.   He  believed  that  that  measure, 


which  was  held  out  as  a  boon,  would  not 
allay  discontent,  and  would  prove  to  be 
wholly  ineffective.  He  wanted  to  know 
whether  the  Bill  was  a  sham  or  a  reality? 
Did  it  really  mean  to  transfer  property 
from  one  person  to  another,  or  was  it 
wholly  a  aelusive  scheme  ?  He  did  not 
believe  that  the  Bill  in  its  present 
shape  would  obtain  the  assent  of  the 
majority  of  the  House.  Extravagant  ex- 
pectations would  be  raised  among  large 
numbers  of  people  who  expected  to 
be  madeprosperous  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  had  listened  attentively  to 
the  eloquent  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dun- 
dalk  (Mr.  C.  Eussell),  and  there  were 
some  portions  of  that  speech  with  which 
he  could  agree,  and  with  no  part  more 
than  that  in  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  that  no  artificial  contri- 
vances would  avail  for  Ireland's  good. 
He  thought  that  the  Bill  would  be  found 
to  be  one  of  those  artificial  contrivances 
which  would  make  prosperity,  happi- 
ness, and  contentment  impossible  in  Ire- 
land for  the  future.  He  agreed  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
much,  almost  all,  must  depend  upon 
the  people  themselves,  upon  their  energy, 
thrift,  and  self-denial.  It  was  by  the 
exercise  of  these  qualities,  not  alone, 
but  in  the  main,  that  they  could  hope  to 
rise  from  the  misery  and  degradation 
they  had  suffered  for  so  many  centuries 
to  enjoy  the  full  fruits  of  their  labour. 
He  did  not  think  the  people  of  Ireland 
ought  to  be  encouraged  to  come  to  that 
House  for  legislation  and  money  when- 
ever they  were  in  a  strait ;  they  should 
only  expect  from  that  House  to  be  secured 
in  the  full  return  of  all  that  their  in- 
dustry and  labour  produced,  and  they 
should  be  told  that  that  was  the  best 
which  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  Legis- 
lature to  bestow. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  that 
no  one  on  his  side  of  the  House  could 
take  exception  to  the  general  tone 
and  temper  with  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
had  approached  the  subject  before  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  spoken  with  a  sense  of  responsi- 
bility, under  the  serious  condition  of 
things  now  existing  in  Ireland,  very  dif- 
ferent from  that  in  which  the  subject 
had  been  treated  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord 
Elcho).     The  right,  hon.  Gentleman  ap- 
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peared  to  admit  the  necessity  of  wide 
legislation  on  the  subject,  though  he  did 
not  approve  the  Bill  before  the  House. 
There  was  one  expression,  however, 
which  he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  on  reflection  regret,  and  that 
was  that  the  Government  had  not  alto- 
gether discouraged  the  agitation  of  last 
year  in  the  expectation  that  a  stringent 
and  drastic  measure  would  in  that  way 
be  made  more  feasible.  He  would  not 
express  an  opinion  on  that  kind  of  lan- 
guage. The  Government  were  quite 
prepared  to  deal  with  an  unlawful  agi- 
tation in  a  proper  manner ;  and  the  agi- 
tation of  last  year  had  been  unfavourable 
to  their  plans  for  the  amelioration  of 
Ireland.  The  Bill  was  in  no  sense  due 
to  agitation.  It  was  due  to  the  rightful 
demands  of  the  Irish  people,  which  were 
expressed  in  a  constitutional  form  at  the 
last  General  Election.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire  was 
quite  right  in  saying  that  the  Irish  Land 
Question  was  not  raised  in  the  English 
and  Scotch  elections.  But  it  was  raised 
before  the  Irish  electors  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  country. 
There  was  not  a  Member  returned, 
with,  perhaps,  the  exception  of  the  two 
right  hon.  and  learned  Members  for 
the  University  of  Dublin,  who  was  not 

E lodged  to  deal  with  the  question  in  a 
road  and  extensive  manner.  If  he  re- 
collected rightly  there  was  not  a  land- 
owner all  over  Ireland,  except  in  Ulster, 
who  succeeded  in  being  returned  to 
Parliament ;  and  even  in  Ulster  the  few 
landlords  who  were  returned  pledged 
themselves  to  go,  at  least,  as  far  as  this 
Bill,  which  he  would  be  surprised  if  they 
did  not  support  now.  They  had,  then,  the 
voice  of  Ireland  in  favour  of  a  reform 
of  the  Land  Laws,  and  it  would  be  im- 
possible that  the  Government  could  re- 
fuse a  demand  made  in  so  constitutional 
a  manner.  He  was  glad  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  prepared  to  join  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Hadding- 
tonshire in  uncompromising  opposition 
to  the  measure.  He  gathered  from  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
he  was  in  favour  of  legislating  upon 
important  points  of  the  Land  Question — 
for  instance,  upon  the  subject  of  multi- 
plying the  owners  of  land.  The  right 
ton.  Gentleman  approved  of  that  por- 
tion of  the  Bill,  but  was  in  favour  of 
funds  being  provided  from  some  Irish 
source.      He  was  glad  to  hear  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  dedare  in  &Toar  of 
the  principle  of   establiBhing  a  Com- 
mission for  the   purpose   of   purchas- 
ing land  for    distribution   among  the 
tenants.     That  showed  a  considerable 
advance  in  the  views  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  because  lie  had  in  his  recol- 
lection a  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gbn- 
tleman,    delivered,   if  he   remembered 
rightly,  so  late  as  in  the   early  pait 
of   last   year    to    his    constituents,  in 
which  he  denounced  the  whole  scheme 
which  went  by  the  name  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  as  impracticable^  inexpe- 
dient, and  absurd.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman even  went  so  far  as  to  say  that 
he  would  be  no  party   to  such  sham 
legislation.     He  (Mr.   Shaw    Lefevre) 
had  reason   to  remember  that  speech, 
because  in  the  previous  Session  he  had 
carried  a  Besolution  in  favour  of  extend- 
ing ownerships  in  Ireland,  in  which  the 
late  Government  had  concurred.  He  had 
himself  suggested  the  application  of  the 
Irish  Church    Fund   for  the  purpose; 
but,    unfortunately,    events  bad    since 
happened  which  had  caused  the  fund  in 
great  measure  to  disappear,  and  he  did 
not  see  in  what  way  any  such  fund  could 
be  brought  into  existence.     If,  however, 
the  right  hon.    Gentleman    suggested 
funds  from  any  other  source  than  thai 
provided  in  the  Bill,  he  was  sure  the 
Government  would  entertain  it;  bat  a 
measure  of  the  importance  of  this  should 
not  be  postponed  from  any  expectation 
of  that  kind.      Again,   the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  indicated  that    he  was  in 
favour  of  another  very  important  prin- 
ciple in  this  Bill — namely,  the  principle 
of  arbitration  of  rents  by  a  Qt>vemment 
tribunal.     At  least,  that  was  his  infer- 
ence from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman'i 
words  when  he  said  that  the  law  should 
lay  down  the  principle  that  rents  should 
not  be  raised  to  a  point  at  which  the 
tenants  could  not  pay.     How  was  that 
point  to  be  fixed  by  law  except  by  such 
a  tribunal  ?    If  that  was  so,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  expressed  approval 
of  what  he  regarded  as  the  cardinal 
feature  of  the  Bill.     Before  dealing  with 
some  of  the  objections  raised  to  it  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  wished 
briefly  to  recall  to  the  House  why  it 
was  that  the  Act  of  1870  had  failed  to 
prove  a  settlement.     That  Act  was  a 
bold   and  important  one  in  many  re- 
spects.    He  thought  it  was  in  some 
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respects  eyen  more  important  tban  the 
Bill  now  before  them,  because  it  acknow- 
ledged for  the  first  time  the  legal  inte- 
rest of  tenants  in  their  holdings.  It 
Bought  to  protect  and  give  security  to 
tenants  in  their  holdings,  and  therefore 
to  give  practically  fixity  of  tenure,  and 
to  prevent  the  raising  of  rent  so  as 
to  destroy  their  interest,  by  putting  the 
landlord  under  the  compulsion  or  fine 
of  pajring  on  eviction  the  full  value  of 
the  tenant's  interest,  measured  in  Ulster 
by  the  Ulster  tenant  right,  and  in  other 
parts  of  Ireland  by  the  value  of  his  im- 
provements, and  by  a  payment  which 
was  to  represent  the  value  of  the  good- 
will. It  also  proposed,  under  the  Bright 
Clauses,  to  create  a  peasant  proprietary. 
Its  objects,  therefore,  were  the  same — 
neither  more  nor  less  than  those  of  the 
present  Bill — though  it  sought  to  attain 
them  by  a  different  method.  Why,  then, 
did  it  fail  to  carry  out  their  expectations  ? 
He  would  not  admit  it  had  wholly  failed. 
It  had,  in  fact,  stopped  almost  completely 
capricious  ejectments,  or  any  ejectments 
other  than  those  for  non-payment  of 
rent,  and  it  had  secured  to  hundreds  of 
tenants  leaving  their  holdings  compen- 
sation they  would  not  otherwise  have 
been  entitled  to.  It  had  not,  however, 
succeeded  in  preventing  the  raising  of 
rents  to  a  point  which  appropriated  the 
tenant's  interest.  If  time  permitted,  he 
could  show  that  this  failure  was  partly 
due  to  the  mischievous  Amendments 
which  were  made  to  the  Bill,  chiefly  in 
another  House,  and  every  one  of  which 
limited  its  operation  and  tended  to  pre- 
vent a  settlement.  He  only  alluded  to 
them  as  a  warning  to  the  opposite  side 
against  treating  this  Bill  in  the  same 
way.  It  was  also  partly  due  to  Depart- 
mental incapacity  and  re-action,  which 
smothered  and  destroyed  the  ''Bright 
Clauses,"  and  prevented  their  having 
effect.  It  was  still  more  due,  however, 
to  the  failure  of  Parliament  to  under- 
stand two  features  or  conditions  of 
human  nature  in  Ireland,  which  ap- 
peared to  differ,  in  degree  at  least,  from 
those  of  other  people.  The  one  was  the 
intense  love  of  the  Irish  tenants  for 
their  holdings,  their  willingness  to  sub- 
mit to  any  exaction  in  the  shape  of  in- 
creased rent  rather  than  give  up  their 
holdings  and  face  a  lawsuit  for  the  re- 
oovery  of  the  compensation  intended  by 
the  Act ;  and  the  other  was  the  perver- 
sity and  almost  criminal  wilfulness  with 


which  certain  landowners  in  Ireland  set 
themselves  to  work  to  undermine  the 
policy  of  the  Act,  the  ingenuity  with 
which  they  discovered  that  by  trading  on 
the  unwilUngnoss  of  tenants  to  give  up 
their  holdings,  they  could  screw  up  their 
rents  so  as  to  rack-rent  their  tenants  and 
appropriate  the  tenants'  interest  which 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Act  of  1870 
to  secure  to  them.  Sometimes  this  was 
done  by  wholesale  re-valuation  of  their 
estates ;  more  often  by  what  was  called 
the  silent  process — namely,  by  taking  the 
tenants  in  detail  and  raising  their  rents 
by  25  per  cent,  or  by  the  nibbling  process 
of  successive  raisings  by  small  amounts 
each,  so  small  as  to  make  it  a  matter  for 
doubt  to  the  tenant  whether  he  would 
give  up  his  holding  and  claim  the  value 
of  his  interest.  In  Ulster  it  was  accom- 
panied also  by  the  creation  and  inven- 
tion of  arbitrary  office  rules  reducing 
the  tenant  right,  or  putting  the  tenant  to 
great  legal  expenses  in  proving  his  right. 
These  acts  were  undoubtedly  the  acts  of 
a  minority  of  landlords  ;  but  they  were 
sufficiently  numerous  to  create  a  wide- 
spread feeling  of  injustice,  insecurity, 
and  alarm  through  large  classes  of  ten- 
ants who  felt  that  they  might  be  dealt  with 
in  a  similar  manner.  The  House  might 
think  he  spoke  too  strongly  on  this 
point ;  but  conclusive  proof  of  what  he 
said  was  to  be  found  in  the  evidence  of 
the  two  Royal  Commissions.  He  sup- 
posed very  few  Members  had  read  the 
evidence  contained  in  the  three  gigantic 
volumes  of  the  two  Boyal  Commissions. 
He  could  not  pretend  to  have  done  so 
himself;  but  he  had  read  one  part  of 
the  evidence  which  he  commended  to 
other  Members — namely,  the  evidence  of 
landowners  and  land  agents  themselves. 
The  land  agents  of  Ireland  contained 
among  their  numbers  some  of  the  ablest 
men  in  Ireland  —  many,  men  of  wide 
views — and  from  their  contact  with  the 
peasantry  they  knew  much  more  about 
them  than  did  the  landlords,  and  it 
seemed  to  him  that  their  evidence  was 
very  interesting.  What  they  said  of 
their  fellow-landowners  and  fellow-land 
agents,  he  thought,  might  fairly  be  con- 
sidered as  reliable  evidence,  coming  as 
it  did  from  men  interested  in  making 
the  best  and  not  the  worst  of  the  exist- 
ing state  of  things.  After  reading  their 
evidence,  he  thought  everyone  would 
admit  that  we  might  neglect  every  word 
of    complaint   made  by  the    700  wit- 
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nesses  of  the  tenant  farmer  class  before 
the  Bessborough  Commission,  and  still 
have  a  sufficient  weight  of  evidence  to 
justify  all  the  complaints  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  to  show  the  necessity  for  this 
feill.  There  were  land  agents  of  the 
highest  position  from  every  part  of  Ire- 
land, and  Judges  and  landowners  who 
spoke  of  practices  of  landowners  and 
land  agents  in  the  direction  he  had 
alluded  to,  which  fully  accounted  for  the 
complaints,  fears,  and  alarms  of  the  ten- 
antry. Let  him  give,  as  an  illustration, 
one  short  passage  from  the  evidence  of 
Mr.  Murphy,  the  agent  for  properties 
extending  over  50,000  acres  in  Donegal 
and  Down ;  a  gentleman  also  who  acted 
as  valuator  for  numerous  railway  com- 
panies in  the  North  of  Ireland,  and  who 
was  recommended  specially  to  the  Com- 
mission by  the  Committee  of  Landlords, 
as  one  who  could  give  reliable  evidence. 
Mr.  Murphy  said — 

**  I  think  if  the  Act  of  1870  had  been  loyally 
received,  it  would  be  working  well  now.  But 
it  was  not.  Some  landlords  thought  that  their 
rights  were  invaded  and  they  set  to  work  to 
counteract  it.  It  is  possible  that  landlords  by 
raising  rents  may  oat  up  and  do  away  with 
tenant  right.  It  is  a  very  unfortunate  thing 
that  it  should  be  so.  The  consequence  is  that 
the  tenants  have  a  feeling  of  insecurity  tliat 
their  tenant  right  may  bo  absorbed  in  that  way, 
and  in  consequence  they  do  not  make  improve- 
ments. There  are  instances  whore  estates  have 
been  most  generously  managed  and  whore  the 
tenants  lived  as  happily  as  possible,  but  when 
another  landlord  Ciime  into  possession  *  another 
king  arose  who  knew  not  Joseph.'  That  has 
been  the  root  and  evil  of  land  jobbing." 

Mr.  Johnston,  another  agent  for  50,000 
acres  of  land  in  Leitrim  and  Longford, 
said — 

"  I  think  the  Land  Act  failed  in  protecting 
tenants  against  a  rise  of  rents.  I  knew  one  case 
in  particular  where  an  estate  was  over\'alued 
and  manv  of  the  tenants  asked  me  what  thev 
were  to  do — they  could  not  pay  the  rents  and 
live ;  still  what  were  they  to  do ':  If  they 
broke  up  their  homes  and  bought  land  claims 
they  would  have  nowhere  to  go — they  could  do 
nothing  but  emigrate.  Ilence  they  elected  to 
pay  the  increased  rent,  and  did  pay  it  for  a  few 
years.  Now  they  have  failed,  and  liave  not 
paid  either  last  year  or  this,  and  at  present  are 
m  a  state  of  rebellion." 

Going  further  South,  he  found  Mr. 
Keane,  agent  for  100,000  acres  in  Clare, 
who  said — 

"I  have  known  many  cases  where  tenants 
laid  out  money  in  improvements,  and  the  resiilt 
was  that  their  rents  were  advanced.*' 

Mr.  Vernon,  agent  for  properties  worth 
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£90,000  a-year,  in  all  parts  of  Ireland, 
spoke  of  the  feeling  of  insecnritj  caused 
by  the  office  rules  m  the  North  making 
the  sale  of  tenant  right  subject  to  the 
condition  of  a  rise  of  rent,  and  of  the 
paralyzing  effect  of  such  an  unjust  rule. 
Mr.  Leahy,  the  agent  for  very  large  pro- 
perties in  the  South  of  Ireland,  said — 

**  There  is  no  question  that  on  certain  estates, 
on  a  great  number  of  them  purchaaed  by  the 
parties  I  have  mentioned,  it  is  absolutely  neoet- 
sary  that  there  should  be  some  Court  of  arbi- 
tration. The  landlord,  if  he  is  willing  md 
wishes  to  do  so,  can  in  a  great  measure  nullify 
the  tenant  right  interest  by  raising  the  rent 
unduly.  I  consider  that  is  a  practice  thit 
should  be  positively  put  down  and  that  calls  for 
legislation." 

Mr.  Andrew  Kerr,  agent  for  Lord 
Dartrey  and  Colonel  Clement,  saye — 

*'  I  have  known  some  estates  where  the  land- 
lords have  been  in  the  habit  of  raising  the  renta 
It  has  had  the  effect  of  checking  improvementi 
and  ruining  the  tenants  and  of  injuring  tbe 
landlords  in  the  long  run." 

Mr.  Jackson,  agent  to  Lord  Arran,  in 
Donegal,  said — 

"I  know  the  feeling  in  the  minds  of  tlie 
tenantry  is  that  of  great  insecurity.  I  believe  that 
improvements  would  go  on  40  or  50  per  cent 
more  than  they  do  if  they  wore  sure  that  rents 
would  not  bo  raised  for  tneir  improvements." 

Mr.  Brush,  agent  to  Lord  Belmore,  Mr. 
Watson,  agent  in  Antrim,  and  a  host  of 
others  he  could  quote,  gave  evidence  to 
the  same  effect.  It  was  confirmed  by 
many  others  of  independent  position; 
hy  such  men  as  Sir  Francis  Brady  and 
Mr.  Ampthill,  County  Court  Judges, 
and  hy  Judge  Flanagan,  of  the  Lanaed 
Estates  Court.     The  latter  said — 

' '  The  mischief  arises  from  the  fear  that  an 
incrcaso  of  rent  may  happen  any  day  and  may 
folio  w  upon  an  increased  appearance  of  prosperity 
upon  his  holding.  Nothmg  can  be  more  fatsl 
to  the  industry  and  prosperity  of  the  unalltr 
tenant  than  such  a  sense  of  insecurity." 

Professor  Baldwin  and  Mr.  Bobertson, 
who  were  specially  selected  by  the  late 
Government  to  report  on  the  condition 
of  agriculture  in  Ireland,  spoke  to  the 
same  effect.  They  reported  numerotu 
cases  of  nibbling  at  rents,  and  of  incre- 
ments of  25  per  cent ;  and  they  said  that 
the  common  complaint  of  the  tenants  wu 
fully  justified,  and  thai  they  had  Ten- 
fied  t^em  by  reference  to  the  receipb 
and  to  the  office  books  of  land  agenti. 
He  believed  that  ererj  one  of  the  land 
agents  he  had  quoted  were  recommended 
to  the  Commission   as  men  who  tlio- 
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roughly  understood  tlie  questioiiy  and 
whose  evidence  would  be  most  valuable. 
Then  came  the  question  of  remedy,  and 
he  was  surprised  to  find  what  general 
unanimity  there  was  among  the  Irish 
witnesses ;  not  one  of  them  had  advo- 
cated the  extreme  measures  propounded 
by  the  Land  League — namely,  the  ex- 
propriation of  landlords. 

Mb.  PABNELL  was  understood  to 
deny  that  that  principle  was  propounded 
by  the  Land  League. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  he  was 
glad  to  hear  that  denial.  At  the  same 
time  he  was  surprised,  because  it  did 
not  tally  with  his  recollection,  nor  with 
the  information  given  to  the  public  by 
members  of  the  Land  League.  However, 
it  indicated  a  return  to  common  sense 
on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
Colleagues.  The  hon.  Member  denied 
that  was  ever  the  proposition  of  the 
Land  League ;  but  he  had  in  his  hand  a 
paper  called  Modern  Thought^  which  con- 
tained an  article  by  a  member  of  the 
Land  League  and  an  hon.  Member  of 
this  House — the  Member  for  New  Eoss 
(Mr.  Eedmond).  In  the  course  of  this 
article  the  hon.  Member  says — 


the  qnestion  which  the 
is  thoroughly  sound  in 

rove  final  in  practice, 
e  with  the  heat  results 

advocates  compulsory 
proposal  was  certainly 


<'  The  settlement  of 
Land  Leai^e  proposes 
principle,  is  likely  to 
and  is  a  settlement  ma< 
in  other  countries.  It 
expropriation.  Such  a 
Boond  in  principle.'' 

This  description,  he  submitted,  tallied 
with  all  he  had  seen  of  the  earlier 
doings  of  the  Land  League.  He  was 
aware  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  had  more 
recently  abandoned  these  extreme  pro- 
posals, and  now  only  advocated  the 
expropriation  of  bad  landlords.  How 
he  was  to  select  the  bad  from  the  good 
he  did  not  know;  but  he  was  very  much 
struck  by  observing  that  change  in  the 
attitude  of  the  hon.  Member,  and  he 
thought  his  abandonment  of  the  wider 
programme  showed  a  return  to  a  sense 
of  what  was  right  and  moral. 

Mb.  PABNELL  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  if  he  could  quote  a  passage 
in  which  he  ever  advocated  the  compul- 
sory expropriation  of  all  landlords  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  ho  had 
not  the  passage  by  him,  but  he  would 
promise  to  produce  it.  In  the  meantime 
ne  could  but  refer  to  the  article  he  had 
quoted,  which  was  written  by  one  of  the 


protegks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  one 
whom  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  introduced 
to  this  House  as  a  prominent  member 
of  the  Land  League,  and  that  article 
put  the  same  construction  on  the  opi- 
nions of  the  Land  League  as  that  which 
ho  had  ventured  to  give  himself.  He 
repeated,  that  scarcely  a  single  witness 
of  many  hundreds  had  advocated  the 
original  scheme  of  the  Land  League  of 
expropriating  all  landlords.  It  would 
be  very  easy  to  show  how  detrimental 
to  the  interests  of  Ireland  that  would  be. 
Nor  would  it  be  possible  to  expropriate 
the  bad  ones.  What  tribunal  would  be 
strong  enough  to  select  the  bad  from 
the  good,  and  to  gibbet  the  bad  as  un- 
worthy of  existence  ?  The  almost  uni- 
versal testimony  of  those  who  admitted 
that  wrong  was  being  done  was  in  the 
direction  of  giving  greater  security  to 
the  tenant's  interest  and  preventing  its 
confiscation  by  the  landowner  by  the  in- 
tervention of  a  Government  tribunal  on 
the  subject  of  rent*.  He  had  been  greatly 
surprised  at  the  extent  to  which  all  the 
wisest  and  best  of  the  g^at  land  agents 
of  Ireland  committed  themselves  to  that 
opinion.  He  found  from  the  evidence 
that  no  fewer  than  24  of  the  largest  land 
agents  in  Ireland,  managing  properties 
from  10,000  to  100,000  acres,  and  in 
the  aggregate  of  more  than  1,000,000 
acres,  had  expressed  the  strongest  opi- 
nions in  this  direction.  In  addition  to 
those  he  had  already  named,  Mr.  O'  Brien, 
agent  to  Lord  Inchiquin,  Mr.  L'Estrange, 
agent  to  Colonel  Cooper,  Mr.  Lepper, 
agent  to  Lord  Donegal,  and  numerous 
others,  were  of  this  opinion ;  they  were 
supported  by  landowners  such  as  Colonel 
King-Harman,  who  owned  70,000  acres, 
and  who  was  secretary  to  the  Committee 
of  Landowners,  and  by  Lord  Ventry,  who 
owned  100,000  acres  in  the  South.  Of 
other  witnesses  of  the  same  class,  a  very 
large  proportion  said  that  such  legislation 
was  unnecessary,  because  they  always 
themselves  recognized  their  tenants'  in- 
terest, and  did  practically  give  fixity 
of  tenure  and  fair  rents  appraised  with 
reference  to  the  tenants'  interest ;  and 
most  of  them,  though  not  quite  all,  per- 
mitted the  sale  of  tenants'  interest.  The 
same  witnesses  pointed  to  the  happy 
results  which  followed  upon  properties 
where  these  principles  were  acted  upon, 
where  practically  tenants  knew  that  by 
the  long  practice  of  the  estate  their  rents 
would  be  fairly  assessed,  with  full  re- 
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gard  to  the  tenants'  interest,  and  only 
raised  at  long  intervals  when  the  gener^ 
rise  in  value  of  property  justified  it.  They 
had  practical  fixity  of  tenure,  and  were 
allowed  freely  to  sell  their  holdings  to  the 
highest  hidder.     The  evidence  was  con- 
clusive that  on  such  estates  the  tenants 
were  prosperous  and  content,  improve- 
ments were  effected,  the  cultivation  was 
of  the  hest,  and  there  was  a  general 
feeling  of  security  ;  while,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  landlords*  rents  were  perfectly 
secure,  and  ranged  in  the  long  run  as 
high,  if  not  hig^her,  than  on  those  pro- 
perties where  tnere  was  no  security  and 
where  they  were  screwed  up.     Nothing 
could  be  more  certain  than  that  security 
of  tenure  under  the  conditions  of  Irish 
cultivation  was  as  beneficial  in  the  long 
run  to  the  landlords  as  to  the  tenants. 
It  was  this  system  which  the  Bill  pro- 
posed to  extend  from  the  best  managed 
properties  in  Ireland  to  all  properties. 
As  regarded  the  best  landlords,  it  did 
no  more  than  put  them  under  legal  com- 
pulsion to   do  that  which  they  always 
had  done  freely  and  willingly ;  and  as 
regarded  the  worst  landlords,  it  com- 
pelled them  to  do  what  experience  showed 
was  the  true  remedy  for  bad  cultivation, 
insecurity,    and   discontent.     Now,   the 
cardinal  point  and  principle  of  this  part 
of  the  Bill  was  the  tribunal  for  the  de- 
termination of  rent.     It  was  this  prin- 
ciple of  fair  rent  and  of  an  appeal  from 
the  landlord  to  a  Court,  which  ^1  parties 
who  had  looked  into  the  matter  were 
now  agreed  upon — the  majority  as  well 
the  minority  of   the    Duke    of    Rich- 
mond's Commission,  the  whole  of  the 
other  Commission,  the  Duke  of  Argyll, 
the    majority   of    landlords    and    land 
agents  in  Ireland,  the  majority  of  hon. 
Members  opposite.     The  concurrence  in 
the  necessity  for  this  was  almost  uni- 
versal.    Why  was  it  so?    Was  it  not 
from  the  fact  that  all  these  people  now 
recognized  and  admitted  that  the  tenants 
had   an   interest   or  property  in   their 
holdings  which  ought  to  be  fully  pro- 
tected?     It  had   been   said  that  that 
principle  was  in  contravention  of  freedom 
of  contract.     If  the  tenants  had  no  in- 
terest in  their  holdings,  if  they  were  in 
a  position  to   contract  freely  with  the 
owners  of  the   land,   the   principle   of 
freedom  of  contract  might  apply.     But 
that  was  not  so.     The  tenants  had  an 
interest  in  their  holdings  which  in  Ulster 
generally  was    equal    to    that    of   the 
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landlords,  and  elsewliere  in  Iielaod 
equal  to  one-third  of  the  competitio& 
value  of  the  holding ;  it  was  impossible 
for  them  to  disentangle  their  interest 
from  the  holding  so  as  to  be  in  a  poeitioa 
to  contract  freely  with  their  landlordi, 
and  the  result  was  conditionB  in  whidi 
freedom  of  contract  could  not  and  did 
not  exist.  Let  him  illustrate  that  by 
an  example.  Suppose  a  holding  let  i^ 
£20  a-year,  the  tenant  or  his  prede- 
cessors had  effected  all  the  improve- 
ments, had  built  the  house,  had  re- 
claimed the  land  from  the  waste,  hid 
removed  the  boulders,  and  had  fixm 
time  immemorial  exercised  all  the  lighti 
of  ownership  over  it.  The  tenant  right 
was  probably  worth  £200.  The  fiat  of  the 
landlord  went  forth  to  raise  the  rent  25 
per  cent.  This  reduced  the  value  of  the 
tenant  right  by  more  than  one-half  by 
appropriating  therefrom  property  to  thii 
amount.  The  tenant  might  leave  the 
farm  and  might  claim  the  full  value  of 
his  tenant  right ;  but  to  do  so  he  mxui 
give  up  everything  that  was  dear  to  him 
— his  home,  the  place  of  his  birth,  hii 
friends  and  neighbours;  he  must  go 
into  the  wide  world,  and  he  had  to 
recover  the  value  of  his  interest  by 
means  of  a  lawsuit  against  his  land- 
lord, whom  he  would  find  represented 
by  the  ablest  lawyers.  He  might  be 
too  old  to  begin  life  again  in  some 
other  profession .  What  freedom  of  con- 
tract was  there  between  him  and  hia 
landlord,  whom  he  could  approach  only 
through  a  Dublin  agent  ?  If  the  tenant 
should  resist  and  combine  with  his  fellow- 
tenants  and  neighbours  in  opposing  the 
increase  of  rent,  tlien  again  it  might 
be  asked  where  was  the  freedom  of  con- 
tract in  the  landlord?  He  contended 
that  the  conditions  for  freedom  of  con- 
tract did  not  exist.  Those  who  con- 
tended for  it  must  begin  by  denying  the 
tenant's  interest,  and  must  be  prepared 
to  see  it  appropriated  by  the  landlord. 
It  was  not  a  question  so  much  of  poli- 
tical economy.  It  was  a  question  of 
justice  and  equity.  The  interest  existed, 
and  under  the  present  conditions  it  was 
not  safe,  but  was  liable  to  be  appro- 
priated by  a  person  to  whom  it  did  not 
belong.  It  was  necessary,  therefore,  to 
give  it  protection,  and  the  only  way  of 
doing  this  was^  by  allowing  an  appeal  to 
the  law.  He  believed  it  was  as  much 
the  interest  of  the  landlord  as  of  the 
tenant  that  this  appeal  should  be  to  the 
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tribnnalfl  of  tbe  oountry  ratber  tban  to 
Bory  on  tbe  HilLs  or  to  the  self-conBti- 
tuted  tribunal  of  tbe  Land  League. 
When  we  bad  once  grasped  tbe  idea  of 
a  Government  tribunal  for  rents,  the 
other  principles  of  this  part  of  tbe  mea- 
sure necessarily,  logically,  and  inevitably 
followed.  The  appeal  to  a  tribunal  as  to 
rent  neo.essarily  implied  a  continued  occu- 
pation. Could  it  be  permitted  to  a  land- 
owner to  turn  the  tenant  out  immediately 
after  tbe  decision?  So  also  as  to  free  sale ; 
when  we  had  recognised  the  tenant's  in- 
terest, when  we  had  given  him  a  tenure, 
whether  for  15  or  30  years,  or  in  per- 
petuity, bow  could  we  resist  the  tenant's 
claim  to  be  allowed  to  realize  the  value 
of  it  ?  Even  if  we  should  do  so  in  law 
we  should  be  defeated  in  practice.  The 
incoming  and  outgoing  tenant  would 
come  to  terms  behind  the  back  of  the 
landowner,  as  they  did  now  in  numerous 
cases,  and  we  should  have  renewed  agi- 
tation until  full  recognition  of  the  in- 
terest was  conceded.  Here  political 
economy  was  certainly  in  favour  of  the 
claim  for  free  sale;  for  the  free  sale  and 
disposition  of  an  interest  once  recognized 
and  protected  at  law  was  an  almost  ele- 
mentary proposition  of  political  economy. 
It  was  said  that  they  were  creating  a  dual 
ownership  in  tbe  soil.  He  denied  that 
they  were  creating  such  a  system.  They 
were  recognizing  and  giving  full  pro- 
tection to  an  interest  which  existed,  and 
not  creating  it.  It  was  not  rightly  de- 
scribed as  an  ownership  in  the  soil ;  it 
was  a  right  of  occupation  of  the  soil  as 
distinguished  from  the  ownership.  The 
ownership  of  the  soil  was  qualified,  and 
out  of  it  was  carved  the  right  of  occupa- 
tion, and  the  two  togther  exhausted  the 
whole  value  of  the  soil  and  its  produce. 
He  would  not  weary  the  House  by  any 
historical  vindication  of  this  claim  of  the 
Irish  tenant.  There  seemed  to  be  an 
economic  justification  and  cause  for  it. 
Where  the  system  of  cultivation  of  a 
country  was  that  of  small  occupiers  it 
was  wholly  impossible  for  the  landlord 
to  efifeot  the  improvements,  to  build  the 
bouses  and  the  homesteads,  or  to  reclaim 
tbe  land  and  to  maintain  the  general 
equipments  of  the  farm.  To  attempt  to 
do  so  in  the  English  system  would  be 
ruin  to  tbe  landlord,  and  would  involve 
him  in  expenditure  of  more  than  the 
value  of  the  fee.  These  improvements 
must  be  effected  by  the  tenant;  and 
where  that  was  the  case  there  must 


grow  up  a  proprietary  interest  of  the 
tenant,  whicn  would  claim  and  must  re- 
ceive the  recognition  and  protection  of  the 
law.  It  had  been  repeatedly  said  in  this 
debate  that  the  Irish  tenant  was  more 
protected  by  law  than  the  tenant  of  any 
other  part  of  the  world ;  but  there  was  no 
other  part  of  Europe  where  such  a  vast 
and  universal  system  of  small  tenancy 
existed;  and  where  the  system  of  culti- 
vation was  in  small  holdings,  it  was  al- 
ways accompanied,  supported,  and  forti- 
fied by  the  fact  that  a  vast  proportion  of 
them  had  the  security  of  ownership.  It 
had  been  said  that  such  a  dual  owner- 
ship as  would  be  virtually  created  by  the 
Bill  would  be  a  source  of  confusion,  and 
that  experience  had  shown  that  where  it 
existed  on  the  Continent  it  bad  led  to 
an  agitation  to  get  rid  of  the  land- 
owner. That  was  perfectly  true  of  that 
kind  of  dual  ownership  which  came 
down  from  feudal  times,  and  where 
the  tenant  was  burdened  with  servile 
obligations  to  the  landowner ;  but 
there  were  throughout  Europe  a  vast 
number  of  tenures  of  a  different  charac- 
ter, not  dissimilar  to  that  which  would 
exist  under  that  Bill — namely,  of  here- 
ditary leases,  with  fixed  rents,  or  rents 
subject  to  periodical  revision.  Such 
tenures  were  common  in  Holland,  in 
many  parts  of  Germany,  and  France, 
and  in  North  Portugal.  They  were 
highly  appreciated.  They  were  con- 
sidered scarcely  inferior  to  freeholds, 
as  they  gave  security  to  small  occupiers 
and  led  to  good  cultivation.  He  might 
quote  from  a  recent  and  very  interest- 
ing description  of  Poi'tugal  by  Mr. 
Crawford,  our  Consul  at  Oporto.  After 
giving  an  account  of  these  hereditary 
leaseholders  in  the  North  of  that  coun- 
try, he  said — 

**Thia  system  has  created  in  the  Northern 
provinces  a  population  of  hardy,  independent, 
contented  yeomen.  There  are  no  great  terri- 
torial possessions,  no  accumulation  of  agricul- 
tural wealth  in  one  man's  hands ;  hut  there  is, 
again,  no  pauperism.  If  wo  cross  into  some  of 
the  Southern  provinces,  wo  find  the  reverse  of 
this  feature  of  prosperity  and  content— groat 
estates  ill-farmed,  rich  absentee  landlords,  and 
crowds  of  ill-looking,  poverty-stricken,  and 
woe-begone  tenants  and  day  labourers." 

Another  objection  raised  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  and  others  was  mainly 
directed  to  the  principle  of  free  sale. 
It  was  put  forward  in  the  interest  of 
tenants  of  the  future.  It  was  said  that 
while  they  forbade  the  rack-renting  of 
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landlords,  they  would  permit  the  rack- 
rentiiig  of  tenants  by  themselyes ;  that 
the  incoming  tenant  would  sell  his  in- 
terest to  the  highest  bidder,  and  that 
the  incomer  would  come  in  heavily  mort- 
gaged, and  be  unable  to  cultivate  the 
farm  to  the  best  advantage.  The  argu- 
ment was  specious  and  plausible,  and 
had  something  to  recommend  it  from  a 
theoretical  point  of  view  ;  but,  fortu- 
nately, it  was  not  confirmed  by  expe- 
rience. Experience  showed  that  on 
those  estates  where  free  sale  was  most 
fully  granted,  where  the  largest  prices 
were  given  for  tenant  right,  no  such 
evils  resulted.  The  estate  invariably 
gained  by  the  sale  of  tenant  right  in 
the  exchange  of  a  bad  tenant  for  a  good 
one.  In  the  case  of  Lord  Downshire's 
property,  the  tenant  right  was  fully  ad- 
mitted ;  there  was  no  Umit  to  the  price 
of  tenant  right,  and  the  long  practice  of 
the  family  had  given  rise  to  the  greatest 
confidence  that  rents  would  never  be 
raised  so  as  to  interfere  with  tenant 
right.  Tenant  right  there  amounted 
often  to  £40  per  Irish  acre,  or  £25  per 
English  acre — more  than  the  value  of 
the  fee.  There,  at  least,  they  would  be 
likely  to  see  cases  of  the  evil  result  of 
over-burdened  and  mortgaged  tenants ; 
but  it  was  not  so.  The  agent  for 
the  property  said  that  the  rents  were 
rather  higher  than  on  properties  out 
of  Ulster;  the  tenants  were  in  a  com- 
fortable condition,  the  land  was  bet- 
ter cultivated  than  elsewhere,  and 
there  was  general  content.  There  was 
similar  evidence  from  many  other  pro- 
perties. In  all  cases  it  was  admitted 
that  whenever  a  sale  took  place  a  good 
tenant  took  the  place  of  a  bad  one,  and 
tlie  landlord  was  paid  arrears  of  rent. 
The  supposed  evils  were  purely  ima- 
ginary. The  reason  was  that  full  secu- 
rity for  improvements  attracted  capital, 
and  did  not  repel  it.  If  a  tenant  on 
coming  into  possession  had  to  borrow  a 
part  of  his  capital,  he  soon  saved  money 
by  his  industry  and  repaid  it.  Landlord 
and  tenant  were  both  benefited  by  the 
security  and  by  the  consequent  improve- 
ments, and  in  the  long  run  rents  were 
higher  on  those  estates  than  elsewhere. 
He  recollected  the  late  Major  Dalton, 
the  agent  to  Lord  Headfort's  properties 
in  Meath  and  Cavan,  told  the  Committee 
of  three  years  ago  that  on  adjoining  pro- 
perties of  the  same  kind  tenant  right 
was  allowed  on  the  one  and  averaged 
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£15  per  acre,  and  was  not  allowei  on 
the  other ;  that  where  alloired  the  rents 
were  higher,  and  the  tenants  were  more 
prosperous  and  content  than  where  it 
was  not  allowed.  It  was  certain,  then, 
that  to  attempt  to  prevent  free  sale  or 
tenant  right,  or  to  limit  the  amount  of 
tenant  right,  was  unwise  and  not  in  the 
interest  of  either  landlord  or  tenant.  In 
fact,  security  of  tenure  and  free  sale  had 
almost  the  same  effect  upon  production, 
and  industry,  and  content  as  a  fall  ownel^ 
ship.  Ownership  was  the  highest  form 
of  security  known  to  the  law  ;  bat  con- 
tinuous occupancy,  under  the  Ulstet 
right,  with  fair  rents  and  free  asle, 
was  dosely  approaching  to  it,  and  gave 
full  security  to  the  tenant.  He  wonld 
now  say  a  very  few  words  uDon  the 
second  part  of  the  Bill,  that  facuitatinff 
occupying  ownership.  That  part  oaniea 
out  in  its  integrity,  with  one  very  alight 
exception,  the  Keport  of  his  Conmiittee 
of  three  years  ago,  and  he  need  hardly 
say  that  it  was  gratifying  to  him  to  oh* 
serve  what  general  concurrence  there 
was  both  as  to  the  subject  and  method 
of  these  clauses.  He  believed  that  if 
worked  in  the  spirit  of  the  Act  they 
would  prove  the  most  important  part  of 
it,  and  give  that  stability  and  support  to 
property  which  everyone  now  admitted 
was  so  much  needed.  There  was  no 
other  country  in  Europe  in  the  leaet 
degree  approaching  Ireland  in  the  dis- 
tribution of  its  property.  In  every  other 
country  it  had  long  ago  been  recognised 
that  every  consideration,  economical, 
political,  or  social,  pointed  to  the  ex- 
pediency of  a  wide  distribution  of  landed 
property,  and  to  fixing  the  peasantry  upon 
the  soil  as  far  as  possible.  He  had  on  seve- 
ral occasions  brought  that  subject  before 
the  House,  and  would  not  now  repeat 
what  he  had  said.  He  would  add, 
however,  that  every  foreign  statesman, 
jurist,  or  economist,  who  had  ever  visited 
or  written  upon  Ireland  had  pointed  to 
the  condition  of  its  land  ownership  and 
the  absence  of  proprietary  interest  of 
the  occupiers  of  its  land  as  the  chief 
causes  of  its  bad  economic  condition  and 
its  chronic  a^tation  and  discontent 
Count  Cavour,  De  Tocqueville,  De  Beau- 
mont, Sismondi,  Yon  Haumer,  Kohl, 
and  many  others,  had  written  in  that 
sense.  The  ablest  treatise  on  the  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  in  the  present  century 
was  that  by  De  Beaumont,  the  friend  of 
De  Tocqueville,  who  viaiied  it  in  1839 
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and  again  in   1862.     He  might  quote 
one  short  passage  from  it.     He  said — 

'*  So  long  as  the  Irish  are  only  tenants,  you 
will  see  them  always  miserable  and  indolent. 
With  what  energy  do  you  suppose  the  poor 
tenant  would  be  endowed  who  knows  that  if  he 
improYes  his  farm  his  rent  'will  be  propor- 
tionately increased  ?  *' 

And,  again — 

"  If  in  France  the  acquisftion  of  the  soil  has 
been  so  groat  an  impruvomcnt  for  the  people, 
of  what  benefit  will  it  bo  for  tho  Irish  pooplo  '^ 
It  is  to  be  hoped  that  the  day  when  there  will 
be  in  Ireland  small  proprietors  the  greater  part 
of  her  miseries  will  cease.  The  rich,  ceasing  to 
have  the  monopoly  of  land,  will  no  longer  be 
subject  to  the  curse  of  the  poor,  and  the  snuill 
owner  who  protects  with  his  body  his  field  and 
bis  cabin  will  have  nothing  to  fear  from  attacks 
of  which  in  Ireland  the  soil  is  the  object." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith), 
while  agreeing  in  principle  to  that 
part  of  the  Bill,  had  intimated  that 
there  might  be  danger  to  the  State 
in  the  Government  becoming  the  mort- 
gagee of  so  many  small  properties. 
There  was  a  danger  which  he  had  him- 
self feared';  and  in  the  proposal  which 
he  had  made  to  the  Committee  two  years 
ago  he  had  suggested  that,  if  possible, 
funds  for  that  purpose  should  be  derived 
from  an  Irish  source.  The  experience 
of  the  purchases  under  the  Church  Act 
had  shown  that  there  was  not  any  very 
great  danger  in  that  direction.  In  cir- 
cumstances of  very  great  difficulty,  the 
tenants  had  paid  their  instalments,  and 
they  had  passed  through  a  period  of  dis- 
tress with  greater  ease  than  ho  should 
have  expected.  They  must  expect  that 
if  they  had  a  similar  period  of  distress 
10  years  hence  there  would  bo  some 
difficulty ;  but  they  must  also  recollect 
that  the  security  of  the  State  was  every 
year  increasing.  Let  it  not  be  supposed 
that  peasant  proprietary  was  the  panacea 
of  all  the  ills  of  Ireland.  He  had  never 
put  it  forward  in  that  way.  It  was  no 
cure  for  bad  seasons.  Small  owners,  he 
had  no  doubt,  would  suffer  greatly  in 
times  of  depression  and  famine,  though 
he  believed  they  would  emerge  sooner 
from,  them  and  would  bear  them  more 
patiently.  It  would  be  no  cure  fur 
the  evils  of  over-crowding  in  some 
of  the  remote  parts  of  Mayo  and 
Doneg^,  and  he  thought  the  other 
parts  of  the  measure  more  suitable 
for  such  people  at  present ;  but  ho  could 
not  exclude  them  from  the  benefit  of 
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the  trial.  The  case  of  the  migratory 
labourers  was  a  peculiar  one,  and  seemed 
to  him  to  require  special  treatment ;  but 
he  would  not  now  detain  the  House  upon 
them.  The  case  of  other  Irish  labourers 
was  important.  He  was  glad  to  see  the 
great  interest  taken  in  this  subject  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite ;  it  was  somewhat  un- 
expected. He  hoped  at  some  future  time 
their  case  might  be  dealt  with ;  but  at 
present  the  Bill  was  already  heavily 
weighted.  They  might  recollect  also 
that  the  labourers  were  closely  allied  to 
the  small  tenant  farmers.  In  many  parts 
of  Ireland  there  was  no  class  of  labourers 
as  distinct  from  the  tenants,  and  the  la- 
bourers were  the  sons  of  the  tenants. 
Whatever  they  did  to  improve  the  con- 
dition of  the  tenants,  to  give  security,  to 
induce  improvements,  would  re-act  on 
the  labourers.  The  passage  from  the  one 
class  to  the  other  was  continuous,  and 
the  prospect  of  being  able  to  buy  land 
or  to  buy  a  tenancy  would  be  the  best 
and  surest  promoter  of  thrift  and  indus- 
try among  the  labouring  people.  There 
were  many  other  questions  which  had 
been  touched  on  in  the  course  of  this  dis- 
cussion, such  as  the  transfer  of  land,  the 
Law  of  Entail,  and  others ;  but,  however 
important,  thoy  were  beyond  the  scope 
of  the  Bill.  This  Bill  was  already  suffi- 
ciently freighted;  and  if  it  came  into 
harbour  with  its  present  cargo,  with- 
out any  loss  from  jettison  or  otherwise, 
it  would  be,  he  believed,  fraught  with 
great  benefit  to  Ireland.  For  his  own 
part,  he  had  not  lost  his  faith  in  the  fu- 
ture of  Ireland,  or  in  the  generous  quali- 
ties of  its  people,  or  in  their  respect  for 
right  and  justice,  if  all  were  equally  pro- 
tected. There  was  much  indeed  to  de- 
plore in  the  weary  cycles  of  agitations 
and  discontent,  and  especially  in  the 
events  of  the  last  two  years  ;  but  it  had 
seemed  to  him  that  these  most  imfor- 
tunate  events  had  their  origin  in  intense 
suffering  caused  by  agricultural  loss, 
aggravated  by  a  sense  of  injustice  and 
wrong.  If  by  this  Bill  they  were  able 
to  remove  that  sense  of  injustice  and 
wrong,  it  was  his  belief  that  under  the 
auspices  of  better  seasons  they  might 
look  forward  at  no  distant  date  to  the 
return  of  prosperity,  content,  and  order 
in  that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  al- 
though  he  believed  the  Bill  to  be  imper- 
fect in  many  important  points,  he  would 
confine  himself  mainly  to  the  principles 
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of  the  Bill  whioli  were  contested,  re- 
serving questions  of  detail  for  Commit- 
tee. He  felt  bound,  however,  to  remark 
that  the  Bill  did  not  give  any  substantial 
benefit  to  tenants  who  were  under  evic- 
tion for  arrears  of  rent.  It  gave  them 
some  benefit ;  but  it  did  not  sufficiently 
recognize  the  case  of  those  who  had  been 
suffering  from  rack-rents,  which  they  had 
been  unable  to  pay  in  consequence  of 
distress  arising  from  a  succession  of  bad 
seasons ;  and  yet  he  understood  that  one 
of  the  reasons  for  passing  the  Bill  was 
the  existence  of  rack-rents.  The  Go- 
vernment, therefore,  could  not  escape 
from  the  necessity  of  applying  strong 
remedies  in  this  direction.  Again,  the 
class  of  leaseholders  deserved  as  much 
consideration  as  the  yearly  tenants,  many 
of  them  having  been  obliged  to  take  a 
30  years'  lease  under  threat  of  eviction, 
the  object  of  the  landlord  being  to  cause 
the  tenant,  by  virtue  of  his  being  a  lease- 
holder, to  forfeit  the  advantages  conferred 
upon  the  tenants  by  the  Act  of  1870.  He 
would  now  answer  some  of  the  objec- 
tions raised  to  the  Bill  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House — objections  which  had 
been  candidly  raised,  and  deserved  a  can- 
did reply.  The  first  part  of  the  Bill  re- 
gulating contracts  was  challenged,  on 
the  ground  that  the  State  had  no  right 
to  interfere  with  the  owner  in  imposing 
rent;  but  the  Irish  landlord  had  not 
been  in  the  past  the  absolute  owner  of 
his  land  in  respect  to  rent.  Owing,  pro- 
bably, to  the  violent  manner  in  which 
land  had  been  transferred  in  the  past, 
the  people  claimed  the  right  of,  at  least, 
cultivating  the  land  which  had  belonged 
to  the  tribe  at  a  moderate  rent,  leaving 
the  tenant  a  property.  Irish  landlords 
had  formerly  admitted  and  recognized 
this  custom.  They  had  not  used  compe- 
tition, the  owner's  ordinary  standard,  as 
a  test  of  rent.  The  right  to  this  pro- 
perty, and  the  injustice  of  exacting  a 
rack-rent  which  would  destroy  it,  was 
shown  by  the  Beport  of  the  Bessborough 
Commission.  A  tendency  had  of  late 
years  sprung  up  to  violate  the  custom 
and  destroy  the  tenant's  property  by  rack- 
rents.  This  tendency  had  been  intro- 
duced by  means  of  middlemen  and  sub- 
letting, and  also  through  undue  competi- 
tion ;  and  it  was  very  likely  that  the  men 
who  had  taken  farms  over  the  tenants' 
heads  now  turned  round  and  said  they 
would  pay  no  more  than  Griffith's  valua- 
tion.    The  Landed   Estates  Court,  too, 
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had  bought  in  porcliaflers  who  Tidaied 
the  old  custom  of  the  oountiy,  and 
charged  rack-rents.  The  effect  of  the 
Bill  would  be  to  restore  the  custom,  and 
only  to  prevent  the  usurpation  of  a  daim 
on  the  part  of  the  bad  landlord  incon- 
sistent with  it.  They  were  told  that 
the  effect  of  this  measure  on  the  good 
landlord,  who  had  been  faithful  to  the 
traditions  of  h'is  country,  and  had  not 
rack-rented  his  tenants,  but  had  left 
them  their  property  in  the  soil — that 
the  effect  on  those  landlords  would  be 
nil.  If  they  had  not  rack-rented  the 
Court  would  not  recognize  a  claim  for 
the  reduction  of  rent ;  but  if  they  had, 
if  they  had  destroyed  the  traditional  in- 
terest of  the  tenants  in  the  land,  thej 
would  be  liable  to  have  their  rente 
brought  within  reasonable  limits.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  that  was  a  veiy 
fallacious  statement  of  the  effects  of  the 
Bill.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the  land- 
lord would  always  have  the  power  of 
initiating  proceedings  in  the  Court  by 
resisting  the  tenant's  demand  for  the 
reduction  of  rent,  because,  if  a  tenant 
wished  to  continue  in  possession  after  a 
demand  of  increased  rent,  he  would  be 
compelled  to  go  into  court,  and  that  was 
equivalent  to  a  right  to  initiate  proceed- 
ings in  the  Land  Court.  The  right  of  free 
sale  was  absolutely  essential  to  a  pro- 
perty  in  the  tenant,  because  without  iiy 
if  a  tenant  found  himself  unable  to  cany 
on  his  business,  the  landlord,  by  re- 
fusing the  right  to  sell,  could  anni- 
hilate the  property.  The  interpretation 
which  assumed  that  in  measuring  the 
rent  the  amount  to  which  the  tenant 
would  be  entitled  to  compensation 
should  be  deducted  from  a  compata- 
tion  of  the  landlord's  interest,  seemed 
to  him  not  borne  out  by  the  lang^uage 
of  the  Bill.  It  seemed  to  him  that  ^e 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  preserve  and 
take  into  account  the  property  which  the 
tenant  had  over  and  above  the  landlord's 
interest.  The  clause  was,  however,  am- 
biguous, and  as  unsatisfactory  with  its 
present  wording  to  the  tenant  as  to  the 
landlord,  and  would  require  explanation 
and  amendment.  Free  sale  properly 
guarded  was  absolutely  necessary  to  the 
tenant ;  without  it  a  tenant  would  feel 
himself  always  in  a  state  of  insecurity, 
and  would  be  deterred  from  putting  in 
the  land  his  capital,  labour,  and  skill 
A  gn'at  (ieal  had  been  said  about  the 
increased  prospect  of  litigation  uudec 
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this  Bill ;  bat  if  a  wise  and  fair  tribunal 
were  eetablished,  lie  oontended  that  liti- 
gationbetween  landlord  and  tenant  would 
be  diminished  rather  than  increased. 
With  this  view,  he  recommended  the 
introduction  into  the  Court  of  technical 
skill  and  local  knowledge.  With  regard 
to  the  establishment  of  a  peasant  pro- 
prietaiT,  he  thought  it  was  necessary, 
not  only  for  the  prosperity  of  farmers, 
but  for  the  tranquillity  of  the  country, 
that  everything  should  be  done  that  in 
reason  could  be  done  to  develop  a  pea- 
sant proprietary.  The  principle  of  the 
Bill  might  well  be  enlarged  without  any 
danger  to  the  taxpayer.  The  Treasury 
should  receive  a  larger  power  of  advance 
to  be  exercised  in  each  case  on  its  merits, 
and  the  time  for  repayment  might  also 
be  safely  extended.  But  if  universal 
peasant  proprietary  were  created,  the 
land  being  divided  into  many  small  hold- 
ings, absolute  free  trade  in  land  would 
be  the  result.  Land  would  be  accumu- 
lated in  the  hands  of  small  capitalists 
who  would  develop  into  landlords,  and 
he  feared  a  class  of  tenants  it  would  be 
impossible  to  protect  would  spring  up, 
as  much  at  the  mercy  of  small  and 
griping  landlords  as  the  Belgian  tenants, 
whose  condition  was  so  bad.  It  would 
be  futile  to  try  and  prevent  letting. 
History  taught  that  all  attempt  to  inter- 
fere with  the  ordinary  operations  dictated 
by  the  love  of  profit  were  futile.  The 
natural  growth  of  an  occupying  pro- 
prietary would  avoid  these  dangers.  Men 
would  learn  from  the  experience  of  others 
how  far  a  position  of  ownership  suited 
them.  They  would  see  the  benefits  and 
dangers  and  undoubted  responsibilities 
of  proprietorship.  They  would  learn 
what  he  supposed  was  the  result  of  the 
competition  caused  by  ownership,  that 
proprietorship  required  more  capital, 
more  industry,  and,  above  all,  more 
agricultural  skill  than  tenancy.  Mean- 
time tenants  would  bo  protected  by  the 
first  part  of  the  Bill ;  and  while  pro- 
prietors remained  only  as  a  portion  of 
the  community  of  agriculture,  it  would 
be  easier  to  impose  conditions  on  their 
contracts  of  letting  than  if  there  were 
a  universal  peasant  proprietary  imme- 
diately created.  The  emigration  clauses 
could  not  but  be  viewed  unfavourably 
by  Irish  Members,  who  went  to  the  root 
of  things,  and  saw  that  emigration  arose 
from  a  bad  system  of  Land  Laws.  But 
be  believed  these  clauses  were,  in  addi- 


tion, unnecessary  for  any  measure,  whe- 
ther of  proprietary  or  tenant  right. 
Giving  a  right  of  free  sale  would,  for  the 
present,  strengthen  the  tendency  to  sell, 
to  consolidate,  and  to  emigrate.  These 
were  views  which  he  had  arrived  at  con- 
cerning this  Bill.  He  was  glad  that  it 
stepped  in  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
because  unless  the  rent  was  regulated 
they  would  be  driven  into  a  general  ex- 
propriation of  the  landlords*  property. 
The  details  of  the  Bill  would  require 
large  amendments.  Its  principles  were 
sound  and  wise.  He  hoped  they  would  be 
adhered  to,  and  fully  developed  by  the 
House.  If  they  were  rejected,  he  trembled 
to  think  what  would  happen — not  only 
as  regarded  the  landlords'  property,  but 
the  general  peace  of  the  country ;  but  if 
they  were  accepted  and  became  the  law 
of  the  land  he  believed  they  would  lay 
the  foundation  of  true  prosperity.  That 
prosperity  might  not  grow  up  in  a  single 
night  like  the  gourd  of  the  Prophet; 
but  it  would  strike  deep  root,  and  be 
steady,  permanent,  and  universal. 

Mb.  THOROLD  ROGERS  said,  that 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Had- 
dingtonshire (Lord  Elcho)  had  stated  in 
his  Amendment  that  the  Bill,  as  far  as 
its  leading  provisions  were  concerned, 
was  economically  unsound.  He  was 
afraid  he  must  lie  under  the  censure  of 
that  Amendment,  because  a  dozen  years 
ago  he  expressed  his  conviction  in  a 
Paper  he  then  read,  and  had  since  re- 
published, that  the  granting  of  fixity  of 
tenure,  fair  rents,  and  free  sale  was 
essential  to  the  pacification  of  Ireland. 
He  felt  certain,  from  an  examination  of 
the  condition  of  Ireland,  that  nothing 
short  of  these  three  concessions  would 
satisfy  the  legitimate  demands  of  the 
Irish  people,  and  bring  Ireland  into  a 
state  in  which  it  would  cease  to  be  a 
reproach  to  the  Administration  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  view  he  took  a  dozen  years  ago 
had  been  singularly  justified  by  the 
events  which  had  since  happened.  Cer- 
tainly great  concessions  had  been  made 
to  Ireland  since  1869 ;  but  they  had  not 
touched  what  was  at  the  bottom  of  Irish 
disaffection  and  of  the  Irish  difficulty — 
the  proper  recognition  of  the  right  of  the 
tenant  to  what  his  own  industry  had 
created,  and  of  his  place  on  the  soil  of 
the  country  to  which  he  belonged.  He 
listened  the  other  day  witli  great  in- 
terest to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
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the  Member  for  Barnstaple  (Yisoount 
Lymington),  who  bore  his  testimony  to 
what  the  wisdom  and  justice  of  a  par- 
ticular family  could  do  in  a  part  of  Ire- 
land. The  noble  Lord  told  them  that 
on  the  estate  in  question  rents  were 
punctually  paid,  and  that  peace  and 
contentment  were  general ;  but  that 
happy  state  of  things  might  be  wrecked 
if  the  possessor  of  the  estate  determined 
to  make  use  of  the  power  which  his  own 
yices  and  the  law  of  the  land  gave  him 
over  his  tenants.  They  ought  to  pro- 
vide by  the  operation  of  the  law  that 
persons  should  not  be  brought  within 
the  range  of  a  system  by  which  the  per- 
manent peace  and  the  rights  of  the 
people  might  depend  on  the  will  of  an 
individual.  The  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Haddingtonshire  told  the  House 
that  the  Bill  in  its  main  provisions  was 
economically  unsound.  He  wanted  to 
know  what  was  meant  by  economically 
unsound.  Eminent  statesmen  often  used 
words  in  a  special  sense ;  and  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  strengthened  his  case  by 
quotations  from  any  writers  on  political 
economy,  such  as  Mr.  John  Stuart  Mill, 
80  that  he  was  at  a  loss  to  know  pre- 
cisely what  was  intended.  The  noble 
Lord  had,  indeed,  read  extracts  from 
the  speeches  of  Judge  Longfield ;  but  he 
did  not  care  much  for  Judge  Longfield's 
speculations  on  the  Irish  Question,  know- 
ing that,  as  a  rule,  lawyers  had  but  little 
acquaintance  with  either  history  or  law. 
The  Report  of  Mr.  Bonamy  Price  was 
nothing  more  than  pure  assertion.  He 
quite  forgot  the  enormous  difficulties  in 
which  the  people  of  Ireland  were  placed, 
and  those  which  the  Gt)vemment  and 
Parliament  had  to  deal  with  in  order 
that  complete  justice  might  be  done. 
Turning  to  the  actual  facts  of  the  case, 
he  contended  that  the  insecurity  of  the 
Irish  tenant  farmer  was  the  cause  of 
most  of  his  difficulties.  A  man  could 
not  be  expected  to  sow  without  a  cer- 
tainty of  being  allowed  to  reap  his  crop. 
And,  as  things  were,  the  position  of  the 
Irish  occupier  was  aggravated  by  the  ex- 
orbitant raising  of  rents  and  by  the  loss 
of  the  value  of  his  improvements.  That 
was  the  state  of  things  that  prevailed  in 
very  many  parts  of  Ireland.  It  was  often 
alleged  that  the  Bill  would  seriously 
diminish  and  injure  the  property  of  the 
landlords ;  but  that  he  was  altogether 
dispoBod  to  deny.  Similar  fears  had 
iM-en  ♦'iitci  taiiied  (»n  other  occaj^ions,  and 


particularly  at  the  time  of  the  repeal  of 
the  Crom  Laws,  when  the  oount^  gen- 
tlemen complained  that  the  agricultural 
interests  were  ruined,  while,  in  point 
of  fact,  the  agriculturiats  had  suffered 
only  from  the  consummate  and  idiotic 
folly  of  the  landlords,  who  were  now 
going  about  like  sturdy  beggars  asking 
Parliament  to  relieve  them.  However, 
the  present  Bill,  so  far  from  injuring 
the  landlords  of  Ireland,  would  infinitely 
enhance  the  value  of  their  property.  Ha 
ventured  to  predict  that  if  the  proposed 
changes  were  effected  in  Ireland,  that 
disposition  to  save,  which  was  charac- 
teristic of  the  Irish  people,  would  drive 
them  before  long  into  those  branches  of 
manufacturing  industry  which  in  former 
days  were  destroyed  in  Ireland  by  the 
cupidity  and  greed  of  the  manufacturen 
and  landowners  of  this  country.  A  good 
deal  had  been  said  about  confiscation; 
but  what  did  confiscation  mean  ?  When 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  called 
upon  him  to  pay  a  tax,  that  was  oonfi»- 
cation.  Confiscation  was  the  taxing  part 
of  a  private  man's  substance  for  the 
National  Exchequer.  But  there  was 
another  kind  of  confiscation,  far  worse 
than  anything  which  could  be  done 
by  any  law  proposed  in  that  Honse^ 
namely,  the  right  which  the  stronger 
had  to  appropriate  the  property  of  the 
weaker.  That  had  been  aone  pretty 
freely  in  Ireland.  He  contended  that 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  equitable, 
its  essence  was  arbitration,  and  its 
purpose  was  a  final  settlement  of  the 
question.  Much  had  been  said  about 
interference  with  that  three-legged  horse 
freedom  of  contract ;  but  if  they  allowed 
persons  to  do  just  as  they  pleased  in 
their  relations  with  their  fellow-sub- 
jects, the  result  would  be  universal 
swindling  in  the  whole  of  society.  They 
had  interfered  with  freedom  of  con- 
tract in  various  ways,  and  in  proof  of 
this  he  need  only  refer  to  the  laws  re- 
lating to  the  employment  of  women  and 
children  in  factories  and  the  truck  sys- 
tem. The  noble  Lord  had  told  them 
that  the  production  of  this  Bill  was  a 
yielding  to  violence  and  agitation ;  but 
it  should  be  remembered  that  no  great 
reform  had  been  effected  in  this  country 
without  an  agitation  preceding  it.  Thus 
agitation  preceded  Catholic  Emancipa- 
tion, the  reform  of  the  representation, 
and  the  reppal  of  the  Corn  Laws.  There 
was  not  a  single  Europeaa  community 
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wliicli  had  not  got  rid  of  its  feudal  insti- 
tutions. In  1846  there  were  as  many 
outrages  in  Denmark  as  in  Ireland ;  but 
a  wise  statesman  arose,  who  made  the 
Danish  peasant  proprietor  of  the  soil  he 
cultivated,  and  Denmark  had  ever  since 
been  a  prosperous  country.  It  was  a 
measure  of  simple  justice  which  the  Go- 
vernment now  proposed  to  extend  to 
Ireland.  It  would  be  a  ^eat  thing  if 
they  could  by  any  means  bring  about  a 
state  of  things  in  which  they  could  dis- 
pense with  every  policeman  and  soldier 
who  were  now  employed  to  maintain  un- 
just and  iniquitous  laws;  for  the  cost  of 
all  the  machinery  adopted  nominally  to 
maintain  peace  in  Ireland,  but  really  to 
collect  rents,  was  pretty  nearly  as  much 
as  the  value  of  the  whole  rents  together. 
It  was  contemplated  that  under  this  Bill 
those  who  by  their  own  labour  had  de- 
veloped a  value  in  the  soil  which  they 
occupied  should  have  the  satisfaction  of 
feeling  that  they  possessed  a  property  in 
that  soil.  The  Bill  had  been  described 
as  Communistic.  Communism  was  the 
sacrifice  of  the  property  of  the  few  to 
the  interests  of  the  many ;  but  a  greater 
evil  had  long  existed  in  Ireland — the 
sacrifice  of  the  property  of  the  many  to 
the  interests  of  the  few — and  it  was  that 
which  the  Bill  was  designed  to  remedy. 
Ireland  ever  since  the  Union  had  la- 
boured under  g^eat  social  and  political 
disadvantages.  At  the  present  time, 
for  instance,  she  possessed  nothing  like 
an  intermediate  system  of  education. 
There  were  several  points  in  the  Bill  to 
which  he  should  object  in  Committee; 
but,  as  far  as  the  principle  was  con- 
cerned, it  seemed  to  him  the  Govern- 
ment had  brought  forth  a  measure 
which  dealt  with  the  relations  of  land- 
lord and  tenant  in  a  manner  thoroughly 
sound.  The  measure  was  an  attempt 
to  reverse  the  history  of  the  past  of  Ire- 
land. It  was  an  attempt  to  make  a  new, 
and  he  believed  a  final,  treaty  of  peace 
between  England  and  Ireland,  under 
which  all  lawful  rights  would  be  re- 
spected, all  legitimate  property  secured, 
and  all  sound  and  economic  principles 
vindicated.  He  did  not  pretend  to  say 
that  when  this  measure  of  justice  was 
done  to  the  Irish  people,  and  when  the 
sound  principles  the  Bill  contained  had 
begun  to  produce  their  fruit,  all  agita- 
tion in  Ireland  would  cease.  It  was  too 
much  to  expect  that  after  centuries  of 
discontent  a  nation  would  at  once  ac- 


quiesce in  a  settlement;  but  just  as 
after  a  volcano  had  broken  forth  and 
rendered  the  surrounding  country  like 
a  smoking  furnace,  for  a  time  there 
would  still  be  a  fire  glowing  in  the 
cracks,  but  when  years  had  passed  by 
the  place  which  was  the  scene  of  deso- 
lation and  misery  would  become  a  fruit- 
ful garden,  so  he  believed  it  would  be  in 
Ireland.  And  he  had  no  doubt  that  if 
he  lived  long  enough  to  witness  the  re- 
sults of  the  measure  he  would  feel  that 
the  best  days  of  his  life,  and  the  day  on 
which  he  looked  back  with  the  greatest 
satisfaction,  was  that  on  which  he  strove 
in  his  place  in  the  English  Parliament 
to  heal  the  discontent  of  centuries,  and 
to  do  right  to  the  country  which  had 
sufi'ered  wrong  for  centuries. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  he  did 
not  know  whether  the  House  looked 
upon  the  speech  which  had  just  been 
delivered  with  as  much  satisfaction  as 
the  author  anticipated  for  himself  when 
looking  back  to  it  some  years  hence. 
The  hon.  Member  had  been  Professor 
of  Political  Economy  at  Oxford,  and 
was  the  author  of  one  or  two  ex- 
tremely meritorious  books  on  political 
economy ;  and  he  had  therefore  ex- 
pected, when  he  saw  him  get  up,  to 
hear  from  him  some  sound  and  econo- 
mic argument  in  defence  of  this  Bill. 
Instead  of  this  the  hon.  Member  had 
treated  them  to  a  most  extraordinaiy 
mixture  of  historical  illustrations,  which 
illustrated  nothing,  to  miscellaneous  in- 
vective, directed  against  everybody  in 
general,  to  almost  truculent  criticism  of 
every  political  economist  but  himself, 
with  the  one  exception  of  Mr.  Mill, 
whom  he  treated  with  a  calm  and  con- 
temptuous superiority.  [Mr.  Thobold 
EooERS :  I  never  quoted  anybody.]  He 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  did  not  accuse  the 
hon.  Member  of  quoting  anybody  ; 
what  he  said  was  that  he  treated  them 
to  truculent  criticism.  As  he  listened 
to  the  speech  he  wondered  what  the 
Prime  Minister  would  think  of  two 
statements  in  it.  The  first  was  that  the 
Bill  included  provisions  for  fair  rents, 
free  sale,  and  fixity  of  tenure  ;  and  the 
next  was  as  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's gradual  conversion  on  the  subject 
of  Irish  land.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had,  over  and  over  again,  stated 
that  the  Bill  was  not  based  on  the  three 
F's  as  alleged  by  his  supporters;  and 
as  to   the  conversion,   he   (Mr.   A.   J. 
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Balfour)  admitted  its  existence ;  but  he 
must  altogether  deny  that  it  had  been 
gradual,  since  less  than  two  years  ago 
several  Members  of  the  Ministry  de- 
clared themselves  directly  opposed  to 
principles  which  they  now  embraced. 
Hon.  Members  who  so  triumphantly 
prophesied  the  success  of  this  measure 
appeared  altogether  to  forget  that  the 
Liberal  Party  had  made  several  at- 
tempts to  settle  the  Land  Question  per- 
manently, and  that  ovory  attempt  had 
been  hailed  with  the  same  approving 
chorus.  In  186')  there  was  one  final 
settlement  of  this  question ;  in  1 870 
there  was  another ;  and  now  a  third  final 
settlement  was  proposed.  Three  final 
settlements  in  21  years.  He  had  no 
doubt  if  the  present  Bill  passed  into  law 
it  would  be  the  parent  of  many  future 
final  settlements,  introduced  with  the 
same  hopes  and  ending  with  the  same 
disappointments.  This  was  not  all.  The 
Liberal  Party  had  boxed  the  political 
compass  on  this  question.  For  the  Bill 
of  1H60  was  founded  on  free  contract; 
the  Bill  of  1 881  on  Socialistic  principles ; 
while  the  Bill  of  1870  was  a  transition 
between  the  two.  But  even  this  did  not 
show  the  full  incompetence  of  the  Party 
opposite  to  deal  with  this  problem ;  for 
it  now  appeared  that  by  the  Bill  of  1 870, 
without  in  the  least  intending  it,  they 
had  conferred  on  the  tenants  property 
•which  properly  belonged  to  the  landlord, 
and  they  now  thought  it  necessary  to 
legalize  deliberately  this  accidental  con- 
fiscation, and  to  enforce  those  rights  by 
means  of  the  present  Bill.  With  regard 
to  peasant  proprietors,  although  he 
doubted  the  economic  advantages  of  the 
system,  he  believed  it  would  be  politi- 
cally advantageous  on  the  broad  prin- 
ciple that  if  legislation  was  to  be  carried 
on  under  mob  dictation,  it  was  well  in 
the  interests  of  justice  to  have  a  mob  on 
both  sides.  He  did  not  propose  to  de- 
tain the  House  further  on  this  question  ; 
but  he  wished  to  say  one  word  on  the 
subject  of  free  sale.  The  whole  object  of 
the  Bill,  they  liad  been  told,  was  to  coun- 
teract the  land  hunger  which  existed  in 
Ireland.  He  wished  to  ask,  when  the 
tenant  w'as  allowed  to  sell  his  holding 
for  full  value,  would  his  successor  be 
rack-rented  or  not  in  eflfect?  It  was 
clear  that  if  the  operation  of  competi- 
tion was  allowed  to  drive  up  the  tenant's 
interest  to  its  full  limit  of  value,  the 
incoming  tenant,  between  the  claims  of 
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the  money-lender  and  those  of  the  land- 
lord, would  pay  precisely  the  same  rent 
as  if  competition  had  throughout  been 
allowed  full  play,  except  that  the  monej 
would  not  go  into  the  right  pockets. 
The  only  possible  way  in  which  this 
result  could  be  avoided  was  by  diminish- 
ing, through  the  operation  of  the  Land 
Court,  the  rent  paid  by  the  new  tenant 
in  consequence  of,  and  having  regard  to, 
the  excessive  price  paid  for  the  tenant 
right.  But  if  that  were  the  altematiTe 
adopted  by  the  Government,  the  Bill 
was  one  of  undisguised  spoliation.  Free 
sale,  in  short,  must  end  either  in  rack- 
renting  or  in  robbery.  Then  there  cams 
the  question  of  fair  rents.  Even  in  Eng- 
land it  was  difficult  to  settle  a  fair  rent 
by  arbitration.  But  there  was  this 
great  difference — that  whereas  in  Eng- 
land there  was  a  fair  standard  ascer- 
tained by  competition,  in  Ireland,  after 
the  passing  of  the  Bill,  there  would  be 
no  standard.  But  that  was  not  alL 
What  the  Bill  was  really  attempting 
was  to  fix  the  standard  of  living  for 
Irish  labourers.  A  large  proportion  of 
the  farmers  were  really  in  the  position 
of  labourers.  To  fix  their  rents  was 
really  equivalent  to  fixing  the  amount 
of  wages  they  were  to  receive.  In  parti 
of  Ireland  the  tenants  had  no  capital, 
and  any  law  regulating  the  rents  they 
paid  was  really  a  law  regulating  wages. 
The  Bill  was  therefore  Socialistic  in  its 
character.  Socialistic  schemes  were  al- 
ways directed  to  redressing  by  Govern- 
ment interference  the  evils,  or  supposed 
evils,  in  regard  to  the  distribution  of 
wealth  which  flowed  from  unrestricted 
competition .  From  that  point  of  view  the 
Bill  was  clearly  a  step  in  the  direction 
of  Socialism.  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  remarked  that  they  did  in- 
terfere between  the  employer  of  labour 
and  the  artizan,  because  they  had  a  Poor 
Law ;  but  he  could  hardly  have  been 
serious  in  maintaining  that  there  wts 
•any  analogy  between  the  operation  of 
the  Poor  Law  and  the  operation  of  the 
proposed  Land  Court.  Almost  all  the 
arguments  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South- 
wark  (Mr.  Thorold  Rogers)  were  based 
on  the  supposition  that  it  was  impossible 
to  give  the  tenant  the  value  of  his  im- 
provements unless  they  passed  this  Bill; 
but  that  proposition  he  altogether  denied. 
Nobody  wanted  the  tenant  to  lose  his  im- 
provements; there  were  provisions  in 
the  Bill  altogether  distinct  from  those 
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he  had  been  criticizing  which  would  se- 
cure the  improvements  he  had  made; 
and  there  was  no  necessity  for  them  to 
choose  between  swallowing  the  whole 
Bill  brought  in  by  the  Government  and 
allowing  the  tenant  to  be  deprived 
of  that  which  his  labour  had  produced. 
He  did  not  believe  they  were  bound 
to  find  a  complete  remedy  for  the  state 
of  Ireland.  They  would  not  think  the 
more  highly  of  a  physician  because 
he  professed  to  cure  all  diseases ;  and 
a  politician  was  not  a  great  statesman 
because  he  conceived  that  by  one  Bill 
he  could  provide  a  remedy  for  ills  so 
deep  seated  and  of  such  long  standing 
as  those  of  Ireland.  They  were  not  to 
be  cured  by  months  of  well-meaning 
administrative  weakness,  followed  by 
a  Coercion  Act  of  unexampled  severity, 
followed  again  by  wild  legislation  of 
this  kind.  It  was  only  slow  improve- 
ment that  could  be  permanent.  He  was 
not  prepared  with  any  other  legislation ; 
but  he  could  not  on  that  account  give 
his  adhesion  to  this.  It  was  to  be  con- 
demned, not  only  because  it  taught  the 
lesson  too  often  taught  before  that  agita- 
tion would  produce  legislation,  but  also 
because  it  must  fail  in  its  intended  object. 
It  could  not  relieve  the  tenant  from  the 
rack-renting  which  was  produced  by 
competition ;  it  introduced  principles 
which  no  other  Government  had  been 
bold  enough  to  adopt,  and  which,  he 
feared,  might  be  applied  to  other  coun- 
tries than  Ireland,  and  to  other  indus- 
tries than  agriculture ;  and  for  these 
reasons,  if  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Elcho)  per- 
sisted in  his  Amendment,  he  should  sup- 
port him  ;  if  not,  he  should  vote  for  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Leicestershire  (Lord  John 
Manners). 

Mb.  p.  J.  SMYTH  said,  he  had  listened 
with  pleasure  to  the  temperate  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Westmin- 
ster (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  and  all  the 
more  so  because  it  was  such  a  marked 
contrast  to  other  speeches  made  from  the 
same  side  of  the  House,  except  that  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  O'Shaughnessy).  It  was  an  unfor- 
tunate circumstance  that  a  purely  social 
question,  the  relation  of  landlord  and 
tenant,  upon  the  satisfactory  settlement 
of  which  the  very  existence  of  a  nation 
depended,  should  assume  in  that  House, 
at  that  early  stage,  a  Party  character.  A 


Party  triumph  on  such  a  question  could 
be  achieved  only  at  the  sacrifice  of  a 
nation's  life.  Ireland,  without  distinc- 
tion of  Party,  appealed  to  the  House  for 
peace,  and  the  most  thorough  partizan- 
ship  might  well  shrink  from  the  respon- 
sibility of  making  her  wasted  fields  the 
theatre  of  Party  conflict.  It  was  scarcely 
justifiable  in  the  circumstances  of  Ireland 
to  meet  a  Bill  of  this  character,  framed, 
as  it  obviously  was,  in  a  spirit  of  justice 
and  conciliation,  with  obstructive  criti- 
cism, unless  such  criticism  were  accom- 
panied by  proposals  better  calculated  to 
accomplish  the  object  which  all  Parties 
in  the  House  should  have  in  view — the 
peace  and  prosperity  of  Ireland.  Where 
were  these  proposals  ?  Where  were  these 
grand  schemes  for  the  development  of 
the  resources  of  Ireland  ?  Elcho  an- 
swered, where  ?  He  looked  on  this  Bill 
as  a  great  measure  of  justice ;  he  be- 
lieved it  to  be  entitled  to  the  support 
of  every  hon.  Member  on  either  side  of 
the  House  claiming  to  be  a  friend  of 
Ireland.  It  stood  alone,  the  first  great 
Government  measure  ever  submitted  to 
this  House  which  breathed  throughout 
the  spirit,  not  merely  of  abstract  justice, 
but  of  Irish  right.  The  Catholic  Eman- 
cipation Act  was  marred  by  the  abolition 
01  the  40«.  freeholders,  and  by  the  penal 
clauses  against  the  religious  orders.  The 
Encumbered  Estates  Act  took  no  note 
of  Irish  sentiments,  traditions,  and 
habits,  and  failed,  in  consequence,  to 
realize  the  wise  purpose  of  its  authors. 
The  Land  Act  of  1870,  framed  with  the 
best  intentions,  put  English  contract  in 
place  of  Irish  custom,  and  hence  the 
necessity  for  new  legislation ;  but  here  was 
a  Bill  which,  excepting  particular  details, 
a  Grattan  or  a  Flood  might  have  pre- 
sented to  an  Irish  Parliament.  [  *  *  Oh ! "] 
He  was  speaking  on  the  second  reading, 
and  he  spoke  not  of  details  but  of  prin- 
ciples, and  especially  of  the  recognition 
of  the  unquestionable  fact  that  the  Irish 
tenant  had  co-property  in  the  soil,  and 
that  he  held  it  hj  tradition,  by  immemo- 
rial usage,  and  by  force  of  sentiment  as 
ineradicable  as  it  was  natural  and  laud- 
able. Tenant  right  existed  in  every  coun- 
try in  Europe  formerly  embraced  by  the 
feudal  system ;  if  it  was  to  be  found  now 
only  in  certain  counties  in  Ulster,  the  fact 
was  to  be  accounted  for  by  the  wars  and 
confiscations  of  the  past.  Ulster  was 
the  last  part  of  Ireland  brought  under 
British   dominion,  and  was,   therefore, 
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the  last  to  alter  tribal  customs  for  feudal 
tenure.  Another  reason  for  its  existence 
in  Ulster  was  given  by  a  witness  in  the 
Devon  Commission — **Becau6e,"  he  said, 
*'  the  people  of  that  Province  were  Pro- 
testants, and  had  arms  in  their  hands." 
The  truth  of  the  matter,  as  far  as  the 
Ulster  Custom  was  concerned,  was  that 
it  was  a  national  and  not  a  local  custom, 
and  this  was  the  secret  of  tlie  desperate 
tenacity  with  wliich  the  Irish  tenant 
clung  to  his  holding,  and  to  which,  even 
in  exile,  he  dreamed  of  his  return.  Who 
that  had  seen  the  Irish  exile  as  he  had 
— by  some  river  of  the  Great  West  on 
a  festal  day  of  his  native  land,  pause  in 
his  task  at  noon  and  in  fancy  listen  to 
the  chimes  of  the  Sabbath  bells  of  home 
— who  that  had  seen  him,  as  he  had, 
look  up  at  midnight  into  the  wondrous 
sky  of  the  Southern  hemisphere  guessing 
which  one  of  those  bright  orbs  was  then 
shedding  its  beams  through  his  cabin 
door  just  by  the  wild  wood,  could  fail  to 
realize  how  vain  the  attempt  to  oppose 
to  a  rooted  belief  and  a  pious  senti- 
ment the  cold  precepts  of  a  ducal  philo- 
sophy ?  On  one  occasion  an  Irishman 
in  the  wilds  of  Australia  showed  him  a 
sod  of  turf  which  he  had  carried  with 
him  from  Ireland.  In  the  spirit  of  a  utili- 
tarian, he  asked  why  he  had  carried  the 
turf  with  him  from  the  other  side  of  the 
world  ?  He  said  that  he  meant  it  to  be 
put  into  his  coffin  if  he  died  away  from 
his  native  land.  There  was  more 
philosophy  and  feeling  in  that  saying 
than  in  the  essays  of  those  Gentlemen 
who  would  fain  have  them  believe  that 
what  was  not  contract  was  confiscation. 
They  had  heard  a  great  deal  about  the 
rights  of  property,  and  he  would  yield  to 
no  one  in  liis  respect  for  the  rights  of 
property.  They  were  based  upon  reason 
and  common  sense;  but  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty and  the  rights  of  landlords,  so  far 
from  standing  on  the  same  footing,  were 
too  often  directly  opposed  to  each  other. 
The  rights  of  property  promote  produc- 
tion ;  the  rights  of  landlords  too  often  im- 
pede it.  The  very  reasons  that  should  in- 
duce them  to  respect  the  one  would  lead 
them  to  limit  and  regulate  the  other. 
AVhen  representatives  of  the  landed  in- 
terests, both  here  and  elsewhere,  spoke 
of  the  rights  of  property  in  connection 
with  this  Bill,  he  wondered  did  they 
forget  the  several  Acts  of  Parliament 
that  had  been  passed  since  1800  in 
favour  of  the  landlord  and  against  the 
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tenant,  in  support  of  the  landlords'  nffht 
and  to  the  injury  of  the  tenants.  In  hit 
view,  if  all  those  Acts  had  been  repealed 
12  years  ago,  and  the  ancient  Common 
Law  of  England,  in  reg^ard  to  the  tenurs 
of  land,  restored,  the  tenants  would  hsve 
been  vastly  benefited,  and  the  rights  of 
property  would  have  been  safer  than  thej 
now  were.  The  **  three  F*s'*  were  one 
and  indivisible.  Accepting  one,  they 
necessarily  accepted  the  three ;  accepting 
free  sale,  they  accepted  permanence  ot 
tenure  and  fair  rent,  without  which 
there  could  be  no  interest  and  no  sale. 
On  some  of  the  best  managed  estates  in 
Ireland  that  principle  had  long  been 
acted  upon ;  and  if  it  was  universal  the 
rights  of  property  would  not  haye  been 
injured,  and  landlord,  person,  and  pro- 
perty would  have  been  much  more  le* 
spected  than  they  now  wore.  As  a  class, 
with  a  few  noble  exceptions,  the  Irish 
landlords,  since  the  year  1800,  had  not 
deserved  well  of  their  country,  and  the 
result  had  been  a  miserable  warfare  pro- 
tracted through  generations;  it  had  been 
class  against  class,  rich  against  poor,  and 
both  against  the  law.  The  machinery  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  had  been  harshly  and 
prematurely  criticized,  and  he  must  ex- 
press his  opinion  that  it  was  fully  ade- 
quate to  give  effect  to  all  the  principles 
involved  in  the  Bill.  The  moral  effect 
upon  both  landlords  and  tenants  of  the 
existence  of  a  strong  Land  Court  would 
be  such  that,  after  a  little  time,  the  in- 
tervention of  the  Court  would  not,  ex- 
cept in  rare  instances,  be  sought.  Land- 
lord and  tenant  would  learn  to  settle 
their  differences  amicably,  and  the  prin- 
ciple of  contract,  for  the  first  time  free 
and  unfettered,  would  assume  its  right- 
ful sway.  The  portion  of  the  Bill  re- 
lating to  a  peasant  proprietary  met  with 
universal  approval.  Believing  that,  un- 
der proper  conditions,  Ireland  could  sup- 
port double  her  present  population,  he 
was  no  advocate  for  emigration.  He 
thought  reclamation  ought  to  have  a 
fair  trial  before  emigration  was  resorted 
to.  He  admitted  that  there  were  omis- 
sions from  the  Bill — particularly  in  re- 
gard to  absentees,  and  corporate  bodiee, 
and  the  labourers — but  these  could  be 
remedied  in  Committee.  lie  would  not 
further  detain  the  House,  because  he 
felt  that  this  Bill  should  not  only  pass, 
but  that  it  should  pass  speedily ;  while 
its  defeat  would  be  an  irreparable  dis- 
aster.   Every  day's  delay  in  its  passing 
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would  detract  from  its  value.  A  great 
political  architect  had  traced  for  them 
the  lines  and  laid  deep  for  them  the 
foundations  of  a  glorious  temple  of 
national  concord  and  union.  It  was  for 
them,  with  willing  hands,  to  raise  its 
massive  walls  high  into  the  air,  and 
to  surmount  the  whole  with  a  mighty 
dome,  beneath  whose  shadow  Irishmen 
of  all  classes  might  rest,  oblivious  of  the 
past  sorrows  and  hopeful  of  the  future 
splendour  of  their  common  country. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Lard  John  Manners), 

Mr.  PAJRNELL  :  I  am  sorry  to  have 
to  introduce  a  discordant  note  into  the 
proceedings  of  this  evening;  but  the 
fault  is  not  mine.  I  have  just  learned 
that  the  Government  have  arrested  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Dillon),  the  Colleague 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  has  last  ad- 
dressed the  House  (Mr.  P.  J.  Smyth) ; 
and  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  it  pre- 
sents a  very  strange  irony  that  while 
one  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  is  ex- 
tolling Her  Majesty's  Government,  the 
other  Member  for  Tipperary  is  an  in- 
mate of  a  prison  cell.  I  regret  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  should  have  inter- 
fered with  the  Constitutional  rights  of 
my  hon.  Friend  when  he  was  on  his 
way  to  this  House.    £  Cries  o/  "  Oh  !  "] 

Me.  speaker  :  I  have  to  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  question 
before  the  House  is  the  second  reading 
of  the  Irish  Land  Bill;  and  on  the 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  no  observations  can  be  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  which  are  not 
relevant  to  that  Bill. 

Mb.  PARNELL  :  I  propose,  Sir,  with 
your  permission,  to  move  that  the  House 
do  now  adjourn. 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  not  competent 
for  the  hon.  Member  to  make  that  Mo- 
tion at  the  present  time.  The  Question 
before  the  House  is  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate,  and  it  is  necessary  that  the 
House  should  settle  that  question.  Until 
it  is  disposed  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  cannot  be  made. 

Mr.  PARNELL :  Of  course,  I  have  to 
apologize  to  you  since  you  rule  me 
3ut  of  Order,  and  say  that  I  am  not  en- 
titled to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
House.  But  I  understand  that  there 
are  precedents  for  the  course  I  proposed 
to  take,  and  that  I  should  be  in  Order 


in  moving  the  adjournment  of  the  House, 
even  on  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  In  any  case,  the 
hon.  Member  could  not  make  any  re- 
marks except  such  as  might  be  relevant 
to  the  Bill  before  the  House. 

Mr.  CALLAN  :  I  rise  to  Order.  May 
I  ask  if  the  hon.  Member  would  be  in 
Order  in  making  the  remarks  he  pro- 
poses to  make  when  the  Motion  is  made, 
on  the  next  Question,  that  you  do  leave 
the  Chair  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Any  observations 
made  by  the  hon.  Member,  even  then, 
must  be  relevant  to  the  Question  before 
the  House.  But  I  am  bound  to  say 
this — that  if  the  hon.  Member  wishes  to 
make  any  observations  on  any  other 
subject,  I  think  he  would  be  in  Order 
in  making  them  when  the  Motion  is 
made  at  the  termination  of  the  Business 
before  the  House  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  263 ;  Noes 
34:  Majority  229.— (Div.  List,  No.  190.) 

Debate  ad/oumed  till  Thursday. 
MOTION. 

PARLIAMENTARY  OATHS  BILL. 

MOTION   FOR   LEAVE. 

Mr.  speaker  called  upon  the  At- 
torney General  to  make  his  Motion  for 
Leave  to  bring  in  the  Parliamentary 
Oaths  Bill. 

Mr.  E.  N.  fowler  said,  he  had  a 
Petition  to  present  from  the  Committee 
of  the  National  Club,  praying  the  House 
to  refuse  its  assent  to  any  Bill  which 
proposed  to  abolish  the  appeal  to  Al- 
mighty God,  and  that  legislation  upon  the 
subject  might  not  be  hurried  through. 

Petition  ordered  to  be  laid  on  the 
Table. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  I  rise  now,  Sir,  for 
the  purpose  of  moving  the  adjournment 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
is  out  of  Order.  I  have  already  called 
upon  the  Attorney  General. 

Mr.  PARNELL:  I  beg,  with  great 
respect,  to  submit  that  I  had  addressed 
you,  and  had  intimated  my  intention  of 
moving  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
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before  you  called  upon  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  am  simply  carry- 
ing out  the  Order  of  the  House.  The 
House  has  already  ordered  that  at  this 
Sitting  the  Orders  of  the  Day  shall  be 
postponed  until  after  the  Motion  of  the 
Attorney  General  with  regard  to  the 
Parliamentary  Oath,  and  in  pursuance 
of  that  Order  of  the  House  I  have  called 
upon  the  Attorney  General,  who  is  now 
in  possession  of  the  House. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O^CONNOR :  I  rise 
to  a  point  of  Order.  The  Order  of  the 
House  to  which  you  have  referred 
states — 

**  That  the  Ordors  of  tho  Day,  subsequent  to 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the  Ad- 
journed Debate  on  the  Second  Heading  of  the 
Liand  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  be  postponed  until 
after  the  Notice  of  Motion  for  the  introduction 
of  the  Parliamentary*  Oaths  Bill.*' 

The  debate  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  has  been  ad- 
journed ;  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  in  pur- 
suance of  the  Resolution  I  have  quoted, 
have  been  postponed,  and  we  have  come 
to  the  Notices  of  Motion.  The  Notices 
of  Motion  are  some  20  in  number ;  and 
the  Notice  which  stands  in  the  name  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
is  No.  8  upon  the  list.  The  point  I  wish 
to  submit  to  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  is,  whe- 
ther the  Orders  numbered  1,2,3,  4,  5, 
6,  and  7,  down  to  No.  8,  must  not  be 
disposed  of  before  the  Motion  can  be 
taken  which  stands  on  the  Faper  in  the 
name  of  the  Attornej'  General  ?  If  it  be 
fiaid  that  this  is  a  Government  Notice, 
and  that  it  ought  to  have  precedence  on 
a  Government  night,  then  I  would  re- 
spectfully submit  that  if  that  were  so,  it 
would  have  been  printed  at  the  head  of 
the  Notices  of  Motion.  What  I  wish  to 
ask  now,  as  a  point  of  Order,  is,  whe- 
ther the  Notices  which  precede  that  of 
the  Attorney  General  should  not  have 
precedence  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  In  calling  upon  the 
Attorney  General  to  submit  his  Motion, 
I  have  only  followed  out  the  Order  of 
the  House.  The  Motion  of  the  Attorney 
General,  according  to  the  Order  of  the 
House,  was  to  be  called  up  out  of  its 
place ;  and,  in  pursuance  of  that  Order 
of  the  House,  I  have  called  upon  the 
Attorney  General. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  I  do 
not  for  a  moment,  Sir,  question  the 
complete  accuracy  of  your  statement  as 

Mr,  ParncU 


to  the  ordinary  practice  of  the  Hoose ; 
but  I  would  submit  further  to  you,  whe- 
ther, upon  Notice  being  taken  of  the 
points  to  which  I  have  luluded,  it  ie  not 
within  the  competence  of  any  Member 
to  insist  on  the  pro&^ramme  furnished  to 
us  in  regard  to  the  Business  of  the 
House  for  this  evening  being  strictly 
adhered  to.  Even  if  the  custom  be  as 
you  have  mentioned,  when  an  objection 
has  been  taken  to  a  departure  from  the 
prescribed  Orders  of  the  Day,  I  would 
submit  that  although  that  custom  may 
be  as  you  have  stated,  we  have  a  right 
to  insist  on  the  Notice  Paper  being  gone 
through. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  Upon  the  point  of 
Order  I  wish  to  add  for  your  further 
consideration,  whether,  where  it  is  de- 
sired that  a  Notice  of  Motion  should 
take  precedence  of  other  Notices  of  Mo- 
tion which  are  before  it  on  the  Paper, 
as  well  as  of  the  Orders  of  the  Day  which 
are  also  before  it  on  the  Paper,  it  has 
not  been  customary  in  times  past  to  move 
a  Resolution  of  this  kind — that  the  Or- 
ders of  tho  Day  and  Notices  of  Motion 
subsequent  to  the  Order  of  the  Day  for 
resuming  the  second  reading  of  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Bill  be  postponed  until 
after  the  Notice  of  Motion  for  the  intro- 
duction  of  such  and  such  a  Bill  or  Notice 
of  Motion  ?  In  the  present  case,  I  think 
I  can  recall  to  your  mind  the  fact  that 
there  have  been  several  such  precedenti 
afforded  to  us  in  the  past  practice  of  the 
House  when  it  has  been  desired  to  moff 
a  Notice  of  Motion  out  of  its  usual  order, 
and  that  the  Notices  of  Motion  have  al- 
ways been  included  as  well  as  the  Orden 
of  the  Day.  On  the  present  occasion,  the 
only  Resolution  we  have  adopted  is  the 
Resolution  moved  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tho  Prime  Minister,  which 
directs  that  the  Orders  of  the  Day  sub- 
sequent to  the  Order  of  the  Day  for 
resuming  the  adjourned  debate  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Bill  shomd  be  postponed  until  after 
the  Notice  of  Motion  for  the  introdactioii 
of  the  Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill.  That 
refers  only  to  the  Orders  of  the  Day; 
and  I  take  it  that  the  Notices  of  Motion 
which  stand  on  the  Paper  after  the  0^ 
ders  of  the  Day  should  now  be  taken 
according  to  the  order  in  which  ther 
stand.  Certainly,  the  Resolution  which 
the  House  has  adopted  does  not  giv« 
precedence  to  the  Motion  of  the  learned 
Attorney  General   over  the  Notices  of 
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Motion  which  stand  before  it  on  the 
Paper. 

Mr.  8PEA.KEE:  I  can  only  repeat 
to  the  hon.  Member,  and  to  the  House, 
that  the  ordinary  course  has  been  fol- 
lowed upon  this  occasion,  and  that  I  am 
only  pursuing  the  ordinary  and  uniform 
practice  of  the  House  in  calling  on  the 
Attorney  General,  who  has  charge  of  the 
Motion  in  question,  to  proceed  with  that 
Motion.  1  am,  however,  bound  to  say 
that,  after  the  distinct  intimation  I  have 
g^ven,  it  does  appear  to  me  that  this 
continued  interruption  is  in  itself  dis- 
orderly. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hen&y  James)  :  I  have  now  to  move  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  the 
law  relating  to  the  Parliamentary  Oath. 
In  making  that  Motion,  I  think  it  would 
be  the  most  convenient  course  that  I 
should  explain  the  reasons  which  render 
it  desirable  that  the  Bill  should  be 
brought  in.  In  the  statement  I  have  to 
make,  I  can  assure  the  House  that  I  shall 
cocupy  its  time  as  briefly  as  I  can,  and 
I  shall  do  all  in  my  power  to  avoid 
entering  into  matters  of  a  controversial 
nature.  It  is  necessary,  however,  to 
remind  the  House  that  the  responsi- 
bility of  introducing  the  Bill  has  been 
cast  on  the  Government ;  how  it  is  that 
the  difficulty  which  the  Bill  proposes  to 
deal  with  has  arisen ;  and  why  it  is  that 
it  has  become  necessary  to  meet  that 
difficulty  by  means  of  the  proposed 
legislation.  In  the  first  place,  it  is  only 
seemly  that  I  should  give  credit  to  the 
foreaieht  displayed  some  time  ago  by 
hon.  Members  opposite,  and  especially 
to  acknowledge  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South- West 
Lancashire  (SirB.  Assheton  Cross),  who, 
when  this  matter  was  before  the  House 
on  the  Ist  of  July  last,  expressed  his 
Tiews  almost  in  the  words  of  a  prophecy, 
which  prophecy  now  appears  about  to  be 
fulfilled.  When  we  were  then  discussing 
the  proposed  Eesolution  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
he  thought  the  only  course  to  be  followed 
was  to  brinff  in  a  Bill  to  solve  the  diffi- 
culty ;  and  he  also  added — 

**  They  might  depend  upon  it  that,  whateyer 
the  late  of  this  Resolution  was,  it  would  not 
settle  the  question.  Legislation  must  he  brought 
forward,  whatever  the  sacrifice  of  time.*' — 
[8  Mansard,  ccliii.  1330.] 

At  that  time  it  was  thought  that  the 
Besolution  of  the  Prime  M^iister  might 


have  been  sufficient  to  meet  the  diffi- 
culty which  the  House  had  to  deal  with ; 
because,  if  the  judicial  opinion  had  been 
in  concurrence  with  the  opinion  of  those 
Members  of  the  House  who  thought 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  a  right  to 
affirm,  there  would  have  been  no  need 
for  this  legislation.  But  it  was  not  so. 
The  Courts  of  Law  have  decided  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  not  entitled  to 
affirm,  and  a  claim  is  now  made  by 
him  to  take  the  Oath.  The  difficulty 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
to  on  the  occasion  which  I  mentioned 
has  arisen ;  and,  that  difficulty  having 
arisen,  the  prophecy  which  he  made  to 
the  House  seems  about  to  be  fulfilled. 
At  any  rate,  the  necessity  for  legislation 
has  become  apparent ;  and  the  first 
question  which  presents  itself  is  upon 
whom  shall  the  responsibility  fall  of 
introducing  that  legislation  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  ?  With  regard 
to  the  proposal  now  to  be  submitted  to 
it,  whatever  may  be  its  fate,  I  think 
there  will  be  an  universal  concurrence 
of  opinion  that  the  responsibility  shoidd 
fall  upon  the  Government,  and  not  upon 
any  private  Member.  We  have  now  to 
consider  for  one  moment  what  is  the 
difficulty  with  which  we  have  to  deal ; 
and  I  am  very  anxious  that  there  should 
be  an  agreement  of  feeling  amongst  the 
Members  of  this  House  upon  this  point, 
however  we  may  disagree  as  to  the 
manner  of  meeting  the  difficulty.  I 
understand  it  to  arise  from  the  fact 
that  Members  of  the  House  who  have 
been  anxious  and  willing  to  take  the 
Oath — or,  at  least,  willing  to  take  it — 
ought  not,  in  the  opinion  of  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  to  be  allowed  to  take 
it.  Sir,  I  think  the  reason  why  they  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  take  the  Oath  must 
be  narrowed  to  a  very  simple  issue, 
and  in  that  sense  I  am  encouraged  to 
believe  that  the  difficulty  we  have  to 
meet  is  a  very  small  one.  That  encou- 
ragement proceeds  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Devon- 
shire, who  said  that  he  did  not  object 
to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  sitting  in  this  House, 
and  that  ho  had  no  objection  to  those 
who  entertained  the  same  views  as 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  beins  Members  of  this 
House.  [**  No,  no  !  ]  I  will  not  come 
into  conflict  of  opinion  with  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  whose  recollections  are  not 
the  same  as  mine.  I  understood  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  he  had  no 
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objection  to  tho  fact  of  Mr.  Bradlaugli 
sitting  hero ;  but  that  ho  objected  to 
the  profanity  of  liis  taking  tho  Oath 
at  the  Table  of  tho  Ilouse.  He  ob- 
jected, in  fact,  to  an  appeal  to  the  Su- 
preme Being,  in  whom  there  was  no 
belief,  as  a  mockery. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NOKTHCOTE  : 
That  certainly  was  the  point ;  but  I  do 
not  think  I  made  use  of  the  term  that 
I  had  no  objection  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
taking  his  seat  as  a  Member  of  this 
Ilouse. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  :  I  am  sure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  more  likely  to  be 
right  than  I ;  but  I  understood  him  to 
say  that,  as  a  matter  of  principle,  he 
did  not  object  to  Mr.  Bracllaugh  being 
in  the  House,  but  that  ho  objected  to 
the  profanity  of  his  taking  the  Oath. 
At  dMy  rate,  I  believe  there  will  be  those 
who  share  that  opinion.  Again,  as  the 
law  stands  at  present,  persons  enter- 
taining opinions  identical  with  those  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  cannot  be  prevented 
from  sitting  in  tliis  House.  There  is 
no  possible  means  of  preventing  the 
Oath  being  taken  by  such  persons,  be- 
cause we  have  agreed  that  tho  Report 
of  the  Committee  of  the  23rd  of  June 
last  is  to  prevail  ;  and  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  have  ruled  that  if  a  Member 
is  silent  on  entering  tho  House,  and 
does  not  contemporaneously  with  taking 
the  Oath  make  a  declaration  of  his 
opinions,  the  House  would  not  interfere. 
Thus,  if  a  person,  however  atheistical 
in  his  opinions,  and  however  morally 
certain  this  House  may  be,  from  what 
he  has  said  or  written  out-of-doors,  that 
he  has  no  belief  of  any  kind  in  the  Su- 
preme Being — if  such  a  person  shall 
come  here  and  merely  remain  silent, 
that  which  hon.  Members  opposite  so 
conscientiously  object  to  and  believe 
would  be  profanity  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  may  day  by  day  bo  enacted 
at  the  Table  of  this  House,  and  there 
will  be  no  means  of  preventing  it.  That 
is  a  condition  of  things  which  I  under- 
stand hon.  Members  to  say  the}'  must 
put  an  end  to.  In  deference  to  the  con- 
scientious views  of  those  who  tliink  thus, 
some  legislation  is  necessary  to  prevent 
the  repetition  of  that  which  has  been  so 
forcibly  complained  of  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  But,  Sir,  it  is  not  neces- 
sary to  rest  this  Motion  upon  that  ground 
alone.     Without  regarding  the  circum- 
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stances  immediately  before  us,  I  believe 
there  is  a  far  stronger  and  better  ground 
on  which  to  base  the  introduction  of 
this  Bill — namely,  that  there  should  be 
no  religious  tests  for  persons  entering 
this  House.  Therefore,  I  conceive  there 
are  ample  grounds  for  this  Motion  being 
accopted.  The  necessity  for  legislation 
is  almost  unanimously  admitted;  bat 
certainly  to  many  Members  of  this 
House  the  question  will  present  itself, 
as  to  what  kind  that  legislation  shall 
be  ?  It  may  be  that  many  will  object 
to  the  proposals  of  the  Gk>Yemnient, 
thinking  that  there  might  be  legislation 
on  a  much  more  extended  basis.  There 
may  be  many  who  will  say  thej  desire 
that  all  Promissory  Oaths  should  be  done 
away  with ;  but  probably  most  will  agree 
that  the  present  is  not  an  opportune 
time  to  raise  that  question,  and  that  it 
had  better  not  be  brought  under  our 
consideration  so  soon  after  the  circum- 
stances which  have  occurred  within  oar 
walls.  In  doing  anything  to  mitigate 
the  necessity  of  the  Oath,  I  am  encou- 
raged by  the  example  set  by  the  Con* 
servativo  Government  in  the  year  1868, 
who,  in  the  Promissory  Oaths  Amendment 
Act  of  that  year,  showed  that  it  was 
not  always  necessary  that  a  Promissory 
Oath  should  be  taken.  In  relation  to 
the  Oath  of  Allegiance,  the  importance 
of  which  one  would  suppose  to  be 
greatest  in  the  case  of  tnose  whose 
fidelity  to  the  person  of  Her  Majesty 
was  most  nocessai'y  in  consequence  of 
their  forming  her  body-guard,  a  Con- 
servative Government  held  in  this  House 
that  the  Oath  was  not  necessary,  and 
that  a  solemn  Declaration  would  supply 
all  that  was  required.  The  same  Go- 
vernment also  proposed  to  substitute  a 
solemn  Declaration  for  a  Promissory 
Oath  in  the  case  of  persons  taking  mu- 
nicipal offices;  in  short,  in  every  case 
except  those  mentioned  in  the  Act  of 
1868  the  Promissory  Oath  was  abolished, 
and  a  Declaration  accepted  in  its  stead. 
Tliat  was  the  proposal  of  a  Government 
of  which  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
wero  Members,  and  it  receivea  the 
acquiescence  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
Notwithstanding  this  example,  I  con- 
fess it  appears  to  me,  on  tho  whole,  un- 
desirable to  raise  the  broad  question 
whether  or  not  Promissory  Oaths  should 
bo  abolished.  I  think,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances in  which  we  are  placed,  it 
will  be  better  to  propose  legialation  that 
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will  relieve  tliis  House  from  legal  diffi- 
culty, and  which  will  also  afford  due 
consideration  to  the  consciences  of  hon. 
Members.  I  trust,  therefore,  that  the 
Bill  will  meet  the  views  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  and  be  a  remedy  for  the 
evil  of  which  they  complain.  I  have 
quoted  the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  and  if  I  am  right  in 
what  I  believe  to  be  the  view  of  the 
majority  of  the  House,  we  have  to  deal 
with  the  difficulty  not  as  to  what  is  a 
proper  test  of  the  religious  opinions  of 
non.  Members,  but  as  to  what  are  the 
means,  or  what  are  the  doors,  by  which 
hon.  Members  should  enter  this  House. 
There  are,  at  the  present  moment,  two 
doors  only,  so  to  speak,  by  which  they 
can  enter,  one  of  wnich  may  be  repre- 
sented by  taking  the  Oath.  The  second 
is  that  which  has  been  constituted  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  4th 
section  of  the  Act  of  1866,  that  provides 
that  any  Member  of  this  House  who 
daims  to  be  a  member  of  the  Society  of 
Quakers  is  entitled  to  make  Affirmation 
as  an  equivalent  for  the  Oath.  We  do 
not  propose  to  open  any  fresh  doors  by 
which  Members  may  come  amongst  us, 
nor  to  close  any  by  which  entrance  is 
at  present  effected ;  but  we  propose  to 
widen  one  of  those  of  which  I  have 
spoken.  The  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  that  the  4th  section  of  the  Act 
of  1866,  by  which  Affirmation  is  allowed 
to  be  made  by  Quakers,  shall  be  ex- 
tended to  every  Member  of  the  House 
who  may  desire  to  affirm  in  preference 
to  taking  an  Oath. 

SiE  EARDLEY  WILMOT  rose  to 
Order.  He  wished  to  know  whether, 
according  to  the  Standing  Orders  of  the 
House,  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  should  not 
be  made  in  Committee  of  ^the  Whole 
House? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  statement  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
is  making  is  not  out  of  Order.  I  pre- 
sume the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
will  conclude  with  a  Motion  that  the 
House  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  to  enable  him  to  ask 
leave  to  introduce  the  Bill  which  he  has 
in  charge. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henrt  James)  :  I  have  already  stated 
that  it  was  my  intention  to  follow  the 
course  which  you,  Sir,  have  alluded  to. 
The  proposal  being  that  any  hon.  Mem- 


ber may  make  Affirmation  instead  of 
taking  the  Oath,  I  presume  that  every 
person  on  whom  an  Oath  is  binding  will 
still  desire  to  take  the  Oath ;  and  cer- 
tainly those  persons,  for  the  most  part, 
who  will  ask  leave  to  make  an  Affirma- 
tion will  be  those  on  whom  an  Oath  will 
not  be  binding.  How  can  you  wish  men 
to  take  the  Oath  upon  whose  consciences 
it  will  have  no  binding  effect  ?  What 
advantage  can  possibly  arise  from  com- 
pelling men  to  go  through  such  an  empty 
form  ?  If  you  do  so  there  will  be  the 
profanity  of  which  you  complained,  and 
there  will  be  an  empty  form  without 
any  good  effect.  It  will  be  said  that 
men  now  take  the  Oath  who  preferred  to 
take  the  Affirmation;  but  what  then? 
The  Affirmation  will  have  an  equal  effect 
upon  their  consciences  to  the  taking  of 
the  Oath ;  therefore,  all  the  advantage 
that  over  accrues  to  anyone  from  taking 
the  Oath  will  still  remain,  for  those 
upon  whom  it  is  binding  and  effective 
will  still  take  it,  and  those  upon  whom 
the  Oath  has  the  same  binding  effect 
as  an  Affirmation,  if  they  take  an 
Affirmation  will  be  equally  bound  by 
that.  It  has  been  said  that  an  Oath  is 
a  religious  test ;  but  I  will  remind  the 
House  that  we  can  never  enforce  our 
test,  because  we  cannot  question  a  man 
in  this  House  as  to  his  conscientious  be- 
lief, nor  can  we  receive  evidence  in  re- 
spect of  it.  Therefore,  what  is  the  use 
of  seeking  to  apply  the  test  of  the  Oath 
to  a  man  upon  whom  it  cannot  have  the 
slightest  effect  ?  No  one  man  has  ever 
been  kept  out  of  the  House  by  means  of 
the  existence  of  the  Oath,  and  it  is  now 
sought  to  substitute  for  it  an  Affirma- 
tion, which,  for  all  practical  purposes, 
will  have  precisely  the  same  effect.  It 
will  give  them  exactly  the  same  security 
that  an  Oath  would  give.  There  is  only 
one  other  matter  to  which  I  wish  to 
refer,  and  which  I  have  heard  much  dis- 
cussed. The  question  is  raised  that  if 
this  Bill  becomes  law  a  person  in  Mr. 
Bradlaugh's  position  will  still  be  able  to 
take  the  Oath  in  defiance  of  the  fueling 
of  the  House;  and  it  is  suggested  that 
there  ought  to  be  some  legislation  to 
prevent  him  taking  it.  That  question, 
I  think,  arises  from  a  misapprehension. 
The  House  on  Tuesday  last  decided, 
under  the  very  exceptional  circumstances 
of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  previous  declaration, 
and  upon  the  ground  stated  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr, 
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Glarke)  that  the  cironmstances  of  last 
year  and  this  year  amount  to  a  contem- 
poraneous act,  and  are  so  continuous 
that  they  cannot  allow  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
to  take  the  Oath.  I  will  not  enter  now 
upon  the  question  whether  the  House 
ought  to  have  arrived  at  that  conclusion  ; 
but  I  will  say  this — ^that  if  the  House  had 
the  power  then  to  prevent  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
taking  the  Oath,  it  will  have  exactly  the 
same  power  after  the  passing  of  this  Bill. 
This  Bill  will  make  no  difference  in  the 
power  of  the  House.  If  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
afiB.rm8,  he  will  do  so  under  this  Bill;  but 
if,  after  making  the  same  declaration, 
he  came  again  to  take  the  Oath,  the 
House  can  again  exercise  the  same 
power  and  again  prevent  him  taking 
the  Oath.  There  is  not  the  slightest  de- 
sire on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, in  bringing  forward  this  Bill, 
to  interfere  with  the  decision  at  which 
the  House  has  arrived.  In  saying  that, 
I  am  not  saying  for  one  moment  that 
the  position  of  those  who  voted  against 
the  admission  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  is  a 
right  and  proper  position  to  take  up,  or 
that  the  power  which  the  House  then 
exercised  was  rightly  exercised.  But 
whether  it  was  right  or  wrong,  this  Bill 
will  leave  matters  in  precisely  the  same 
position  in  relation  to  the  exercise  of 
that  right.  I  do  not  wish  now  to  enter 
into  any  matter  of  a  controversial  nature; 
but  I  have  explained  what  will  be  the 
purport  and  substance  of  the  proposed 
Bill ;  and,  in  conclusion,  I  can  only  say 
that  I  trust  that  the  House  will  accept 
the  measure  in  the  spirit  in  which  it  is 
proposed,  which  is  in  no  sense  hostile  to 
the  decision  of  Tuesday  last,  and  in  no 
way  desires  to  interfere  with  the  discre- 
tion or  the  conscientious  views  of  hon. 
Members  opposite.  "Whether  the  Bill 
is  accepted  or  dissented  from,  I  hope 
it  will,  at  least,  be  discussed  in  a  spirit 
free  from  any  tinge  of  religious  intole- 
rance. I  now  beg  to  move  **That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair, 
and  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House,"  with 
the  view  of  asking  leave  to  introduce 
the  Bill. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — {Mr,  Attorney  General,) 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE 
wished  to  oflPer  one  word  of  personal  ex- 
planation with  reference  to  the  citation 
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which  the  hon.  and  learned  GenfLemaa 
had  made  from  some  remarks  of  his,  and 
which  might  possibly  produce  a  wTODff 
impression  as  it  stood  in  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  statement.  Hecoold 
not  remember  the  exact  words  he  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  had  used ;  but  what 
he  had  in  his  mind  at  the  time  was  this 
— he  was  defining  the  point  of  the  ob- 
jection which  he  had  been  taking ;  he  wu 
taking  objection  to  the  use  of  the  Oath  by 
a  person  to  whom  some  of  the  words  wen 
meaningless  and  an  empty  formalitj; 
and  he  meant  to  state  that  he  did  not 
take  any  objection  on  that  occasion  to 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  sitting  in  the  House ;  but 
he  did  take  objection  to  his  taking  the 
Oath.  He  did  not  wish,  at  the  time,  to 
raise  the  other  question ;  but  neither  did 
he  wish  that  it  should  go  forth  that  he 
had  no  objection  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  eit> 
ting  in  the  House.  He  simply  did  not 
raise  that  point. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  that  in  accordance  with  the  agree- 
ment arrived  at  earlier  in  the  OTening, 
he  would  now  move  that  the  Debate  M 
adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed. 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned. 
— {Lord  Randolph  Churchill  J) 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  trusted  that,  u 
the  subject  was  not  introduced  until  a 
quarter  past  12  o'clock,  the  House  would 
see  the  desirability  of  adjourning  the 
debate.  He  would  only  add  that  the 
Attorney  General,  in  the  very  temperate 
speech  which  he  had  introduced  to  the 
House,  had  made  assumptiona  which 
could  not  be  supported  by  the  practice 
of  the  House  in  this  very  case  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Thursday. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  inquired  whether  the 
Prime  Minister  proposed  that  the  debate 
on  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  should 
be  stopped  at  any  hour  on  Thursday,  i« 
order  that  this  debate  might  be  re- 
sumed ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  replied  that,  al- 
though the  debate  was  formally  pot 
down  for  Thursday,  it  was  intended, 
in  conformity  with  his  previous  state- 
ment, that  it  should  be  resumed  on  Fri" 
day. 
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Bill  contitUred  in  Committee. 
(la  the  Committee.) 

Olause  1  (Short  title)  i^*»d  to. 

Clause  2  (OommeDcemeDt  of  Act). 

Sia  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  moved 
in  page  1,  line  9,  to  insert  the  year 
1883,  in  place  of  the  year  1882.  He 
Baid  this  Amendment  was  proposed  with 
the  object  of  ^ring  time  to  manufac- 
tnrers  and  others  to  put  their  works  in 
order.  In  the  case  of  cement  manufac- 
turers, the  works  oould  not  be  Eiltered 
irithont  the  expenditure  of  a  large 
amount  of  time  and  capital ;  and  he  did 
not  think  the  OoTemment  desired  that 
persons  should  be  subjected  to  those 
neavy  inconveniences  vithout  having 
proper  time  given  them  for  the  purpose. 
Supposing  that  this  Amendment  were 
not  agreed  to,  he  was  prepared  with 
another  on  Clause  8,  providing  that  the 
owner  of  cement  works  should  have  no 
fine  levied  upon  him  within  six  months 
after  a  first  order  was  made  against  him 
Dnder  the  Act ;  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Local 
Qovemment  Board  was  willing  to  accept 
the  latter  Amendment  he  was  ready  to 
Tithdraw  the  former. 

Mft.  DODSON  was  of  opinion  that 
the  first  Amendment  was  quite  unneces- 
sary, inasmuch  as  no  Court  would  con- 
vict a  man  and  inflict  a  penalty  for  not  \ 
having  altered  his  works  in  obeyanco  to  , 
the  requirements  of  an  Inspector  under 
the  Act,  unless  sufficient  and  reasonable 
time  had  been  g^ven  him  to  do  so.  The 
alkali  manufacturers  had  been  subject 
to  similar  legislation  under  previous 
Acts,  and  he  was  not  aware  that  any 
case  of  hardship  of  that  kind  had  arisen. 
Therefore,  although  the  principle  of  the 
Amendment  was  reasonable,  it  was  en- 
tirely unnecessary ;  and  as  the  etfect 
would  be  to  prevent  the  Act  coming  into 
Operation  until  1883,  it  was  one  which 
he  could  not  accept.  In  regard  to  t)ie 
latter  Amendment,  he  could  only  say 
that  he  approved  the  principle  of  it,  and 
would  oonault  the  Law  Officers  to  see 


whether  words  oonld  he  introduoed  to 
that  effect. 

Me.  WAETON  could  not  understand 

how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
undertake  to  recollect  the  proceedings  of 
Courts  of  Justice.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman seemed  oonscious  of  the  weak- 
ness of  his  position,  because  he  under- 
took to  consult  the  Law  Officers.  In  his 
(Mr.  Warton's)  opinion,  it  would  be  far 
better  to  have  words  inserted  in  the  Bill 
than  to  trust  to  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  Local  Government 
Board  would  guarantee  in  the  Courts  of 
Law. 

Colonel  MAKIN8  inquired  whether, 
in  the  event  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gravesend  (Sir  Sydney  Waterlow)  with- 
drawing his  Amendment  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Dodson)  would  poet- 
pone  Clause  8  until  he  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  the  pointf 

Mr.  DODSUN  replied  that  he  did  not 
say  that  he  would  postpone  Clause  8 ; 
but  that  he  would  consider  whether  it 
was  necessary  or  desirable  to  introduce 
some  words  in  another  part  of  the  Bill 
to  give  effect  to  what  the  hon.  Baronet 
proposed. 

Amendment  n«gativtd. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Condensation  of  muriatic  and 
other  acid  gases  in  alkali  works). 

Mb.  EREINGTON  moved,  in  page  1, 
line  17,  to  insert  after  the  word  "  work" 
the  following  words,  "to  the  extent  of 
ninety-five  per  centum  and."  The  hon. 
Q  en  tie  man  complained  that  the  Bill 
proposed  to  Guhstituto  the  percentage 
dard  regulating  the  consumption  of 
gases  by  a  new  staudard  which 
would  be  less  stringent.  Therefore,  he 
regarded  his  Amendment  as  very  im- 
portant, aud  hoped  the  Govern  meat 
would  accept  it.'  The  law  hitherto  had 
required  manufacturers  to  condense  95 
per  cent  of  the  noxious  gases  evolved  by 
their  works ;  and  ho  thought  there  would 
not  be  the  least  objection  ou  the  part  of 
the  manufacturers  to  guarantee  that  the 
aeiv  law  should  not  be  less  efficient  than 
the  old. 

Amendment  proposed. 
In  page  1,  line  17,  after  the  word  "work,"  to 
insert  the  words  "  to  the  c^itect  of  niDety-five 
per  cfiQlum  unci." — (Jfr.  Erringlon.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 
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Mr.  STEVENSON,  on  behalf  of  the 
Alkali  Manufacturers' Association,  stated 
that  they  would  agree  to  the  Amend- 
ment. It  would  be  a  pity  to  lower  the 
S resent  standard  of  condensation  and  to 
ecrease  the  stringency  of  the  law  in  that 
respect.  Unless  this  proviso  was  in- 
serted the  manufacturer  would  be  en- 
abled to  allow  three  times  as  much  gas 
to  escape  as  he  did  at  present ;  in  fact, 
in  some  cases,  it  would  raise  the  amount 
of  escape  to  about  15  per  cent.  Those 
who  were  connected  with  the  trade  de- 
clared, and  legislation  had  been  based 
upon  the  principle,  that  the  law  ought  to 
compel  negligent  manufacturers  to  keep 
their  works  up  to  the  standard  main- 
tained by  careful  manufacturers.  He 
should  propose  that  the  gases  mentioned 
in  sub-section  6  should  be  only  those  of 
sulphur  and  nitrogen ;  and  he  would 
venture  to  strongly  recommend  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Dodson)  to  accept 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  dodson  :  I  have  no  objection 
to  accept  the  Amendment  which  the 
hon.  Member  proposes  on  behalf  of  the 
manufacturers.  I  am  willing  to  insert 
in  the  Bill,  in  line  17,  after  the  word 
**work,"  the  words  "  to  the  extent  of 
95  per  centum  and,"  if  the  manufac- 
turers desire  it ;  but  we  must  accept  the 
Amendment  on  its  own  merits,  and  I 
cannot  undertake,  in  consequence  of  its 
adoption,  to  agree  to  accept  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Shields  (Mr. 
Stevenson)  any  definition  as  to  the  gases 
mentioned  in  sub-section  3  being  gases 
of  sulphur  and  nitrogen.  I  could  not 
accept  any  proposal  to  confine  the  gases 
under  that  definition.  According  to  the 
information  I  have  received  from  the  In- 
spectors, the  text  would  apply  to  murirttic 
acid,  and  to  other  acids,  whether  as 
chimney  or  flue  gases. 

Major  NOLAN  wished  to  know  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  charge  of 
the  Bill  whether  it  applied  to  Ireland. 
It  was  not  clear  whether  it  did  or  not, 
although,  at  the  end,  there  were  several 
references  to  that  country.  If  Ireland 
were  included  in  the  scope  of  tlie  mea- 
sure, he  should  think  it  would  be  de- 
sirable to  amend  the  measure  by  omit- 
ting all  reference  to  Ireland,  for  there 
was  not  much  chance  of  the  air  being 
contaminated  by  alkali  or  other  works 
there.  If  Ireland  were  included,  the 
rating  for  stmitary  purposes  might  be  in- 
creased ;  and  he,  therefore,  asked  that 

J/r,  Sttvemon 


she  might  be  left  out,  unless  the  Iriali 
Members  asked  that  the  Bill  be  ex- 
tended to  their  country.  He  should 
be  disposed  to  look  with  considerabla 
jealousy  upon  the  measure,  unless  he 
received  an  assurance  that  it  would  not 
affect  Ireland.  He  should  like  to  see 
small  alkali  works  established  there; 
but  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  if  it  applied 
to  that  country,  would  render  the  start- 
ing of  such  works  there  even  leas  likely 
than  it  was  at  present.  There  had  been 
a  manufactory  in  Galway  that  would 
have  come  under  the  definition  of  an 
alkali  works.  No  doubt,  in  England 
there  were  some  districts  which  wen 
considerably  injured,  almost  poisoned, 
by  works  of  this  kind,  and  legislation  in 
their  case  was  necessary;  buVhe  oould  not 
imagine  such  a  case  occurring  in  Ireland. 
It  would  be  quite  time  enough  for  them 
to  provide  this  remedy  for  Ireland  when 
any  of  her  people  suffered  from  the  in- 
convenience which  the  measure  was  de* 
signed  to  remove.  In  the  last  clauses  of 
the  Bill  several  Irish  Acts  were  quoted; 
and  it  would,  to  his  mind,  be  an  adTsn- 
tage  if  the  Committee  had  an  assurance 
from  the  Government  tliat  the  meaean 
would  not  apply  to  Ireland. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  must  point  oat 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  that 
this  is  scarcely  the  time,  when  we  lie 
discussing  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  Errington), 
to  consider  the  general  question  of  the 
extent  of  the  operation  of  the  Bill. 

I^Iajor  NOLAN  said,  he  thought  it 
right  to  give  Notice  that  he  should 
jealously  watch  every  clause  of  the  Bill 
He  did  not  profess  to  be  interested  in 
alkali  works,  and  he  did  not  wish  to  be 
understood  as  implying  that  his  consd- 
tueuts  were  interested  in  them,  although 
he  believed,  as  ho  had  said,  there  hid 
been  a  kelp  works  in  Galway  which 
would  come  under  the  definition  of  alktli 
works.  He  had  a  right  to  jealooelj 
watch  every  clause  of  tho  Bill,  and  when 
an  Irish  ^Member  got  up  and  said  that 
he  did  not  want  to  have  the  meaanie 
extended  to  his  country,  unless  other 
Members  from  Ireland  rose  and  ez- 
pressod  a  desire  that  it  should  be  so 
extended,  the  Government  should  gite 
him  an  assurance  that  Ireland  would  not 
be  affected 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  most  oxtraordinaij'  that 
at  this  hour  (LIO  a.m.)  itiegr  ahoold  be 
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discuBsiiig  the  question  as  to  whether 
the  Bill  did  or  did  not  apply  to  Ireland. 
To  make  way  for  the  discussion  of  this 
measure  they  had  interrupted  the  course 
of  a  most  important  Bill  afifectiug  the 
interests  of  the  Irish  people.  The  dis- 
cussion on  the  Irish  Land  Bill  had  been 
interrupted  for  the  alleged  purpose  of 
enabling  the  Attorney  General  to  intro- 
duce a  measure  of  great  and  pressing 
importance ;  but  it  was  now  plain  that, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Govemment,  it  was 
not  necessary,  for  the  purpose  declared, 
to  take  that  step  at  all,  as  they  had  not 
even  thought  it  expedient  to  take  a 
division  on  the  question  that  the  Speaker 
leave  the  Chair.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  Irish  Members,  after  having 
seen  the  debate  on  the  Land  Bill  ad- 
journed, could  hardly  be  expected  to 
sit  there  quietly  to  discuss  this  Alkali 
Works  Begulation  Bill,  which  they  had 
had  no  reason  to  expect  would  be 
brought  before  the  House  to-night.  He 
would  move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr,  Arthur 
ff  Connor,) 

Mb.  D0D80N:  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  will  withdraw  the  Motion,  and 
allow  us  to  make  some  progress  with 
this  Bill.  It  is  a  measure  in  which  a 
great  many  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House  are  interested ;  and  there  is 
a  general  feeling  throughout  the  As- 
sembly to  see  it  carried.  The  manufac- 
turers who  are  interested  are  anxious  to 
see  the  thing  settled  ;  and  the  residents 
in  the  districts  affected  by  noxious  gases 
are  anxious  to  have  the  nuisances  from 
which  they  suffer  abated.  An  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  below  the  Gangway  has 
appealed  to  me  to  know  whether  Ireland 
is  included  in  the  Bill.  Ireland  has  been 
included  in  all  the  Alkali  Acts,  and 
in  all  the  legislation  which  has  taken 
place  on  this  subject ;  and  I  fail  to  see 
any  reason  why,  on  the  present  occasion, 
it  should  be  omitted  from  the  operation 
of  the  measure.  But,  whatever  may  be 
the  merits  of  the  case  as  to  including  or 
excluding  Ireland  from  the  operation  of 
the  Act,  I  venture  to  submit  that  the 
question  does  not  arise  on  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  Committee. 

Mb.  CALLAN  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther any  demand  had  been  made  for  the 
Bill  on  behalf  of  the  Irish  people,  or 
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whether  the  official  Representatives  of 
that  country,  who  were  Irishmen,  had 
considered  whether  the  measure  should 
be  extended  to  Ireland  or  not?  He  would 
ask  some  Member  of  the  Government  who 
knew  something  about  Ireland  to  reply. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  he  would  give 
the  hon.  Member  the  information  he 
required.  The  Representatives  of  Ire- 
land in  the  Government  had  been  con- 
sulted ;  and,  moreover,  the  Bill  had  been 
framed  in  accordance  with  the  recom-* 
mendations  of  a  Royal  Commission 
founded  upon  evidence  drawn  from  Ire- 
land as  well  as  other  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  It  could  not,  therefore,  be 
said  that  this  measure  had  come  upon 
the  Irish  Members  by  surprise. 

Mr.  RATHBONE  would  appeal  to 
Irish  Representatives  on  this  question. 
The  Bill,  it  was  true,  might  not  affect 
Ireland ;  but  it  certainly  affected  a  large 
number  of  Irish  people — in  fact,  he  might 
almost  say  that  it  affected  more  Irish 
than  any  other  people.  There  were 
enormous  Irish  populations  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  some  of  the  most  iujurious 
chemical  works;  aud  it  was  to  protect 
the  residents  in  the  districts  surrounding 
such  manufactories  that  this  Bill  was 
promoted.  Irish  Members  complained 
that  the  Land  Bill  had  been  interrupted 
to  make  way  for  this  measure ;  but  that 
was  not  the  fact.  The  Land  Bill  had 
been  interrupted  solely  for  the  purpose 
of  going  on  with  a  measure  which  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  Bill 
before  the  Committee.  He  would  point 
out  to  the  Irinh  Representatives  that  this 
was  a  measure  affecting  the  health  of  a 
great  manj  of  their  countrymen ;  conse- 
quently, he  appealed  to  them  not  to  per- 
sist in  their  present  course. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  spoke  from  the  Govern- 
ment Bench  had  informed  them  that  the 
official  Irish  Members  had  been  con- 
sulted. He  presumed,  from  the  words 
in  which  the  information  had  been 
couched,  that  the  Official  Irish  Members 
had  simply  been  consulted  as  to  the 
drafting  of  the  Bill.  No  doubt,  the 
measure  had  been  drafted  very  pro- 
perly ;  but  had  they  been  consulted  as 
to  the  necessity  for  the  Bill  ?  That  was 
a  very  different  matter,  and  he  failed  to 
see  how  connection  with  the  Departments 
they  represented  should  enable  them  to 
give  a  sound  opinion  ns  to  the  necessity 
of  the  Bill.      He  did  not  complain  of 
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the  drafting  of  the  measure;  but  he 
said  there  was  no  Irish  demand  for  the 
Bill.  He  could  understand  the  necessity 
for  legislation  in  crowded  neighbour- 
hoods, such  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carnarvonshire  (Mr.  Bathbone)  had  re- 
ferred to ;  but  he  thought  it  would  be  a 
great  mistake  to  pass  such  a  measure 
for  Ireland,  as  it  would  have  the  effect 
of  fettering  manufacturing  enterprise. 
If  anyone  could  show  him  the  necessity 
for  such  a  Bill,  he  should  be  satisfied  ; 
but,  seemingly,  nobody  could.  He  could 
not  see  why  the  Gbvemment  should 
hesitate  to  concede  their  simple  de- 
mands. The  Irish  Members  had  not 
been  consulted.  The  Bill  was  iinnoces- 
sary ;  if  it  passed  in  its  present  form,  a 
staff  of  Superintendents  would  be  esta- 
blished for  Gbeat  Britain  alone,  and  the 
work  of  inspecting  would  be  badly 
carried  out  in  Ireland.  No  doubt,  help 
works  could  be  conducted  in  Ireland; 
but  the  Board  of  Trade  had  refused  to 
give  him  statistics  about  them  last  year, 
and  that  was  another  reason  why  he 
looked  with  jealousy  upon  this  Bill. 
Unless  some  case  was  made  for  extend- 
ing the  Bill  to  Ireland,  he  should  sup- 
port the  Motion  for  reporting  Progress. 

Db.  COMMINS  was  at  a  loss  to  know 
who  the  parties  were  who  were  in  such 
a  hurry  to  see  the  Bill  passed.  The 
Board  of  Trade  seemed  to  think  that 
some  people  were  anxious  that  the  mea- 
sure should  be  passed  without  delay; 
but  he  had  been  m  communication  with 
two  of  the  largest  alkali  manufacturers, 
and,  so  far  from  being  in  a  hurry  to  see 
the  Bill  carried,  they  considered  that  it 
would  interfere  with  their  trade,  and  do 
enormous  damage  to  their  interests,  and 
also  to  the  interests  of  the  labourers 
employed  by  them.  The  next  point  was 
this.  What  was  the  necessity  for  ex- 
tending the  measure  to  Ireland?  He 
should  like  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Dodson)  to  point  out  to  him  one 
single  alkali  works  in  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land. He  believed  there  was  not  one, 
and  he  would  point  out  to  hon.  Members 
who  wished  to  extend  the  measure  to 
Ireland  that  if,  before  the  principal  alkali 
works  in  England  came  into  existence, 
such  a  Bill  as  this  had  been  passed,  at 
this  moment  we  should  not  have  a  single 
alkali  manufactory  in  the  country.  It 
was  because  it  was  necessary  to  discharge 
noxious  fumes  into  the  air  from  these 
manufactures  that  works  had  been  set 
up  in  the  wastes  of  Widnes  and  on  the 
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sands  of  Flintshire.  If  it  bad  beta 
possible  to  sue  the  mannfactnren  for 
allowing  noxious  vapours  to  escape  from 
their  factories,  these  works  would  never 
have  been  established.  Who,  he  would 
repeat,  was  in  a  hurry  for  this  Bill? 
The  manufacturers  themselves  were  not, 
and  the  operatives  were  not  anxious  to 
have  it,  for  they  had  never  asked  for  it 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  further  time 
should  be  afforded  for  the  consideration 
of  the  matter,  so  that  the  GKivemmeiit 
might  not  hastily  take  a  step  which 
would  affect  most  injuriously  not  only 
the  capital,  but  the  labour  employed  in 
these  manufactures. 

Sir  R.  A8SHET0N  CBOSS:  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  asks — "  Wiio 
is  in  a  hurry  for  this  Bill  ?  "  Perhapi 
he  will  allow  me  to  reply  that  everyone 
who  lives  in  the  neighbourhood  of  theie 
alkali  works  is  in  a  great  hurry  for  it 
In  the  vicinity  of  these  works  the 
country  is  destroyed  for  miles ;  in  fiut» 
the  country  is  becoming  a  desert.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  says  that  tvo 
alkali  manufacturers  have  informed  him 
that  they  are  not  in  a  hurry  to  see  the 
Bill  passed,  because  it  will  destroy  their 
trade;  and  he  further  says  that  if  the 
measure  had  been  passed  earlier  the 
trade  of  Widnes  never  would  hifS 
arisen.  It  is  cleeu*  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  knows  nothing  about 
the  subject,  and  I  am  afraid  "Uietwo 
gentlemen  interested  in  the  alkali  trade" 
who  have  spoken  to  him  are  gentlemen 
who  care  little  what  injury  they  do  to 
the  trade  or  to  anyone  but  themselvei. 
The  best  manufacturers  are  content  with 
the  Bill.  They  know  they  oan  manu- 
facture under  the  provisions  of  this  mea- 
sure, without  material  loss  to  themselveei 
and  they  are  willing  to  come  under  theee 
provisions,  always  provided  one  thing 
— namely,  that  all  manufacturers  are 
brought  under  the  Bill,  because  there 
are  some  inferior  manufacturers  who  do 
not  care  what  they  do  to  their  neigh- 
bours. The  bond  fide,  well-establiahed 
alkali  manufacturers  are  anxious  not  to 
interfere  with  the  interests  of  their  agri- 
cultural neighbours. 

Mb.  MAGNIAC  thought  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  (Dr.  Commins) 
was  labouring  under  a  mistake.  He 
knew  of  two  very  considerable  works  in 
Ireland  which,  when  they  were  extended 
— as  he  hoped  they  would  be— would, 
without  such  a  measure  as  this,  oaaie 
great  damage  to  the  aunounding  coon* 


1637  AIM9,  Sf<k  WarU  [May  2,  1881} 


Beffuiatian  BiU.  1688 


try.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
no  doubt,  had  spoken  in  the  interests  of 
his  country ;  but  he  (Mr.  Mag^iac)  also 
was  speaking  in  the  interests  of  Ireland 
and  in  the  interests  of  the  Irish  manu- 
facturers. This  Bill  was  brought  in 
after  the  works  at  Widnes  had  been 
carried  on  for  a  great  number  of  years. 
These  works  had  been  carried  on  with- 
out regulations,  and  the  result  had  been 
that  so  much  damage  had  been  done  to 
the  surrounding  country  that  legislation 
had  become  absolutely  essential.  In  the 
course  of  the  debate  this  afternoon  on 
the  Irish  Land  Bill,  he  had  been  sur- 
prised that  the  resxdt 

Majos  NOLAN:  Mr.  Chairman,  is 
the  hon.  Member  in  Order  in  referring 
to  what  occurred  in  another  debate  ? 

The  CH AXEMAN;  I  have  not  ;ret 
heard  what  the  hon.  Member  is  going 
to  allude  to. 

Mb.  MAONIAO,  resuming,  observed 
that  the  opinion  had  been  expressed 
that  a  result  of  the  measure  would  be 
the  application  of  capital  to  Irish  in- 
dustries. He  trusted  that  would  be  the 
case ;  and  he  believed  from  his  know- 
ledge of  the  subject  that  one  of  the  first 
industries  to  which  such  capital  would 
be  applied  would  be  the  manufacture 
of  manure,  which  he  considered  abso- 
lutely essential  to  the  proper  cultivation 
of  the  land.  He  also  believed  that  by 
this  measure  an  immense  amount  of 
capital  would  be  saved,  and  he  hoped 
that  a  considerable  number  of  works 
would  be  established.  If  such  works 
were  established  and  placed  under  the 
regulations  of  this  Bill,  capital  would 
not  be  wasted  in  works  which  did  not 
consume  their  gases,  and  deleterious 
results  would  be  prevented.  If  Irish 
Members  opposed  the  Bill,  and  ill-regu- 
lated works  were  established  in  Ireland, 
there  would  be  such  an  outcry  that  at 
the  eleventh  hour  a  Bill  similar  to  this 
would  have  to  be  brought  in.  Ill-regu- 
lated works  would  cause  great  damage ; 
and  he  was  sure  that  any  Member  who 
understood  the  question  would  agree 
with  him  that  it  would  not  only  not  be 
for  the  benefit  of  Ireland  to  exclude  that 
country  from  the  Bill,  but  that  it  would 
cause  much  waste  of  capital. 

Mb.  MAO  IVEB,  speaking  as  one 
acquainted  with  Widnes  and  the  neigh- 
bourhood, said,  the  damage  done  by 
these  works  was  really  residential 
damaffei  and  that,  after  all,  what  might 
be  objectionable  near  a  town  like  liver- 


pool  might  be  perfectly  unobjectionable 
in  certain  districts  in  Ireland.  He 
thought  the  question  raised  in  reference 
to  Ireland  was  most  important,  because 
he  felt,  and  many  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  felt,  that  the 
industrial  condition  of  Ireland  was  a 
matter  of  the  first  importance. 

Earl  PERCY  admitted  that  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mao  Iver)  was  one 
which  came  from  a  great  authority, 
coming  from  a  Gentleman  who  lived 
near  Widnes ;  but  he  confessed,  having 
visited  Widnes,  that  the  statement  that 
the  works  there  only  caused  residential 
damage  was  a  most  surprising  one.  The 
agricultural  value  of  land  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  works  of  that  kind  had 
greatly  deteriorated,  and  there  was  a 
general  outcry  for  legislation.  Several 
hon.  Members  wished  that  the  Bill 
should  not  apply  to  Ireland,  and  would 
watch  it  very  jealously  if  it  did  apply 
to  that  country ;  but,  although  the  Com- 
mittee would  be  glad  of  their  scrutiny 
of  the  Bill,  he  did  not  see  why  the 
question  whether  or  not  it  should  apply 
to  Ireland  should  be  raised  at  that 
stage.  He  would  suggest  to  those  hon. 
Members  that  they  should  allow  the 
Bill  to  proceed,  and  then  raise  that 
question  in  Committee. 

Mr.  HEALY  gathered  from  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  just  spoken  that  this  was 
really  a  landlords'  Bill.  It  was  objected 
that  the  Irish  Members  had  ri*sen  at  the 
wrong  moment  to  interpose ;  but  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  had  not  raised  his  question 
now  he  would  be  easily  defeated  at  a 
later  stage,  and  so  no  satisfaction  would 
be  obtained  from  the  Government.  He, 
therefore,  would  ask  the  Government  to 
consider  the  hon.  Member's  point  imme- 
diately. There  had  been  some  chemical 
works  in  Ireland  which  were  now  killed, 
and  he  complained  that  such  measures 
as  these  were  not  mentioned  in  the 
Queen's  Speech ;  but  that,  in  order  to 
pass  measures  placing  restrictions  on 
manufacturers,  other  measures  were 
mentioned,  to  throw  dust  in  people's  eyes. 

Mn.  WILBRAHAM  EGERTON,  re- 
ferring to  the  previous  speaker's  state- 
ment that  this  was  a  landlords'  Bill, 
said,  that  as  a  Member  of  the  Royal 
Commission  he  had  heard  a  great  deal 
of  evidence  on  the  part  of  working  men, 
among  whom  there  was  a  very  strong 
feeling  that  noxious  gases  affected  their 
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health  and  made  life  almost  intolerable. 
In  Widnes  and  St.  Helen's  there  was  a 
large  number  of  men  engaged  in  these 
works,  and  they  suffered  very  greatly 
from  the  effects  of  the  gases  upon  their 
respiratory  organs.  He  hoped  that  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland,  who  enjoyed 
pure  air,  would  not  prevent  the  passage 
of  this  Billy  which  was  so  necessary  to 
obtain  pure  air  in  some  districts  in  Eng- 
land. If  there  was  no  impure  air  in 
Ireland  the  Bill  would  not  affect  that 
country.  It  was  simply  in  the  first  in- 
stance, a  consolidation  and  extension 
Act,  and  it  did  not  affect  Ireland  to  any 
great  extent.  The  objections  of  the 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland  appeared 
to  him  unsubstantial;  and  he  only 
wished  there  were  more  works  in  Ire- 
land with  more  employment  for  the 
people.  He  did  not  think  the  hon. 
Members  would  benefit  Ireland  by  rais- 
ing objections  to  Ireland  being  included 
in  the  Bill,  and  so  stopping  its  progress. 
Me.  WHITLEY,  speaking  as  the 
Bepresentative  of  a  large  constituency 
deeply  interested  in  this  subject,  hoped 
the  House  would  support  the  Govern- 
ment. A  Boyal  Commission  had  been 
appointed  upon  this  question,  and  he 
regretted  that  the  Bill  did  not  go  fur- 
ther ui  the  direction  of  the  recommenda- 
tions of  that  Commission.  Every  large 
town  in  the  country  had  reported  m 
favour  of  the  Bill,  and  he  was  surprised 
to  hear  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Koscommon  had  not  heard 
anything  of  it.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Boscommon  (Dr.  Com- 
mins)  was  a  member  of  the  Corpo- 
ration of  Liverpool,  and  that  Corpo- 
ration had  petitioned  in  favour  of  the 
Bill.  The  Corporations  of  Manchester, 
Warrington,  and  of  other  towns  had 
done  the  same,  and  there  was  hardly  a 
large  town  in  the  North  of  England 
which  was  not  very  much  interested  in 
the  Bill.  Thousands  of  working  men 
were  interested  in  the  promotion  of  a 
Bill  affecting  the  question  of  their 
health,  and  he  regretted  that  any  ob- 
jection had  been  raised  to  a  measure 
which  he  hoped  would  have  met  with 
the  universal  approval  of  the  House. 
Hon.  Members  from  Ireland  might  re- 
new their  objections  when  that  portion 
of  the  Bill  affecting  Ireland  came  under 
discussion;  but  at  present  the  House 
was  not  considering  what  parts  of  the 
country  the  Bill  referred  to,   and  he 
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hoped  the  House  would  allow  the  Com* 
mittee  to  pass  the  clause. 

Sir  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  ex- 
plained  that  he  did  not  wish  to  stop  the 
Bill;  but  hon.  Members  who  had  spoken 
had  discussed  the  Bill  as  if  it  were 
purely  an  Alkali  Works  Bill.  If  it  had 
been  only  such  a  Bill,  there  would  hare 
been  unanimity  of  opinion  in  the  House 
in  favour  of  the  manner  in  which  alkali 
works  were  to  be  regulated,  to  prevent 
their  injuring  and  interfering  with  the 
cultivation  of  the  land.  But  the  Bill  in- 
cluded, besides  alkali  works,  sulphuric 
acid  works,  cement  works,  chemical 
manure  works,  gas  liquor  works,  nitric 
acid  works,  sulphate  of  ammonia  works, 
and  muriate  of  ammonia  works.  He 
did  not  know  whether  there  were  any 
such  works  in  Ireland ;  but  what  he  would 
venture  to  suggest  to  the  Government, 
in  order  to  secure  unanimity  on  the  Bill, 
was  that  they  should  confine  it  to  alkali 
works  and  sulphuric  acid  works.  There 
would  then  be  no  opposition  to  it. 

Mb.  call  an  said,  that  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Magniac) 
sat  down,  he  was  under  the  impression 
that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  facili- 
tate industrial  enterprize  in  Ireland,  for 
the  hon.  Member's  speech  was  one 
showing  the  inestimable  benefits  to  be 
conferred  on  Ireland  by  the  passing  of 
the  Bill  in  reference  to  works  none  of 
which  existed  in  Ireland.  In  a  Com* 
mittee  of  that  House  an  alkali  manu- 
facturer at  Widnes  and  Liveipool  had 
said  that  day  that  he  obj  ected  to  any  facili- 
ties, such  as  cheap  coal,  being  g^ven 
for  the  benefit  of  foreign  countries. 
Probably  that  gentleman,  Mr.  Muspratt, 
looked  on  Dublin  as  a  foreigpi  country, 
and  he  wished  to  place  restrictions  on 
that  foreign  country,  which  might  com- 
pete  with  Liverpool  or  Widnes.  It  was 
not  surprising  that  one  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Wales,  where  there  were 
many  alkali  works,  should  object  to 
Irish  Members  endeavouring  to  exclude 
Ireland  from  the  operation  of  the  Bill ; 
but  if  there  were  no  alkali  works  in  Ire- 
land, why  should  the  Qovernment  wish 
to  place  restrictions  on  works  which  had 
no  existence  ?  Did  not  that  give  rise  to 
the  suspicion  that  the  Government  ap- 
prehended that,  in  consequence  of  the 
restrictions  they  were  imposing  on  worki 
in  England,  a  new  industry  might  arise 
in  Ireland,  and  that,  with  that  foresight 
which  was  so  peculiar  to  the  Ff!?gl'*h 
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character,  they  wished  to  gaard  them- 
selves against  the  consequences  of  this 
Act,  and  prevent  rival  works  in  Ire- 
land? As  the  English  Members  were 
80  anxious  that  the  Bill  should  pass,  he 
thought  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
yernmeut  Board  should  ease  the  minds 
of  Irish  Members  by  undertaking  that 
Ireland  should  be  excluded,  so  that  they 
might  then  leave  the  criticism  of  the 
Bill  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  English 
Members.  If  he  would  not  concede 
that,  the  Irish  Members  might  have  to 

'  criticize  the  Bill  in  such  a  way  that  it 
might  not  pass  even  by  September  next ; 
but  they  would  not  wish  the  people  of 
Widnes  to  be  subjected  to  that  result. 

Mr.  M.  brooks  could  not  help 
thinking  that  hon.  Members  opposite 
were  opposing  the  Bill  through  misap- 
prehension. In  the  City  of  Dublin  there 
were  several  alkali  works.  He  was 
sorry  there  were  not  more ;  but  through 
the  absence  of  such  legislation  as  was 
proposed  large  portions  of  the  City 
were  placed  at  a  great  disadvantage  by 
works  which  were  not  placed  under 
regulations.  He  was  of  opinion  that 
if  the  Bill  was  passed  Dublin  would 
largely  benefit ;  and  although  many  hon. 
Members  knew  of  manufactories  in  va- 
rious parts  of  Ireland,  there  were  many 
who  could  not  be  aware  of  the  enor- 
mous advantage  which  Dublin  had  de- 
rived from  the  works  established  by  Sir 
Bobert  Kane,  who  did  so  much  to  pro- 
mote industrial  works  in  Ireland.  But 
the  extension  of  such  works  had  been 
hindered  by  the  great  injury  that  had 

.  been  done  to  Dublin  through  the  want 
of  proper  regulations  respecting  noxious 
Tapours.  The  population  of  that  City 
were  very  anxious  that  there  should  be 
good  regulations  under  which  manu- 
facturers could  enlarge  their  operations 
without  increasing  the  injury  to  health 
and  property.  He  believed  that  if  Dub- 
lin were  polled  upon  the  question  there 
would  be  an  enormous  majority,  not 
only  of  the  working  men,  but  of  those 
who  represented  the  City  on  the  Boards 
of  Guardians  and  other  public  bodies, 
and  of  all  who  had  at  heart  the  pros- 
perity of  the  City,  in  favour  of  such 
regulations  as  were  proposed.  He  could 
not  say  what  would  be  the  effect  of  the 
Bill  in  Galway  or  in  rural  districts ;  but 
it  would  be  of  great  advantage  to  Dublin 
and  the  surrounding  districts.  And 
he  hoped  that  hon.  Members  opposite 


would  see  the  benefit  the  Bill,  if  passed, 
would  effect,  at  least  in  the  Metropolis 
of  Ireland,  in  promoting  the  manufac- 
tures they  were  so  anxious  to  enlarge. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  only  rose 
to  take  part  in  the  debate  for  the 
purpose  of  saying  a  very  few  words. 
He  certainly  hoped  that  at  that  ad- 
vanced hour  of  the  night  (1.40)  the  dis- 
cussion of  so  important  a  Bill  would 
be  postponed  until  another  day.  The 
strain  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  already  brought  to  bear  in  the 
course  of  the  evening  upon  the  mental 
constitution  of  the  House  ought  to  be 
sufficient.  The  Bill  was  a  very  import- 
ant one.  He  had  been  quite  inundated 
by  representations  in  regard  to  it  on 
one  side  and  the  other ;  and  he  con- 
fessed that  he  should  like  to  have  a 
little  more  time  for  the  consideration  of 
the  clauses.  If  the  Bill  were  a  simple 
Alkali  Bill,  the  simplicity  of  the  mea- 
sure would  commend  itself  to  the  House; 
but  it  included  every  noxious  product 
except  the  noxious  Bills  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  Forster). 

Me.  HIBBEET  observed,  that  the 
Government  had  been  in  correspond- 
ence with  persons  in  Ireland  who  were 
interested  in  the  question.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  spoken  from  Ireland 
seemed  to  fancy  that  Ireland  at  present 
was  not  under  the  Alkali  Acts.  It  so 
happened,  however,  that  Ireland,  as 
well  as  Scotland,  was  imder  the  Acts 
affected  by  the  present  measure.  The 
Bill  itself  was  a  consolidating  as  well  as 
an  amending  Bill.  It  consolidated  all 
the  existing  Acts,  and  brought  other 
works  under  the  operation  of  the  law. 
So  far  as  alkali  works  were  concerned, 
they  could  not  be  in  a  more  disadvan- 
tageous position  if  the  Bill,  so  far  as  it 
affected  alkali  works,  were  allowed  to 
pass  than  they  were  now.  He  would 
suggest  that  if  the  House  allowed  the 
Government  to  take  this  clause,  in  re- 
gard to  which  there  were  really  only 
two  Amendments  on  the  Paper,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Dodson)  would 
then  consent  to  report  Progress. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  thought  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  allow  the  Chairman  to 
report  Progress  at  once.  It  was  rapidly 
approaching  2  o'clock. in  the  morning, 
and  the  clause  now  under  discussion 
contained  details  which  would  require 
still  further  consideration.  He  felt  bound 
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to  protest  ap^ainst  this  practice  on  the 
piirt  of  the  Government  of  pushing  for- 
ward thc}  different  stages  of  important 
measures  at  such  an  advanced  hour  of  the 
night,  when  hon.  Members  could  have 
no  real  opportunity  of  discussing  the 
merits  of  the  different  clauses.  He  would 
reuiiud  the  House  of  the  course  which 
had  been  pursued  by  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  regard  to  this  identical 
measure.  It  was  introduced  without 
any  explanation,  read  a  second  time  at  a 
late  hour  of  the  night  without  discus- 
sion ;  and  sow  it  was  before  the  House 
in  Committee  without  any  information 
having  been  supplied  by  those  who  were 
responsible  for  it,  as  to  the  details  of  the 
measure,  and  the  consequence  was  that 
the  majority  of  the  Members  present 
knew  nothing  whatever  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill.  The  Irish  Members  had 
been  under  the  impression  that  it  was 
simply  an  Alkali  Bill,  which  proposed  to 
deal  only  with  questions  which  affected 
England  ;  and  now  they  had  found  out, 
for  the  first  time,  without  having  received 
the  slightest  explanation  as  to  the  merits 
of  the  Bill,  that  it  applied  to  Ireland  as 
well  as  to  England.  It  was  no  answer 
at  all  to  their  objections  for  the  hon. 
Member  tlie  Secretary  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  (Mr.  Hibbert)  to  tell 
them  that  it  was  merely  a  Consolidation 
Bill,  because,  if  it  was  a  Consolidation 
Bill,  it  was  also  something  more,  and 
included  various  provisions  which  were 
intended  not  only  to  consolidate,  but  to 
amend  and  extend  the  existing  law. 
Under  these  circumstances,  it  was  only 
right  that  they  should  report  Progress, 
in  order  that  the  Irish  Members  might 
have  an  opportunity  of  reading  the  Bill 
and  carefully  considering  its  provisions, 
BO  that,  at  least,  they  might  have  some 
idea  of  what  the  whole  thing  was  about, 
and  be  able  to  approach  the  discussion 
of  the  clauses  with  something  like  a 
reasonable  knowledge  of  the  effect  they 
were  intended  to  produce.  Many  Irish 
Members,  whose  constituents  were  in- 
terested in  the  Bill  now  that  it  was 
found  to  apply  to  Ireland,  were  absent, 
and  it  was  unreasonable  in  such  circum- 
stances to  ask  them  to  discuss  the  Bill, 
and  to  alter  and  extend  the  law,  at 
2  o'clock  in  the  morning.  The  course 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
endeavouring  to  take  appeared  to  him 
to  be  a  most  unreasonable  one,  and  they 
were  bound  to  give  much  stronger  and 
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more  satisfactory  reasons  iliaa  they  had 
done  for  inducing  the  House,  at  that 
late  hour,  to  continue  the  consideration 
of  matters  of  such  extreme  importance. 
Mr.  OTWAY  said,  he  was  able  to 
confirm  to  a  g^oat  extent  the  remarki 
which  had  been  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  (Mr.  Bigfcai')  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  earlier  stages  of 
the  Bill  had  been  disposed  of.  The  Bill, 
no  doubt,  was  of  a  very  important  cha- 
racter ;  but  it  was  read  a  second  time 
between  1  and  2  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, and  in  the  absence  of  any  disem- 
sioD  upon  the  principle  of  the  measure. 
If  it  had  not  been  for  the  circumstance 
that  he  (Mr.  Otway),  knowing  that  lus 
constituents  were  very  much  interested  in 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  had  oome 
down  to  the  House  at  a  very  late  hour, 
there  would  not  have  been  a  word  said 
upon  the  Bill  at  all.  He  had  felt  it  hii 
duty  to  raise  an  objection  to  some  part 
of  it,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Govemment 
Board,  who  had  charge  of  it,  promiaed 
that  the  objections  he  urged  should  re- 
ceive consideration.  The  promise  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not,  however, 
been  carried  out,  and  the  proposals  con- 
tained in  the  measure  in  regard  to  that 
portion  of  it  to  which  he  had  objected 
were  very  far  from  what  he  had  expected 
to  find  them.  But  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  the  Local  Govemment  Botzd 
(Mr.  Hibbert)  now  made  a  proposition 
which  he  (Mr.  Otway)  thought  was  one 
of  a  reasonable  character,  and  one  whidi 
the  Committee  might  fairly  accept^ 
namely,  that  they  should  dispose  of 
Clause  3 — the  clause  now  under  con- 
sideration—  and  then  report  Progreaa. 
When  they  had  got  rid  of  Clause  8,  th^ 
would  reach  some  very  important  pzo- 
visions  concerning  the  alkali  maniiSEu- 
turers.  If  hon.  Members  opposite  would 
consent  to  accept  the  proposition  whidi 
had  been  made  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Local  Goyemment  Board, 
they  would  not  debar  themselves  from 
discussing  hereafter  the  question  which 
they  considered  to  be  of  importanoe— 
namely,  whether  the  Bill  should  applvto 
Ireland  or  not ;  but  thej  would  afforaan 
opportunity  to  the  alkali  maniifactoren 
to  settle  the  question  which  affected  them 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  beloir 
(Mr.  Dodson).  He  thought  the  pio- 
posal  that  they  should  report  ProgrtM 
after  they  had  gone  through  dauae  3, 
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was  tm\y  a  reaaonable  one,  and  he 
hoped  the  Motion  now  before  the  House 
for  reporting  Progress  would  be  with- 
drawn. 

Mr.  MACABTNEY  said,  he  had 
listened  with  some  astonishment  to  the 
course  of  the  debate.  It  was  first  con- 
tended that  the  Bill  ought  to  apply  to 
Ireland ;  then  that  there  were  no  alkaJi 
works  in  Ireland  at  all ;  and  now  it  was 
said  that  there  were  a  large  number  of 
such  works  in  Ireland,  and  that  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  would  injuriously 
affect  them.  Even  a  further  objection 
was  raised — namely,  that  it  was  impro- 
per to  discuss  the  Bill  at  so  late  an  hour, 
and  that  the  Committee  ought  to  have 
been  brought  on  at  an  earlier  period  of 
the  evening.  He  need  not  remind  hon. 
Members  that  it  was  altogether  impos- 
sible to  bring  on  every  Bill  at  an  early 
hour.  So  far  as  the  necessity  for  apply- 
ing the  measure  to  Ireland  was  con- 
cemed,  everyone  who  was  acquainted 
with  Belfast  must  know  that  there  was 
a  very  large  manufacture  of  chemical 
manures  carried  on  in  the  suburbs  of 
that  town.  In  Dublin  there  were  also 
large  manure  works ;  and  so  far  as  the 
City  of  Cork  was  concerned,  a  former 
Member  for  that  City  had  given  evi- 
dence that  he  was  at  the  head  of  very 
large  manure  manufacturing  works  in 
the  County  of  Cork.  Personally,  he  (Mr. 
Macartney)  was  an  unfortunate  share- 
holder in  a  mining  company  in  Wicklow, 
established  originally  for  the  production 
of  copper,  but  which  now  manufactured 
manure  instead.  The  sanitary  state  of 
the  City  of  Dublin  alone  ought,  he 
thought,  to  induce  every  Irishman  to 
hail  with  satisfaction  any  measure  that 
might  be  brought  before  the  House  for 
reducing  the  sickness  and  mortality  in 
that  City.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  disagreeable  smells  which  ema- 
nated from  works  engaged  in  the  manu- 
fiEUSture  of  chemical  manures  must  have 
a  serious  and  prejudicial  effect  upon  the 
health  of  the  people  who  lived  in  a 
neighbourhood  where  they  were  carried 
on.  And  what  might  be  said  of  Dublin 
would  apply  also  to  Belfast  and  Cork, 
and  to  every  other  place  where  these 
works  existed.  He  certainly  did  not 
envy  the  feelings  of  those  who  wished 
to  have  chemical  works  established  in 
the  localities  in  which  they  lived.  To 
say  the  least  of  it,  they  must  have  very 
strong  nerves. 


Major  NOLAN  remarked,  that  various 
Irish  Members  had  taken  part  in  the 
debate ;  but  the  hon.  Member  for  Dub- 
lin (Mr.  M.  Brooks)  went  a  little  too 
far  when  he  said  that  the  City  he  repre- 
sented was  seriously  injured  by  the  ech 
cape  of  noxious  gases  from  manure 
works  already  in  existence.  He  (Major 
Nolan)  represented  a  constituency  who 
knew  a  good  deal  about  the  matter,  and 
he  was  satisfied  that  if  there  was  any 
g^eat  danger  to  the  lives  of  the  inhabit- 
ants from  the  escape  of  chlorine  or  sul- 
phuric acid,  or  mtric  acid,  he  would 
have  heard  something  about  it.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  majority  of  the 
Irish  Members  were  opposed  to  the 
extension  of  this  legislation  to  Ireland. 
The  Bill,  however,  had  been  introduced 
without  consulting  the  Irish  Members, 
and  there  was  very  great  danger  that  a 
country  already  largely  interested  in  the 
establishment  of  alkali  works  might 
make  regulations  which  would  be  very 
detrimental  to  a  country  that  wished  to 
engage  in  such  manufactures.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
Dublin  said  that  this  legislation  would 
be  beneficial  to  the  manufacturers  in 
Dublin;  but  whether  that  were  so  or 
not,  it  was  believed  by  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers that,  as  a  general  rule,  it  would 
not  be  advantageous  to  the  rest  of  Ire- 
land ;  and  he  confessed  that  he  shoidd 
like  to  hear  some  arguments  from  those 
who  were  thoroughly  acquainted  with 
the  subject  before  ne  consented  to  apply 
the  Bill  to  Ireland.  The  provisions  of 
the  Bill  would  allow  Inspectors  to  go  all 
over  the  works,  and  do  a  good  many 
things  which  might  be  altogether  unne- 
cessary, and  which  would  certainly  in- 
volve a  large  expenditure  of  capital. 
He,  therefore,  failed  to  see  how  the  ex- 
isting works  would  be  benefited  by  the 
Bill.  He  was  of  opinion  that  if  the  di- 
vision which  was  about  to  .take  place 
showed  that  there  was  a  large  majority 
of  the  Irish  Members  against  the  Bill, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  might  strike 
out  Ireland  from  the  operation  of  it. 
That  would  only  be  a  reasonable  con- 
cession to  the  Irish  Members,  and  he 
thought  they  might  occasionally  con- 
sider the  interests  of  Ireland  in  their 
legislation. 

Mr.  DODSON  felt  bound  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  extra- 
ordinary proposition  which  had  been 
made  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
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who  had  just  sat  down.  At  present 
the  Alkali  Acts  extended  to  Ireland. 
Alkali  works  in  Ireland  were  subject  to 
what  was  known  as  the  95  per  cent 
test.  It  was  proposed  to  re-enact  and 
preserve  that  95  per  cent  test,  which 
was  the  test  to  wliich  the  works  alreadj^ 
existing  in  Ireland,  and  Scotland  were 
now  subjected  and  had  been  subjected 
for  many  years.  And  upon  the  Motion 
that  that  test  should  be  preserved,  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  suggested 
that  th(?y  should  take  a  test  division 
whether  the  Bill  should  be  extended  to 
Ireland  or  Scotland  at  all. 

Mr.  M.  brooks  wished  to  point 
out  to  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(Major  Nolan),  that  this  was  not  a  re- 
stricting measure,  but  a  regulating  mea- 
sure ;  and  he  thought  he  could  show  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  that  in  the  ab- 
sence of  a  regulating  Bill  the  alkali 
manufactures  in  the  City  of  Dublin 
wore  already  restricted.  They  were 
restricted  in  this  way.  The  City  of 
Dublin  had  great  advantages  for  the 
manufacture  of  manures;  but,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  absence  of  a  regulating 
Act,  the  deleterious  gases  which  ema- 
nated from  such  works  had  such  an  in- 
jurious effect  upon  the  property  in  the 
surrounding  district  that  the  inhabitants 
of  the  City  of  Dublin,  in  the  absence  of 
any  Act  regulating  the  manufacture, 
had  hitherto  opposed  the  establishment 
of  new  worlds 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  regarded  the 
Bill  as  a  measure  which  had  been  intro- 
duced in  favour  of  the  public  health, 
and  he  did  not  see  that  any  substantial 
objection  had  been  offered  to  it  on  the 
part  of  those  of  his  hon.  Friends  who 
opposed  its  application  to  Ireland.  He 
was  himself  aware  that  there  were  many 
noxious  vapours  emitted  in  the  City  of 
Dublin.  He  had  had  a  painful  experi- 
ence of  them,  and  he  was  surprised  to 
find  that  any  Irish  Member  could  be 
found  who  was  favourable  to  the  con- 
servation of  bad  smells.  He  thought 
the  people  of  Ireland  had  as  good  a 
right  to  be  preserved  from  these  poison- 
ous gases  as  the  people  of  England,  and 
from  that  point  of  view  he  supported 
the  measure.  It  was  said  that  there 
were  no  alkali  works  in  Dublin.  If 
there  were  none,  this  Bill  would  not 
hurt  them ;  and  if  there  were  some,  as 
he  knew  there  were,  then  the  appli- 
cation of  the  Bill  to  Ireland  would  do 

Jfr,  Do(hon 


somethingtowards  preserring  the  pnblie 
health.  He  would  not  dwell  further 
upon  the  matter ;  but  as  so  much  had 
been  said  about  the  feeling  of  the  Irish 
Members,  he  was  anxious  to  add  thit 
there  was  no  absolute  unanimity  among 
the  Irish  Bepresentatives  on  ibis  sab- 
ject,  and  that  he,  for  one,  was  in  fa?oiir 
of  legislating  for  the  preserration  of  the 
public  health,  and  for  the  regulation  of 
manufactories  which  at  present  emitted 
noxious  gases  and  smells  which  were 
deleterious  to  the  publio  health. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  said,  the  question,  u 
he  understood  it,  was  not  whether  it 
was  a  desirable  Bill  or  not — for  this  wti 
not  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill^bot 
whether  or  not,  at  2  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, they  should  be  asked  to  go  on  with 
the  discussion  of  a  measure  which  they 
had  not  examined,  and  which  they  reaify 
knew  nothing  about.  In  the  remarin 
he  had  made  he  had  not  said  one  word 
about  the  Bill  itself,  and  he  could  not 
do  ^  until  he  had  had  an  opportunitj 
of  reading  and  considering  its  provisioni. 
Seeing  that  the  Irish  Members,  gene- 
rally, were  in  the  dark  in  regard  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  did  not  know 
whether  or  not  it  would  be  injurioas  to 
the  manufacturers  of  manures  in  Dabliui 
Belfast,  Cork,  and  other  places,  hevu 
only  anxious  to  find  out  whether  it  wu 
drawn  in  such  a  manner  as  to  be  feiToar- 
able  to  Irish  interests.  It  was  only 
reasonable,  he  thought,  that  Her  Mi- 
jesty's  Government  should  afford  him 
an  opportunity  of  making  such  an  eli- 
mination. It  was  most  unreasontUe 
that  the  Government  should  endeavour 
to  force  on  the  Bill  before  the  Iriih 
Members  had  an  opportunity  of  form- 
ing an  opinion  as  to  the  character  of 
its  provisions.  The  hon.  Member  fa 
Eochester  (Mr.Otway)  advised  the  Iiiih 
Members  to  accept  the  proposition  of 
the  Government,  and  agree  to  report 
Progress  after  the  3rd  clause  had  been 
disposed  of.  He  did  not  think  the  ad- 
vice of  the  hon.  Member  was  sound 
advice.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Galway  (Major  Nolan)  wished  to 
have  Ireland  excluded  altogether  from 
the  operation  of  the  Bill,  and  suggested 
a  test  division ;  but  it  was  always  a  dan- 
gerous plan  to  allow  a  question,  which 
they  wished  to  see  settled  in  a  pa^cnlar 
way,  to  be  decided  by  a  dirision  in  a 
House  in  which  they  knew  they  were  in 
a  minority.    It  was  far  better  that  th^ 
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Bhould  have  time  to  examine  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  thoroughly. 

Mr.  FINDLATEE  thought  the  Bill 
might  with  advantage  be  extended  to 
Ir^and,  in  order  that  works  of  the  cha- 
racter dealt  with  might  be  regulated  and 
rendered  less  injurious  to  the  health  of 
the  people. 

Me.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  pointed 
out  that  he  had,  an  hour  ago,  moved  that 
Progress  be  reported.  Since  that  time 
it  had  been  made  manifest  that  there 
was  a  considerable  difference  of  opinion 
amongst  Irish  Members  with  regard  to 
the  measure,  and  that  fact  was  an  addi- 
tional reason  for  concluding  at  the  stage 
which  had  been  reached,  in  order  that 
further  time  might  be  allowed  for  con- 
sideration. It  was,  in  his  opinion,  very 
desirable  that  Irish  Members  should 
have  an  opportunity  for  considering  what 
would  be  the  effect  of  this  proposed  legis- 
lation upon  Ireland  as  a  whole,  and  not 
merely  upon  the  town  of  Belfast. 


Rnni-Chargei, 
MO  TI  0N8. 
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Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  133:  Majority  120.- 
No.  191.) 


—  Ayes   13; 
— (Div.  List, 


Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  as  the  Bill  would 
affect  a  considerable  number  of  works  in 
Ireland,  and  several  hon.  Members  were 
absent  who  were  not  aware  that  the  Bill 
was  to  be  extended  to  Ireland,  and, 
farther,  on  the  principle  upon  which 
he  always  voted  with  regard  to  Bills 
taken  at  an  hour  when  they  could  not 
be  Bufficientlv  discussed,  he  begged  to 
move  that  the  Chairman  do  leave  the 
Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — {Mr.  Biggar.) 

Mr.  DODSON:  I  am,  of  course, 
unable  to  agree  to  the  Motion  that  Mr. 
Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair  ;  but 
I  am  willing  that  Progress  be  reported 
at  this  point,  if  the  Motion  be  with- 
drawn. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr,  JDodson,) 
—put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  dt 
again  upon  I%wr$day, 


EXTRAORDINARY  TITHE  RENT- 
CHARGES. 

MOTION  FOR   A    SELECT    COMMITTEE. 

Me.  INDERWICK  said,  he  was  pre- 
pared, if  necessary,  to  give  up  the  latter 
part  of  the  Motion  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice — namely,  that  relating  to  the  re- 
demption of  ordinary  tithes. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  as  to  the  expediency  of  abolishinf^  ex- 
traordinary Tithe  Rent-charges,  and  providing 
a  scheme  for  their  redemption  upon  equitable 
terms ;  and  also  to  inquire  into  and  report  upon 
the  expediency  of  providing  greater  facilities 
for  the 'redemption  of  ordinary  Tithes  upon 
equitable  terms." — {Mr,  Indenoick,) 

Mr.  pell  thought  that,  on  account 
of  the  great  importance  of  the  questions 
involved,  the  Motion  should  hardly  he 
taken  at  that  hour  (2.20).  Again,  he 
considered  that  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee  to  settle  the  whole  question 
of  Tithe  Kent-charge  was  a  matter  of 
too  great  weight  to  be  taken  in  hand  by 
a  private  Member,  and  its  adjustment 
upon  equitable  principles  in  accordance 
with  the  genercu  desire  of  the  country 
was  clearly  a  matter  to  be  dealt  with 
by  the  Government  of  the  day.  For 
his  own  part,  however,  he  had  never 
heard  any  desire  expressed  that  the 
question  should  be  dealt  with  at  all, 
either  by  those  who  paid  tithes  or  those 
who  received  them. 

Me.  COUETNEY  pointed  out  that 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bye  (Mr.  Inderwick),  as  it 
originally  stood,  was  simply  for  a  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of 
abolishing  extraordinary  Tithe  Kent- 
charges.  He  thought  that  the  Inquiry 
should  be  restricted  to  that  point,  and 
if  the  latter  part  of  the  Motion  were 
omitted,  he  was  prepared  to  assent  to 
the  appointment  of  the  Committee.  In 
conclusion,  he  would  move  that  the  terms 
of  Reference  be  omitted  so  far  as  they 
related  to  providing  greater  facilities  for 
the  redemption  of  ordiDary  tithes. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  **  terms,"  in  line  3,  to 
the  end  of  the  Question. — {Mr.  Courtney.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 

S reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tuestion." 
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Mr.  INDEEWICK  said,  that  if  the 
Government  were  of  opinion  that  the 
Committee  should  confine  its  labours  to 
an  inquiry  into  the  extraordinary  tithes, 
he  was  content  to  accept  that,  and  with- 
draw his  Motion  as  to  the  rest. 

Earl  PERCY  said,  he  objected  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee,  when  the 
terms  of  the  Eeference  seemed  to  be 
undecided  in  the  mind  even  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  who  proposed  it. 
The  subject  was  an  important  one,  and 
the  House  should  not  be  asked  to  decide 
it  at  half-past  2  in  the  morning.  He 
should  move  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate. 

Mr.  WARTON  seconded  the  Motion, 
partly  because  of  the  thin  attendance. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
—{^Earl  Percy,) 

Mr.  RATHBONE  said,  he  begged  to 
point  out  that  that  was  not  a  thin  House 
at  all. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  hoped  the  noble 
Earl  would,  on  re-consideration,  not 
press  his  Motion.  This  question  of  the 
extraordinary  tithes  was  no  new  one, 
and  it  was  desirable  that  it  should  be 
considered.  It  was,  at  the  same  time,  a 
question  of  great  complexity,  and  could 
not  be  approached  without  a  preliminary 
Inquiry. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  ''That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

Reaolvedf  That  a  Select  Committoe  be  ap- 

gointed  to  inquire  as  to  the  expediency  of  abo- 
shing  extraordinary  Tithe  Hent-chargos,  and 
providing  a  scheme  tor  their  redemption  upon 
equitable  terms. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT    PROVISIONAL    ORDER 
(BIRMINGHAM)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbert,  Bill  to  confirm 
a  Provisional  Order  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  relating  to  the  Borough  of  Birmingham, 
ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr.  Hibbert  and 
Mr.  DoDsox. 

Billi»r0«0n^0(f,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Billl44.] 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT    (GAS)    PROVISIONAL 

ORDER  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbert,  Hll  to  confiim 
a  Provisional  Order  of  the  Local  OoTemment 


Board  tmder  the  ptoriBioai  of  '*T1m  Qm  mi 
Waterworks  FacilitieA  Aot^  1870,"  tad  ^'Thi 
PnbUc  Health  Act,  1876."  relating  to  th*  B^ 
rough  of  Bridgnorth,  ordered  to  be  broo^m 
by  Mr.  Hibbert  and  Mr.  DoDsoir. 
BillprM^n^and  read  thefint  time.  [BiDlii] 

House  adjourned  at  half  iftv 

Twoo'dodk. 


»_•- %   . « 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  ^d  JUy,  1881. 


MINUTES.]  — Public  Bills  —  Or&rrf-JW 

Heading — ^Water  Provisional  Orders*  [US]; 

Gas  Proviflional  Orders*  [147]. 
Second  Heading — Local  Government  TnmmmA 

Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  2)  •  [139]. 
Seiect    Committee  —  Corouers    (Xrelaad)    [71^ 

nominated. 


QUESTIONS. 


■4»» 


THE  MAGISTRACY  (IBELAKTD)- 
COUNTY  GOVERNMENT. 

Mb.  W.  J.  COEBET  asked  theChuf 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  LieateDant  of 
Ireland,  If  he  has  any  objection  to  giw, 
in  the  form  of  a  numerical  Hetun,  tlM 
number  of  Lord  Lieutenants  of  Ooon- 
ties,  Deputy  Lieutenants,  County  Court 
Judges,  Unpaid  Magistrates,  Paid  Mi- 
gistrates,  Clerks  of  the  Crown,  tad 
Clerks  of  the  Peace,  in  Ireland,  bj 
Counties,  showing  the  number  of  FMh 
testants  of  all  Denominations,  and  die 
number  of  Roman  Catholics 
for  each  Coimty  ?     

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  :  The  inforaa- 
tion  asked  for  as  to  the  number  of  offi- 
cials of  various  ranks  is  already  to  be 
found  in  official  and  other  docomenti. 
I  have  no  means,  a6  Secretary  to  thi 
Lord  Lieutenant,  of  atcertaining  wbit 
may  be  the  religion  of  Ae  various  indi* 
viduals;  I  can  state  that,  as  far  as  thifl 
Government  is  concerned — and  I  hare 
no  reason  to  believe  that  any  different 
practice  was  pursued  by  fomer  Govern- 
ments—questions of  religicn  form  no 
element  in  such  appointments. 

Mr.  W.  J.  COEBET  asked  whet^r  the 
information  as  to  religion  could  notVe 
obtained  from  the  Census  Setums  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  EOSSTEB :  I  have  nothing 
to  do  with  Census  Betiunu. 
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We  considered  that  we  have  f^y  met 
the  intention  of  this  House  while  pass- 
ing the  Bill,  and  we  have  given  every 
arrangement  which  ought  to  be  made 
for  the  prisoners,  by  allowing  them  the 
newspapers  which  I  have  stated. 

Mr.  HEALY  :    Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  state 


PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  —  THE 
PRISONERS  UNDER  THE  ACT— SUP- 
PLY  OF  NEWSPAPERS. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  the  political 
prisoners  in  Kilmainham  and  elsewhere 
are  prevented  from  receiving  certain 
newspapers;  and,  whether  the  ''New- 
castle Chronicle,"  "  Echo,"  "  Graphic," 
"  Illustrated  London  News,"  *'  Nation," 
and  "  Irishman  "  have,  amongst  other 
papers,  been  stopped  when  forwcuided  to 
the  prisoners ;  and,  if  so,  why  so  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  presume 
the  hon.  Member  refers  to  the  prisoners 
confined  in  Kilmainham  Gaol  under  the 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ire- 
land) Act.  [Mr.  Healy  :  Hear,  hear !] 
I  cannot  admit  that  such  prisoners  are 

r>litical  prisoners  ;  but  concerning  them 
may  say  that  it  has  been  arranged  that 
they  shall  receive  the  Dublin  daily  news- 
papers and  the  newspapers  published 
in  their  own  localities.  1  think  that  all 
reasonable  requirements  will  be  met  by 
this  arrangement. 

Mb.  HEALY :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answer  the  last  part  of  my 
Question  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  think  I 
have  answered  that  Question,  that  the 

E'soners  were  allowed  to  receive  the 
ly  papers,  and  the  papers  of  their 
own  locality.  I  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  add  that  the  papers  published  in 
Newcastle  and  the  other  places  men- 
tioned in  the  Question  were  not  in  the 
locality  to  which  the  prisoners  belonged. 

Mb.  HEALY :  I  wiU  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  papers  mentioned  have  been 
stopped? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  have  already 
stated  the  papers  received  by  the  pri- 
soners, and  that  is  sufficient. 

Mb.  HEALY :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
ihaty  to-morrow,  I  will  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  Whether  it  is  true  that  The 
NeweaHle  Chronicle,  The  Echo,  The  Graphic, 
The  Illustrated  News,  The  Nation,  and  The 
Irishman,  had  been  forwarded  to  Kil- 
mainham and  other  Irish  gaols,  and 
whether  they  have  not  been  stopped  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  will  answer 
the  Question  at  once.  If  they  have  been 
sent  they  have  been  stopped.  It  is 
neeessary  to  have  a  rule  in  this  matter.  I 


Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  has  been  put  three  times, 
and  fully  answered. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881  —  MR. 
JASPER  TULLY,  A  PRISONER  UNDER 
THE  ACT. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  Mr.  Jasper  TuUy, 
editor  of  the  **  Roscommon  Herald,*'  now 
a  prisoner  in  Kilmainham,  has  been 
refused  permission  to  follow  his  usual 
avocation,  as  provided  in  the  Regulations 
issued  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  refer- 
ence to  the  treatment  of  persons  detained 
under  the  Protection  of  Person  and  Pro- 
perty Act ;  whether  Mr.  Tully  has  been 
refused  permission  to  receive  American 
newspapers,  notably  the  "  New  York 
Herald ; "  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
state  to  the  House  the  reasons  which 
have  induced  the  Prison  Board  to  adopt 
this  course  towards  Mr.  Tully  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  My  answer 
to  the  last  Question  covers  a  part  of  the 
inquiry  of  the  hon.  Member.  In  reply 
to  the  remaining  part  of  the  Question, 
I  may  say  that  the  Government  does  not 
propose  to  preclude  the  prisoner  Tully 
from  following  his  avocation,  as  far  as 
is  consistent  with  the  prison  regulations ; 
but  they  will  not  suffer  the  privilege  to 
be  improperly  used. 

ARMY— ROYAL  HIBERNIAN  MILITARY 
SCHOOL,  DUBLIN. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  War,  What  has  been 
the  result  of  the  inquiry  held  regarding 
the  alleged  cruelties  practised  towards 
the  boys  of  the  Royal  Hibernian  Mili- 
tary School ;  and,  whether  he  has  any 
objection  to  lay  the  Report  upon  the 
Table  ? 

Mr.  GIBSON :  WUl  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  answering  this  Question, 
be  also  good  enough  to  state  whether 
the  Report  has  been  submitted  to  the 
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Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  Gtevemors  of 
the  School  ? 

Mr.  CHIT.DERS  :  In  reply  to  the 
Question  put  to  me  by  the  hon.  Member, 
and  also  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  I  have  to  say  that  since  my 
former  answer  to  a  similar  inquiry  I 
have  received  and  carefully  considered 
the  Ilc])ort  of  the  Committee  appointel 
by  Sir  Thomas  Steele,  the  facts  disclosed 
in  which  revealed  a  very  unsatisfactory 
state  of  things.  The  Report  has  since 
been  transmitted  to  the  President  of  the 
Corporation  (the  Lord  Lieutenant),  with 
a  request  that  the  Governors  will  furnish 
me  with  any  remarks  on  the  facts  so 
disclosed ;  and  when  I  receive  their 
reply  I  shall  deal  with  it.  I  doubt 
whether  it  will  be  necessary  to  lay  the 
Report,  which  is  a  very  bulky  document, 
on  the  Table. 

GEOLOGICAL   SURVEY   OF  IRELAND— 
THE  RE-SURVEY. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council,  If  he  can  inform 
the  House  what  benefit  is  expected  to 
be  obtained  by  the  extensive  resurveys 
of  the  work  done  by  the  late  Mr.  Jukes, 
director  of  the  Geological  Survey  of  Ire- 
land, in  the  counties  of  Cork,  Kerry, 
Limerick,  and  Clare ;  whether  these  re- 
surveys  have  been  duly  authorized  by 
the  Treasury ;  and,  if  not,  on  whose 
authority  are  they  made  ;  whether  any, 
and  what,  discoveries  have  as  yet  re- 
sulted from  them  ;  and,  whether  he  has 
any  objection  to  lay  the  whole  Cor- 
respondence on  the  subject  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  Investigations 
since  Mr.  Jukes's  death  having  thrown 
fresh  light  on  the  relations  of  the  strata 
in  the  South  of  Ireland  to  the  repre- 
sentative formations  in  Britain,  a  re- 
survey  of  the  area  w^as  considered  neces- 
sary by  the  Director  in  Ireland,  Pro- 
fessor Hull.  The  reasons  for  this  were 
stated  to  the  Director  General,  Pro- 
fessor Ramsay,  and  approved  by  him. 
The  re-survey  was  authorized  by  the 
Director  General  in  the  usual  manner, 
it  never  having  been  the  custom  to  con- 
sult the  Treasury  on  minor  matters  of 
detail.  Professor  Ramsay  states  that 
during  the  progress  of  these  investi- 
gations, now  approaching  completion, 
the  observations  of  strata  in  the  field 
have  fully  justified  the  re-survey,  which 
18  expected  to  be  completed  by  the  end 
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of  this  summer,  and  will  bring  the  Iiiih 
maps  into  complete  accord  with  the 
British  maps.  The  only  correspondenee 
is  that  between  Professors  Ramsay  and 
Hull,  which  I  shall  be  happy  to  show 
to  the  hon.  Member,  and  he  will,  I 
think,  agree  that  it  is  unnecessary  to 
publish  it.  At  a  later  period  of  tb 
Session  I  hope  to  be  able  to  state  wliat 
steps  have  been  taken  by  Her  Majesty'i 
Government  to  facilitate  the  survey. 

Mr.  DAWSON  :  Is  not  the  EngM 
survey  in  bad  condition  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  acknowledged  that 
that  was  the  case. 


CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (AXIMALB) 
ACT  —  CO^IPENSATION  FOB  CX)M- 
PULSORY  SLAUGHTER  —  IMPORTA- 
TION OF  CATTLE. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  £44,999  were  paid  last  year  by  local 
authorities  as  compensation  for  animali 
slaughtered ;  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Veterinary  Department  of  the  Privy 
Council,  this  addition  to  the  cost  of  meat 
^'  might  be  easily  prevented  by  a  proper 
system  of  investigation,"  inasmuch  ti 
that  department  has  reported  that "  t 
large  number  of  animals  are  slaughtered 
every  year  on  account  of  disease  from 
which  they  are  entirely  free ;  "  whether, 
with  regard  to  the  63  sheep  reported  to 
have  been  infected  with  foot  and  month 
disease,  in  a  total  of  66,722  sheep  im- 
ported last  year  from  the  United  States 
of  America,  he  can  state  what  was  the 
number  of  cargoes  of  which  these  63 
sheep;  or  any  of  them,  formed  part; 
and,  whether,  having  regard  to  the  vei^ 
serious  decline  in  the  importation  <n 
sheep  from  the  United  [States  from 
119,350  in  1879  to  66,722  in  1830,  in 
consequence  of  the  Order  in  Council  of 
23rd  November  1879,  and  to  the  impoi- 
sibility  of  this  disease  being  latent  in  i 
cargo  arriving  healthy  after  a  TOjag« 
from  America,  he  is  prepared  to  advisa 
the  Lords  of  the  Council  to  reconsider 
the  terms  of  that  Order  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  My  attention  hsi 
been  drawn  to  the  amount,  £44,999  U.^ 
paid  last  year  by  local  authorities  on 
account  of  animals  slaughtered  undcf 
the  Act  of  1879.  The  amount  in  thi 
previous  year  was  £65,019  18«.  6rf.  B 
IS  the  opinion  of  the  Yeterinary  Deptft* 
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ment  that  the  saving  would  have  been 
greater  if  a  careful  inquiry  was  insti- 
tuted by  the  local  authority  in  the  case 
of  every  outbreak,  and  if  in  all  cases  of 
slaughter  a  post-mortem  examination  was 
required.  The  63  sheep  referred  to 
formed  part  of  eight  cargoes.  The  sub- 
ject of  relaxing  the  Order  as  to  American 
sheep,  &c.,  has  been  carefully  considered 
by  the  Privy  Council,  and  the  difficulties 
in  the  way  of  doing  this  with  safety  have 
been  found  to  be  insuperable.  Sheep 
are  brought  in  the  same  vessel  with 
cattle  and  swine,  and  it  might  well 
happen  that  the  sheep  might  remain 
uninfected  until  on  the  point  of  being 
landed,  and  only  develop  the  disease 
after  they  had  been  allowed  to  go 
inland.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  they 
should  develop  the  disease  in  a  landing 
place  for  foreign  animals,  although  it 
18  true  that  the  whole  cargo  would  be 
slaughtered,  it  is  equally  certain  that 
the  animals  which  have  been  landed 
there  from  other  countries  whose  ani- 
mals are  not  subject  to  slaughter  would 
be  exposed  to  the  infection,  in  which 
case  they  would  also  have  to  be 
slaughtered  instead  of  being  allowed 
to  go  inland  as  they  are  entitled  to  do. 
Under  these  circumstances,  we  regret 
that  we  cannot  advise  any  relaxation  of 
the  terms  of  the  Order  which  applies  to 
the  United  States. 

COAL  MINES  REGULATION  ACT— THE 
PEN-Y  GRAIG  EXPLOSION. 

M&.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If,  in  compliance  with  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  Commissioner  who  on 
part  of  the  Home  Office  attended  the 
inquiry  into  the  cause  of  the  Pen-y- 
Oxaig  explosion,  whether  he  will,  in 
addition  to  the  action  which  has  been 
taken  to  deprive  the  manager  of  his 
certificate,  order  a  further  prosecution 
against  the  manager  and  one  or  more  of 
the  proprietors  to  be  instituted  for  the 
rarious  breaches  of  the  general  and 
special  rules  as  pointed  out  by  the  Com- 
missioner in  paragraph  6  of  his  Re- 
port? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  As 
the  hon.  Member  is  aware,  proceedings 
are  now  pending  which  may  result  in 
depriving  the  manager  of  his  certificate, 
which  in  itself  would  be  a  very  severe 
punishment.    The  question  of  the  pro- 


secution of  either  the  manager  or  the 
owners  of  the  mine  has  been  verv  care- 
fully  considered,  and  it  has  been  thought 
that,  the  chances  of  a  conviction  in  the 
circumstances  being  very  small,  such 
prosecutions  will  not  be  undertaken. 

COAL  MINES—THE  SEA  HAM  EXPLO- 
SION— REPORT  AND  EVIDENCE. 

Me.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  he  will  direct  the  Report  of  the  In- 
quest into  the  cause  of  the  Seaham  Ex- 
plosion, and  include  in  it  the  Report  of 
Professor  Abel  on  the  influence  of  coal 
dust  in  colliery  explosions,  together 
with  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners 
who  attended  the  inquiry  on  behalf  of 
the  Government,  to  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  and  to  be  printed 
for  circulation  among  tlie  Members? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  The 
evidence  taken  at  the  inquest,  with  the 
Report  of  Professor  Abel  on  the  influ- 
ence of  coal  dust  in  colliery  explosions, 
and  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners 
who  attended  the  inquiry  on  behalf  of 
the  Government,  will  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND -CONFLICT  NEAB 
CLOGHER  — VERDICT  OF  "WILFUL 
MURDER." 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  coroner's 
jury  empanelled  at  Clogher,  county 
Sligo,  to  inquire  into  the  cause  of  the 
deaths  of  Joseph  Corcoran  and  Brian 
Flannery,  tenant  farmers,  have  returned 
a  verdict  of  **  wilful  murder"  against 
certain  members  of  the  Royal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary and  a  process-server  named 
James  Broder ;  v>  hether  the  circum- 
stances under  which  Joseph  Corcoran 
and  Brian  Flannery  lost  their  lives  arose 
out  of  the  fact  that  the  process-server 
Broder,  after  having  desisted  from  an 
attempt  to  serve  processes  of  ejectment, 
in  consequence  of  the  attitude  of  the 
population,  returned  to  the  scone, 
after  an  interval  of  a  da}',  for  the 
purpose  of  executing  his  function,  ac- 
companied only  by  four  members  of 
the  police  force;  whether  Broder  and 
the  policemen,  unauthorised  by  a  magis- 
trate or  superior  officer,  and  without  re- 
ceiving any  adequate  provocation,  or 
giving  any  proper  warning,  fired  upon , 
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xneiiy  women,  and  cKildren,  dangerously 
wounding  a  number  of  persons,  and 
killing  the  two  men  Corcoran  and  Flan- 
nery  ;  whether  the  officer  of  police  ex- 
amined at  the  inquest  refused  to  produce 
the  rules  drawn  up  for  the  guidance  of 
the  police  in  case  of  hostile  contact  with 
the  people;  whether  the  Government 
still  regard  the  use  of  buckshot  as 
humane,  seeing  that  in  every  case  in 
which  it  has  been  used  the  consequence 
has  been  loss  of  life ;  and,  whether  the 
Government  propose  to  take  any  steps 
in  consequence  of  the  evidence  produced 
before  the  coroner  and  the  verdict  de- 
livered by  the  jury? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE:  The  hon. 
Member  asks  six  Questions,  which  I  will 
answer.  The  Coroner's  Jury  at  Clogher 
did  return  a  verdict  of  *'  wilful  murder  " 
against  certain  members  of  the  Boyal 
Irish  Constabulary  and  a  process-server. 
I  have  already  explained  to  the  hon. 
Member  the  cause  of  the  small  force  of 
police  which  accompanied  Broder.  He 
met  the  police  whilst  proceeding  along 
the  road,  and  when  still  somewhat  dis- 
tant from  the  place  where  the  processes 
were  to  be  served,  and  where  a  sufficient 
force  of  police  was  assembled,  and  he 
asked  the  police  to  accompany  him  there. 
The  circumstances  under  which  the  men 
Corcoran  and  Flannery  lost  their  lives 
were  not  as  suggested  in  the  Question, 
the  fact  being  that  the  police  and  the 
process-server  were  savagely  attacked 
by  a  numerous  mob  without  the  smallest 
provocation.  Constable  Hayes  was  badly 
beaten,  his  life  being  despaired  of ;  Arm- 
strong was  fatally  injured.  With  regard 
to  the  police,  they  were  fully  justified 
in  acting  as  they  did  under  the  circum- 
stances. I  understand  the  officer  of 
police  refused  to  produce  the  rules  re- 
ferred to  ;  and,  as  these  are  confidential, 
ho  was  justified  in  his  refusal.  As  re- 
gards the  fifth  Question,  I  am  still  of  opi- 
nion that  it  would  be  dangerous  to  resort 
to  the  use  of  bullets  in  collisions  with 
the  people,  on  account  of  the  danger  of 
persons  not  connected  with  the  fray 
being  killed.  With  regard  to  the  last 
part  of  the  Question,  the  course  of  the 
law  will  be  followed  in  this  as  on  all 
other  occasions  when  a  Coroner's  Jury 
has  returned  a  verdict  of  "  wilful  mur- 
der." I  need  not  inform  the  House  that 
the  verdict  of  a  Coroner's  Jury  is  not  a 
final  verdict,  but  leads  to  a  committal 
of  the  person  against  whom  it  is  found 
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just  as  a  Magistrate's  order  does.  The 
proceedings  will  be  laid  before  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  in  the  or- 
dinary way  for  his  direction. 

Mr.  CALLAN  :  Is  it  the  fact  that  a 
Coroner's  Jury  gives  a  verdict  which 
has  no  more  effect  than  a  Mag^istrata^i 
decision  ?  

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  It  is  followed 
by  a  trial  to  ascertain  whether  the  p«^ 
son  is  guilty  or  not. 

Mr.  sexton  :  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  adhere  to  the  use  of  buck- 
shot as  being  the  more  humane  pne- 
tice? 

Mr.  W.  B.  FORSTER :  Nothing  en 
be  more  inhumane  than  to  use  biuleti, 
which  might  cause  the  death  of  penou 
not  engaged  in  the  afilray. 

Mr.  HEALY:  Is  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  aware  that  a  person  totally  u- 
conneoted  with  the  affair  was  badlj 
wounded  by  a  discharge  of  bockshot? 

[No  reply  was  given.] 

EJECTMENTS  (IRELAND  )«KXJ1[BES 
OF  FAMILIES. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
How  many  families  in  Ireland  are,  it 
the  present  moment,  threatened  with 
eviction  from  their  homes,  and  lose  of 
their  means  of  living,  by  reason  of  the 
issue  of  decrees  of  ejectment  againit 
them  at  the  suit  of  their  landlords  f 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  From  the 
Returns  which  I  have  received,  which 
are  not  quite  complete,  I  find  that  about 
2,273  decrees  of  ejectment  for  non-pay- 
ment of  rent  have  been  granted  at  the 
recent  sessions.  I  believe  that  by  the 
time  the  sessions  have  been  brought  to 
a  conclusion  that  number  will  probaUj 
be  increased  to  2,500.  A  good  many<n 
these  cases,  however,  may  be  expected 
to  be  settled ;  because,  although  I  de 
not  doubt  there  are  cases  in  which  ten- 
ants are  unable  to  pay,  there  are  many 
where  they  are  able,  but  unwilling,  to 

pay- 
Ma.  SEXTON :  To  what  extent  will 

the  2,500  evictions  be  increased  by  de> 

crees  made  in  the  Superior  Courts  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  cannot  give 

the  exact  estimate.     It  is  impossible  for 

anyone  to  do  that.     From  the  Retuni 

already  given  to  the  House,  the  hon. 

Member  will  be  able  to  make  out  lor 

himself  how  many  previous  cjectoMot 
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deoMet  have  been  made.  The  Betums 
I  hare  g^ven  do  not  include  the  Returns 
from  the  Superior  Courts.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve,  however,  that  there  will  be  any 
large  addition  made  from  those  Oourts. 


SOUTH     AFRICA— THE    TRANSVAAL 
(CASUALTIES). 

Ma.  8.  LEiaHTON  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Whether  he 
can  state  what  is  the  total  loss  of  killed 
and  wounded  in  battle,  and  incapaci- 
Uited  from  sickness  among  Her  Ma- 
jesty's troops  in  the  late  war  with  the 
iBoers,  and  what  is  the  approximate  esti- 
mate of  loss  among  the  camp  followers 
and  teamsters  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  As  soon  as  the 
bon.  Member  placed  his  Question  upon 
the  Paper  I  telegraphed  to  Sir  Evelyn 
Wood  for  information  on  the  subject. 
I  cannot  expect  to  receive  an  answer  to 
my  telegram  for  some  days. 

OONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS)— 
OUTBREAK  OF  FOOT-AND-MOUTH 
DISEASE  AT  NEWCASTLE. 

Mb.  LOWTHER  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council,  with  regard 
to  the  oases  of  foot  and  mouth  disease 
in  Carlisle,  Whether  any  cases  of  foot 
and  mouth  disease  have  been  reported 
in  Newcastle ;  whether  it  has  been  de- 
clared an  infected  area ;  and,  whether 
the  Privy  Council  would  not  think  it 
advisable  to  send  an  inspector  to  New- 
castle to  make  inquiries  on  the  subject  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  An  outbreak  of 
foot-and-mouth  disease  was  repoited  to 
na  from  Newcastle-on-Tyne  as  having 
taken  place  in  some  lairs  there  on  the 
20th  ultimo,  whereupon  we  immediately 
declared  those  lairs  an  infected  place. 
Our  next  step  was  to  send  down  an  In- 
spector to  institute  a  full  inquiry ;  his 
Beport  came  to  hand  yesterday,  together 
witn  an  account  of  another  outbreak, 
and  we  have  to-day  declared  Newcastle 
an  infected  area. 

FRANCE  AND  TUNIS— OCCUPATION  OF 

BIZERTA. 

Mb.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  asked  ihe 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  has  been  directed 
to  the  importance  of  the  position  occu- 
pied by  the  French  at  Bizerta,  which 


affords  one  of  the  finest  harbours  in  the 
Mediterranean,  and  commands  the  Malta 
Channel ;  and,  if  they  will  ask  for  fur- 
ther assurances  from  the  French  Govern- 
ment that  it  is  not  their  intention  to  hold 
it  permanently  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  aware  of  the 
importance  of  Bizerta  as  a  position ; 
but  it  is  doubtful  whether  even  a  large 
expenditure  on  the  dredging  of  the  lake 
would  make  it  available  as  a  harbour. 
The  permanent  occupation  of  Bizerta 
would  be  quite  outside  of  the  statement 
as  to  the  objects  of  the  French  expedi- 
tion which  was  made  to  Lord  Lyons 
by   the  French    Minister  for  Foreign 

Mb.  MONTAGUE  GUEST  said,  that 
he  had  reliable  authority  for  stating  that 
an  expenditure  of  £100,000  would  make 
the  harbour  a  perfect  one. 

DISTRESS  (IRELAND)— COUNTY  OF 

GALWAY. 

Majob  NOLAN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lre- 
land.  If  he  has  g^ven  or  will  give  direc- 
tions to  provide  employment  on  a  mode- 
rate scale,  between  the  middle  of  May 
and  the  middle  of  July,  in  the  county 
of  Gal  way,  particularly  in  the  neighbour- 
hoods of  Loughrea,  Athenry,  Tuam, 
Dughterard,  Clifden,  Cort,  and  Ballin- 
asloe? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  only  saw 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's  Ques- 
tion last  night.  I  have  commimicated 
with  the  Vice  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  and  I  will  give  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  as  much  in- 
formation as  I  can  on  the  subject  if  he 
will  postpone  his  Question.  I  must  at 
once  state,  however,  that  it  is  not  in  the 
power  of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  give 
employment  to  everyone  who  is  out 
of  it. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— SHERIFFS'  SALE 

AT  IIOWTH. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether,  at  the  Sheriffs' 
sale  at  the  farm  of  Mr.  John  Butterly  at 
Howth,  all  the  animals  put  up  for  sale, 
with  the  exception  of  some  pigs,  were 
not  disposed  of;  whether  the  sales  did  not 
realise  the  sum  of  £62,  the  full  amount 
claimed  by  the  landlord;  whether  the 
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members  of  the  Emergency  Committee  firaess,  probably  I  would  be  nearer  tlie  tmlh  if 

present  were  not  all  armed ;  whether,  I  ^^  t«^  thousand-femilies  ««  nnte  tha 

'^  y                  «  ,,              ■•                '             J     i  sentence  of  eviction.     We  will  aek  the  GoTem- 

when  one  of  the  number  was  accused  of  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  whether  they  intend  to  pioceed 

having  displayed  his  revolver,  Sub-m-  with  these  evictions  by  force ; " 

specter  Heard  refused  to  remove  him  on  ,    ,,       „     ,              ti    .n,     ,, 

the  ground  that  he  could  not  interfere  whether  the  honourable  Gentleman  wu 

with  him  unless  the  revolver  was  pre-  f"*  entitled  to  give  pubho  wammg  <rf 

sented  at  some  one ;  whether  any  of  the  ^^^  fP'"*  ««'*«?    amongst  the   Iruh 

members    of   the  Land    League  were  ^0?^?  ^7.  ^^^  circumstances  thus  set 

armed  ;  and,  whether  a  single  assault  ^''^\  W^Y'l  *''^'  whether  the  Goveni. 

was  committed  on  the  police  or  any  of  ™«°*  will  take  any  steps  to  suspend  ot 

the  persons  engaged  in  the  sale,  either-  f^^*™"^  **>«  P'^??"*  •«K«1  P"wer  of  enct- 

at  the  sale  itself  or  during  the  proces-  >"?  ^^^^^  m  Ireland  which  may  d». 

sion    of   many    hours'    duration    from  P"'^  them  of  nghte  to  be  vested  in 

Howth  to  Dublin  ?  t^t?  ^^"°g^°^2.?.'"rt*"*°  t      .  w 

Mr.  W.  E.  P0E8TER :  As  far  as  I  ^  ^\  \  POWER :  Before  the  ngkt 

can  ascertain,  the  facts  are  as  stated  in  ^O"'  Gentleman  answers  that  Questioo. 

the  first  two  Questions  put  to  me  by  the  ^  ^j^^i^'i  ^'>®  *°  ^f.^,**""'  Whether  it  m 

hon.  Member.  With  regard  to  the  third  ?,  ^"0*  t^***  ^r.  Dillon  was  arrested  it 

Question,  I  am  not  aware  whether  the  ?<'f*"'i»»*0'i  yesterday,  and  why  the 

members  of  the  Emergency  Committee  lac*  of  that  arrest  was  not  communicated 

present  wore  armed.     I  have  reason  to  *<>  *S®   •    "^  the  same  day,  as  requiwd 

believe  that  one  or  two  of  them-per-  ^^  ^^^T^r^Jl  ""1^^^^^°^  ^^^^ 
haps  two  or  three  of  them— were  armed ;  ,.  *\^-  ,*•/  E.  FOBSTER :  I  will  anairer 
but  I  must  remind  the  House  that  they  Y^f  ***  Question  first.  I  have  heard  by 
were  engaged  in  a  perfectly  legal  occu-  telegraph  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
pation,  and  I  cannot  be  surprised  if  they  Tipperary  was  arrested  at  Portarlmgton 
did  carry  arms  for  their  own  defence,  yesterday  under  the  Protection  Act,  and 
With  regard  to  the  fourth  Question,  I  ■'^,?*^®  'eason  to  believe  that  full  corn- 
am  informed  that  one  of  these  persons  pl'anee  will  be  made  with  the  section  of 
put  his  hand  in  his  breast  pocket  t^e  Act,  which  requires  that  the  arrert 
and  caught  hold  of  his  revolver,  and  i^^^^  }.^  communicated  to  the  Hon« 
that  the  sub-Inspector  present  did  immediately,  as  in  the  case  of  personi 
refuse  to  interfere  because  he  had  not  charged  with  a  criminal  offence.  The 
presented  it  at  anyone.  I  cannot  say  1?«*.  J"^®f®^?°*  ^^'^  *'»®  ""***  <»'  ^• 
whether  any  members  of  the  Land  S°>'V^  ".  ^"»"  5  '^^^^  »»  *•!»*  case  a  corn- 
League  were  armed.  I  am  not  aware  niunication  was  made  by  letter  from  the 
that  any  assault  was  committed  on  any  "^'f  Lieutenant  to  the  Speaker.  I  haw 
person  at  the  sale  or  during  the  proces-  ??  ^^^°^  that  my  noble  Friend  the  Lord 
gjoQ_  Lieutenant  will  follow  that  course  on  the 

present  occasion.     He  could  not  bare 

communicated    vesterdav.    because  be 

T/.^T.^lx'^l/T''''   """^  ^'''''  ^o^ld  not  have^nownof  the^stin 

n^^.T^^^'^TTT^S^^'^^^'^^''"^^^^'^  ti°^«  to  ««°d  by  post;   but  I  shall  be 

OF  MR.  DILLON.  surprised  if  he  does  not  take  the  first 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre-  opportunity  of  making  that  communica- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  tion.  With  regard  to  the  Question  of 
Whether  it  appears  by  reports  in  the  the  hon.  Member  for  Sligo,  I  believe  that 
public  press  that  the  honourable  Mem-  the  words  which  he  read  are  a  correct 
ber  for  Tipperary,  in  his  speech  at  the  extract  from  the  speech,  which  also  con- 
meeting  of  the  Irish  Land  League  in  tained  other  passages,  which  I  cannot 
Dublin  on  the  27th  ultimo,  made  the  too  strongly  condemn.  With  re^rd  to 
following  statement : —  the  other  Question,   I  must  refer  the 

"  Next  week  a  last  appeal  will  be  made  to  the  ^^Jl'  ^^^tleman  to  the  provisions  of  the 

Government  to  suspend  process  of  eviction  in  "^"^  ^.^^  belore  the  House,  and  which 

Ireland  for  the  next  year.    We  have  frequently  ^^e  still  the  subject  of  debate. 

appealed  on  this  snbject  before  and  have  fre-  Mr.    T.    P.    O'CONNOR  :     Will  the 

quently  been  refused,  but,  at  the  preMDt  mo-  right  hon.   Gentleman   read  the  other 

ment,  the  situation  is  more  desperate  and  critical  T.«o-no-Aft  fn  whiVK  li  a  i^fa**.  9 

than  it  has  been  at  any  time.     At  this  moment  P^^ages  tO  wnicn  lie  refers  ? 

over  five  thousand — I  can  only  make  a  rough  [No  reply  was  giyeil.1 

Mr,  T.  P.  O'Connor 


MONUMENT  TO  THE  RIGHT  HONOUR- 
ABLE THE  LATE  EARL  OF  BEACONS- 
FIELD. 

8iB  WILFRID  LAW80N:  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  wish  to  put  a  Question  to 
you  on  a  point  of  Order  with  reference 
to  the  Motion  to  be  proposed  on  Monday 
next  by  the  Prime  Minister  for  the  erec- 
tion of  a  Monument  to  the  late  Earl  of 
Beaconsfield.  It  is  stated  in  the  Journals 
of  the  House  that  the  Queen's  recom- 
mendation of  that  Motion  has  been  sig- 
nified. It  is,  I  believe,  Sir,  a  Eule  of 
this  House  that  when  the  Sovereign  is 
pleased  to  make  a  recommendation,  such 
reoommendation  is  signifiedby  a  Minister 
of  the  Grown.  I  desire  to  ask  you,  Sir, 
"whether  Her  Majesty's  recommendation 
has  been  duly  signified  to  this  House ; 
and,  if  so,  when  it  was  so  signified  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Her  Majesty's  re- 
commendation was,  upon  the  occasion 
referred  to,  duly  signified  to  this  House 
by  a  Privy  Councillor  in  this  House.  If 
I  remember  rightly,  that  Privy  Councillor 
was  Lord  Richard  Grosvenor. 

VOTE  OF  THANKS  FOR  THE  I^HLITARY 
OPERATIONS  IN  AFGHANISTAN. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
wish,  Sir,  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  the  Se- 
cretanr  of  State  for  India,  Whether  he 
intends  to  proceed  on  Thursday  with  the 
Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Army  for  the  recent 
operations  in  Afghanistan  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
Yes,  Sir ;  that  is  my  intention. 

M0TI0N8. 
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not  only  by  the  large  meetings  of  the 
Farmers'  Alliance  which  had  taken  place 
in  different  parts  of  the  countr}',  but  by 
the  many  discussions  at  Chambers  of 
Agriculture,  one  of  which,  at  a  meeting 
held  only  two  or  three  days  ago,  de- 
manded the  total  repeal  of  the  Law  of 
Distress.     He  did  not  wish,  however,  to 
bring  forward  the  question  as  a  mere 
farmers'  question,  or  to  approach  it  from 
the  point  of  view  of  any  particular  class. 
The  Law  of  Distress  was  a  class  privi- 
lege in  every  sense  of  the  term.     It  was 
exercised  by  one  class  at  the  expense  of 
every  other  class  of  the  community ;  and 
it  was  not  only  injurious  to  the  interests 
of  those  against  whom  it  was  employed, 
but  to  those  who  employed  it.     It  was 
not  only  a  class  law,  but  it  was  a  class 
exceptional  from  all  law.     The  Law  of 
Distress  stood  alone  in  our  legal  sys- 
tem, in  that  it  enabled  a  man  to  take 
the  law  into  his  own  hands  to  obtain 
satisfaction  for  a  wrong  merely  arising 
out  of  a  breach  of  contract.     The  very 
day  after  the  rent  fell  due  the  landlord 
was  allowed  to  go  himself  or  to  send 
any  man  whom  he  pleased-— it  might  be 
a  dissolute  ruffian  out  of  the  streets — 
to  run   riot  on  the  tenant's  premises; 
and  all  that  merely  to  enforce  a  pecu- 
niary obligation  in  regard  to  which  all 
the  ordinary  legal  remedies  were  open 
to  him.   The  practical  effect  of  the  exer- 
cise of  that  power  often  led  to  seiious 
hardship.      The  persons  employed    to 
exercise  it  frequently   were   not    very 
careful   of  the   amount  of  goods  they 
took  or  of  the  way  in  which  they  dis- 
posed of  them  ;  and  the  result  might  be 
utterly  to   break  up  the  home  of  the 
farmer   and  inflict  on  him   an   injury 
altogether  out  of  proportion  to  the  debt 
which  he  owed.     The  Law  of  Distress, 
moreover,  was  not  only  an  exceptional 
remedy  which  was  harshly  and  cruelly 
i  enforced,  but  it  was  unjust    in  that  it 
'  gave  a  preference  to  one  class  of  cre- 
i  ditors    over    every    other    class.      He 
denied  that    there    was    any    analogy 
between   it  and  liens  and   hypotheca- 
tions.    The  light  of  lien  for  servi  re  ren- 
dered depended  on  possession  ;  but  in 
what  sense  conld  the  landlord  be  said 
to  be  in  possession  of  the  goods  of  the 
tenant  on  his  farm,  or  it  mi^ht  be  the 
goods  of  a  third  person  which  were  acci- 
dentally or  temporarily  on  his    farm? 
Again,  it  was  quite  impossible  to  bolster 
up  the  Law  of  Distress  by  attempting  to 
I  draw  an  analogy  between  it  and  the  La\7 


AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINGS  (DISTRESS 
FOR  RENT).— RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  BLENNERHASSETT,  in  rising 
to  move — 

"That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is 
desirable  to  abolish  the  power  of  levying  Dis- 
tr«M  for  the  Rent  of  Agricultural  Holdings  in 
England,  Wales,  and  Ireland," 

Bald,  the  Law  of  Distress  was  oppressive 
and  without  parallel  in  our  legal  sys- 
tem ;  and  as  it  was  opposed  to  the 
general  spirit  of  the  law  of  the  country, 
and  at  variance  with  sound  economic 
principles,  he  believed  no  satisfactory 
arrangement  could  be  arrived  at  except 
by  its  total  abolition.  The  interest 
which  the  farmers  of  the  entire  King- 
dom took  in  this  question  was  indicuted, 

TOL.  C0I3L       [thibd  sbbisb.] 
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of  Hypothecation  arising    out  of   the 
power  of  a  master  of  a  ship  to  pledge 
the  ship  or  her  cargo  for  expenditure 
necessary  to  repair  the  vessel  and  enable 
her  to  proceed  on  her  voyage.     There 
was  a  complete  difference  between  the 
Law  of  Maritime  Hypothecation  and  the 
Law  of  Distress.     The  owner  of  a  bot- 
tomry bond  could  not  take  the  law  into  his 
own  hands,  but  must  enforce  his  rights 
through  a  legal  tribunal;  and,  again, 
bottomry  bonds  were  only  justi6ed  by 
extreme  necessity.     He  did  not  wish  to 
trouble  the  House  with  a  long  argument 
on  legal  and  technical  points.     He  en- 
tered into  these  points  fully  two  years 
ago  when  he  brought  forward  the  ques- 
tion.    He  relied  with  confidence  upon 
his  own  position,  which  was  simply  and 
clearly  this — that  the  Law  of  Distress 
was  an  exception  to  the  general  law  of 
the  country,  and  enabled  a  man  to  take 
the  law  into  his  own  hands  in  order  to 
obtain  a  remedy  for  wrong  arising  out 
of  contract.     How  had  it  come  to  pass 
that  this  anomalous  right  existed?  There 
were  few  chapters  in  the  legal  history 
this  country  more  peculiar  than   this. 
The  right  of  distress  was  part  of  the  old 
Common  Law  of  England.     In  primitive 
societies,  where  the  ordinary  means  of 
legal  redress,  Courts  of  Law,  and  police 
were  not  available,  there  was  no  more 
convenient  way  to  obtain   satisfaction 
for  a  wrong  done  than  to  take  posses- 
sion  of  the  goods  of  the  wrong-doer. 
From  the  reign  of  Henry  VIII.  down- 
wards a  long  series    of  changes  took 
place  in  our  legislation  on  that  subject, 
the  object  of  every  one  of  which  was  to 
sharpen  the  remedy  and  make  it  more 
severe  and  stringent  in  the  hands  of  the 
landlord,  until  distress  became  an  almost 
unique  specimen  of  one-sided  legislation. 
No   argument  could  be   based  on  the 
antiquity  of   the  remedy,    because   its 
ancient  form  was  entirely  different  from 
what  it  was  now.      It    was  originally 
only  a  power  to  retain  goods  in  pledge. 
The  position  of  the  modern  farmer  in  i 
this  country  was  not   that  of  a  feudal  j 
tenant  owing  everything  to  the  landlord,  t 
but  was  the  position  of  a  man  of  busi- 1 
ness,    engaged    in    various    and    com- , 
plicated   transactions  with   all  sorts  of| 
persons  and  with  many  creditors  having  \ 
claims  upon  him.     Under  those  circum-  | 
stances,  it  was  impossible  that  the  Law 
of  Distress  could  be  allowed  to  remain.  ' 
He  asked  the  House  to  consider  what 
was  tho  effect  of  the  un3U8t  Law  of  Dis-  j 

Mr.  £l0nn$rh(M$tt 


tress  upon  the  farmer.     The  law  was  in- 
jurious to  the  farmer  because  it  stima* 
I  lated  undue  competition  for  the  hiring  of 
land.  He  did  not  object  to  this  com  petition 
where   commercial   principles   applied ; 
but  the  Law  of  Distress  was  a  premium 
to  persons  of  insufficient  capital  to  bid 
recklessly  for   the  occupation  of  land. 
Mr.  Scott,  a  very  eminent  Scotch  fa^ 
mer,  gave  evidence  on  this  point  before 
the   Royal   Commission   which  investi- 
gated the  Scotch  Law  of  Hypothec;  and 
he   strongly  C3ndemned   it.      He  (Mr. 
Blennerhassett)  objected  that  landlords 
should  be  protected  at  the  expense  of 
other  classes,  and  contended  that  then 
was  nothing  in  their  position  which  en- 
titled them  to  that  special  and  peculiar 
protection.      Landlords    could     proteet 
themselves  in  a  great  variety  of  ways, 
and  the  risk  of  the  landlords  was  ex- 
tremely slight.     Tho  merchant  ran  the 
risk  of  losing  the  whole  of  his  capital; 
but  the  landlord,  if  he  took  precautions, 
ran  no  more  risk  than  half  a  ^^ear's  rent, 
which  might  be  looked  on  as  the  interest 
on  his  capital.     Looking  at  the  position 
of  the  landlord,  his  risk  was  less  and 
his  security  greater  than  any  other  class 
of   creditors.      The    Law    of    Distress 
might  be  called  a  law  to  discourage  the 
application  of  capital  to   land,  and  to 
diminish  the  production  of  the  country. 
He  might  give  instances  of  the  most 
oppressive  abuse  of  the   right  of  dis- 
tress ;  but  he  would  not  wearv  the  House. 
It  might  be  suggested  that  the  <[iiestion 
would  best  be  solved  by  a  compromise, 
so  that  a  tenant  should  not  be  liable  to 
the  present  law  except  by  his  own  con- 
tract.    But  the  effect  of  that  would  be 
simply  to  add  a  clause  to  every  lease  and 
agreement,  as  the  landlord  would  altrajs 
insist  on  the  right.     The   present  lav 
stimulated  undue  competition  and  made 
it  unnecessary  for  the  landlord  to  exertiss 
proper  caution  in  accepting  a  tenant.  It 
would  be  said  that  the  tenant  would  be 
deprived,  if  the  law  was  altered,  of  the 
indulgence   afforded  liim    by  his  land- 
lord.    That  would  not  be  so  in  the  case 
of  good  landlords ;  and  if  it  was,  he  ob- 
jected to  a  landlord  being  indulgent  to  a 
tenant  at  the  expense  of  others.     IIj* 
pothec  had  been  abolished  in  Scotland, 
and  it  was  much  less  oppressive  than 
the    Law   of    Distress.      The    laws   (d 
foreign  countries  had   moved,  or  were 
moving,  in   the  direction  of  his  Heeo* 
lution.     In  America  the  law  was  tend* 
ing  to  assimilate  the  rights  of  ImmA* 
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lords  to  those  of  ordinary  creditors,  al- 1 
though  the  English  law  had  originally  ! 
been  established  there.     In  Ireland,  dis-  I 
tress  could  not  be  levied  from  more  than  j 
one    year's  rent — in  England   for   six  • 
years.     They  heard  many  professions  of  | 
friendship   for  the   farmers  from  both  ; 
political  Parties ;  but  what  the  farmers 
wanted  was  not  so  much  friendly  pro- 
fessions as  representation  of  their  opi- 
nions, and  no   division   of  the   iSession 
would  be  more  closely  scanned  than  that 
on  this  question.     Tenants  and   land- 
lords alike  would  be  benefited  by  the 
passing  of  this  Hesolution,  for  the  in- 
terests of  the  landowner  were  bound  up 
with  the  prosperity  of  agriculture.    He, 
therefore,  asked  the  House  to  afHrmthis 
Besolution  in  favour  of  the  abolition  of 
an  antiquated  piece  of  class  privilege, 
which    was   mischievous,   unnecessary, 
odious,  and  unjust.     The  hon.  Gentle- 
man  concluded  by  moving  his  Eeso- 
lation. 

Mr.  B.  T.  WILLIAMS,  in  seconding 
the  Resolution,  maintained  that  the  Law 
of  Distress  could  not  be  justified  on  any 
principle  of  jurisprudence,  because  it 
enabled  one  party  to  a  contract — the 
landlord — to  be  at  once  judge  and  exe- 
cutioner in  his  own  case.  It  empowered 
the  landlord,  without  question  by  the 
tenant,  or  by  any  tribunal,  to  decide 
what  the  tenant  owed  him,  and  also  to 
seize  and  dispose  of  his  goods.  Good 
landlords,  however,  never  exercised  their 
power  except  in  the  case  of  hopelessly 
Dad  tenants ;  and,  but  for  the  forbear- 
ance of  the  great  majority  of  land- 
lords, the  present  law  would  long  since 
have  ceased  to  exist.  The  hardsljip  of 
the  tenant  in  case  of  an  unjust  exercise 
of  the  power  of  distress  had  lain  in  the 
fact  that  Courts  of  Equity  under  the  old 
Bystem  never  interfered,  as  was  shown 
in  the  recent  case  of  Shaw  v.  The  Earl 
of  Jersey,  by  Lord  Coleridge;  so  tliat 
full  power  had  been  given  by  law  to  the 
landlord  to  commit  any  wrong,  and  the 
only  chance  of  remedy  the  law  gave  the 
tenant  was,  after  the  injury  had  been 
done  and  his  goods  had  been  seized,  to 
enter  into  a  dilatory  and  lon«^  litij^ntion 
with  the  landlord.  In  the  old  action  of 
replevin  by  a  tenant  upon  whom  an  un* 
just  distress  had  been  levied  against  his 
landlord,  the  process  was  tedious  and  I 
the  remedy  most  inadequate.  In  the  i 
present  system  even,  if  a  tenant  brought 
an  action  against  his  landlord  for  an 
illegal  distress,  his  course  was  by  no 


means  an  easy  one.  With  the  aid  of  a 
shrewd  solicitor,  a  landlord  could  always 
put  in  a  counter  claim  against  the  ten- 
ant, and  the  Judge  would  very  probably 
send  the  case  to  arbitration,  or  to  an 
Official  Eeferee  for  final  adjudication. 
In  such  a  case  the  tenant,  seeing 
endless  expense  before  him,  would,  in 
the  vast  majority  of  cases,  be  driven 
either  to  make  a  miserable  compromise 
or  to  abandon  the  proceedings  altogether. 
Such  cases  as  he  had  just  referred  to  had 
occurred  within  bis  own  knowledge  and 
experience,  and  were  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  law  allowed  the  landlord  to  begin  at 
the  wrong  end— namely,  to  issue  his 
execution  before  he  had  obtained  the 
decision  of  a  Court  in  his  favour.  One 
of  the  ways  to  make  a  tenant  farmer 
prosperous  was  to  give  him  full  security 
for  the  capital  which  he  invested  in  the 
land,  and  for  the  profit  of  his  own  in- 
dustry; but  the  unequal  rules  under  the 
Law  of  Distress  had  the  effect  of  stop- 
ping the  investment  of  capital  in  the  land 
on  the  part  of  the  tenant  farmer,  and 
even  the  property  of  a  third  person  put  on 
the  land  was  liable  to  be  s<»ized  by  the 
landlord.  He  trusted  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  might  bring  in  a  Bill  on 
this  subject.  When  it  was  discussed  in 
the  last  Parliament  several  Members  who 
now  sat  on  the  Treasury  Bench  gave  the 
Resolution  their  support,  and  he  trusted 
they  would  join  him  in  doing  so  now. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

^'That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is 
desirable  to  abolish  the  power  of  levying  Dis- 
tress for  the  Rent  of  Agricultural  Holdinq^s  in 
England,  Wales,  and  Ireland."— (i^r.  BUnner" 
hassett.) 

Mr.  H.  T.  davenport,  in  rising  to 
move  the  Previous  Question,  admitted 
the  importance  of  the  subject,  but  said 
it  was  one  as  to  which  the  tenant  farmers 
were  to  his  knowledge  greatly  divided  in 
opinion.  That  division  of  opinion  justitied 
him,  he  thought,  in  the  course  he  adopted, 
as  he  did  not  wish  to  be  committed  to  a 
definite  or  distinct  opinion  on  the  subject. 
There  were  three  classes  prini:ipally  in- 
terested in  the  question — the  landlords, 
the  other  creditors  of  the  tenants,  and 
the  tenant  farmers  themselves.  As  to 
the  landlords,  he  was  not  prepared  to 
admit  that  the  preference  existing  in 
their  case  was  altogether  unique  in  the 
English  law.  They  all  knew  that  cre- 
ditors who  had  been  clever  enough  to 
secure  re-payment  of  their  debts  by  con* 

3   H  2       • 
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tract  under  seal,  or  whose  liabilities  were 
created  under  settlement  or  by  the  judg- 
ment of  a  Court  of  Law.  had  preference 
over  other  creditors.  The  landlord  was 
in  this  position  of  disadvantage  as  com- 
pared with  the  other  creditors  of  the 
tenant  farmer — that  he  could  not  put  a 
stop  to  the  credit  as  they  could.  If  the 
tenant  farmer  did  not  pay  his  seedsman 
or  other  tradesman,  those  creditors  could 
at  once  stop  the  supplies  ;  whereas  the 
debt  to  the  landlord  constantly  increased 
till  the  tenancy  came  to  an  end.  Again, 
if  the  Law  of  Distress  was  done  away 
with,  the  landlord  would  be  obliged  to 
refuse  the  application  of  a  man  wishing 
to  take  a  farm  simply  on  the  ground 
that  if  he  had  not  sufficient  capital  he 
could  not  give  that  security  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  rent  which  was  afforded  by 
the  existing  law,  however  desirable  a 
tenant  he  might  be  in  all  other  respects. 
The  other  creditors  of  a  tenant  knew 
what  the  present  law  was,  they  knew 
the  claim  thelandlord  had  on  the  tenant's 
goods,  and,  therefore,  if  they  gave  too 
much  credit  to  a  tenant  they  did  it  with 
their  eyes  open.  It  was  not  to  the  in- 
terest of  the  other  creditors  that  a  tenant 
should  be  turned  out  of  a  farm,  because, 
if  his  home  were  broken  up,  their  pros- 

Sect   of   being    paid    was    very  much 
iminished.   It  was  in  their  interest  that 
he  should  be  allowed  to  remain  in  his 
holding,    because    if   he   were    treated 
with   indulgence,  he  might  ultimately 
be   able  to  meet  his  obligations.     The 
tenant    farmers   of    England  were  not 
in  favour  of  the  abolition  of  distress 
for  rent ;    at  least,   its    abolition    was 
not  desired   by  the    small   farmers    of 
Staffordshire,  with  whom  he  had  been 
brought  into  contact.     Do  away  with  the 
Law  of  Distress,  and  it  would  be  in- 
cumbent on  the   landlord    to  institute : 
very  strict  inquiries  as  to  the  means  of  I 
any  man  who  applied  for  a  farm,  and  i 
the  result  would  be  the  rejection  of  many  ! 
a  desirable  tenant,  because  he  was  in  ' 
temporary  difficulty,  and  did  not  at  the  ; 
moment  possess  the  amount  of  capital  | 
which  might   be  deemed  necessary  for 
the  proper  cultivation  of  the  farm.     An  ; 
applicant  would  be  entirely  in  the  hands  ' 
of  a  landlord,  and  the  opinions  of  land- 
lords would  varyvery  much  as  to  the 
amount  of  capital  that  was  necessary. 
But  as  long  as  the  Law  of  Distress  re- 
mained,  landlords  would    be    able    to 
accept  tenants  who  otherwise  would  not 
be  able  to  get  farms  at  all.  Without  the 

Mr.  U.  T.  Dav^Afort 


law,  when  once  the  tenant  waa  admitted 
it  would  be  absolutely  necesfary  that  the 
landlord  should  insist  on  the  regular  pay- 
ment of  rent  when  due.  If  that  had 
been  done  during  the  recent  period  of 
distress,  what  would  have  been  the  posi- 
tion of  many  tenants?  How  many 
would  have  been  deprived  of  their  farmi 
and  had  their  homes  broken  up  ?  There- 
fore, in  the  interest  of  men  wishing  for 
farms,  and  in  the  interests  of  men  wish* 
ing  to  keep  them,  the  Law  of  Distreti 
ought  not  to  be  lightly  tampered  with. 
It  was  stated  by  Mr.  Carrington,  whose 
authority  on  this  subject  was  recognized, 
that  during  tlie  last  few  years  many  in- 
dustrious men  had  taken  farms  with 
small  capital,  and  had  pushed  their  waj 
up  to  a  sound  and  respectable  position. 
Was  it  the  wish  of  the  House  that  addi* 
tional  difficulties  should  be  placed  in  the 
way  of  such  men  working  their  way  up 
to  a  position  of  independence  ?  All  com- 
mercial transactions  were  carried  on 
with  a  certain  amount  of  credit ;  it  wu 
important  to  consider  who  was  the  cre- 
ditor and  what  was  the  amount  of  the 
credit ;  and  the  question  for  the  farmer 
was  whether  he  would  be  as  safe  in  the 
hands  of  any  other  creditor  as  he  was  in 
those  of  his  landlord  ?  Apart  from 
sentiment,  the  landlord  was  likely  to  be 
more  lenient  than  the  banker  or  the 
money  lender.  It  was  the  interest  of  the 
landlord  that  the  tenant  should  remain 
and  become  prosperous.  Among  sug- 
gested alterations  of  the  law,  thero  was 
one  which  would  meet  with  almost  uni- 
versal approbation,  and  it  was  that  some 
limit  should  be  put  to  the  arrears  of  ren: 
for  which  the  landlord  might  destrain. 
But  a  reason  why  they  should  defter  anj 
expression  of  opinion  was  that  they  were 
awaiting  the  Heport  of  a  Commission  on 
Agriculture,  which  would  eiubody  in- 
formation, although  it  might  not  mate- 
rially affect  their  judgment  on  a  question 
of  common  principle.  Another  reason 
for  delay  wsCs  that  they  were  toM  that 
there  was  to  be  legislation  in  this  Parlia- 
ment on  the  question  of  the  Land  I^aws. 
It  was  only  right  that  the  House  should 
come  to  the  consideratign  of  that  ques- 
tion unfettered  by  the  expression  of  any 
judgment  on  the  question  of  distress  for 
rent.  For  all  these  reasons,  he  moved 
the  Previous  Question. 

Previous  Question  moved,  "That the 
Original  Question  be  now  put,"— (Jfr* 
21.  r.  Davenport.) 
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Mr.  HENEAGE  said,  his  opinion  of 
the  principle  of  distress  was  that  it  was 
indefensible.  He  belioved  that  the  abo- 
lition of  the  Law  of  Distress  would  do 
away,  to  a  great  extent,  with  that  system 
of  credit  which  had  done  so  much 
damage,  not  only  to  the  agricultural 
interest,  but  to  all  other  classes.  He 
considered  it  would  be  a  great  advan- 
tage to  the  landlord,  even  if,  in  conse- 
ouence  of  it.  his  rents  were  reduced,  if 
he  obtained  them  punctually;  and,  there- 
fore, he  for  one,  as  a  landlord,  could  not 
ff e  any  objection  to  the  abolition  of  the 
I  aw  of  Distress.  One  of  the  points  that 
had  been  made  by  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite was  that  the  landlord's  prefer- 
ence was,  after  all,  only  the  preference 
that  was  given  to  all  preference  creditors 
by  the  law,  in  the  case  of  a  bankruptcy, 
as  a  judgment  creditor.  Tbero  ap- 
peared to  him,  however,  to  be  this  essen- 
tial difference  between  the  two  classes 
of  creditors.  The  one  had  not  the  au- 
thority of  the  Court  for  what  he  did, 
"while  the  other  had.  If  any  preference 
"was  given  to  a  creditor  in  a  Court  of 
Law  or  Bankruptcy,  it  was  because  that 
creditor  had  done  something  to  gain 
that  preference,  and  therefore  he  thought 
the  two  cases  were  entirely  different. 
No  doubt,  it  would  be  said  that  it  would 
be  veiy  hard  upon  the  small  farmers  if 
this  alteration  were  made  at  once ;  but 
this  was  not  a  class  question,  and  if  the 
tenant  farmers  wished  for  the  abolition 
of  the  Law  of  Distress,  he  did  not  see 
"why  the  landlords,  or  this  House,  should 
object.  Reference  had  been  made  to 
limiting  the  time  during  which  a  land- 
lord should  be  entitled  to  enforce  dis- 
tress ;  and,  for  his  part,  he  did  not  see 
vhy  it  should  not  be  reduced  from  six 
years  to  two.  After  all,  it  mattered 
very  little  to  a  tenant,  who  was  reduced 
to  insolvency,  who  got  the  little  money 
he  had ;  and,  therefore,  it  could  not 
matter  to  him  whether  the  landlord  got 
preferen(re  or  not ;  but  it  did  matter  very 
materially  to  the  trader  whether  the 
tenant  was  solvent  or  not,  for  they  went 
on  giving  him  credit  and  allowing  him 
to  deal  with  them,  on  the  strength  of 
the  fact  that  they  supposed  that  the 
landlord  had  seen  that  he  had  got  some 
capital,  and  then  they  suddenly  found 
out  that  the  man  was,  after  all,  only  a  | 
man  of  straw,  and  that  what  little  straw  ' 
he  had  went  into  the  landlord's  pocket. 
There  was  one  other  point  which  had 
been  made ;  but  he  did  not  think  it  af- 


fected the  question  before  the  House, 
and  that  was  the  question  of  bills  of 
sale.  It  had  been  said  that  the  land- 
lord should  be  given  a  power  of  re-entry 
a  certain  time  after  his  rent  became  due; 
but  he  wished  to  point  out  that  the 
landlord  would  be  perfectly  able  to  get 
his  rent  as  soon  as  it  became  legally  due 
to  him,  for  he  could  sue  for  it  on  the 
day  it  became  owing,  and  there  was  not 
a  single  agreement  that  would  prevent 
him  doing  so.  He  would  be  able  to  sue 
as  soon  as  the  rent  fell  due,  in  the  same 
way  as  any  other  creditor.  Without, 
therefore,  detaining  the  House  any 
longer,  he  wished  to  state  that  he  should 
give  his  support  to  the  Motion  put  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kerry 
(Mr.  Blennerhassett),  although  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  it  had  been 
brought  forward  at  rather  an  inoppor- 
tune time.  He  considered  that  it  was 
an  inopportune  time  for  this  reason — 
that  many  tenants  were  in  arrears  with 
their  rents,  and  any  change  in  the  law 
would  necessitate  the  calling  in  of  those 
arrears;  but  he  did  not  see  that  that 
would  affect  the  question  before  the 
House,  because  if  the  House  was  asked 
to  say  "Aye"  or  '•No'^'on  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Law  of  Distress,  it  was  not 
a  question  of  whether  the  time  was  op- 
portune for  doing  80  or  not. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE  said, 
he  did  not  think  this  was  a  good  time 
for  introducing  the  Motion.  He  could 
not  admit  that  the  Law  of  Distress  had 
been  generally  enforced  harshly  or 
cruelly  by  landlords,  as  the  Mover  of 
the  Hesolution  had  asserted. 

Mb.  blennerhassett  said,  he 
had  made  no  such  statement.  What  he 
said  was  that  the  lav^  might  be,  and  oc- 
casionally was,  harshly  enforced. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HART  DYKE  was 
glad  to  hear  the  disclaimer  of  the  hon. 
(ientleman.  He  thought  he  heard  him 
use  the  words  he  had  attributed  to  him, 
and  had  taken  them  down.  He  was 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  limitation  of 
the  law  ;  but  whether  the  limitation 
should  be  fixed  at  one  year  or  18  months 
he  did  not  think  of  any  great  conse- 
quence. He  was  also  in  favour  of  an 
alteration  of  the  law  which  would  pre- 
vent the  great  injustice  of  the  property 
or  stock  of  a  third  party  being  seized 
under  the  Law  of  Distress.  This  was, 
in  the  main,  a  tenant's  question.  As  a 
landlord,  he  was  very  much  opposed,  both 
in  principle  and  practice,  to  the  harbh 
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enforcomont  of  the  Law  of  Distress ;  but 
to  abolisli  it  unconditionally  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  would  he  a  grievous  hard- 
ship to  the  tenant  farmer  himself.  He 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  statistics 
might  be  easily  adduced  to  show  that 
durinjr  the  past  threw  disastrous  seasons, 
if  tlio  Law  of  Distress  had  not  prevailed, 
one-half  of  England  would  now  be  out 
of  cultivation.  Thoy  were  told  that  the 
tenant  farmers  demanded  this  change 
in  the  law.  He  had  spoken  to  many 
tenant  farmers  upon  this  matter ;  and, 
except  those  who  attended  the  Chambers 
of  Commerce  and  Agriculture,  the  ma- 
jority of  those  he  had  consulted  were 
not  in  favour  of  a  change  in  the  present 
law.  It  was  perfectly  true  that  if  a  state 
of  things  could  be  produced  in  which  the 
landlord  would  be  certain  to  get  his  rent, 
and  when  a  farm  became  vacant  found 
no  trouble  in  getting  a  capitalist  to  take 
it.,  tlion  by  all  means  abolish  the  law, 
and  put  the  relation  between  the  laud- 
lord  and  the  tenant  on  a  business  foot- 


tinguished  Member — ^had  swept  airay  at 
one  fell  swoop  the  sister  Law  of  Hypo* 
thee  in  Scotland?  The  right  of  the 
landlord  to  priority  for  debts  due  for 
rent  over  every  other  creditor  had  re- 
mained unquestioned  until  recent  years; 
the  Law  of  Distress  had  come  down  to 
them  as  a  legacy  from  feudal  times,  and 
had  been  quietly  acquiesced  in.  It  had, 
indeed,  been  regarded  as  one  of  those 
natural  rights  which  could  hardly  be 
called  in  question.  But  they  lived  in 
times  when  class  privileges,  however 
ancient,  were  no  longer  regarded  u 
natural  rights,  but  wlien  the  title  of 
their  possessors  was  rigidly  investigated 
and  their  effects  on  the  general  com- 
munity were  looked  fairly  in  the  face. 
The  long-sustained  agitation  in  Scot- 
land upon  the  Law  of  Hypothec,  and 
the  discussions  and  debates  from  time 
to  time  on  the  subject,  very  naturally 
called  the  attention  of  English  fanners 
to  the  sister  Law  of  Distress ;  and  the 
more  intelligent  of  them  soon  began  to 


ing.     But  he  submitted  that  the}'  must    perceive  that  the  evils  alleged  to  flow 


deal  with  the  state  of  affairs  and  the 
times  and  seasons  as  they  found  them ; 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  almost  bar- 
barous for  the  House  of  Commons  now 
to  abolish  the  Law  of  Distress,  and 
thereby  produce  a  state  of  tilings  which 
must  result  in  the  turning  out  of  their 
homes  of  a  large  number  of  tenant  far- 
mers who  had  been  struggling  for  years 
against  fearful  odds,  and  were  now  re- 
ceiving forbearance  and  consideration 
from  their  landlords,  whom  the  hou. 
Member  for  Kerry  admitted  had  not 
harshly  enforced  the  law.  As  practical 
men,  he  believed  they  must  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  time  had  not  arrived 
when  the  Law  of  Distress  could  be  abo- 
lished without  aji:gravating,  instead  of 
removing,  the  difficulties  wliich  at  pre- 
sent atiectcd  the  agriculture  of  this 
country.  He  was  not  altogether  pre- 
pared to  vote  for  the  Previous  Question, 
and    would    have    preferred    that    the 


from  the  Law  of  Hypothec  flowed 
equally  from  the  Law  of  Distress. 
During  recent  years  the  growth  of  opi- 
nion among  English  tenant  farmers 
upon  the  question,  therefore,  bad  in- 
creased crmsiderably,  and  at  nearly  all 
the  meetings  held  by  them  it  had  been 
warmly  debated,  and  its  injurious  opera- 
tion denounced,  and  resolutions  passed, 
not  only  for  the  amendment,  but  for 
the  total  abolition  of  the  law.  It 
was  to  the  credit  of  the  Scotch  fanners 
that  they  were  shrewd  enough  to  per- 
ceive the  baneful  influence  of  the  Law 
of  Hypothec  on  their  interests  many 
years  before  the  English  farmers  had 
their  interest  aroused  to  the  results  of 
the  corresponding  Law  of  Distress  in 
England.  Possibly  the  earlier  discovery 
was  attributable  to  the  Scotcli  practice 
of  letting  farms  on  tender,  which  system 
brought  the  evils  flowing  from  the  law 
more  prominently  and  visibly  before  the 


Amendment  had  been  framed  to  carry  eyes  of  the  Scottish  tenantry.  What  was 
out  some  improvement  in  the  existing  said  of  the  Law  of  Hypothec  might  be  said 
law.  with  equal  truth  of  the  Law  of  Distress. 

Mr.  JAMES   HOWAED   said,    that    The  evils  attendant  on  the  system  were 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Mid  '  three-fold.     First,  by  the  operation  of 
Kent   (Sir   William    Hart   Dyke)    had    the  law,  rents  were  raised  bG3'ond  their 
deprecated  sweeping  away  at  one   fell 
swoop  the  Law  of  Distress.     But  he  (Mr. 
J.  Howard)  would   ask— Did   the  hon. 

Baronet  remember,  when  speaking,  thac ;  begotten  a  tendency  to  repel  capital 
Parliament,  with  the  assent  of  the  Con-  ;  from  agriculture  and  the  cultivation  of 
aeirative  Party — of  which  he  was  a  dis-  '  the  soil.    If  these  charges  could  be  toi- 

Sir  William  Eari  Dyke 


boy 

natural  level ;  secondly,  the  credit  of  the 
tenant  farmers  had  been  impaired;  and, 
thirdly,  the  operation  of  the  law  bad 
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tamed — as  lie  (Mr*.  J.  Howard)  believed 
they  could— then  the  days  of  the  Law 
of  Distress  were  as  assuredly  numbered 
as  those  of  hypothec  had  already  been. 
That  the  Law  of  Distress  had  had  a  potent, 
though  silent  effect  in  raisinp^  the  rental 
of  farms  throughout  England,  no  doubts 
existed  in  the  minds  of  practical  men, 
although  it  was  just  one  of  these  knotty 
points  which  it  was  next  to  impossible 
to  prove  to  demonstration.  It  could 
not  be  disguised,  as  had  been  urged  on 
the  other  side,  that  the  present  was  not, 
from  one  point  of  view,  a  favourable 
time  for  bringing  forward  the  proposal 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kerry 
(Mr.  Blennerhassett),  inasmuch  as  that 
many  points  in  his  arguments  were 
blunted  by  the  untoward  circumstances 
whicii  at  present  surrounded  agriculture. 
In  prosperous  times,  when  a  score  or 
more  applicants  were  running  after 
every  vacant  farm,  then  was  the  time 
when  landlords  could  take  advantage  of 
the  Law  of  Distress;  but  in  times  of 
depression  like  the  present,  it  could  not 
be  disguised  that  to  a  great  extent  the 
law  remained  inoperative.  With  that 
admission,  however,  he  maintained  that 
it  was  not  the  practice  of  Parliament  to 
legislate  for  abnormal  conditions,  but 
for  the  ordinary — the  normal — circum- 
stances of  the  country.  He  would,  there- 
fore, take  the  House  back  a  few  years 
"when  prosperous  times  had  for  a  long 
period  prevailed.  A  landowner,  whom 
he  would  style  Sir  Herbert  Settlement, 
vas  the  owner  of  an  estate  upon  which 
a  desirable  farm  became  vacant;  the 
applicants  were  numerous,  and  the  com- 
petition for  the  occupancy  was  brisk  ; 
the  agent,  knowing  that  the  owner  was 
protected  by  the  Law  of  Distress,  felt 
that  a  tenant  with  three-fourths  of  the 
capital  or  even  half  the  capital  neces- 
Bary  to  stock  the  farm  was  just  as  safe 
for  the  rent  as  the  man  with  ample 
means  for  fully  stocking  it.  The  farm 
was  let  probably  at  a  considerable  ad- 
rance  upon  the  previous  rental  to  a  tenant 
of  the  kind  he  had  just  described.  The 
owner  soon  after  meets  his  neighbour, 
whom  he  (Mr.  J.  Howard)  would  call 
Xiord  Limited  Owner,  and  informs  him 
that  The  Grange — the  farm  in  question — 
had  been  let  at  '658,  per  acre  to  a  very 
eligible  tenant.  Lord  Limited  Owner, 
in  turn,  meets  his  own  agent,  and  calls 
his  attention  to  the  fact  that  The  Grange 
had  been  let  at  10«.  per  acre  more  than 
the  rent  of  his  own  farm  adjoining  The 


Holt,  which  was  every  bit  as  good.  The 
result  was  that  in  process  of  time  the 
rent  of  The  Holt  was  raised,  and  per- 
haps a  score  other  farms  upon  the  same 
estate — not  one  of  the  tenants  ever 
dreaming  for  one  moment  that  the  rise 
was  directly  or  indirectly  connected  with 
the  Law  of  Distress.  He  might  be  told 
that  he  had  drawn  an  imaginary  picture. 
[**  Hear,  hear!"]  Hon.  Members  oppo- 
site cried  '*  Hear,  hear !  "  He  could 
only  say  that  he  had  drawn  precisely  the 
same  picture  at  a  meeting  of  the  Farniers' 
Club,  13  months  ago  ;  and  upon  remark- 
ing that  some  present  might  regard  it 
as  a  fancy  picture,  the  room  resounded 
with  cries  of  **  No,  no !  "  He  would 
ask — were  not  the  practical  farmers  pre- 
sent upon  that  occasion  competent  judges 
upon  the  point?  There  was  no  need, 
however,  for  a  fancy  sketch  to  pourtray 
the  evil  effects  of  the  law  under  con- 
sideration. There  was  the  inexorable 
doctrine  of  political  economy  that  any 
law,  or  set  of  circumstances,  which  had 
the  effect  of  bringing  more  customers 
into  the  market  for  a  given  article, 
brought  about  a  rise  in  the  price  of  such 
commodity.  That  the  Law  of  Distress 
had,  in  the  past,  had  the  effect  of  in- 
creasing the  number  of  applicants  for 
farms  no  practical  man  for  a  moment 
doubted.  If  such  was  the  case,  the  en- 
hancement of  rent  was  the  inevitable 
result,  and  the  inexorable  law  to  which 
he  had  referred  could  not  be  (gainsaid. 
The  agricultural  rental  of  the  Kingdom, 
as  he  had  reminded  the  House  three 
weeks  ago,  increased  between  the  years 
1857  and  1876  by  no  less  a  sum  than 
£9,000,000  sterling,  the  rise  being  21 
per  cent  in  England  and  26  per  cent  in 
Scotland.  Turning  to  the  second  effect 
said  to  be  produced  by  the  Law  of  Dis- 
tress upon  the  credit  of  the  farmer,  the 
effect  of  the  law  might  be  judged  by 
the  case  of  a  tenant  resorting  to  a  banker 
for  an  advance  to  tide  him  over  a  crisis. 
At  the  interview,  nothing  would  of 
course  be  said  by  the  banker  upon  the 
ugly  question  of  the  Law  of  Distress, 
nor  would  it  probably  for  one  moment 
cross  the  mind  of  the  would-be-  borrower. 
But  did  anyone  of  commercial  experience 
suppose  that  the  law  was  absent  from  the 
mind  of  the  banker,  when  he  blandly 
informed  the  would-be-boiTower  that  he 
could  be  accommodated  with  the  ad- 
vance, but  that  security  would  be  ex- 
pected ?  He  had  been  assured  by  emi- 
neut   bankers  in   agricultural    districts 
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to  hid  high  rents,  hut  who  had  not 
capital  enoueh  to  fully  develop  the  re- 
sources of  the  soil,  aud  which,  there- 
fore, inflicted  a  distinct  injury  on  the 
community.  He  helieved  that  such  t 
lavr  was  also  injurious  to  the  land- 
owners themselves,  hecause  hut  for  it, 
and  its  operations  in  the  past,  he 
was  convinced  that  probably  not  half 
of  the  bankruptcies  of  the  last  fev 
months  would  have  occurred,  and  not 
half  of  the  now  vacant  farms  would 
have  remained  tenantless.  He  had  dwelt 
hitherto  upon  the  three  evils  which  flowed 
from  the  Law  of  Distress  ;  hut  he  had 
said  nothinp^  about  the  inju5»tice  of  that 
law  toward  the  trading-,  the  manufao- 
turing,  and  the  banking  class — this  wu 
so  obvious  that  he  felt  that  it  required 
no  enforcement.  That  debts  due  to  the 
most  opulent,  the  most  wealthy,  and  the 
most  powerful  section  of  the  communitj 
should  be  secured  by  an  exceptional  law 
seemed  to  his  mind  little  short  of  iniqui- 
tous. He  would  ask — suppose  that  the 
bankers  were  in  possession  of  this  pre- 
ferential right  as  had  been  playfully  sug- 
p^ested  by  one  of  the  bankers  he  had  re- 
ferred to — he  would  ask  would  such  a 
class  privilege  stand  for  a  single  Session? 
Again,  could  it  be  believed  that  if  the 
Law  of  Distress  bad  never  been  in  ex- 
istence, and  was  proposed  either  to  this 
House  or  even  to  the  House  of  Lords,  it 
would  be  for  one  moment  entertained? 
Were  such  a  measure  proposed  for  the 
first  time,  it  would,  unquestionably,  be 
deemed  to  be  and  would  be  denounced 
throughout  the  land  as  a  piece  of  un- 
justifiable class  legislation  of  the  verj 
worst  kind.  Further,  the  merchants, 
bankers,  and  all  classes  of  traders  would 
be  up  in  arms  against  its  unfaimees. 
Believing  that  the  Law  of  Distress  had 
been  injurious  not  only  to  the  three 
classes  directly  interested  in  agriculture 
— landlords,  tenants,  and  labourers — hat 
to  the  general  interests  of  the  whole 
community,  he  heartily  supported  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Kerry. 

Mr.  pell  said,  he  was  also  inclined 
to  think  that  it  would  not  have  been 
easy  now-a-days  to  enact  for  the  first  tine 
the  Law  of  Distress ;  but  that  was  hy 
no  means  a  sufficient  reason  for  repeal- 
ing it.  The  circumstances  of  its  origin 
certainly  justified  the  law  at  one  period 
of  our  history.  There  had  been  a  time 
I  in  which  the  landlord  supplied  the  en- 
tire plant  and  capital  oi  a  £aiin,  and 


that  the  cre<lit  of  tho  farmer  was  se- 
riously curtailed  by  the  Law  of  Distress. 
Lpftving.  however,  tlie  bankers,  he  would 
call  attontion  to  a  speech  of  a  noble 
Lord  oy)posite,  who  took  an  active  part 
in  the  lousiness  of  that  House — he  re- 
ferred to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
"Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill). 
Some  18  months  ago  that  noble  Lord, 
addressing  a  meeting  of  Oxfordshire 
farmers,  spoke  as  follows  upon  the  sub- 
ject ijow  before  the  House  : — 

**  He  saw  one  groat  evil,  and  that  was  tho 
Law  of  Distress.  They  could  not  expect  the 
capitalist  in  tf  eso  bad  timos  to  advance  money 
to  Ihe  f armor  for  tho  most  lo'^timate  and  pro- 
mising objects,  at  any  rate  at  modcruto  interest, 
on  the  security  of  liia  stock  or  his  plant,  when 
he  know  that  through  some  unforeseen  circum- 
Btanccs,  or  some  temporary  enibarrassment,  or 
circumstances  over  which  the  farmer  might  be 
able  to  exercise  no  control,  he  happenecl  to  be 
behind  in  his  obligations  to  his  landlord,  that 
security  would  at  onco  bo  taken  possession  of 
by  his  landlord.  He  had  no  hesitation  in 
Baying  that  th(j  Law  of  Distress  was  a  rem- 
nant of  feudalism,  and  its  days  were  numbered. 
The  Government  had  consented  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  its  abolition  in  Scotland,  and  what 
was  sauce  for  the  goose  was  siiuco  for  the 
gnnder  :  what  was  good  for  the  Scotch  farmers 
was,  he  imagined,  equally  good  for  English 
farmers.** 

He  (Mr.  J.  Howard)  was  glad  to  find 
that  the  noble  Lord  was  imbued  with 
some  of  the  Kadical  sentiments  of  his 
elder  brother  upon  Land  Questions.  He 
bad  p;iven  this  extract  from  the  noble 
Lord's  speech  with  two  objects — first,  as 
an  answer  to  the  speet-h  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Staffordshire  (Mr.  H. 
T.  Davenport);  and,  secondly,  in  order 
to  claim  the  voto  of  the  noble  Lord  for 
the  Motion  then  before  the  House. 
With  respect  to  the  third  effect  alleij^ed 
to  flow  from  tho  Law  of  Distress — the 
tendency  to  repel  capital  from  agricul- 
ture— he  would  observe  it  was  notorious 
than  men  of  capital  and  standing  seldom 
or  never  were  willing  to  give  such  high 
or  extravagant  rents  for  land  a>*  men  of 
straw  were  willing  to  offer.  That  was 
a  fact,  known  to  every  land  agent  in 
the  Kingdom.  So  apparent  had  been  the 
tendency  under  tho  Scotch  system  of 
letting  farms  by  tender,  that  the  fact 
fomented  the  agitation  against  hy- 
pothec, and  tho  conviction  had  served 
to  keep  it  alive.  He  was  surprised  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Nortb  Stafibrdshire 
eliould  commend  a  law  which  tempted 
landlords,  especially  needy  ones,  to  ac- 
cept 00  tenants  men  wbo  wexQ  ready 

Mr.  Jame9  Howard 
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everything  that  was  necesBary,  with  the 
exception  of  labour,  so  that  he  was  not 
only  the   landlord,    but  the    capitalist 
whose  money  was  being  used.     A  little 
earlier,    the    cultivation    of   land    was 
managed  by  a  still  simpler  method,  b}* 
which  the  landlord  received  a  part  of  the 
produce  from  the  tenant.     At  one  time, 
therefore,  the  Law  of  Distress  was  amply 
justified  by  all  the  conditions  of  ap^ricul- 
ture.     New  methods,  however,  had  su- 
perseded the  old,  and  other  persons  be- 
sides the  landlord  and  the  tenant  were 
now   intereeterl    in    the    cultivation  of 
land.     Some  of  them  were  persons  who, 
whatever  might  be  said  of  the  acceptance 
by  landlords  of  extravagant  rents,  had 
certainly  lured  farmftrs  into  expenditure 
that  their  better  judgment  condemned. 
It  was  not  all  pn)fit  to  the  farmer  who 
invested  £200  or  £300  in  arliGcial  ma- 
nure, or  spent    his    substance    in   the 
gay    paint    and    glittering    fittings    of 
agricultural     instruments.       Those     to 
whom  he   alluded,  a  large  section  of 
the  manufacturers  and  the  acute  and 
theoretical  persons  who  supplied  arti- 
ficial manure,   were  now  complaining 
that  certain  consequences  resulted  from 
the  Law  of  Distress  which  would  inter- 
fere with  their  speculative  proposals. 
With  regard  to  the  operation  of  the  law 
itself,  he  did  not  think  it  was  fair  to 
those  who  supplied  other  commodities 
than  laud  to  the  farmer  that  the  land- 
lord   should    have    a    claim  upon  the 
tenant's  property  for  something  like  six 
years  back.     He  had  always  thought 
that  was  an  extremely  unfair  thing,  and  j 
a  cruel  thing,  in  the  first  instance,  to  the 
tenant,  and,  in  the  next  place,  to  the 
oommunrty  generally.     But  it  was  not 
dear  to  him  that  it  was  an  unfair  pro- 
posal, considering  the  laws  of  tenancy 
generally,  that  the  landlord  should  have 
a  lien  upon  the  produce  of  the  farm  for 
one  year,  or  for  a  short  period  not  much 
exceeding  one  year.     Owners  of  agri- 
cultural implements,  and  other  matters 
that  the  farmer  required,  did  not  part 
with  their  goods  for  a  year  or  a  month 
upon  credit,  unless  thoy  had  urgent  reason 
for  doing  so  ;  but  the  landlord  sold  the 
possession  of  his  land  not  for  a  week  or 
for  a  month,  but  for  a  period  long  enough 
to  allow  crops  and  harvests  to  be  gathered 
in,  and  was,  so  far,  less  advantageously 
situated  than  the  ordinary  commercial 
creditor.    He  thought,   on  the  whole, 
that  the  existing  law,  with  limitation, 
was  best  in  the  interests  of  both  par- 


ties. The  agricultural  implement  maker 
usually  parted  with  his  goods  to  an 
agent,  to  whom  he  gave  an  enormous 
discount.  That,  of  course,  did  not 
make  the  articles  any  cheaper  to  the 
farmer.  In  fact,  a  plough  or  a  drill 
which  might  be  sold  to  a  farmer  for  £12 
or  £14  on  the  cash  system  cost  him  £18 
or  £20  under  the  system  of  agency  and 
credit.  He  was  not  sure  that  a  slight 
Law  of  Distress  would  not  operate  more 
to  the  advantage  of  a  farmer  who  was 
going  to  buy  these  goods  than  such  an 
enormuus  percentage.  He  had,  more- 
over, a  great  objection  to  the  present 
proposal,  for  he  was  afraid  that  after  all 
it  was  only  a  bid  for  the  support  of  the 
farmers.  The  truth  was  that  the  Law 
of  Distress  was  very  seldom  exercised  ; 
and  he  was  inclined  to  think  that  the 
wiser  course  for  the  occupiers  of  land  to 
take  would  be  to  endeavour  to  amend 
the  law  rather  than  abolish  it,  for  it 
ought  not,  at  the  present  moment,  to  be 
swept  away  altogether.  And  when  the 
law  was  altered,  he  should  be  pleased 
to  see  the  Amendment  extended  to  other 
holdings  besides  farms ;  for,  as  far  as 
his  experience  went,  tlie  power  of  ex- 
pelling the  occupier  of  a  small  tenement 
had  been  more  unduly  used  in  the  case 
of  house  tenancies  than  in  the  case  of 
land. 

Sm  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
he  thought  he  could  congratulate  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr. 
Blennerhassett),  not  merely  on  the  sup- 
port he  had  received  from  those  who 
were  avowedly  in  favour  of  the  Resolu- 
tion, but  still  more  on  the  course  which 
had  been  taken  by  those  who  were  op- 
posed to  it.  When  he  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  considered  the  manner  in 
which  the  Resolution  was  met,  and  the 
arguments  by  which  it  was  supported, 
he  could  come  to  no  other  conclusion 
than  that  the  real  object  at  which  his 
hon.  Friend  aimed  was  really  attained. 
If  this  Law  of  Distress  were  really  the 
valuable  commodity  for  the  farmers  of 
England  as  was  pretended  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  why  was  the  Motion  met 
by  the  '*  Previous  Question"  and  not 
with  a  direct  negative  by  their  Repre- 
sentatives and  advocates?  Thehon.Mnm- 
ber  who  made  that  Motion  of  the  **  Pre- 
vious Question  "  (Mr.  H.  T.  Davenport) 
said  he  was  quite  satisfied  that  the  far- 
mers of  England  were  not,  in  a  majority,  in 
favour  of  the  present  proposal.  He  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  confessed  that  he  had 
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a  little  doubt  of  this  at  the  time ;  but  it  I  was  what  was  put  forward  by  the  moit 
was  removed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  j  brilliant  agricultural  light  of  the  Con- 
just  spoke  (Mr.  Pell),   because  he  said    servative  Party.     The  argument  on  the 


this  was  to  be  used  as  a  *'  farmers' 
friend  "  question.  That  seemed  to  betray 
that  at  tlie  bottom  of  his  heart  there  was 
a  suspicion  that  that  was  really  what  the 
farmers  did  want.  What  were  the  argu- 
ments used  against  the  Resolution  ?     It 


opposite  side  was  that  a  man  must  have 
credit  to  go  on  with  his  business;  but 
let  them  take  care  that  the  only  creditor 
should  be  the  landlord,  and  the  real  fer- 
tilizing influence  upon  land  which  could 
restore  it  to  its  true  productive  power 


was  said  that  the  law  enabled  a  land-  i  was  rent.     It  was  not  implements,  and 


owner  to  take  a  tenant  with  an  insufB 
cient  capital.  Why,  that  argument  was 
really  the  most  conclusive  in  its  favour, 
for  the  worst  thing  for  the  landowner  or 
the  farmer,  and  for  the  general  com- 
munity, was  that  very  thing.  It  was 
Lecauso  it  enabled  and  encouraged  the 
landowner  to  take    a    tenant    without 


it  was  not  manure ;  but  if  rent  wu 
maintained,  that  was  the  fertilizing  ele- 
ment of  the  soil,  and  in  order  to  main- 
tain rent  they  must  maintain  the  Law 
of  Distress.  He  must  say,  when  argu- 
ment had  sunk  to  that  level,  he  thought 
the  cause  was  lost.  He  was  quite  sure, 
if  there  were  better  arguments  which 


sufficient  capital,  because  it  encouraged  '  could  be  produced,  they  would  have 
a  man  without  sufficient  capital  to  be-  j  been  put  forward.  The  hon.  Member 
come  a  tenant,  that  the  Law  of  Distress  for  South  Leicestershire,  although  he 
was  fundamentally  wrong,  and  injurious  occasionally  appeared  in  the  highest 
to  the  interests  of  the  community.  Then  phase  of  Protection,  was  not  unamen- 
there  was  the  hon.  Member  for  South  '  able  to  reason,  or  the  process  of  conver- 
Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell),  who  really,  at  I  sion ;  and  he  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
times,    appeared  to  be   a  Liberal,   and    might    venture    to    predict    that    they 


then,  at  other  times,  a  Tory  of  the  rankest 
and  most  antiquated  description,  who 
said — *'In  the  present  miserable  condi- 
tion of  agriculture  let  us  protect  the 
farmer  from  his  natural  enemies."  What 
were  the  natural  enemies  of  the  farmers? 


would  yet  live  to  see  the  hon.  Member 
voting  for  abolition  of  the  I^aw  of  Dis- 
tress. This,  in  fact,  was  no  new  ques- 
tion. Upon  the  Law  of  Hypothec,  two 
years  ago,  everything  had  been  said 
upon  this  question  which  it  was  possible 


According  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo-  '  to  say.     All  these  objections  bad  been 


site,  agriculture  had  been  destroyed  by 
implements.  Let  them  maintain  the 
Law  of  Distress,  bet^auso  it  would  pre- 
vent the  farmer  indulging  in  implements. 
If  they  could  only  put  the  farmer  in  a 


made  before.  They  were  all  argued  out 
on  the  Scotch  Bill.  The  Conservative 
Party,  from  year  to  year,  opposed  the 
abolition  of  the  Law  of  Hypothec,  and 
the    same    arguments    were    produced 


position  that  no  implement  maker  would  .  then  ;  but  it  was  the  conviction  of  a  very 
trust  him,  they  would  put  him  in  a  '  acute  class  of  people — the  Scotch  far- 
flourishing  position.  But  it  was  not  |  mers,  who  certainly  could  not  be  accused 
only  the  implement  makers  of  whom  he  j  of  not  knowing  where  their  own  interests 
complained.  There  were  the  artiGcial  laid — that  the  Law  of  Hypothec  ou^ht 
manure  manufacturers  also.  The  h(m.  to  be  abolished,  and  it  was  abolished. 
Gentleman  was  convinced  that  if  the  There  was  one  man,  of  course,  who  wu 
English   agriculturist  was  to  be  saved  !  staunch  to  the  last — the  noble  Lord  the 


from  the  competition  of  the  virgin  soil 
of  America,  ho  was  to  bo  saved  by  one 
thing  only — namely,  a  cessation  in  the 
use  of  artificial  manure.  Maintain  the 
Law  of  Distress,  and  that  would  be  ac- 
complished.     Another    enemy    of    the 


Member  for  Haddingtonshire  (Loid 
Elcho).  He  remembered,  in  one  of 
those  wails  from  the  noble  Lord  with 
which  they  were  so  well  acquainted, 
he  denounced  the  late  Government  for 
conceding  the  abolition  of  the  Law  of 


farmer  was  the  banker,  and  they  were  Hypothec.  But  the  abolition  of  the  Law 
asked  to  hope  that  the  farmer  could  of  Hypothec  was  a  brilliant,  and  he 
never  bo  in  a  position  that  a  banker  |  would  say  the  best,  act  of  that  Govem- 
would  trust  him.  Let  thern  bo  no  agri-  ;  ment.  It  was  done  on  the  very  eve  of  a 
cultural  implements,  artificial  manure,  j  General  Election ;  and  after  a  Dissola- 
and  national  bankers,  and  then  the  dis-  >  tion  was  announced,  the  Duke  of  £ich- 
tressed  agriculture  of  England  would  be  j  mond,  the  then  Lord  Chancellor,  and 
delivered  from  all  its  misfortune,  and  be  '  the  lights  of  the  Conservative  Partj 
on  equal  terms  with  the  world.     That    wont  down  to  the  House  of  Lords,  ana 

JSir  ffiliiam  AircQUrt 
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entreated   them  to  pass    the    Bill    for 
the  abolition  of  the  Law  of  Hypothec, 
irhich  was,   in    fact,   the    abolition    of 
the   Law  of  Distress.      They   did   that 
on  the  eve  of  a  General  Election,  not 
supposing    for     one     moment    that    it 
was  to  be  considered  in  any  respect  a 
**  farmer's  friend  "  question.     That  was 
the   process  by  which   conversion   took 
place  on  those   subjects.      If  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kerry,  instead 
of  moving  a  Kesolution,  had  introduced 
a  Bill,  they  would  hnve  seen  how  Gen- 
tlemen sitting  opposite  would  have  met 
it.     He  would  rather  tliat  he  had  done 
BO,  as  he  (Sir  William  ITarcourt)  shoidd 
have  supported  the  Bill,  as  ho  intended 
to  support  the  Kesolution.     Of  course, 
as  in  the  case  of  the  Law  of  Hypothec, 
when  the  subject  came  to  be  dealt  with 
in  a  Bill,  there  ought  to  be  just  and 
proper  securities  introduced  by  which 
the  landowner  who  parted  with  the  pos- 
session of  his  land  should  have  a  sum- 
mary and  effective  method  of  recovering 
that  possession  if  he  did  not  get  his  rent. 
There  remained  one  other  point.     The 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Mid  Kent 
(Sir   William   Hart   Dyke)   said,   what 
would  be  the  position  of  the  tenants  in 
this  country  if  the  Law  of  Distress  did 
not  exist  ?    They  would  all  have  been 
turned  out  by  the  landlord.     He  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  ventured  to  disagree 
with  that  expression  of  opinion,  because 
he  did  not  think  that  that  was  the  view 
which  the  landlords  had  taken  of  their 
position.    As  far  as  his  observation  went, 
their  great  object  seemed  to  be  to  keep 
their  tenants  if  possible;  and  even  if  the 
Law  of  Distress  did  not  exist,  they  would 
not  have  done  such  a  suicidal  thing  as 
evict  them.     In  fact,  every  landlord  in 
England  at  the  present  moment  appeared 
to  be  doing  his  best  to  retain  his  tenants. 
It  was,   conseouently,   impossible  that 
any  tenant  could  suffer  by  the  abolition 
of  the  Law  of  Distress.     If  they  liad  not 
spoken  so  strongly  on  the  subject  as  the 
Beotch  farmers,  it  was  because  the  latter 
were  shrewder  agriculturists  and  larger 
capitalists,  who  had  long  come  to  the 
conclusion   that   such  a  system   ns  this 
was  incompatible   with   good    agricul- 
ture.    The  very  arguments  which  had 
been  adduced   against    the   Hesolution 
were  the  strongest  arguments  in  its  fa- 
vour ;    and,  therefore,   he  should  vote 
against  the  ''Previous  Question,*'  and 
ia  favour  of  the  Kesolution  of  his  hon. 
Friend. 


Sir  GABRIEL  GOLDNEY  com- 
plained that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  had  made  no  refer- 
ence to  one  subject  closely  connected 
with  this  question — namely,  the  mode 
of  obtaining  the  rent-charge  into  which 
the  Church  tithes  had  been  converted  in 
the  12,000  parishes  in  the  Kingdom,  in 
which  case  the  only  remedy  was  the 
same  as  that  employed  by  the  landlord 
— that  was  distress. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  This 
Resolution  does  not  refer  to  that  sub- 
ject. 

Sir  GABRIEL  GOLDNEY  said,  the 
one  question  would  be  involved  in  the 
other,  and  if  the  Law  of  Distress  were 
swept  away  there  would  be  no  means  of 
recovering  it,  otherwise  than  by  substi- 
tuting a  personal  liability.  He  would 
go  further  in  the  way  of  opposition  to 
the  Resolution  than  simply  moving  the 
*'  Previous  Question,"  for  he  had  had  a 
long  experience  in  matters  connected 
with  land,  and  he  had  never  known  the 
Law  of  Distress  act  oppressively.  Be- 
fore, therefore,  such  a  Resolution  as 
that  before  the  House  was  agreed  to, 
some  information  ought,  he  contended, 
to  be  given  by  the  Government  as  to 
what  process  they  would  suggest  with 
the  view  of  remedying  the  great  incon- 
venience which  would  result  from  the 
abolition  of  the  Law  of  Distress. 

Mr.  GREGORY  supported  the  '*  Pre- 
vious Question,"  maintaining  that  the 
law  as  it  at  present  stood  had  been  pro- 
ductive of  considerable  advantage  in 
enabling  many  struggling  men  to  take 
farms  who  would  otherwise  be  debarred 
from  doing  so,  and  to  bring  up  families 
in  a  respectable  way  of  life.  There  was 
no  comparison  between  the  position  of  a 
landlord  and  an  ordinary  creditor  of  the 
tenant.  The  former  found  a  portion  of 
the  capital,  on  which  the  tenant  treated 
the  land  as  raw  material,  of  which  he 
necessarily  parted  with  the  possession. 
The  ordinary  dealer  could  give  credit  for 
the  goods  supplied,  or  require  payment 
for  them  as  he  thought  proper;  but  it 
appeared  by  the  evidence  taken  by  the 
House  of  Lords  that  the  loss  to  ordinary 
dealers,  under  the  circumstances,  was 
very  small,  amounting  to  less  than 
1  per  cent  on  their  dealings  with  agri- 
cultural tenants.  The  law  ought  not, 
therefore,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  abolished 
in  the  summary  way  proposed,  although 
he  admitted  that  some  alteration  in  it 
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Tfas  desirahle.  He  contended  that  it  did 
no  practical  evil  to  anyone,  and  that 
much  of  the  distress  which  had  fallen 
on  the  English  farmer  arose  from  the 
competition  of  bankers  to  lend  him 
money.  If  the  law  were  abolished  with 
respect  to  agricultural  holdings,  it  could 
not  logically  be  retained  for  house  pro- 
perty ;  and  it  was  in  dealing  witli  the 
latter  that  the  abuses  of  it.  if  any,  arose. 

Mu.  WARTON  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  riglit  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  had  fairly  represented  the 
arguments  used  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell) ;  but  it 
was  not  wonderful  for  the  right   hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  endeavour  to 
excite    a  laugh,    especially   a    Liberal 
laugh,    against   the   hon.    Member   for 
South  Leicestershire.     It  was  easy  to  do 
Bo    when    representations    were    made 
which  were   not  exactly  in  accordance 
with  the  utterances  of  the  speaker  re- 
ferred to.     The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  tliat  landlords  ought  to 
have  easy  means  for  obtaining  possession 
of  their  land  if  their  rent  was  not  paid  ; 
but  he  did  not  say  what  those  means 
should  be.     He  wished  to  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was   of  opinion   that   such  a  principle 
ought  to  apply  in  the  case  of  Irish  land 
also.    Did  not  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman   know   that    there     was     a 
Bill  before  the  House  which  applied  to 
Ireland,  and  which  would,  when  passed, 
clog  the  right  of  the  landlord  to  obtain 
possession  of  his  lands  in  every  possible 
way  ?     Why,  he  w^ould  ask,  should  this 
Motion  be  limited  to  agricultural  hold- 
ings, and  not  apply  to  the  occupiers  in 
towns  ?     Why  should  they  deprive  the 
farmers  of  the   protection   which   they 
now    had   from  their  landlords  ?      No 
answer  could  be  given  to  those  questions; 
but,    instead,    hon.    Members   opposite 
contented  themselves  by  cheering,  jeer- 
ing, and  sneering  at  the  arguments  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Leicester- 
shire, which  thev  could  not  meet,  more 
especially  that    in    which    he  directly 
charged  the  Liberal  Party  with  seeking  i 
to  make  this  a  **  farmers'  friend"  ques- . 
tion,  because  they  wanted  to  catch  the 
farmers'  votes,  which  they  had  not  got.  , 

Mr.  STOllERsaid,  it  was  well  known 
from  personal  experience  that  many 
Englisn  farmers,  and  many  Scotch  far- 
mers too,  could  not  but  for  the  Law  of 
Distress  have  raised lYiQmbQlvQs  from  the 

Mr.  Grifory 


!  position  of  labourers  to  be  the  occupiers 
of  farms.      There  was  this  peculiarity 
which  had  not  been  much  touched  on  in  the 
condition  of  the  farmer  as  compared  with 
I  other  classes.     The  farmer  invested  bis 
I  capital  in  the  land,  where  it  remained 
I  for  a  year  or  two.     It  was  impossible  for 
I  him  to  turn  liis  money  over  so  rapidly 
:  as  the  merchant  or  banker ;  and,  there- 
fore, it  was  necessarv  that  consideration 
should  be  shown  him  by  somebody.    If 
he  got  no  consideration  from  bis  land- 
lord, he  certainly  would  get  none  from 
his  other  creditors ;  and  if  the  Law  of 
Distress  were  done  away  with  his  chancea 
of  consideration  from  the  landlord  must 
necessarily  bo  greatly  diminished.  While 
admitting  that  there   should   be  some 
limitation  of  the  present  Law  of  Distreei 
with  advantage,  both  as  to  time  and  the 
property  of  other  persons  on  the  land, 
he  considered  that  in  the  interest  of  the 
farmer  as  well  as  of  the  landlord,  the  Lav 
of  Distress  ought  to  be  maintained  upon 
the  Statute  Book. 

CoLoxEL  BAENE  said,  there  appeared 
to  be  some  Friends  of  the  tenant 
farmers  who  wished  to  abolish  the 
Law  of  Distress ;  but  he  contended 
that  to  do  so  would  be  an  injury  to  the 
small  farmers  instead  of  a  benefit.  The 
landlords  would  be  driven  to  recover 
their  rents  in  some  other  manner.  At 
the  present  time,  that  was  their  only 
security.  He  maintained  that  if  the 
Law  of  Distraint  were  abolished,  land- 
lords would  no  longer  be  in  a  position 
to  give  the  tenants  any  latitude  in  regard 
to  the  payment  of  their  rents.  He  con- 
sidered that  if  it  had  not  been  for  that 
law,  many  farmers  would  have  been 
obliged,  owing  to  the  prolonged  distress, 
to  leave  their  homes  and  seek  other 
occupations.  Ho  believed  that  three 
out  of  every  four  farmers  were  at  pre- 
sent in  heavy  arrears  to  their  landlords; 
but,  thanks  to  the  Law  of  Distress,  the 
landlords  were  able  to  give  them  time 
to  recover  themselves.  The  only  people 
who  would  bo  benefited  by  the  abolition 
of  the  law  would  be  the  oil-cake  mer- 
chant, the  manure  merchant,  and  the 
money  lenders.  The  mass  of  the  tenant 
farmers  of  the  country  did  not  desire  the 
abolition  of  the  law.  He  would  admit 
that  the  large  tenant  farmers — the  men 
who  came  to  London  to  speak  at  the 
Farmers'  Club,  the  Farmers'  Alliance, 
and  the  Central  Chamber  of  A^culture 
—did  wish  for  its  abolition.  But  why' 
Because  if  it  were  abolished,  the  com- 
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petition  of  the  small  farmers  for  the 
land  would  cease.  That  was  the  whole 
truth  of  the  qiiestion. 

Mb.  D.  DAVIES  said,  he  was  not 
there  to  defend  the  landlords;  but  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  the  great  proportion  of 
small  farmers  were,  because  of  this  law, 
protected  by  their  landlords.  It  was 
quite  clear  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Hume  Department  did 
not  know  anything  about  tlie  farmers. 
Of  course,  it  would  be  an  advantage  to 
the  large  farmers,  because  it  would  lessen 
the  competition  for  land.  The  abolition 
of  the  Law  of  Distress  would  be  the  ruin 
of  many  small  farmers,  and  would  drive 
them  out  of  the  country.  He  (Mr. 
D.  Davies)  had  lived  all  his  life  among 
tenant  faimers,  and  he  could  say  that 
this  would  be  a  most  unpopular  measure 
among  them.  And  what  about  the  hun- 
dreds and  thousands  of  farmers  who 
would  be  bankrupt  under  this  Bill  ? 
Oive  him  a  practical  farmer  with  little 
or  no  money  against  a  man  with  immense 
wealth  who  was  not  a  farmer,  and  he 
would  guarantee  the  former's  farm  would 
be  the  best.  To  that  man  the  Law  of 
Distress  was  a  protection  as  against  those 
creditors  who  might  press  hiui  at  a  time 
when  his  landlord  would  refrain  from  so 
doing.  On  this  occasion  ho  should  vote 
against  the  Government  and  against  his 
Party  simply  in  the  interests  of  the  tenant 
farmers;  out  he  regretted  being  com- 
pelled to  do  so. 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  discredited  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber opposite  (Colonel  Bame)  that  three 
out  of  every  four  farmers  were  in  arrears 
to  their  landlords.  He  aduiitted  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  truth  in  the  plea  that 
the  Law  of  Distress  was  a  protection  to 
an  insolvent  tenant;  but  what,  he  asked, 
would  be  the  effect  of  abolishing  it  ?  As 
it  stood  now,  the  pressure  was  enormous 
npon  the  landlord  to  let  the  tenant  go 
on  getting  down  lower  and  lower,  till  at 
length  the  latter  was  immersed  in  help- 
less insolvency.  That  was  the  result  of 
the  Law  of  Distress.  It  did  act  as  a 
protection  in  tho  first  instance,  but  it  was 
a  fatal  protection.  Ho  subii.itted  whe- 
ther this  system  of  bolstering  up  in- 
Bolvency  was  not  a  bad  thing,  and  tliat 
it  would  turn  out  to  be  a  great  mistake 
in  the  long  run  ? 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN,  in  supporting  the 
BesolutioDi  said;  he  failed  to  see  any 


treason  whatever  why  the  landlord  should 
be  placed  in  a  position  superior  to  that 
of  tho  ordinar}'  creditor.  In  many  cases 
the  ordinary  creditor  was  tho  person  who 
supplied  tho  tenant  with  the  seeds  and 
manure  for  his  farm,  and  why  he  should 
not  occupy  tho  same  position  with  refer- 
ence to  the  tenant's  assets  as  the  land- 
lord did  was  a  thing  ho  could  not  for  the 
life  of  him  understand.  It  seemed  to  be 
forgotten  by  those  who  supported  the 
Amendment  that  the  landlord  never  lost 
more  than  his  year's  profit  on  the  land, 
whereas  the  ordinary  creditor  who  sup- 
plied the  seeds  and  manure  lost  not  only 
his  profit  on  that  year,  but  his  principal 
also ;  so  that  he  was  really  in  a  far  worse 
position.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cardi- 
ganshire (Mr.  D.  Davies)  stated  tliat  by 
the  Law  of  Distress  many  tenants  were 
protected  by  their  landlords.  That  was 
true;  but,  as  an  illustration  of  the  in- 
stance of  the  protection  afforded,  he  (Mr. 
O'Sullivan)  might  mention  that  about  12 
months  since  a  tenant  who  owed  him  a 
couple  of  years'  rent  came  and  asked 
him  to  distrain  his  cattle.  He  told  the 
man  at  once  that  he  only  wanted  to 
defeat  his  creditora;  and,  of  course,  he 
refused  to  be  a  party  to  any  such  fraud. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  asked  the  House  to  protect  the 
tenants  by  the  Law  of  Distress  were 
asking  tho  House,  to  a  certain  extent,  to 
countenance  fraud.  No  better  argument 
could  be  adduced  in  support  of  the  Reso- 
hition.  Why  not  a  landlord  go  into  the 
Bankruptcy  Court  and  take  his  share 
like  ever3*one  else?  He  hoped  the 
House  would  not,  by  sanctioning  tho  con- 
tinuance of  this  law,  protect  dishonest 
tenants  from  their  honest  creditors. 

Mr.  WIGGIN  said,  that  it  had  long 
been  felt  as  a  great  injustice  that  the 
landlord  should,  by  tho  Law  of  Distress, 
have  a  preferential  claim  over  other 
creditors ;  and,  therefore,  the  time  had 
C(mie  when  it  should  be  abolished.  He 
maintained  that  it  affected  tho  agricul- 
tural interest  most  injuriously,  because 
the  agents  of  landed  proprietors  were 
disposed  to  let  farms  to  men  of  insufH- 
cient  capital,  as  they  know  the  landlord 
had  a  priority  over  tho  other  creditors. 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBARD  said,  ho  did 
not  believe  that  an}'  law  could  come 
down,  as  this  had  done,  from  antiquity 
to  the  present  day,  without  there  having 
been  some  very  good  reason  lor  its 
existence.     When  it  was  asked  that  the 

I  landlord  should  be  placed  on  the  same 


1691       Agricultural  Holdings       [OOMMONS]  {DUirm  for  B$nf).        1692 


terms  as  the  othjBr  creditors,  it  was  for- 
gotten that  their  positions  were  not  at 
all  analogous.  Where  was  the  analop^y 
between  the  debt  that  accrued  from  the 
tenant  to  the  landlord  and  the  debt 
which  the  tenant  might  incur  to  brewers, 
grocers,  implement  makers,  and  manure 
makers  ?  Every  one  of  these  men  saw 
the  tenant's  progress,  and  were  able  to 
judge  how  far  it  was  competent  to  them, 
with  a  due  regard  to  their  own  safet}', 
to  trust  him,  and  for  how  long;  the  deF»t 
due  to  the  landlord  was  the  inevit- 
able result  of  time.  Rent  grew  without 
any  further  action  on  the  landlord's  part 
beyond  putting  the  tenant  into  posses- 
sion ;  the  products  of  the  land  were  the 
representatives  of  the  rent ;  and  natu- 
rally became,  in  the  first  instance,  liable 
for  the  rent.  Everything  was  absolutely 
in  their  own  disposal.  As  far  as  he  (Mr. 
Hubbard)  could  judge,  in  his  own  count}', 
the  practice  was  this — the  rent  due  from 
the  tenant  to  the  landlord  was  not  exacted 
when  it  became  due.  It  was  due  every 
three  months  ;  but  it  was  practically 
taken  half-yearly,  with  a  delay  of  three 
or  six  months,  and  sometimes  the  lapse 
was  even  longer.  The  working  of 
the  system  was  that  the  landlord  pro- 
vided the  tenant  with  capital  to  the  ex- 
tent of  a  year's  rent.  He  (Mr.  Hubbard) 
held  that  if  the  law  were  limited,  as 
everyone  seemed  to  desired  it  should  be, 
to  a  claim  by  the  landlord  upon  one  or 
two  years'  crop,  no  mischief  would  ensue. 
On  the  other  hand,  to  sweep  away  the 
right  of  distraint  would  be  high-handed 
interference,  seeing  that  the  tenant  had  a 
distinct  advantage  in  the  continuance  of 
this  S3'stem  of  indulgence;  and  he  should 
oppose  any  abolition  of  a  system  which 
was  so  beneficial  to  the  tenant  farmer, 
and  which  had  on  its  side  long-estab- 
lished usage. 

Mr.  AETHUR  ARNOLD  protested 
against  the  doctrine  that  a  thing  was 
necessarily    valuable     because    it    had 
existed  for  a  long  series  of  years.     He  I 
would  admit  that  the  Law  of  Distress 
operated  humanely  in  the  case  of  dwell-  ! 
ing-houses ;  indeed,  in  many  cases  no  , 
doubt  it  kept  a  man's  roof  over  his  head.  I 
The  present  question,   however,  was  a  . 
different  one  altogether.      The  Law  of 
Di.stres8,   with   regard    to    agricultural  ' 
tenements,    was   a   question   of    public  i 
policy,  of  expediency,    simply  of   good 
husbandry.      The  question  they  ought  ' 
to  put  to  themselves  was— did  the  Law  ! 
0/  m<troi^^  teuvl  or  not   to  good  hus-  1 
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bandry  in  this  country  f  To'  that  there 
could  be  only  one  answer — certainly  not 
Even  if  limited,  as  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
\  tloman  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Mr.  Hubbard)  suggesied,  to  a 
year's  rent,  it  wa^  obvious  that  a  land- 
lord standing  between  two  bidders  for  a 
farm,  one  comparatively  a  man  of  strav 
and  the  other  a  man  of  substance,  was 
induced  to  take  the  man  of  straw,  be- 
cause he  had  in  the  Law  of  Distress  a 
certain  amount  of  security.  It  was  not 
for  the  public  advantage  that  he  should 
have  that  security.  The  public  interest 
was  most  directly  concerned  in  the  roost 
rapid  passage  of  land  from  a  man  who 
desired  to  quit  it  to  the  man  who  de- 
sired to  obtain  it.  The  husbandry  of  a 
farm  would  be  distinctly  promoted  by  a 
landlord  getting  rid  of  a  tenant  who  had 
not  sufficient  capital  to  cultivate  it  pro- 
perly. Of  course,  if  it  were  now  pro- 
posed to  abolish  the  Law  of  Distress,  it 
would  be  obviously  unjust  to  the  land- 
lord not  to  make  a  provision  with  regard 
to  rent  due ;  but  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken  talked 
of  the  value  of  a  law  because  it  had 
come  down  from  antiquity,  he  certainly 
held  a  different  opinion.  Lord  Coke 
said  the  Law  of  Distress  was  a  feudal 
law,  a  feudal  remedy.  It  was  distinctly 
a  feudal  law,  and  because  it  was,  he 
(Mr.  Arthur  Arnold)  was  heartily  in 
favour  of  its  abolition. 

Colonel    RUGGLES -BRISE   said, 
that  at  that  moment  three  out  of  four 
of  the  tenant  farmers  of  England  had 
not  sufficient  capital  to  cultivate  their 
farms.     The  reason  of  that  insufficieocy 
was  that  the  bad  harvests  of  the  last 
three  or  four  years  had  washed  capital 
out  of  their  pockets.    Those  tenants  that 
had  the  largest  capital  were  the  worst 
off  at  the  present  moment.     There  were 
other  matters  connected  with  the  occu- 
pation of  land  of  as  great  iniportance  as 
capital.     Capital  was  of  no  use  without 
experience,  industry,  and  knowledge  of 
his  business  on  the  part  of  the  farmer. 
He  did  not  advocate  the  retention  of  the 
Law  of  Distress  in  the  interest  of  the 
landlords;  but   he   thought  that  three 
out  of  four  of  the  small  farmers  of  this 
country  would  hold  up  their  hands  in 
favour  of  its  retention.     The  only  argu- 
ment against  its  retention  that  he  had 
heard   seriously  used  was   that  it  ea- 
lianced   the  rent ;   but   he  denied  the 
fact.     The  tradesmen  were  not  injured 
by  it,  for  they  protected  themselTet  by 
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pntting  a  higher  price  on  the  articles 
they  supplied.  They,  together  with  the 
implement  makers,  knew  how  to  take 
care  of  themselves.  The  implement 
makers,  who,  he  believed,  were  agi- 
tating for  that  change  more  than  any- 
body else,  supplied  implements  to  the 
farmers  through  agents  who  were  re- 
sponsible to  them,  and  the  farmers  were 
at  that  moment  paying  some  50  per 
cent  more  for  implements  than  they 
ought  to  pay.  If  they  abolished  the 
Law  of  Distress,  they  could  not  stop 
there  ;  but  they  must  extend  the  aboli- 
tion to  the  case  of  houses.  He  could 
not  see  how  or  where  they  could  draw  i 
a  distinction.  He  did  not  think  that ' 
working  men  would  favour  that  pro- 
posal. He  hoped,  in  the  interests,  of 
the  tenant  fanners,  that  the  law  wotdd 
be  retained  in  a  modified  form. 

Mr.  COLMAN  said,  he  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  answering,  directly  he  heard 
It,  the  most  unwarrantable  assertion 
made  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Oentle- 
man  opposite  (Colonel  Kuggles-Brise). 
He  desired  emphatically  to  contradict 
the  assertion  that  the  a^i^itation  against ! 
the  Law  of  Distress  had  been  brought 
about  by  the  implement  makers  and 
others  who  trusted  the  farmers.  He 
(Mr.  Colman)  knew  very  well  that  many 
tenant  farmers  felt  that  the  present  state 
of  the  law  was,  in  many  districts,  at  the 
bottom  of  some  of  the  most  serious  evils 
connected  with  farming,  and  especially 
that  of  the  want  of  adequate  capital. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Bedfordshire  (Mr. 
Howard)  had  spoken  of  the  law  as  pro- 
moting competition  for  farms  ;  but  if  he 
had  called  it  unhealthy  competition,  his 
remarks  would  have  been  nearer  the 
truth,  because,  under  existing  circum- 
stances, people  were  induced  to  take 
larger  farms  than  their  capital  warranted. 
Believing  that  that  was  a  question  in  j 
which  the  farmers  were  interested,  and  | 
that  the  judgment  of  the  country  con- 
demned that  unj  ust  law,  he  would  huartily 
support  the  Kesolution. 

Mb.  DAWSON  also  cordially  sup-  | 
ported  the  liesolution,  holding  that  the  ; 
landlord  was  not  entitled  to  an  anoma- 
lous means  of  recovering  payment  of 
rent,  and  that  the  arguments  by  which  ; 
his  claim  to  such  exceptional  protection  | 
had  been  defended  were  fallacious  and ; 
untenable.  j 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, ; 
that  when  the  debate  commenced  he ! 
had  no  intention  of  taking  part  in  it;  | 


but  the  more  the  dispussion  had  pro- 
gresscd,  the  more  he  felt  it  to  be  neces- 
sary that  they  should,  if  possible,  put 
aside  Party  considerations  on  that  occa- 
sion. Hon.  Gentlemen  on  his  side  of 
the  House  hft<l  been  taunted  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  fcitate  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment ;  but  there  was  no  man  in  the 
House  who  ought  to  put  aside  Party 
feeling  more  than  that  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  They  were  all  spe- 
cially interested  in  the  Home  Depart- 
ment ;  but  since  the  riglit  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  held  that  par- 
ticular Office  he  had  more  frequently 
embittered  strife  than  any  other  Mem- 
ber of  the  House.  He  was  sorry  to 
have  to  say  that,  because  he  wished  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  well 
in  every  way;  but  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  apparently  had  to 
learn  that  the  tongue  was  a  very  unruly 
member,  for  he  could  say  sharper  things 
than  most  other  men.  Instead  of  that, 
however,  they  wanted  advice  from  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  who 
ought  to  be  their  counsellor  and  friend. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  had  the  whole  domestic 
interests  of  that  great  country  in  his 
hands,  and  the  speech  he  had  made 
that  night  was  utterly  unworthy  of  the 
occasion,  and  of  anyone  holding  the 
position  he  did.  [**No,  no!**]  There 
was  not  a  unanimous  feeling  on  this 
subject.  It  was  not  a  question  of  land- 
lords. It  was  not  a  question  of  the  vote 
of  their  tenants.  The  real  question  was 
— Was  this  a  law  which  was  beneficial 
to  the  tenant,  or  was  it  not  ?  [Mr. 
James  Howard:  No,  no!]  The  hon. 
Member  for  Bedfordshire  cried  **  No." 
He  was  not  a  man,  perhaps,  who  cared 
for  the  tenant ;  he  was  looking  to  some 
other  interest,  and  not  to  that  of  the 
tenant  farmer. 

Mu.  JAMKS  HOWARD  rose  to  Order, 
and  asked  whether  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  was  justified  in  imputing  motives 
to  another  lion.  Member? 

Sir  WALTER  13.  BAKTTELOT  de- 
nied that  ho  had  cast  any  imputations; 
but  if  he  had  said  anything  olfensive  to 
the  hon.  Member  he  was  sorrv  for  it. 
What  he  was  saying  was  that  the  great 
qiiestion  they  were  discussing  was  whe- 
ther it  was  to  the  interest  or  not  of  the 
tenant  farmer  that  this  Law  of  Distress 
should  bo  maintained?  [Mr.  James 
HowA&D ;  No;  no  !J   Did  the  hon.  Mem* 
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had  cut  abort  the  supply  at  a  rerj  critiet^ 
time,  when  it  was  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance to  the  tenant  that  he  should  hart 


ber  for  Bedfordshire  mean  that  it  was  of 
no  interest  to  the  tenant  farmer?  If  not, 
surely  the  time  of  the  House  had  been 
wasted.  He  held  it  was  a  question  of 
serious  interest  to  the  tenant  farmer — 
for  the  small  farmer  as  well  as  for  the 
large  farmer.  They  were  proposing  to 
establish  small  farmers  in  Ireland.  Did 
he  understand  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  to  say  that  no  en- 


that  supply.  He  believed  this  question 
deserved  more  serious  attention  thta 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemu 
fancied.  Believing,  as  he  did,  that  a 
limited  Law  of  Distress  would  be  for 
the  advantage  of  the  tenant  farmers,  be 
would  su{;gest  to  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
H.    T.    Davenport)    to     withdraw  his 


couragement  should  be  given  to  small  ;  Amendment,  so  that  a  division  should 


farmers  in  this  country  ?  He  had  heard 
many  say  that  the  Law  of  Distress  had 
been  of  the  greatest  benefit  to  them,  and 
believed  that  this  was  an  exceedingly 
unfortunate  time  at  which  to  raise  the 
question.  They  knew  that  prejudices 
had  been  aroused,  and  that  fair  discus- 
sions did  not  take  place.  After  the 
Crimean  War,  owing  to  the  competition 
which  ar«ise  for  land,  many  of  the  old 
tenant  farmers,  rather  than  give  up. 
even  wished  to  increase  the  size  of,  and 
did  increase  their  farms,  and  were  glad 
to  give  more  rent  than  before.  A  new 
class  of  tenants,  also — men  who  had 
been  in  business  and  saved  money — came 
forward  and  increased  the  demand  for 
farms.  But  that  had  nothing  on  earth 
to  do  with  the  Law  of  Distress.  The  last 
thing  a  landlord  thought  of  when  he 
took  a  tenant  was  the  Law  of  Distress. 
The  question  the  landlord  looked  to  was 
whether  the  tenant  was  a  solvent  and  re- 
spectable man,  who  would  farm  the  lands 
to  the  best  interest  and  advantage.  Pass- 
ing as  they  had  been  through  critical 
times,  the  landlords  of  this  country  had 
endeavoured  fairly  and  honestly,  under 
the  most  adverse  circumstances,  to  dis- 
charge their  duties  to  the  best  of  their 
ability  to  their  tenants,  whether  they  paid 
their  rent,  or  whether  for  the  time  they 
did  not.  Where  had  they  heard  of 
landlords  distraining  or  selling  up  their 
tenants  in  this  country  ?  Had  they  not, 
on  the  contrary,  given  time  and  indul- 
gence to  their  tenantry  when  adverse 
circumstances  called  for  forbearance  on 
their  part?  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  referred  to  the  imple- 
ment makers,  the  manure  dealers,  and 
the  bankers ;  but  not  only  these,  but  the 
small  tradesmen  of  the  country  had  in- 
creased their  prices  enormously.  There 
was  something  also  to  be  said  about  the 
banking  question.  As  long  as  prosperity 
reigned,  they  could  not  induce  people  tu 
come  and  ask  for  too  much  money  ;  but 
in  the  last  few  years  of  adversity  they 
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be  taken  on  the  question  whether  a 
limited  Law  of  Distress  should  be  allowed 
or  not. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  op- 
posite (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot)  that  this 
was  a  question  which    aifected   snaall 
tenants  as  well  as  large.     With  regard 
to  the  small  tenants,  it  was  rather  curioas 
to  remark  that  they  had  the  same  clan 
of  arguments  raised  against  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  Law  of  Distress  as  thev  hid 
previously  heard  in  regard  to  Sc<itland 
and  the  abolition  of  the  Law  of  Hypo- 
thec,  which    was  practically  the  same 
thing,  on  the  other  side  of  the  Hoiue. 
They  were  told  that  it  would  be  for 
the  benefit  of   the   large  farmers  thst 
it    should    be    abolished,    but   that  it 
would  be  for  the  advantage  of  the  small 
farmers  to  retain  the  law  as  it  stood. 
The  smaller  farmers  in  Scotland  coo- 
sidered    this  question   carefully  for  a 
good  many  years,  and  at  last  they  gsve 
no  uncertain  answer  as  to  what  their 
views  were.   In  those  counties  which  bad 
small  farmers,  such  as  Aberdeenshire 
and  Forfarshire,  they  clearly  and  un- 
equivocally expressed  the  opinion  that 
the  Law  of  Hypothec  was  as  disadran- 
tageous  to  the  small  farmer  as  it  was  to 
the  large.     They  had  heard  the  Lav  of 
H^'potheo  defended    by    extraordinaiy 
arguments.     He  thought  the  landlordi 
had  scarcely  done  justice  to  themselves. 
If  he  had  ventured  to  make  the  accusa- 
tions against  them  which  they  had  made 
against  themselves,  he  should  have  felt 
that  he  was  doing  an  injustice  to  that 
body.     One    hon.  Member  said,  if  he 
(Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay)  mistook  not,  that  if 
tlio  Law  of  Distress  were  abolished  the 
landlords  would  turn  out  three-fourthi 
of  their  tenants.     He  was  not  disposed 
to  accept   that  statement,   because  he 
thought  better  of  the  English  landlords. 
It  was  said  that  the  landlord  protected 
the  farmer  against  his  other  creditors. ' 
That,  put  in  other  woxdjs^  meant  thil 
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the  landlord  and  tenant  entered  into  a 
conspiracy  together  to  defraud  the  other 
creditors  of  the  tenant,  who  were  as 
justly  entitled  to  payment  of  thoir  money 
as  the  landlord  was  to  his  rent.  That 
was  not  a  position,  he  thought,  that 
the  landlords  of  England  ought  to 
place  themselves  in.  He  wished  par- 
ticularly to  refer  to  some  of  the  re- 
marks made  by  the  hon.  Baronet  tlie 
Member  for  Mid  Kent  (Sir  William  Hart 
Dyke),  who  said  the  present  agricultural 
distress  was  due  to  the  recent  bad  times. 
He  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay)  was  not  dis- 
posed to  coincide  in  that  statement,  for 
he  attributed  some  of  it  to  this  very  Law 
of  Distress  which  they  were  discussing, 
and  he  thought  the  arguments  brought 
forward  in  support  of  the  law  supported 
his  conclusion,  because  the  whole  of  tho 
arguments  brought  forward  by  the  op- 

£08ite  side  were  to  the  effect  that  the 
aw  of  Distraint  enabled  a  landlord  to 
accept  a  tenant  with  inadequate,  insuf- 
ficient, or  very  small  capital.  The  con- 
sequence of  that  was  that  there  had 
been  a  constantly  decreasing  amount  of 
capital  employed  in  farming.  It  was 
easy  to  see  how  this  came  about.  The 
landlord,  or  more  frequently  his  agent, 
naturally  felt  disposed  to  prefer  the 
tenant  who  offered  the  largest  amount 
of  rent,  being  assured  that  ne  would  be 
fully  protected  by  the  Law  of  Distraint ; 
and  one  great  advantage  of  the  aboli- 
tion of  that  law  would  be  to  induce  a 
little  more  supervision  by  the  land- 
lord, who  would  then  have  to  take 
a  greater  interest  in  the  management 
of  his  estate.  It  was  said  that  this 
was  a  very  inopportune  time  for  coii- 
fiidering  the  abolition  of  the  Law  of 
Distraint;  but  he  did  not  understand 
that  it  would  bo  proposed,  if  the  aboli- 
tion of  distress  was  passed  to-morrow, 
that  it  should  affect  existing  rents,  past 
arrears,  or  any  contract  now  in  existonce. 
These  exceptions  had  been  made  under 
the  abolition  of  the  law  in  Scotland ;  and 
although  the  exception  of  existing  leases 
would  lead  to  considerable  confusion,  he 
did  not  think  it  was  expected  tiiat  any 
Bill  would  pass  that  House  that  did  not 
make  such  exception.  Therefore,  this 
could  not  be  said  to  be  an  inox)portuue 
time,  because  the  same  rights  would  be- 
long to  the  landlord  that  ho  possessed  at 
that  moment.  He  thought,  on  the  con- 
trary, that  this  was  an  opportune  time 
for  making  this  reform.  Farmers  in  Scot- 
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laud  and  England  were  rapidly  coming  to 
the  opinion  that  the  law  nad  acted  ad- 
versely to  them  in  past  times ;  that  if 
they  were  going  to  have  roform  in  the 
matter,  the  laws  as  affecting  the  tenure 
of  land  should  be  put  upon  an  rquitable 
basis ;  and  that  the  Law  of  Distraint 
should  be  entirely  abolished.  The  ten- 
ant farmers  did  not  claim  exceptional 
legislation  onthoir  behalf ;  but  they  said 
that  this  backing  up  of  the  landlord — 
by  giving  security  for  persons  of  inade- 
quate means — put  the  tenant  with  the 
requisite  amount  of  capital  at  a  dis- 
advantage, discouraged  their  putting 
capital  into  the  soil,  and  was,  to  no 
small  extent,  responsible  for  the  exist- 
ing scarcity  of  capital  on  land.  Hon. 
Members  opposite  had  supported  the 
law  on  the  ground  that  it  allowed  a 
landlord  to  give  a  farmer  a  consider- 
able amount  of  indulgence ;  but  they,  at 
tho  same  time,  proposed  to  cut  down  that 
power  of  the  landlord  to  give  the  tenant 
accommodation  to  one  year  or  18  months, 
without  giving  any  corresponding  advan- 
tage to  the  farmer  in  any  respect  what- 
ever. He  had  heard  a  good  deal  of 
sympathy  expressed  for  the  implement 
manufacturers  and  manure  dealers  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  and  in 
order  to  meet  their  complaints  hon. 
Oentlemen  opposite  seemed  disposed  to 
make  this  proposal;  but  it  surprised  him 
that  ho  did  not  hear  one  word  of  sym- 
pathy from  hon.  Members  opposite  for 
the  poor  farmers  themselves,  and  that 
these  hon.  Gentlemen  did  not  see  that 
this  reduction  of  the  Law  of  Distraint 
to  one  year  would  cause  greater  pres- 
sure upon  farmers.  It  would  be  an  in- 
ducement to  the  landlords  to  be  harder 
with  the  tenants  than  they  were  at  the 
present  moment.  One  year's  priority 
of  right  would  give  a  needy  landlord 
security  for  taking  a  tenant  with  inade- 
quate capital,  and  would  induce  him  to 
come  all  the  more 'suddenly  upon  him 
should  he  fall  short  in  the  payment  of 
his  rent.  He  was  quite  prepared  to 
admit  that  the  tenant  farmers  of  Eng- 
land were  not  unanimous  upon  this 
question  ;  but  ho  was  surprised  at  the 
rapidity  with  which  they  had  come  to 
the  recognition  of  the  fact  that  this  law 
was  a  great  disadvantage  to  them.  The 
question  was  discussed  for  15  yoars  in 
Scotland  before  the  Law  of  Hypothec 
was  abolished  ;  but  it  had  only  been  dis- 
cussed for  about  five  years  in  England, 
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The  lion.  Baronet  recommended  that 
urban  hypothec  should  also  be  included 
in  this  Hesolution.  If  the  hon.  Baronet 
felt  strongly  on  that  subject,  he  (Mr. 
J.  W.  Barclay)  thought  he  would  do  a 
public  service  if  he  were  to  start  an 
a^tation  in  towns  in  favour  of  the  abo- 
lition of  urban  hypothec ;  but,  in  the 
meantime,  he  thought  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Blennerhassett)  had  acted  wisely 
in  confining  his  Motion  to  this  particular 
branch  of  the  question,  on  which  the 
country  electors  had  made  up  their 
mind.  Landlords  must  be  like  other 
creditors.  They  must  take  into  considera- 
tion the  position  of  their  customer,  his 
Bolvency  and  character ;  and  if  they  had 
a  good  tenant,  they  would  give  him 
credit  to  a  certain  extent,  even  although 
the  Law  of  Distraint  were  abolished. 
The  landlord  could  make  his  own  agree- 
ment with  his  tenant,  and,  if  he  could 
not  trust  the  farmer,  ask  his  rent  to  be 
paid  six  months  in  advance,  for  there 
was  nothing  to  prevent  him  doing  so. 
In  America,  if  a  landlord  had  a  doubt 
about  a  tenant  he  stipulated  that  his 
rent  should  be  paid  monthly  in  advance. 
Heally,  there  was  no  difference  between 
the  landlord  and  the  manure  merchant, 
who  gave  three,  six,  or  12  months' 
credit.  The  manure  merchant  had  more 
effectuall}'  parted  with  his  goods  than 
the  landlora  had  parted  with  his  farm. 
If  hon.  Members  opposite  who  defended 
the  law  understood  their  business  a  little 
better,  they  would  see  that  it  was  quite 
possible  for  them  to  make  such  terms  as 
they  pleased  in  regard  to  the  payment 
of  rent,  in  the  same  way  as  the  manure 
merchant,  or  any  other  tradesman.  If 
the  Law  of  Distraint  were  abolished, 
he  thought  the  landlord  was  perfectly 
entitled,  if  the  tenant  failed  to  com- 
plete his  contract,  to  have  some  sum- 
mary means  of  ejecting  him  from  his 
holding.  In  Scotland,  14  days  after  the 
rent  was  due,  a  landlord  might  give 
notice  that  he  required  either  security 
or  payment.  If  the  tenant  could  not 
comply,  he  might  bo  summoned  before 
the  sheriff,  and  if  the  tenant  could  not 
then  give  security,  the  landlord  was  en- 
titled to  eject  him  within  a  short  time, 
subject  to  certain  conditions  and  arrange- 
ments with  regard  to  the  growing  crops. 
There  ought  to  be  a  corresponding  law 
for  England  if  distraint  were  abolished. 
It  would  be  altogether  wrong  and  unjust 
that  the  tenant  should  retain  possession 
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of  his  holding  after  he  had  declared 
himself  unable  to  fulfil  the  contract  he 
had  entered  into  respecting  it.  There 
was  an  example  of  how  the  landlord 
could  get  on  without  the  Law  of  Dis- 
traint in  the  case  of  the  graziers  alluded 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Lei- 
cestershire (Mr.  Pell).  In  the  case  of 
graziers,  landlords  had  no  diflSculty  in 
securing  themselves.  They  either  de- 
manded security  from  the  g^razier—be- 
cause  he  could  at  any  time  drive  hii 
cattle  to  the  market  and  sell  them,  lo 
that  they  could  not  be  distrained  upon 
— or  they  satisfied  themselves  that  the 
grazier  was  a  solvent  tenant,  who  could 
pay  his  rent.  He  had  heard  no  com- 
plaint from  landloi'ds  in  regard  to  thtt 
particular  kind  of  tenancy  where  there 
was  nothing  to  distrain  upon.  He 
hoped  hon.  Members  would  take  into 
consideration  the  state  of  agricultare 
at  the  present  time,  and  agree  to  the 
wishes  of,  at  all  events,  the  majority, 
a  growing  majority,  of  tenant  farmers 
in  favour  of  the  abolition  of  thi^ilaw. 
They  had  heard  for  years  that  a  Boyal 
Commission  had  been  appointed,  which 
was  going  to  consider  what  was  to  be 
done  for  the  farmers;  but,  in  the  mean- 
time, the  farmers  were  getting  largelj 
into  the  Bankruptcy  Court,  and  if  thinn 
continued  for  another  year,  he  was  afraid 
the  Keport  of  the  Commission,  even  if  it 
were  to  prove  the  salvation  of  the  tenant 
farmers,  would  come  too  late.  IJnleii 
hon.  Members  were  prepared  to  main- 
tain that  this  law  was  for  the  benefit 
of  tenant  farmers  and  agriculture,  he 
thoucht  the  House  ought  to  give  way; 
and  by  saying  they  were  prepared  to 
consider  those  grievances  of  wluch 
tenant  farmers  complained,  they  would 
give  them  a  new  stimulus  to  exertion, 
in  the  hope  that  when  their  case  waa 
fully  brought  before  the  House  thej 
would  obtain  justice  and  redress  for 
their  grievances,  like  other  classes  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects. 

Sir  henry  HOLLAND  said,  he 
had  before  the  House  a  Bill,  the  object 
of  which  was  to  exempt  from  distren 
agricultural  machines  and  live  stock, 
being  the  property  of  third  persons,  and 
not  of  the  tenant;  and,  though  it  was 
supported  by  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  and  by  the  Chambers  of 
Agriculture,  it  was,  to  his  astonishment 
blocked  by  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down,  and  who  reproaented— 
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at  least,  so  it  had  been  stated — the 
Farmers'  Alliance.  The  only  reason 
eiven  for  their  opposition  was  that  the 
Bill  did  not  go  far  enough.  At  all  events, 
it  was  unfair  to  say  that  nothing  was 
said  or  done  on  behalf  of  the  farmers 
from  that  side  of  the  House.  It  was  not 
within  the  scope  of  his  Bill ;  but  he  would 
otherwise  have  readily  assented  to  the 
limitation  of  distress  for  rent  to  a 
year,  or  two  years.  He  could  not  agree 
with  the  Kesolution  as  now  proposed, 
abolishing  distress  altogether;  but  he 
would  suggest  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Amendment  and  the  substitution  of  one 
limiting  the  power  of  distress  to  two 
years'  rent.  He  demurred  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Forfar- 
shire (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay)  that  the  exist- 
ing law  was  a  conspiracy  on  the  part  of 
the  tenant  farmers  and  landlords  to  de- 
fraud other  creditors.  That  was  a  mis- 
representation of  the  case.  He  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  had  made  many  in- 
quiries into  the  matter,  and  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  a  great  many  farmers 
would  be  very  sorry  to  see  distress  alto- 
gether abolished.  They  knew  that  in 
Bome  cases  it  secured  indulgence  for 
them  from  their  landlords  against  imme- 
diate proceedings  for  rent  in  arrear ;  and 
in  the  circumstances  the  power  of  dis- 
tress was  in  no  sense  a  conspiracy  on  the 
part  of  the  landlords  as  against  the  other 
creditors,  who  were  in  very  different  re- 
lations to  the  tenant  to  that  hold  by  the 
landlord. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  regretted 
very  much  that  this  Motion  had  been 
brought  forward  at  the  present  moment. 
He  thought  the  proposal  it  contained 
was  a  very  serious  one  for  the  tenant 
farmer.  Hon.  Members  from  Scotland 
must  be  aware  that  he,  at  all  events,  was 
anxious  to  do  all  he  could  for  the  tenant 
farmers,  as  he  was  concerned  in  abolish- 
ing the  Law  of  Hypothec  But  they 
had  to  take  the  state  of  each  country  as 
they  found  it ;  and  to  this  question,  as  to 
many  others,  there  were  two  sides.  Now, 
in  England  it  was  the  boast,  and  he 
thought  a  very  just  boast,  that  a  man 
could  rise  from  one  position  to  a  higher, 
and  that  the  state  of  our  laws  was 
favourable  to  his  doing  so,  if  he  was 
industrious  and  persevering.    One  of  the 

Keat  objects  they  had  in  discussing  the 
ind  Bill  brought  before  them  the  other 
day  was  for  the  purpose  of  creating 
peasant  proprietorships — that  was  to  say. 


to  give  to  these  Irish  people  the  chance  of 
getting  on,  as  had  been  said,  by  their 
own  thews  and  sinews.  In  England  that 
was  happily  the  case.  He  knew  many 
cases  in  which  men  had  begun  with 
little  capital  on  small  farms,  and  had 
gradually  increased  their  holdings  ;  and 
everyone  desired  that  advancement  in 
this  way  should  always  be  possible  for 
small  capitalists  with  skill,  energy,  and 
character.  The  question  was  whether, 
with  the  Law  of  Distress,  a  tenant  with- 
out capital  had  not  a  better  chance  of 
obtaining  credit  than  he  would  have  if 
that  law  were  abolished.  He  main- 
tained that  such  a  tenant  would  much 
more  easily  procure  seed,  manure,  and 
other  things  necessary  to  the  working  of 
his  farm  in  the  present  state  of  things 
than  if  it  were  repealed.  At  all  events, 
the  law  gave  to  the  tenant  without 
capital  the  raw  material,  without  which 
he  could  not  go  on.  If  the  law  were 
abolished,  great  injury  would  be  done  to 
struggling  tenants.  He  could  not  agree 
with  many  of  the  statements  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Forfarshire,  who  spoke  of 
the  relations  between  landlord  and  tenant 
as  a  purely  commercial  transaction.  The 
hon.  Member  referred  to  the  practice  in 
America,  where  a  substitute  was  found 
for  the  Law  of  Distress  by  demanding 
portions  of  the  rent  in  advance.  Such  a 
practice  would  be  quite  inconsistent  with 
all  the  ordinary  processes  of  agriculture. 
How  could  the  rent  be  paid  by  the  small 
farmer  before  he  received  any  portion  of 
his  crops  ?  Then,  said  the  hon.  Member, 
there  was  another  remedy  in  Scotland, 
by  which  the  landlord,  if  he  doubted  the 
solvency  of  his  tenant,  might  take  him 
into  court,  and  if  he  could  not  give  the 
requisite  security  for  rent  the  landlord 
might  in  14  days  recover  possession  of 
the  farm.  That  would  certainly  be  an 
extraordinary  and  absurd  proceeding. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  :  Why, 
that  would  take  place  under  your  own 
Bill  for  the  abolition  of  hypothec. 

SiK  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  had 
not  hoard  from  the  Home  Secretary  any 
proposal  by  which,  if  the  Law  of  Distress 
were  abolished,  he  would  provide  for  the 
landlord's  more  speedy  re-entry  upon 
the  land. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  most  unfair.  If  he  had  been 
in  the  House  at  the  time,  he  would  have 
heard  him  state  most  distinctly  that  i{ 
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the  Law  of  Distress  were  abolished  it 
would  be  right  and  proper  to  make  pro- 
vision for  the  more  rapid  and  effectual 
recovery  of  his  land  by  the  landlord  in 
case  of  non-payment  of  the  rent. 

Sir  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  bis 
hon.  Friends  around  him  had  informed 
him  that  the   right  hon.    and  learned 
Gentleman  made  no  practical  suggestion. 
He  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  thought  he 
had  shown  the  House  that  if  the  Law 
of  Distress  was  absolutely  abolished  it 
would   work   very    grievous    injury  to 
small  struggling  tenants,  who  were  not 
only  responsible,  but  useful  members  of 
society.     [Mr.   J.  W.   Barclay  :   How 
about  Scotland  ?]  He  was  talking  about 
England.      Looking,  however,    at    the 
relations  existing  between  landlord  and 
tenant    in    Scotland  and   England,  he 
thought  they  were  quite  different.     He 
had  also  shown,  too,  that  the  real  ques- 
tion was  as  to  whether  the  landlord  was 
to  be  allowed  to  maintain  his  priority  of 
claim,  or  whether  the  manure  merchant, 
or  the  seed  merchant,  and  the  imple- 
ment manufacturer  were  to  rank  with 
him  ?      It  was  not  a  question  of  loss 
to  the  tenant,  or  of  hardship  so  far  as 
he    was   concerned.      It    was  rather  a 
creditor's    than    a    tenant's     question. 
This  was  one  of  those  questions  which, 
at    the    present    moment,    was    being 
seriously  considered  by  the  Agriculturca 
Commission  now  sitting.     Before  that 
Commission    the    whole   body    of    the 
tenant  farmers  of  England  would   be 
able  to  present  their  grievances;   and, 
as  the  Report  of  the  Commission  would 
shortly  be  issued,  he  thought  they  should 
wait  until  it  was  in  their  hands  before 
arriving  at  a  premature  decision.    If  the 
Previous  Question  were  withdrawn,  it  was 
the  intention  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell)  to 
move  an  Amendment,  limiting  the  time 
under  the  Law  of  Distress  to  one  or  two 
years ;  but  he  complained  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  said  he 
would  not  allow  the  Previous  Question 
to  be  withdrawn,  but  would  insist  on  its 
being  put,  and  so  prevent  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Leicestershire  being  put.     Such  was  the 
determination  of  the  Secretary  of  Stat« 
belonging  to  a  Government  who  called 
themselves  the   farmer's  friends.      He 
(Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross)  declined  to  be  a 
party  to    the  action  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned   Gentleman.    The   matter 
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might  well  stand  over  until  his  hon. 
Friend  brought  forward  a  Bill  giving 
expression  to  his  views,  and  on  whi(£ 
Bill  the  House  would  have  to  give  an 

opinion.  

Mr.   COURTNEY  said,   it  was  un- 
fortunate that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  present  during  the  whole  of  the 
debate,   as  he  would  then  have  been 
saved  from  some  errors  into  which  he 
had  fallen   in   consequence   of    having 
been   obliged   to   make   inquiries  from 
his  Friends.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  charged  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend   the   Home  Secretary   with  not 
having  made  any  suggestion  if  the  pre- 
sent Law  of  Distress  was  abolished.  Bot 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  said 
distinctly  that  if  the  Law  of  Distress  were 
repealed  it  would  be  necessary  to  gife 
the  landlord  the  power  of  more  speedy 
re-entry  than  he   now  possessed.    His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Forfarshire 
(Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay)  said  that  if  the  Law 
of  Distress  were  repealed  it  might  be  ne- 
cessary to  give  the  landlord  the  power  of 
re-entry  within  1 A  days  after  rent  fell  into 
arrear.  And  then  it  was  said — Gould  any- 
thing be  more  tyrannical  or  less  appli- 
cable to  the  relations  between  lanolord 
and  tenant  ?    But  a  similar  proposition 
had  been  made  last  year  by  a  Member  of 
the  right  hon.  GenUeman's  own  Paitv, 
and  had  been  supported  by  the  whole 
Party.    It  was  exactly  the  provision  con- 
tained in  the  Act  abolishing  hypothec^ 
and  carried  by  the  late  Government  on 
the  eve  of  the  Dissolution.     The  onlj 
solid  piece  of  argument  in  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech  was  that  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  Law  of  Distress  would  be  very 
hard  upon  small  tenants,  who,  in  conee- 
quence  of  the  credit  given  them  by  the 
landlords  under  the   protection  of  the 
right  of  distress,  were  enabled  to  im- 
prove their  position.     But  it  was  a  very 
extraordinary  fact  that  the  most  strenuoni 
demand  for  the  abolition  of  the  Law  of 
Hypothec  came  from  the  Scotch  countiei 
where  small  tenancies   were  the  rule. 
And  in  the  Eastern  part  of  the  county 
where  his  own  constituency  was  ntn- 
ated,   the    holdings    being    small,  the 
farmers  formed  an  association  before  the 
late  Dissolution,  and  passed  a  resolution 
that  they  would  support  no  candidate 
who  would  not  vote  for  the  abolition  of 
the  Law  of  Distress,  and  a  former  Repre- 
sentative was  rejected  because  he  wooU 
not  do  so.    Therefore,  as  a  matter  of 
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fact,  the  small  fanners  of  the  country 
did  not  support  this  Law  of  Distress  so 
generally  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  attempted  to  make  out.  He  (Mr. 
Courtney)  hoped  the  landlords  of  Eng- 
land were  much  better  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  represented  them  to  be. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  'the 
landlords  were  ready  to  trust  a  mau 
with  the  possession  of  a  farm  provided 
they  were  themselves  guaranteed  against 
loss.  The  landlords  of  England  were  so 
generous  and  trusting  that  they  would 
put  a  man  in  possession  of  a  farm  know- 
ing that  the  law  gave  them  this  security. 
They  would  not  be  thus  generous  and 
trustful  if  the  law  did  not  make  them  se- 
cure. If  that  was  not  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  his  argument  meant 
nothing.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  relied 
upon  the  law  for  enabling  the  landlords 
to  do  that  which  they  would  not  do  were 
it  not  for  the  law.  By  this  language  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  great  injustice 
was  done  to  the  landlords  of  England.  He 
was  sure,  if  the  Law  of  Distress  were  abo- 
lished, small  farmers,  whose  capital  was 
not  sufficient  to  stock  their  farms,  would 
be  trusted  by  the  landlords  in  the  future 
as  they  had  been  in  the  past.  The  only 
difference  would  be  this — that  if  the  Law 
of  Distress  were  abolished,  that  trust 
would  result  from  an  examination  into 
their  character  and  a  belief  in  their 
integrity,  and  not  from  the  knowledge 
possessed  by  the  landlord  that  the  law 
would  protect  him.  Did  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  mean  that  landlords  would  never 
g^ve  credit  to  farmers  whose  character 
they  knew  ?  How  many  a  small  trader 
was  able  to  stock  his  shop  by  the  assist- 
ance of  the  wholesale  merchant  and 
warehouseman  who  knew  him  as  a  clerk 
without  any  question  of  a  bill  of  sale. 
If  there  were  a  bill  of  sale  in  the  case 
the  man's  character  would  be  gone,  and 
nobody  would  trust  him.  And  in  the 
same  manner  landowners,  having  known 
the  man  from  a  boy,  how  trustworthy 
and  respectable  ho  was,  would  in  the 
future,  as  in  the  past,  be  ready  to  put 
him  into  a  farm  in  reliance  upon  his 
character,  and  not  upon  the  protection 
given  by  the  law.  The  good  relations 
existing  at  present  between  landlord  and 
tenant  did  not  exist  in  consequence  of 
the  law,  but  in  spite  of  it.  The  law  en- 
couraged the  landlord  to  be  careless  as 
to  the  character  of  his  tenants.  Let 
•thora  abolish  the  law,  nnd  they  made 


the  landlord  careful  as  to  his  tenant's 
character.  It  might  at  first  diminish 
the  number  of  competitors  for  farms. 
[**  No,  no  ! '']  Why,  it  was  the  whole 
argument  on  the  other  side  that  the  pre- 
sent law  increased  the  quantity  of  com- 
petitors. It  enabled  men  to  compete 
for  farms  who  would  not  otherwise  be 
in  a  position  to  offer  for  them.  Com- 
petition would  bp  diminished,  and  rents 
would  at  first  fall ;  but  in  consequence 
of  the  introduction  of  men  of  more 
capital  the  style  of  farming  would  rise, 
the  produce  increase,  and  rents  would 
go  up  again.  The  change  would  ulti- 
mately be  beneficial  for  all.  He  would 
only  add  that  the  Government  would 
have  no  hesitation  in  supporting  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Colonel  MA  KINS  observed,  that 
though  many  hon.  Members  were  willing 
that  the  Law  of  Distress  should  be  modi- 
fied, the  sweeping  changes  involved  in 
the  Kesolution  ought  first  to  be  con- 
sidered. His  chief  objection  to  the 
abolition  of  the  law  was  that  it  would 
greatly  impair  the  security  on  which 
many  persons,  such  as  younger  children 
and  widows,  were  dependent  for  their 
allowances  and  jointures.  As  far  as  these 
persons  who  gave  credit  to  tenants 
were  concerned,  the  landlord's  position 
was  nearly  parallel  to  that  of  the  pre- 
ferred secured  creditors  of  a  Railway 
Company  that  had  issued  preference 
shares  or  debenture  stock.  The  total 
abolition  of  the  law  would  either  ruin 
those  to  whom  the  punctual  payment  of 
their  rents  was  a  necessity,  or  lead  to  the 

Eaymentof  rentsin  advance,  bothof  which 
e  held  to  be  very  undesirable  results. 
Me.  H.  T.  davenport  asked  leave 
to   withdraw  his  Amendment.     [**  No, 
no!"] 

Previous  Question^  **  That  the  Original 
Question  be  now  put,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Original  Question  put. 

Resolved^  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
it  is  dcsirahlc  to  abolish  the  power  of  lev3Miig 
Distress  for  the  Rent  of  Agricultural  Holdings 
in  England,  Wales,  and  Ireland. 

PARLIAMENT  —  PUBLIC   BUSINESS 
(HALF.PAST  TWELVE  RULE). 

RESOLUTION. 

Standing  Order  relative  thereto  [18th 
February,  1879]  read. 

Mr.  MONK,  in  rising  to  call  attention 
to  tho  state  of  tlio  Order  Book,  and  to 
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the  great  public  inconvenience  caused 
by  the  operation  of  the  Half-past  Twelve 
o'clock  Rule,  in  enabling  a  single  Mem- 
ber to  impede  legislation  by  stopping 
the  progress  of  any  Bill  during  the  en- 
tire Session  ;  and  to  move — 

"  That  the  Standing  Order  of  the  18th  Feb- 
ruary 1879,  known  as  the  Half- past  Twelve 
o'clock  Rule,  be  now  read,  and  that  the  follow- 
ing proviso  be  thereto  added,  *  Provided  always, 
That  this  Ilule  shall  not  apply  to  the  Motion 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  nor  to  any  Bill 
which  has  passed  through  Committee  of  the 
whole  House,*  '* 

said,  that  the  Rule  to  which  he  referred 
was  adopted  in  1872,  and  after  having 
been  varied  in  1874,  so  as  not  to  apply 
to   Bills  which   had  passed  through  a 
Committee   of  the  Whole  House,  was 
restored  to  its  original  form  in  the  fol- 
lowing year,  and  was  so  continued  till 
1879,  when  it  became  a  Standing  Order 
instead  of  a  Sessional  one.  The  Rule  now 
was  that,  except  a  Money  Bill,  no  Order 
of  the  Day  or  Notice  of  Motion  should  be 
taken  after  half-past  12  o'clock  if  there 
was  an  Amendment  placed  on  the  Paper 
against   it.     The   noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  in  1879  pointed 
out  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  Speaker 
this  Rule,  so   far  from  shortening  the 
Sittings  of  the  House,  had  had  the  effect 
of  prolonging  them,  and  that  it  put  into 
the  hands  of  any  Member  the  power  to 
obstruct  the  Business  of  the  House;  and 
he  (Mr.  Monk)  quite  agreed  with  the 
noble  Lord  that  a  more  convenient  engine 
for  obstructing  the  Business  of  the  House 
could  not  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  any 
individual  Member.     It  had  been  found 
that  the  unnecessary  stringency  of  the 
Rule  had  the  effect  of  obstructing  Public 
Business   after    a  comparatively    early 
hour.     As  opposed  Business  could  not 
be  taken  after  half- past  12  o'clock,  it 
was    becoming    the   practice    for    hon. 
Members  to  place  on  the  Paper  Notices 
of  opposition  to  almost  all  the  Bills  in 
the   Order    Book.      Taking  the   Order 
Bock  of  that  day,  he  found  that  one  hon. 
Member  had  blocked  four  Notices   of 
Motion  and  1 3  Orders  of  the  Day  ;  and 
that   another  opposed   one  Notice  and 
four  Orders.     That,  he  contended,  was 
an  abuse  of  the  Rules  of  the  House,  and 
only  had  the  effect  of  obstructing  Busi- 
ness.   He  had  also  known  instances  of  an 
hon.  Member  blocking  the  progress  of 
a  Bill  of  which  he  knew  nothing.     He 
(Mr.  Monk)  had  proposed  in  his  original 
Notice  that  the  names  of  five  Members 
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should  be  required  to  block  a  Bill ;  but 
he  had  been  advised  to  adhere  to  his 
Motion  as  it  stood  on  the  Paper.    He 
had  no  objection  to  some  of  the  Amead- 
ments  of  which  Notice  had  been  givea. 
What  he  protested  against  was  the  pos- 
sibility of  one  Member  obstructing  the 
progress  of  a  Bill  by  putting  down  his 
tiame  to  oppose  it.     He  would  remind 
the  House  that,  under  the  operation  of 
the  Rule,  five  distinct  opportunities  pre- 
sented themselves  to  an  hon.  Member  of 
obstructing  a  Bill  in  its  passage  throagh 
the   House.     This  was   in   no   sense  a 
private  Member's  question ;  indeed,  it 
affected  the  Business  of  the  Governnient 
infinitely  more  than  that  of  private  Mem- 
bers.    It  was  a  monstrous  thing  that  the 
introduction  of  important  Bills  by  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  should  be  stopped 
night  after  night  by  one  Member.    He 
hoped  the  House  would  agree  that,  when 
a  measure  had  been  read  a  second  time 
and  the  principle  affirmed,  and  when  it 
had  been  carefully  considered  in  Com- 
mittee, the  Member  in  charge  of  it  was 
entitled  to  some  facilities  for  carrying  it 
through  the  remaining  stages.     It  was 
proposed  by  one  Amendment  to  restrict 
the  application  of  the  Resolution  to  Gh>- 
vernment  Bills  ;  but  the  Money  Bills  of 
the  Qovernment  were   exempted  from 
the  operation  of  the  Rule ;    and  as  to 
other  Bills,  he  did  not  consider  that  the 
Government  should  have  any  facilities 
in  this  respect  that  were  deuied  to  the 
Bills  of  private  Members.     They  were 
the  pioneers  of  legislation,  and,  thoogh 
they  were  not  often  successful  in  carry- 
ing their  Bills,  they  paved  the  way  for 
the  Government  to  take  up  the  question, 
when  the  subject  had  been  fully  dis- 
cussed ;   and  he  did  not,  therefore,  see 
why  private  Members   should  be  ob- 
structed any  more  than  Members  of  the 
Government.     More  than  one  Member 
of  the  Government  had  expressed  his 
approval  of  the  Motion.     This  was  in 
no  sense  a  Party  question ;  it  was  simpl/ 
a  question  whether  the  Business  of  the 
House  should  be  facilitated,  ox  whether 
it  should  continue  to  be  stopped  by  a 
Standing  Order  two  years  old.    There 
was  a  growing  feeling  among  Members 
that  the  Rule  had  not  operated  to  shorten 
their  Sittings  or  to  facilitate  legislation. 
Private  Members  had  secured  very  little 
time  in  the  last  two  Sessions,  and  he  wu 
afraid  that  they  would  have  very  little 
at  the  remainder  of  the  present  SeasioiL 
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There  were  142  Bills  on  the  Order  Book, 
and  he  asked  the  House  to  give  the 
Memhers  in  charge  of  them  such  facili- 
ties as  they  were  fairly  entitled  to. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  seconded  the 
Resolution . 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  this  Rule  shall  not  apply  to  the  Motion 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  nor  to  any  Bill 
which  has  passed  through  Committee  of  the 
whole  House.'* — {Mr,  Monk.) 

Sir  JOHN  MOWBRAY  said,  that 
the  hon.  Memher  seemed  to  think  that 
he  gave  force  to  his  Motion  hy  describ- 
ing the  Rule  as  a  new  Standing  Order ; 
but  it  had  been  a  Sessional  Resolution  for 
nine  years ;  it  had  never  been  made  a 
Party  question ;  it  had  been  moved  by 
himself   as  Chairman  of  the  Standing 
Order  Committee,   and  it  had   always 
been  warmly   supported    by  the    hon. 
Member    for  Swansea  (Mr.    Dillwyn), 
and  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke).     The 
Rule  was  designed  to  enable  legislation 
to  be  done  in  a  sensible  and  business-like 
way,  and  to  promote  the   health '  and 
comfort  of  Members.     It  was  originally 
adopted   on   the  recommendation  of   a 
Select  Committee,   in   which  the  only 
question  was  as  between  12  o'clock  and 
half-past ;  the  original  draft  of  the  Re- 
solution was  in  the  handwriting  of  the 
present  Prime  Minister ;   it  was  taken 
up  by  Mr.  Bouverie,  and  it  was  carried 
in  the  House  by  a  large  majority  of 
Members,   painfully  convinced   of   the 
necessity  for  some  such  regulation  by 
the  manner  in  which  Business  had  been 
carried   on  since  the    time   when   Mr. 
Brotherton  used  to   move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  at  midnight,  and  the 
House,  with  good  humour,  consented  to 
adjourn  on  the  withdrawal  of  the  Motion 
after  some  urgent  Business  had  been 
transacted.     Unfortunately,    the    good 
humour  was  not  continued  after  1869; 
the  state  of  things  became  uncomfort- 
able   and  intolerable,    and  hence    the 
adoption  of   the  Rule  with    reference 
solely  to    the  health  and    comfort    of 
Members,  and  the  dignity  of  their  pro- 
ceedings.    He  hoped  the  House  would 
continue  a  Rule  which  the  last  two  Par- 
liaments had  shown  to  be  necessary.    It 
was  quite  true — and  he  was  sorry  for  it 
-»that  the  Rule  had  been  abused.   Such 
abuse  was  not  contemplated,   and  he 
truBted  that  this  debate  would  induce 


Members  to  refrain  from  abusing  it.     It 
might  be  provided  that,  as  there  must 
be  the  names  of  two  Members  on  the 
back  of  a  Bill,  so  it  should  require  the 
names  of  two  Members  to  block  a  Bill. 
Mr.  HINDE  palmer  said,  he  did 
not  understand    that  the  Motion  was 
aimed  at  the  abolition  of  the  Standing 
Order.     The  question  was  rather  whe- 
ther it  should  not  be  in  some  way  quali* 
fied,  in  order  that  the  attempts  by  pri- 
vate Members  to  efl'ect  legislation  of  a 
useful  character  should  not  be  rendered 
abortive  by  the  caprice  of  a  single  Mem- 
ber.    It  was  anomalous  that  one  Mem- 
ber should  be  able  to  paralyze  legisla- 
tion in  the  way  it  was  done  under  this 
Rule.     When  a  Bill  had  been  read  a 
second  time  its  principle  migrht  be  re- 
garded as  confirmed  by  the  House ;  and 
it  certainly  seemed  a  stretch  of  power 
on  the  part  of  an  individual  Member  to 
block  its  further  progress.     The  same 
argument  applied  with,  perhaps,  greater 
force  to  Bills  which  had  passed  the  or- 
deal of  a  Select  Committee.     He  would 
therefore  move  to  amend  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Qloucester  by  in- 
serting the  words  **  a  Select  Committee 
or"  before  the  word  **  Committee,"  the 
effect  of  which  would  be  that  the  Order 
should  not  apply  to  any  Bill  that  had 
passed  through  either  a  Select  Commit- 
tee or  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 
He   acknowledged  that  the  Rule  pos- 
sessed the  advantage  of  enabling  private 
Members  to  know  when  they  might  be 
certain  that  their  own  Bills,  if  opposed, 
could  not  come  on. 

Mr.  speaker  ruled  that  the  hon. 
Member  could  not  now  move  his  Amend- 
ment, as  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  London  (Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler)  had  pre- 
cedence. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler,  in  moving  to 
amend  the  Motion  by  inserting  the 
word  **  Government "  before  the  word 
''Bill,"  said,  the  Rule  had  been  intro- 
duced because  of  the  constant  Motions 
for  adjournment  by  which  minorities  had 
worn  out  the  House.  Those  who  did 
not  recollect  the  old  system  had  had  a 
specimen  in  the  opposition  raised  to  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
colnshire (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  on  a  re- 
cent occasion.  He  believed  that  the 
half -past  12  o'clock  Rule  had  on  the 
whole  worked  well,  and  that  if  the  Sit- 
tings of  the  House  had  been  late  it  waa 
not  owing  to  its  operation.     The  casea 
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in  which  it  had  not  worked  well,  in  his 
opinion,  were  those  of  Government  Bills  ; 
and  it  would  be  well,  he  thought,  that 
the  Government  of  the  day  should  have 
the  opportuity  of  introducing  their  mea- 
sures without  being  blocked;  for  all 
subjects  requiring  legislation  ought  to 
be  dealt  with  by  them.  His  contention 
was  that  all  a  private  Member  could  ex- 
pect in  the  way  of  facilities  for  any  Mo- 
tion he  had  to  make  was  that  he  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  phicMug  his  views 
before  the  House,  and  if  they  com- 
mended themselves  to  it,  that  he  should 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  carry  them  out.  He 
did  not  think  they  should  give  him 
further  facilities.  He  should,  however, 
be  quite  willing  that  facilities  should  be 
given  to  the  Government  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  on  the  question  raised,  as  he  be- 
lieved that  no  Government  would  pro- 
pose to  bring  in  a  Bill  that  was  not 
worthy  the  attention  of  the  House ;  but 
he  should  oppose  any  such  attempt  as 
that  proposed  in  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  to  give  private  Members  in- 
creased facilities  for  the  introduction  of 
their  Bills. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  insert  before 
the  first  word  **  Bill,"  the  word  **  Go- 
vernment."— ( 3lr.  Robert  Fowler.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
*  Government  *  be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  W.  H.JAMES  thought  it  would 
be  a  good  thing  if  the  half-past  12 
o'clock  Rule  were  done  away  with  alto- 
gether, for  he  was  of  opinion  that  no- 
thing could  be  more  unreasonable  than 
the  power  which  the  Rule  gave  to  any 
private  Member  to  obstruct  measures 
which  might  be  approved  of  in  principle 
by  the  House.  The  House  of  Commons 
was  not  merely  a  place  in  which  hon. 
Members  could  let  oil' superfluous  steam, 
it  being  the  duty  of  private  Members  to 
initiate  Bills  and  to  carry  them  to  a  suc- 
cessful issue  whenever  possible.  The 
performance  of  this  duty  was  rendered 
almost  impossible  by  the  Rule  which 
the  House  had  laid  down,  and  which 
constituted  a  most  terrible  weapon  of 
obstruction.  One  great  evil  caused  by 
the  Rule  was  that  it  originated  **  Lobby 
legislation,"  all  sorts  of  arrangements 
being  made  between  private  Menibers. 
Instead  of  transacting  their  business  as 
practical  legislators,  within  the  House, 
they  were  obliged  to  resort  to  outside 
bargaining  in  order  to  get  their  measui-es 
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through.  An  opponent  of  a  Bill  had 
been  known  to  remove  a  blocking  No- 
tice in  consideration  of  receiving  two 
orders  for  seats  in  the  Ladies*  Gallciy. 
He  had  placed  an  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  proposing  that  no  Bill  should  be 
blocked  unless  10  Members  gave  Notice 
of  opposition.  That  proposal  being 
thought  slightly  unreasonable  by  8ome<J 
his  hon.  Friends,  he  suggested  that  the 
number  10  should  be  reduced  to  three. 
He  also  thought  that  a  Member,  after 
giving  Notice  of  opposition,  ought  to  be 
in  his  place  to  move  it. 

Colonel  MAKINS  maintained  that 
the  Rule  with  which  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  dissatisfied  had  acted  well, 
both  in  the  interests  of  the  procedure  of 
the  House  and  in  the  interests  of  the 
health  and  comfort  of  the  Members. 
The  object  of  the  Motion  was  to  forward 
private  Members'  legislation ;  but  he 
ventured  to  think  that  if  it  were  carried 
the  effect  would  be  to  keep  Members  who 
were  opposed  to  the  passing  of  particultr 
Private  Bills  in  their  places  until  2  or 
3  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  that  with- 
out in  the  least  advancing  private  Mem- 
bers' legislation,  as  adjournments  woald 
always  be  moved.  While  on  that  ground 
he  objected  to  the  Motion,  he  equally 
objected  to  the  Amendment,  because  he 
thought  the  Government  of  the  day 
ought  to  be  allowed  to  press  on  their 
legislation  when  there  was  a  necessity 
to  do  so.  He  hoped,  however,  the 
House  would  not  agree  to  the  Resola- 
tion.  They  had  not  all  the  iron  constitu- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester, 
to  whom  the  small  hours  of  the  morning 
seemed  to  be  the  busiest  of  the  24. 

Mb.  RYLANDS  observed,  that  if  the 
Motion  were  carried,  tho  only  mode  in- 
dependent Members  would  have  of  de- 
feating a  Bill  to  which  they  objected 
would  be  at  2  or  3  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing moving  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  or  of  the  House.  In  his  judg- 
ment, it  was  undesirable  to  give  undue 
facilities  for  legislation  to  private  Mem* 
bers.  His  strong  impression  was  that 
they  were  already  over- legislated  for. 
While  he  was  quite  willing  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  should  have  every  reasonable 
facility  for  bringing  forward  their  views, 
he  was  opposed  to  the  giving  of  extra- 
ordinary facilities  for  the  promotion  of 
amateur  legislation,  or  for  compeUing 
hon.  Members  to  sit  up  night  after  night 
to  criticize  Private  Bills.     At  tho  same 
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time,  he  did  not  say  that  the  present 
Bule  had  not  been  abused.  It  had  been, 
he  thought,  in  the  case  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Uavan  (Mr.  Biggar),  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton),  who  seemed  to  block  Bills 
whether  they  objected  to  them  or  not. 
Still,  the  more  he  examined  the  proposal 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  less  he  liked  it.  He 
would,  however,  be  prepared  to  support 
a  modification  of  the  Hesolution  to  the 
effect  that  two  or  three  Members  should 
agree  in  giving  Notico  to  block  Bills. 

Sua  JOHN  LUBBOCK  believed  that, 
upon  the  whole,  the  half -past  1 2  o'clock 
Bule  had  worked  well.  At  the  same 
time,  he  was  of  opinion  that  private 
Members'  Bills  should  be  allowed  to  be 
introduced  after  that  hour,  and  should 
not  be  blocked  at  that  time  after  going 
through  Committee.  He  thought  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glou- 
cester (Mr.  Monk)  was  a  reasonable  one, 
for  it  seemed  very  undesirable  that  when 
the  House  had  accepted  the  principle  of 
a  Bill,  and  considered  all  the  clauses,  it 
should  be  in  the  power  of  a  single  Mem- 
ber practically  to  veto  the  Bill. 

Mi.  NEWDEGATE  opposed  the  Mo- 
tion, on  the  ground  that  it  would  not  be 
possible  for  the  senior  Members  of  the 
House  to  continue  their  services  to  the 
House  if  they  were  compelled  to  remain 
in  the  House  until  3  or  4  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  He  was  diametrically  opposed 
to  the  first  part  of  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gloucester,  that  the 
introduction  of  Bills  should  not  be  op- 
posed, and  hoped  that  the  House  would 
not,  without  mature  consideration,  de- 
part from  a  Bule  which  was  framed  in 
the  interests  of  independent  Members, 
and  had  been  found  to  be  consistent  with 
efficiency  in  the  conduct  of  Business. 
After  the  experience  of  last  Session,  he 
wished  to  know  whether  it  was  desirable 
or  reasonable  to  ask  the  House  to  sit 
for  more  hours  than  it  did  under  the  pre- 
sent Bule  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HABTINGTON: 
Sir,  as  has  been  already  stated,  this 
question  has  never  been  treated  hitherto 
as  a  Party  one,  neither  is  it  one  in 
which  the  Government  are  peculiarly 
interested ;  and  it  appears  to  me  that  we 
should  do  well  to  continue  to  treat  it  in 
the  same  spirit  and  in  the  same  way  as  it 
has  been  treated  on  former  occasions  by 
both  sides  of  the  House.  The  subject  is 
eminently  one  for  the  determination  of 


the  House,  and  to  be  decided  by  the 
House  on  a  consideration  of  that  which 
is  best  suited  for  its  own  convenience, 
and  that  which  will  conduce  most  to  the 
proper  conduct  of  its  own  Business.  The 
Government,  no  doubt,  are  interested  in 
the  question  ;  but  they  are  interested  in 
a  difTerent  way  from  that  in  which 
private  Members  are  interested  iu  it. 
In  some  respects  they  are  more  in- 
terested than  private  Members,  and  in 
other  respects  they  are  less  interested. 
They  are  more  interested  because  they 
introduce  a  greater  amount  of  legislation 
than  that  which  is  introduced  by  private 
Members ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  they 
are  less  interested,  because  they  have  a 
greater  command  of  the  time  of  the 
House,  and  it  is  more  competent  for 
them,  from  time  to  time,  to  avail  them- 
selves of  the  opportunity  of  placing  their 
Bills  in  a  position  where  they  are  not  sus- 
ceptible of  being  blocked  by  opposition 
and  by  the  operation  of  the  half- past  12 
o'clock  Bule,  a  power  which  private  Mem- 
bers do  not  possess.  Therefore,  the  Go- 
vernment, though  interested,  are  in- 
terested in  a  different  way  from  private 
Members.  I  propose,  however,  to  treat 
the  question  as  one  affecting  mainly  pri- 
vate Members,  and  not  the  Government. 
There  can  be  no  doubt,  as  has  already 
been  pointed  out,  that  a  considerable 
abuse  exists  in  the  use  which  has  been 
made  of  the  Bule.  It  certainly  was  not 
intended  that  Bills  which  have  the  ap- 
proval of  the  great  majority  of  the 
House,  or  which,  at  all  events,  are  sup- 
posed to  receive  the  support  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  House,  and  which  the 
House  generally  is  anxious  to  discuss, 
should  absolut.ely  be  prevented  from 
being  discussed  at  all,  at  the  will  of  a 
small  number  of  Members,  or,  perhaps, 
even  of  one  Member  only.  No  doubt, 
that  has  been  a  great  abuse.  On  the  other 
hand,  I  must  point  out  that  the  Bule 
was  introduced  in  the  interests  of  the 
great  body  of  hon.  Members,  for  the 
purpose  of  protecting  them  against  an 
evil  of  another  kind.  If  no  such  Bule 
existed,  it  was  possible  for  a  persevering 
Member,  by  persistently  putting  down 
his  Bill  night  after  night,  to  exhaust  the 
patience  of  those  who  were  opposed  to 
him,  and,  perhaps,  at  some  advanced 
hour  of  the  morning,  when  nobody  was 
expecting  it,  he  found  himself  able  to 
slip  it  through.  Or,  if  he  did  not  do 
that,   it  was  possible   for  him  to   put 
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a  considerable  number  of  Members  to  I 
great  inconvenience  by  compelling  them 
to  sit  up,  night  after  night,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  opposing  a  Bill  which,  after  all, 
might  never  be  brought  forward.     On 
the  whole,  I  believe  the  Rule  has  worked 
well,   that  it  has  been  for  the  conve- 
nience   of   the    House,    and    that  the 
House  would  not  be  willing  to  part  with 
it.     Some   very   high   authorities,  who 
were  examined  before  the  Committee  of 
1878,  expressed  their  opinion  that  the 
Rule  had  worked  satisfactorily.   I  come, 
then,  to  the  question  of  limitation  pro- 
posed by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk).     My  hon. 
Friend  is  of  opinion  that  it  is  expedient 
some  limitation  should  be  placed  upon 
the  operation  of  the  Rule ;   and  I  must 
say  that  it  does  appear  to  me  the  limita- 
tions proposed  by  my  hon.  Friend  are 
reasonable.     A.s  to  the  limitation  with 
regard  to  Bills  that  have  passed  through 
Committee,  I  have  referred  to  what  took 
place  in  this  House  in  1874.    I  find  that 
the  limitation   which  my  hon.  Friend 
now  suggests  was  introduced  then,  and 
that    it   was    supported    by    the    then 
Leader  of  the   House   (Mr.   Disraeli). 
The  Rule  in  that  year  was  passed  with 
this  particular  limitation ;    but  in   the 
next  year  it  was  passed  without  it.    Mr. 
Disraeli,  on  that  occasion,  pointed  out 
that  it  had  never  come  into  operation  in 
regard  to  the  Committee  stage  of  a  Bill, 
because  no  Bill  against  which  a  block- 
ing Notice  had  been  placed  overreached 
a  Committee.  I  am  afraid  that  that  would 
be  so  now,  and  I  cannot  hold  out  to  my 
hon.  Friend  any  hope  that  if  the  House 
agrees  to  his  proposal  it  will  be  of  material 
assistance  to  private  Members.     But  it 
does  appear  to  me  that  both  limitations 
are  reasonable  in  themselves.   In  regard 
to   the   other  limitation,  I   think  it  is 
somewhat  invidious  that  one  hon.  Mem- 
ber should  be  able  to  refuse  to  another 
hon.  Member  the  power  of  showing  to 
the  House  what  is  the  nature  of  the  le- 
gislation he  proposes.     If  that  legisla- 
tion is  of  such  a  character  as  to  be  ob- 
viously objectionable,  he  would  be  able 
to  induce  the  House  to  reject  it ;  but  I 
do  not  see  why  it  should  be  practically 
rejected  without  the  House  having  oven 
an  opportunity  of  seeing  in  what  way 
the  hon.  Member  who  proposes  legisla- 
tion intends  to  deal  with  the  question 
he  is  desirous  of  legislating  upon.     It 
would  be  far  better  that  an  hon.  Mem- 
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ber  who  objects  should  be  required  to 
get  up  in  his  place  and  oppose  the  in- 
troduction of  a  measure,  and  that  ths 
Rule  should  not  be  allowed  to  operate 
in  excluding  a  Member  from  bringing 
forward  a  Motion  for  leave  to  bring  ia 
a  Bill.     As  I  have  said,  the  other  limi- 
tation is  also  reasonable,  because  when 
a  Bill  stands  for  Committee  it  is  obviooi 
that,  at  all  events,  opportunities  have 
been  afforded  for  discussing  it  in  all  its 
previous  stages,  and  it  is  only  reason- 
able to  suppose  that  such  a  Bill  has  met 
with  a  considerable  amount  of  suppori 
If,  therefore,  my  hon.  Friend  goes  to  a 
division  I  shall  be  disposed  to  soppoit 
him  in  the  proposition  he  makes,  al- 
though I  cannot  hold  out  any  hope  to 
him  that  it  would  tend  very  greatly  to 
facilitate  legislation  by  private  Mem- 
bers.    As  to   the  Amendments  which 
have  been  suggested,  I  will  only  say  a 
word.     The  hon.  Member  for  the  Citj 
of  London  (Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler)  proposes 
that  the  limitation  should  be  conGned 
to  Bills  introduced  by  the  Government 
Although  I  ought  to  be  grateful  to  mj 
hon.  Friend  for  that  sugg^tion,  it  il 
one  which  I  am  not  disposed  to  adopt, 
because  I  think  it  would  make  an  inri- 
dious  exception.    As  I  have  said  beforSi 
although    the    Government    undertake 
more  legislation  than  private  Members, 
yet,  on  the  other  hand,  they  have  more 
time  at  their  disposal ;   and  I  do  not 
think  the  House  would  be  inclined  to 
give  them  further  exceptional  facihtiei 
over  independent  Members.  The  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Gateshead  (Mr.  W.  H.  James)  is,  I  hare 
no  doubt,  aimed  at  the  protection  of  the 
House  against  a  very  great  abuse — that 
is  to  say,  one  Member  blocking  a  Bill. 
I  am  not  altogether  disposed  to  support 
my  hon.  Friend  in  that  Amendment;  it 
would  introduce  an  entirely  new  prin- 
ciple, for  we  have  never  yet  recogniied 
the  principle  of  requiring  any  particnlar 
course  of  opposition  in  this  House  to 
have  the  sanction  and  support  of  two  or 
three,  or  five,  or  10  Members.    And  I 
doubt,  further,  whether,  if  adopted,  the 
Amendment  would  have  any  practical 
effect.     A  Member  desirous  of  blocking 
a  Bill  would  generally  find  very  littk 
difficulty  in  getting   two   or  three,  or 
even  10  Members  to  support  him.     I 
therefore  think  that  no  substantial  ad- 
vantage would  be  gained  by  acceptinf 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend   u 
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the  House  is  inclined  to  adopt  the  limi- 
tations sup^gested  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Gloucester,  I  would  recom- 
mend it  to  be  satisfied  with  them  at  pre- 
sent, and  ascertain  what  the  effect  of 
their  operation  will  be  before  consenting 
to  go  further.  For  my  own  part,  I  shall 
certainly  support  what  appears  to  me 
to  be  a  reasonable  limitation  of  a  very 
popular  Bule. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  was 
sorry  that  the  noble  Marquess  had  not 
followed  up  his  very  excellent  opening 
observations  to  their  legitimate  conclu- 
sion. He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  in- 
tended to  vote  against  the  original  pro- 
posal and  against  all  the  Amendments 
which  had  been  placed  on  the  Paper  in 
reference  to  it,  because  he  was  of  opi- 
nion that  the  original  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk) 
and  all  the  Amendments  proceeded  alto- 
gether in  a  wrong  direction.  The  reform 
of  the  House  was  a  reform  which  should 
begin,  not  at  midnight,  but  at  a  very 
much  earlier  hour.  The  whole  difficulty 
of  the  position  in  which  Parliament 
found  itself  placed  was  the  creation  of 
two  circumstances,  neither  of  which  it 
suited  the  convenience  of  Parliament  to 
face.  The  first  cause  of  the  block  in 
Parliament  was  that  Parliament  had 
too  much  to  do,  and  the  second  cause 
was  that  Parliament  did  not  meet  at  the 
proper  time  of  day.  If  any  person  with 
a  turn  for  satirical  description  were  to 
give  a  life-like  chronicle  of  the  daily 
proceedings  of  the  House,  such  a  de- 
scription would  almost  annihilate  the 
plea  of  the  English  people  on  behalf  of 
the  expediency  of  Parliamentary  Go- 
vernment. What  was  usually  the  cha- 
racteristic formula  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  House?  At  10  minutes  to  4  o'clock 
Mr.  Speaker  took  the  Chair,  and  in 
order  to  secure  a  seat  a  fit  of  devotion 
seized  hon.  Members.  But  he  always 
observed  that  while  private  Members 
were  constant  in  their  attendance  at 
the  hour  of  devotion,  those  upon  whom 
the  duty,  of  managing  the  affairs  of 
the  country  devolved  were  always 
absent  at  prayer  time,  their  seats 
being  secured  by  usage.  Then,  after 
prayers,  occurred  a  dreary  void,  which 
was  filled  up  in  a  manner  that  was 
utterly  unknown  to  many  Members  of 
the  House.  He  had  a  vague  idea  that 
some  mumbling  went  on  between  some 
person  who  for  the  time  being  repre- 


sented the  Government  on  the  Treasury 
Bench,  and  Mr.  Speaker  got  up  seve- 
ral times  in  the  course  of  as  many 
minutes,  and  he  believed  that  a  Rail- 
way Bill  passed  for  some  place,  and 
a  Gas  Bill  for  some  other  place.  That, 
however,  was  all  imagination  on  his 
part,  and  must  be  imagination  on  the  part 
of  most  other  Members.  In  that  way 
the  first  half-hour  and  1 0  minutes  were 
spent  in  prayers,  at  which  Ministers  did 
not  attend,  and  in  Private  Business  to 
which  nobody  listened.  At  half-past  4 
there  came  a  great  rush  of  the  hardy 
sons  of  legislative  toil,  who  gathered  in 
a  mass  to  devote  all  their  energies  and 
enthusiasm  to  the  discharge  of  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  country.  But  by  half- past 
5  o'clock,  when  every  hon.  Member  had 
asked  a  question  about  the  affairs  of  his 
parish  vestry,  or  about  the  interests  of 
his  constituents,  who  were  rather  press- 
ing in  their  epistolatory  demands  upon 
his  attention — when  hon.  Members  had 
made  that  daily  appearance  which  was 
necessary  in  order  to  keep  their  names 
before  the  public  and  before  their  consti- 
tuents— half-past  5  o'clock  was  reached. 
Now,  he  did  not  think  there  was  an  hon. 
Member  in  that  House  who  was  not  of 
opinion  that  someone  daily  asked  a 
Question  which  need  not  have  been  asked. 
Of  course,  hon.  Members  were  not  so 
critical  in  regard  to  the  Questions  they 
asked  themselves ;  but  that  was  merely 
human  nature.  Then,  from  half-past  5 
to  7  o'clock,  the  House  was  in  full 
working  order — that  was  to  say,  the 
earnest  desire  for  work  in  that  House  was 
so  great  that  they  were  willing  to  be 
amused  by  some  rattling  speaker  for 
about  an  hour.  And  when  it  came  to  7 
o'clock  the  House  was  a  perfect  void; 
and,  so  far  as  the  progress  of  legislation 
for  the  country  was  concerned,  the 
House  might  to  all  intents  be  adjourned. 
This  state  of  things  lasted  from  7  until 
9  o'clock.  [An  hon.  Member:  Or  10 
o'clock.]  "Well,  he  was  not  intimately 
acquainted  with  the  usages  of  London 
society,  and  accordingly  he  would  accept 
the  correction  and  say  10  o'clock.  But 
he  would  ask  of  what  possible  use  could 
it  be  for  a  Member  to  get  up  and  address 
a  House  consisting  of  Mr.  Speaker,  who, 
he  was  afraid,  could  not  always  be  an 
attentive  listener,  and  some  two  or  three 
other  Members  ?  The  House  of  Com- 
mons was  a  deliberative  Assembly.  The 
theory  was  that  the  speeches  of  hon. 
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Members  were  addressed  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House;  but  speeches 
could  not  be  addressed  to  the  considera- 
tion of  a  House  which  did  not  exist,  and 
accordingly  the  speeches  which  were 
made  between  7  and  10  o'clock  were 
under  the  suspicion  that  they  were 
meant,  not  for  the  hearing  and  delibera- 
tion of  the  House,  but  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  outside  public.  He  would 
put  it  to  the  House  whether,  if  hon. 
Members  were  desirous  of  addressing 
their  constituents,  they  could  not  do  so 
just  as  well  by  writing  letters  to  the 
newspapers,  or  by  earning  a  few  guineas 
by  contributing  to  the  magazines,  instead 
of  keeping  up  the  farce  of  a  deliberative 
Assembly  when  all  the  deliberators  were 
dining?  At  10  o'clock  the  House  re- 
assembled, and  again  it  was  most  eager 
for  work — as  eager  for  work  as  gentlemen 
usually  were  who  had  just  partaken  of 
dinner  and  its  accompaniments.  But  he 
would  put  it  to  any  man  who  took  a  serious 
view  of  the  Business  of  the  House  whe- 
ther the  interval  between  7  and  10  spent 
in  dining  was  the  best  preparation  for 
the  calm  and  mature,  and  grave  and 
cool  consideration  of  the  momentous 
questions  with  which  the  House  had  to 
deal.  He  had  ventured,  when  address- 
ing the  working  classes  on  this  question, 
to  say  that  the  deliberations  of  Parlia- 
ment concerning  the  destinies  and  well- 
being  of  millions  existing  and  to  come, 
were  conducted  in  a  manner,  and  at  a 
time,  when  no  carpenter  would  be 
allowed  to  perform  a  job  for  which  he 
was  paid  30«.  a-week.  He  ventured  to 
think  that  all  this  pointed  a  moral,  and 
the  moral  was  this — that  at  present  the 
people  of  England,  the  people  of  Scot- 
land, and  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
almost  entirely  unrepresented  in  that 
so-called  representative  Assembly.  The 
House  was  representative  of  the  aris- 
tocracy, of  the  squirarchy,  and  of  the 
capitalists  ;  but  it  was  in  no  sense  of  the 
word  representative  of  the  toiling  masses 
of  the  English,  Scotch,  and  Irish  people. 
[CriM  of  *' Question !  "]  He  believed 
that  he  was  speaking  to  the  Question. 

Mk.  speaker  :  I  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  Question  before 
the  House  is  a  Motion  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Standing  Order  in  regard 
to  Public  Business. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  had 
been  endeavouring  to  show  that  the 
present  hours  of  the  Houso  might  bo 
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suited  to  the  wealthy,  but  that  they  were 
not  suited  to  the  toiling  dames  of  the 
country.  By  way  of  enforcing  that  aTg;a- 
ment,  he  was  attempting  to  show  how 
those  hours  suited  the  House,  because 
it  was  really  not  a  representative  As- 
sembly. The  proposals  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Gloucester,  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Gateshead,  and  of  the  other  hon. 
Members  who  had  placed  Amendments 
on  the  Paper,  proceeded  altogether  in  a 
wrong  direction,  because  the  reform  of 
the  House  which  was  really  necessary 
was  to  be  sought  not  in  facilitating  legis- 
lation after  midnight,  but  in  the  House 
meeting  at  1 2  o'clock  in  the  day,  and 
transacting  the  Business  of  the  countir 
in  the  grave  and  sober  manner  in  which 
it  ought  to  be  transacted. 

Mb.  DENIS  O'CONOR  desired  to  say 
a  few  words  on  the  Motion  which  had 
been  presented  to  the  House.  He  had 
always  been  a  strong  supporter  of  the 
half-past  1 2  o'clock  Rule  ;  and  if  he 
thought  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk)  in  any 
way  desired  to  do  away  with  that  Bole 
he  would  be  the  last  man  in  that  House 
to  support  him.  But  he  did  not  consider 
that  the  proposition  of  his  hon.  Friend 
in  any  way  affected  the  principle  of 
the  half-past  12  Rule.  In  the  first 
place,  when  the  half-past  12  Rule  was 
introduced,  there  was  not  the  slightest 
idea  that  it  would  ever  be  applied 
to  the  introduction  of  a  Bill,  or  would 
operate  in  preventing  a  discussion 
from  being  taken  on  a  first  reading. 
Therefore,  when  it  was  passed,  it  iras 
never  contemplated  that  through  its 
moans  Bills  would  be  prevented  from 
being  even  introduced  into  the  House  at 
all.  But  what  had  been  the  result  ?  At 
first  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  was  occa- 
sionally opposed,  and  the  consequence 
of  the  existence  of  the  half-past  12  Rule 
was  that  it  was  prevented  from  beine 
brought  in.  But  this  year  they  had 
witnessed  the  establishment  of  an  en- 
tirely new  state  of  things.  It  had  he- 
come  almost  the  invariable  rule  to  put 
down  a  blocking  Notice  against  the  in- 
troduction of  Bills,  and  the  consequence 
was  that  a  great  number  of  valuable 
measures  had  been  prevented  from  being 
submitted  to  the  House  at  all.  There 
was  another  point  to  which  he  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House.    Aa  a 

feneral  rule,  the  only  chance  a  private 
rrmbor  had  of  getting  a  day  fc>r  the 
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disouasion  of  a  Bill  was  bj  introducing 
it  in  the  early  part  of  the  Session.     It 

Senerally  happened  that,  after  the  first 
ay  of  the  Session,  every  Wednesday 
until  the  end  of  the  Session  was  filled 
up.  According  to  the  ordinary  practice 
of  the  House,  hon.  Members  balloted  on 
the  first  day  of  the  Session  for  the  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  forward  their  Bills. 
The  Bills  themselves  were  usually  intro- 
duced on  the  second  day  of  the  Session. 
It  generally  happened  that  the  debate 
on  the  Address  lasted  until  12  or  half- 
past  ;  and  if  any  hon.  Member  chose  to 
place  a  blocking  Notice  on  the  Paper  no 
^ill  could  be  introduced  on  that  second 
day.  What  had  happened  in  this  very 
Session  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bridport  fMr.  Warton)  blocked  an 
important  Bill  relating  to  Irish  Busi- 
ness, which  the  Irish  Members  gene- 
rally supported — namely,  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kildaro 
(Mr.  Meldon)  dealing  with  the  question 
of  the  Irish  franchise.  It  was  blocked 
on  the  first  day  of  the  Session.  The  Irish 
Members  were  most  anxious  to  have  it 
discussed  ;  but  the  blocking  Notice  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bridport 
stood  in  the  way,  and  it  could  not  be 
introduced,  while  other  Bills  of  far  less 
importance  obtained  precedence  over  it. 
What  would  be  the  result  ?  Hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  Bills  down  for  introduction 
on  the  second  day  of  the  Session,  if  they 
found  their  measures  were  going  to  be 
blocked,  would  in  self-defence  block 
other  Bills,  so  as  to  put  themselves  on  a 
level  with  other  Members.  The  intro- 
duction of  all  Bills  would,  consequentlj, 
be  postponed  from  day  to  day,  and  hon. 
Members  who  had  placed  their  names 
on  the  back  of  Bills  would  be  obliged 
to  wait  in  the  House  from  day  to  day, 
in  order  to  get  a  chance  of  introducing 
them.  That  was  the  result  which  would 
inevitably  follow  if  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  was  not 
adopted.  He  therefore  thought  it  would 
be  to  the  advantage  of  all  private  Mem- 
bers that  they  should  pass  the  Besolution 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  excluding  the  stage 
of  the  introduction  of  a  Bill  from  the 
operation  of  the  half-past  12  o'clock 
Bule.  The  second  part  of  the  Besolution 
related  to  Bills  which  had  passed  through 
a  Committee  of  the  House.  That  Kule, 
as  had  already  been  stated  by  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington), 
was  quite  familiar  to  the  House,  because  it 


had  already  been  in  force  for  one  Session. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (Mr. 
Dillwyn),  whom  he  was  glad  to  see  in 
his  place,  had  been  quoted  by  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Standing  Order  Committee 
as  a  great  supporter  of  the  half -past  12 
Rule;  but,  if  he  were  not  mistaken,  it 
was  on  the  Motion  of  that  hon.  Member 
that  the  original  Besolution  relating  to 
Bills  which  had  passed  through  Com- 
mittee was  adopted.  Nobody,  therefore, 
could  say  that  the  adoption  of  the  second 

Eart  of  the  Besolution  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
er  for  Gloucester  would  be  in  any  way 
hostile  to  the  working  of  the  half-past 
12  o'clock  Bule.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  (Mr.  D.  O'Conor)  was  pre- 
pared to  vote  for  both  of  the  proposals 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester. 

SirB.  ASSHET0NCB0SS8aid,hedid 
not  rise  to  speak  to  the  question  at  issue, 
but  in  a  few  words  to  do  all  he  could  to 
remove  a  misunderstanding  which,  owing 
to  pure  accident,  had  occurred  in  con- 
nection with  this  Motion,  and  which  had 
acted,  to  a  certain  extent,  upon  a  num- 
ber of  hon.  Gentlemen.  It  was  this — 
that  they  on  that  side  of  the  House  had 
been  given  to  understand  that  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  support  the  Bule 
as  it  stood.  He  would  not,  of  course, 
state  that  fact  if  he  had  not  the  authority 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Bichard 
Grosvenor)  for  so  doing  ;  but  the  result 
had  been  that  many  hon.  Members  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  were  absent,  who 
would  have  been  present  had  the  acci- 
dental misunderstanding  in  question  not 
arisen.  It  now  appeared  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  inclined  to  support  the 
proposition  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk) ;  he  thought 
that  the  most  proper  course  would  be  to 
adjourn  the  debate.  He  threw  out  this 
suggestion  in  perfect  good  faith,  because 
it  was  quite  clear  that,  whatever  conclu- 
sion might  be  arrived  at,  it  would  hardly 
be  satisfactory  to  the  House,  and  the 
matter  would  have  to  be  argued  again. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  bo  now  adjourned." 
— {Sir  U.  Assheton  Cross.) 

The  Marquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
Sir,  on  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South-West 
Lancashire  that  a  number  of  his  Friends 
had  loft  the  House  in  consoquenco  of 
the  cominiiint^ation  made  to  them,  it  is, 
of  course,  impossible  for  Her  Majesty's 
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OoVemraent  to  oppose  the  Motion  for 
adjournment.  I  regret  extremely  that 
there  should  have  been  any  misunder- 
Btanding  of  the  nature  alhided  to  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Until  a  short 
time  before  the  House  met,  I  was  not 
aware  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister  would  not  be  able  to  be 
present.  I  have  indicated  my  opinion 
generally  that  the  Eule  ought  to  be  sup- 
ported ;  but  I  certainly  have  no  intention 
of  precluding  the  consideration  of  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Gloucester.  Under  the 
circumstances,  I  feel  we  cannot  do  other- 
"wise  than  assent  to  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  that  he  and 
several  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House  were  rather  astonished  at  the 
turn  which  the  debate  had  taken.  Had 
this  been  a  Government  Motion  one 
could  have  undprstood  the  position  ;  but 
as  it  was  the  Motion  of  a  private  Mem- 
ber, surely  the  right  way  would  have 
been  to  consult  with  the  hon.  Member 
in  charge  of  it,  and  then  there  could 
have  been  no  misunderstanding  what- 
ever. The  misunderstanding  which  had 
arisen  was  certainly  owing  to  no  fault  on 
the  part  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Gloucester,  but  to  something  that  had 
occurred  on  the  Front  Bench.  Surely, 
as  the  noble  Marquess  had  admitted 
there  was  some  mistake,  hon.  Members 
were  entitled  to  ask  for  an  assurance 
that  the  debate  should  be  resumed 
during  the  Session,  because  if  an  ad- 
journment took  place,  or  if  the  Motion 
had  to  bo  balloted  for  over  and  over 
again,  it  was  clear  that  it  would  be 
shelved  altogether.  He  trusted,  there- 
fore, that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  promise  some  facilities  for  the 
resumption  of  the  debate. 

Mk.  MONK  thought  it  right  to  remind 
the  House  that  this  Motion  had  been 
upon  the  Notice  Paper  for  four  weeks. 
The  noble  Lord  described  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South- 
West  Lancashire  as  the  **  Whip"  had 
not  consulted  him,  nor  had  he  (Mr. 
Monk)  consulted  the  Government  upon 
this  matter.  He  had  seen  the  noble 
Lord  at  10  o'clock  that  evening,  who 
informed  him  that  he  thought  the  Go- 
vernment would  oppose  the  Motion.  The 
question,  however,  was  the  course  to  be 
pursued  under  the  circumstances.  If  he 
assented  to  the  adjournment  of  the  de- 
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bate,  he  supposed  the  Motion  woaU 
become  an  Order  of  the  Day;  bat  it 
would  be  very  low  on  the  list,  and  ther« 
would  be  little  probability  of  his  being 
able  to  bring  it  forward  again  daring 
the  Session.  Afler  the  speeches  made 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  and  the  re- 
marks contributed  by  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South- West 
Lancashire  (Sir  H.  Assheton  Cross),  be 
felt  there  must  be  a  desire  on  the  part  of 
the  House  that  the  question  should  be 
put  to  the  vote  at  no  distant  day.  For 
that  reason  he  appealed  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
to  give  facilities  for  the  question  to  be 
brought  to  an  issue  at  an  early  period. 
If  the  noble  Lord  would  accede  to  this 
proposal,  he  would  at  once  assent  to  the 
Motion  for  the  adjournment. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  the 
proceedings  appeared  to  him,  on  the 
whole,  to  be  somewhat  novel.  It  woald 
seem  that  there  was  a  system  by  which 
the  Business  of  the  House  was,  to  a 
certain  extent,  conducted  and  settled  bj 
private  communications  behind  the  Chair 
of  Mr.  Speaker.  On  the  present  occa- 
sion, when  a  matter  concerning  the 
whole  House  was  brought  forward,  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Lord  Richard  Grosvenor),  without  con- 
sulting the  hon.  Member  whose  Motion 
was  before  the  House,  had  put  himself 
in  communication  with  hon.  Memben 
sitting  on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench, 
and  informed  them  that  the  Gk)verDment 
intended  to  oppose  the  Motion.  That 
information  was  disseminated  amongst 
Gentlemen  sitting  on  and  behind  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench ;  but  those 
occupying  seats  below  the  Gangway 
were  not  honoured  with  any  communi- 
cation upon  the  subject.  In  his  opinion, 
nothing  was  more  calculated  to  detract 
from  the  dignity  of  Parliamentary  pro- 
ceedings than  the  system  to  which  he 
called  attention.  He  appealed  to  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretarv  to  the  Tree- 
sury  that,  in  future,  he  would  be  good 
enough  to  communicate  to  hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway,  who  did  not  belong 
to  either  the  Conservative  or  Liberal 
Party,  as  well  as  to  other  hon.  Members, 
the  course  which  the  Government  in- 
tended to  pursue  with  regard  to  any 
question  in  which  the  whole  House  was 
concerned.  He  would  also  ask  the  noble 
Lord  to  ascertain  that  the  communica- 
tions which|  in  future,  he  might  make  to 


1725  ParKammt^Pullie  Suiin$8»  (Mat  3,  1881)     {Ealf-pasi  Twelve  Rule).    1726 


hon.  Members  sitting  on  that  side  of  the 
Hoase  were  a  little  more  reliable  than 
that  which  had  been  made  in  the  course 
of  the  eveninf2^. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  understood  that  the 
Government  had  some  difficulty  in  con- 
tinuing the  debate,  but  failed  to  see  why 
they  should  compromise  the  rest  of  the 
House.  Unless  some  satisfactory  ar- 
rangement could  be  arrived  at  by  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  proceeding  with 
his  Motion,  which  was  one  of  grreat  im- 
portance to  all  sections  of  the  House,  he 
thought  they  ought  to  proceed  to  a 
division. 

Mr.  BRIGGS  observed,  that  the  prin- 
cipal culprit  was  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  represented  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton),  a  borough  which,  according  to 
the  last  Beturn  of  the  Registrar  General, 
had,  he  believed,  receded  to  the  position 
of  a  village.  That  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  blocking  Notices  upon  the  Paper 
against  13  Orders  of  the  Day  and  four 
Motions.  If  he  understood  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester  aright,  it 
did  not  seek  the  abolition,  but  the  modi- 
fication, of  the  Standing  Order,  and  the 
result  of  its  rejection  appeared  to  him 
would  be  that  those  hon.  Members  who 
were  refused  the  power  of  introducing 
Bills  would  be  obliged  to  put  down 
Motions  on  going  into  Committee  of  Sun- 
ply.  The  Business  of  the  House  would 
certainly  not  be  facilitated  by  forbidding 
hon.  Members  to  have  their  Bills  printed. 
He  trusted  the  discussion  would  be  al- 
lowed to  proceed  without  any  further 
complications. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  on  a 
former  occasion  he  had  given  way  on  a 
Motion  for  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill, 
which,  at  the  time,  there  was  no  doubt 
would  have  been  carried,  in  deference  to 
the  wish  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  South-West  Lancashire. 
He  was  afterwards  astonished  to  find 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bridport  had  availed  himself  of  the  oppor- 
tunity for  blocking  the  Bill,  and  he  (Sir 
John  Lubbock)  had  not  since  been  able 
to  bring  it  again  before  the  House.  He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Gloucester  now  gave  way  he 
would  not  be  prevented  from  bringing 
forward  the  question  on  a  future  even- 
ing. Even  under  those  circumstances  the 
result  of  the  adjournment  would  be  most 
unsatisfactory.    They  had  had  an  inte- 


resting discussion,  and  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  majority  of  hon.  Members 
present  were  distinctly  in  favour  of  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  ;  when,  how- 
ever, the  question  was  again  brought 
forward,  it  would  have  to  be  decided  by 
hon.  Members  who  had  not  heard  the 
arguments  which  had  been  advanced. 

Mr.  CALLAN  pointed  out  that  out 
of  seven  Notices  which  he  had  placed 
upon  the  Paper  four  had  been  blocked 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bridport.  He  could  not  complain  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  exercising  his 
discretion  in  a  matter  of  the  kind,  be- 
cause he  was  aware  that  had  he  not  given 
Notice  of  opposition  in  two  cases  it 
would  have  been  given  by  the  junior 
Government  Whip.  The  fact,  also,  that 
the  hon.  Member  had  removed  those 
blocking  Notices  at  the  request  of  the 
Government  Whip  indicated  a  peculiar 
mixing  up  of  parties.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  having 
simply  performed  his  office  at  the  sug- 
gestion of  others,  he  did  not  think  the 
whole  blame  should  be  accumulated  upon 
him. 

Mr.  HEALY  pointed  out  that  no 
Member  of  the  Irish  Party  had  blocked 
any  Bill  by  means  of  the  half- past  12 
o'clock  Rule.  He  suggested  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bridport 
should  be  **  named  "  by  Mr.  Speaker  on 
the  ground  that  by  putting  down  block- 
ing Motions  he  had  been  guilty  of  ob- 
struction. 

Sir  JOHN  MOWBRAY  said,  it  was 
to  be  regretted  that  a  mistake  had 
arisen.  It  had,  however,  been  pointed 
out  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  South- 
West  Lancashire  (Sir  R.  Aiisheton  Cross), 
and  dealt  with  in  an  honourable  way. 
Everyone  on  that  side  of  the  House  re- 
cognized the  manner  in  which  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite  always  met  them  in 
matters  of  the  kind.  The  Motion  was 
one  which,  if  an  adjournment  were  as- 
sented to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk),  should,  un- 
doubtedly, be  brought  again  before  the 
House  at  an  early  date. 

Mr.  niNDE  PALMER  said,  it  did 
not  rest  alone  with  the  Government  to 
guarantee  that  an  opportunity  should 
be  afforded  for  the  consideration  of  this 
Resolution.  It  appeared  to  him  some 
assurance  should  bo  given  by  lion.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  that  nothing  like  a  block 
or  obstruction  should  proceed  from  their 
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quarter  of  the  House.  It  was  veiy 
proper  and  reasonable  to  ask  that  faci- 
lities should  be  afforded  for  the  bringing 
forward  of  this  Resolution  on  an  early 
occasion. 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  said,  the  block- 
ing Notice  which  stood  in  his  name  was 
favourable  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  while  that  Notice  stood  he 
did  not  apprehend  there  could  be  a  new 
Notice. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Debate  adjourned  till  Thursday. 

CUSTOMS  (OUTPORT  OFFICERS). 

RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  NORWOOD,  in  rising  to  move — 

"  That  the  disadvantageous  pofdtion  in  which 
Customs  Out- door  Officers  at  the  outports 
are  placed,  in  respect  of  salary,  as  compared 
with  Customs  Officers  of  the  same  rank,  and 
performing  the  same  duties,  at  London  and 
Liverpool,  is  unjust  to  those  officers  and  pre- 
judicial to  the  public  service," 

said,  the  question  was  a  very  simple  one, 
and  on  that  account  he  need  not  detain 
the  House  more  than  a  few  minutes. 
The  grievance  under  which  the  Customs 
outport  officers  —  a  very  meritorious 
class  of  public  servants — laboured  was 
simply  this,  that  whereas  they  had  to 
undergo  the  same  competitive  examina- 
tion and  the  same  conditions  with  regard 
to  ago,  and  had  to  perform  identically 
the  same  duties  as  those  officers  of  the 
same  rank  stationed  at  London  and 
Liverpool,  it  so  happened  that,  in  pur- 
suance of  an  old  and  anomalous  rule, 
they  received  salaries  amounting  to  20 
or  30  per  cent  less  than  those  officers  at 
London  and  Liverpool.  To  show  the 
absurdity  and  injustice  of  the  rule,  he 
inight  state  tliat  in  every  port  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  save  London  and 
Liverpool,  the  men  of  the  second  class 
commenced  duties  at  a  salary  of  £65  a- 
year,  and  increased  to  £65.  In  London 
and  Liverpool,  however,  the  men  of  the 
same  rank  commenced  at  £75  a-year 
and  increased  to  £85.  The  dispropor- 
tion existed  in  the  other  classes.  He 
did  not  know  what  reason  could  be  ad- 
duced for  this  anomaly  ;  and  he  was 
anxious  to  hear  what  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  would  have  to  say  on  the 
subject.  Some  50  years  ago  there  might 
have  been  a  reason  for  the  difference ; 
but  the  facility  of  communication  had 


now  equalized  prices  of  necessarieB  of 
life,  and  now  the  men  stationed  atOlat- 
gow,  Belfast,  Hull,  or  Bristol,  were  at 
the  same  expense  as  the  officers  living  in 
London  and  Liverpool.     Before  he  un- 
dertook to  bring  this  question  before  the 
House  he  made  inquiry  on  this  point, 
and  he  had  found  that  the  men  really 
found  that  London  was  the  cheapest  place 
to  live  in.     Though  house  rent  was  high 
in  London,  the  necessaries  of  life  might 
be  obtained  more  cheaply  than  in  almogt 
any  of  our  large  towns.     But  there  was 
another  anomaly  to  which  the  outport 
officers  at  the  smaller  ports  were  ezpcwed, 
and  that  was  in  reference  to  promotion. 
\Yhen  a  man  once  entered  this  service 
as  a  second-class  man,  he  was  very  likely 
to  die  a  second-class  man.     There  wai 
no  such  distinction  in  any  other  branch 
of  Her  Majesty's  Service.     He  would  be 
met,  no  doubt,  with  the  taunt  from  the 
Treasury  Bench  that  it  was  extremely  im- 
proper for  a  private  Menber  to  bring  for- 
ward such  a  Motion  as  the  present.    He 
could  not  agree  with  this  view.     It  was 
only   within    the    last  few  years  that 
the  Bevenue  officers  had  obtained  the 
franchise;    they    had   a    fair  case  for 
the  consideration  of   OoTemment  and 
Parliament;    and    it    was    very  right 
that  a  Member  particularly  ooncemed 
in  their  well-being  should  bring  forward 
their  case.     The  number  of  outport  offi- 
cers in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  was 
about  2,100.     Those  men  stationed  in 
London   and   Liverpool   were  properly 
remunerated ;  but  it  was  absurd  to  aup- 
pos.e  that  the   men   in   charge  of  Her 
Majesty's  Bevenue  at  Glasgow,  Bristol, 
Hull,  Belfast,   and  other  places,  conld 
maintain   a  decent    position   upon  the 
magnificent  salary  of  £55,  with  an  in- 
crement at  the  rate  of  £1  per  annum. 
The    total  amount   of    revenue    which 
passed  through  the  hands  of  these  offi- 
cials was  £23,500,000  a-year.     The  cost 
of    the    Customs     Establishment   vas 
£800,000 ;  and  the  concession  he  sought 
might,  he  believed,  be  made  at  an  ex- 
pense to  the  country  of  not  more  than 
£15,000  a-year.     He  put  it  to  the  Go- 
vernment and  to  his  noble  Friend  who 
would  answer  him,  why  the  men  sta- 
tioned at  Glasgow,  at  Bristol,  at  Hull 
at  Belfast,  at  Newcastle,  at  Leith,  or  at 
Greenock,  and  performing  precisely  the 
same  duties  as  those  officers  in  London 
and  Liverpool,  should  be  remunerated  in 
this  paltry  and  unequal  manner  ?    He 
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called  upon  the  Govemment  to  g^ve  an  ( 
assurance  that  the  case  of  these  poor  men  ' 
should  be  considered.  He  had  no  doubt ; 
that  the  old  argument  would  be  repeated 
that,  notwithstanding  the  wretched  pit- 
tance given  to  the  outport  officers,  tney 
had  plenty  of  candidates  for  the  position, 
and  why  should  the  salary  bo  increased  ? 
That  was  scarcely  a  business-like  view 
to  take  of  the  matter.  A  man  should 
be  fairly  remunerated  for  his  labour ; 
and  he  (Mr.  Norwood)  ventured  once 
more  to  say  that  it  did  appear  a  mon- 
atrouB  anomaly  that  there  should  be 
a  difference,  amounting  to  between  20 
and  80  per  cent,  in  the  pay  of  men 
simply  because  the  poorer  paid  men 
happened  to  be  stationed  at  other  ports 
than  London  or  Liverpool. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  seconded  the  Motion. 
The  figures  and  facts  of  the  case  could 
not  be  denied,  and  the  only  reason  why 
the  anomaly  complained  of  was  allowed 
to  exist  was  that  there  was  an  old  rule 
bearing  on  the  point.  It  might  be 
argued  that  if  persons  could  be  found  to 
perform  the  duties  of  Customs  officers 
at  the  outpoiiis  for  the  salaries  now  pre- 
vailing, so  could  men  be  found  to  do 
the  same  work  in  London  and  Liverpool 
on  the  same  terms;  and,  therefore,  it 
was  the  duly  of  the  Government,  in  the 
interest  of  the  public  purse,  to  cut  down 
{he  salaries  of  the  officers  stationed  at 
London  and  Liverpool  rather  than  in- 
crease the  remuneration  of  the  officers 
at  the  outports.  He  was  sure  no  one  in 
the  House  would  wish  to  see  the  salaries 
out  down,  when  they  were  cut  down 
enough  already.  In  his  opinion,  the 
same  class  of  men,  wherever  stationed, 
should  be  paid  at  one  uniform  ratio. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  the  disadvantageous  poaition  in  which 
Customs  Out-door  Officers  at  the  Outports  are 
placed,  in  respect  of  salary,  as  compared  with 
Customs  Officers  of  the  same  rank,  and  perform- 
ing the  same  duties,  at  London  and  Liverpool, 
is  unjust  to  those  officers,  and  prejudicial  to  the 
pubbo  service." — (Mr.  Norwood.) 


Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  as 
one  who  had  been  in  the  Civil  Service,  he 
wished,  on  behalf  of  the  servants  in  every 
branch  of  that  Service,  to  express  their 
sense  of  the  position  of  these  unfortunate 
men.  He  was  personally  acquainted  with 
men  in  almost  every  branch  of  the  Civil 
Service,  and  from  all  he  had  heard  the 
expression  of  the  one  sentiment  that 
ttie  condition  of  the  outport  Customs 
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officers  was  simply  infamous.  Not  only 
with  regard  lo  pay  and  promotion  were 
they  unfairly  dealt  with — he  could  as- 
sure the  House  that  all  questions  of  De- 
partmental re-organization  were  pretty 
certain  to  be  settled  in  favour  of  the  men 
at  head- quarters  and  opposed  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  outport  officers.  Having 
been  at  head-quarters  liimself,  and  hay- 
ing witnessed  several  re- organizations 
of  Departments,  he  was  perfectly  con- 
vinced that  on  each  occasion  such  re- 
organization was  carried  out — first  of  all, 
in  the  interest  of  the  men  at  head-quar- 
ters ;  secondly,  in  the  interest  of  the  ±*ub- 
lic  Service ;  and  never  in  the  interest  of 
the  men  at  the  out-stations.  If  the  House 
wanted  to  see  justice  done,  he  would 
urge  upon  them  to  take  the  matter  in 
hand  themselves,  because  it  was  need- 
less to  rely  upon  the  heads  of  Depart- 
ments in  London. 

Dr.  LYONS  said,  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  the  officers  in  question  held 
very  responsible    positions,    and    were 
exposed  to  great  temptations.     It  was, 
therefore,  of  the  greatest  consequence 
that  they  should  be  men  of  high  moral 
character.  At  present  they  were  most  in- 
adequately remunerated,  and  there  was 
no  reason  why  they^hould  continue  to  be 
so  invidiously  treated  as  they  were  now. 
The  total  number  of  officers  to  be  con- 
sidered was,  in  round  figures,  close  on 
1,100,  located  at  130  different  outports 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  the  principal 
of  which  were  Dublin,  Glasgow,  Bristol, 
Hull,   &c.     The   average   salary  of  all 
these  officers  was  only  £65.   In  the  first 
class,  about  three-fifths  of  the  officers 
had  served  for  periods  varying  from  25 
to  47  years,  and  with  that  number  the 
prospects  of  promotion  were  virtually 
nothing  more  than  the  attainment  of  the 
maximum  salary  of  £85  per  annum.  In 
the  second,  two-thirds  of  the  officers  had 
not  yet  attained  to  even  the   average 
salary  of  their  class ;   whilst  the  field 
open   for   their  promotion  was  so  very 
limited — the  proportion  of  vacancies  to 
be  competed  for  in  the  superior  grades 
to  the  number  of  officers  eligible  being 
about  one  to  eight — that  their  prospects 
in  the  Service  were  perfectly  deplorable. 
By  contrasting  the   scale  of  remunera- 
tion of  governing   officers  of  tho  pame 
grade  at  London  and  Liverpool— equali- 
zation with  which  was  sought  as  the  main 
clement  of  redress  at  present — they  would 
be  enabled  to  estimate  appro ximatel^y  th^ 
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aggregate  additional  public  expenditure 
which  would  be  entailed  by  according  to 
outport  out-door  officers  the  boon  they 
sought.  The  London  and  Liverpool  offi- 
cers, 1,000  in  nun\ber,  had  an  average 
of  £84;  the  outport  officers,  1,100  in 
number,  an  average  of  only  £65 — differ- 
ence, £19.  It  might  be  mentioned  that 
about  60  of  the  outport  officers  received 
£10  per  annum  additional  for  the  per- 
formance of  duties  pertaining  to  the 
superior  officers,  while  240  were  called 
upon  for  the  occasional  performance  of 
similar  superior  duties  without  receiving 
any  remuneration  whatever  therefor. 
For  all  these  reasons,  he  begged  most 
strongly  to  recommend  the  case  of  these 
officers  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  The  contention  that  a  higher 
salary  was  called  for  by  the  greater 
expense  and  exigencies  of  London  life, 
could  not,  he  was  informed,  be  sustained 
for  one  moment,  as  it  was  believed  that 
for  persons  of  a  certain  grade  of  life, 
the  scale  of  living  in  London  was  more 
varied,  more  abundant,  and  very  much 
cheaper  than  at  the  outports  ;  while  the 
facilities  for  the  education  of  children 
were  infinitely  greater.  He  would  not 
add  anything  to  what  had  been  so  well 
said  as  to  the  vast  revenue  to  the  State 
of  which  these  officers  were  the  col- 
lectors, and  on  whose  zeal,  energy,  and 
integrity  the  country  had  to  place  such 
lai^e  dependence. 

Lord  FEEDEEICK!    CAVENDISH 
hoped  the  House  would  carefully  oon- 
sMer  what  would  be  the  effect  of  the 
adoption  of  this  Hesolution.   On  general 
grounds  there  were  serious  objections  to 
a  Motion  of  this  character.     When  the 
House  took  upon  itself   the  responsi- 
bility of  proposing  additional  expendi- 
ture, and  of  dealing  with  a  great  Public 
Service,  it  undertook  the  functions  of  the 
Executive,  and  relieved  the  Government 
from  responsibility  for  the  expenditure 
so  incurred.     He  would  venture,  also, 
respectfully  to  put  before  the  House 
another  consideration  which  should  have 
some  weight.      The   discipline  of   the 
Public  Service  was  an  important  con- 
sideration, and  he  could  not  disguise 
from  himself  the  fact  that  the  constant 
appeals  which  had  been  made  to  this 
House  by  members  of  the  Civil  Service 
since  they  had  been  enfranchised  had 
largely  interfered  with  that  discipline. 
["No,  noI'H     Well,  he  was  speaking 
about  that  of  which  he  knew  something, 

J>r.  Lyons 


and  he  dealt  with  the  question  with  a 
due  sense  of  responsibity.  The  men  in 
the  Civil  Service  no  longer  felt  that  it 
was  to  the  heads  of  their  Departments 
that  they  must  mainly  look  for  the  re- 
dress of  any  grievance  they  supposed  to 
exist — they  felt,  instead,  that  tney  must 
look  to  their  Representatives  in  Parlia- 
ment. As  he  had  said,  the  question 
was  not  one  which  he  considered  was 
desirable,  with  the  imperfect  knowledge 
at  its  command,  that  the  House  shomd 
deal  with ;  but  if  it  were  decided  other- 
wise, it  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  which  would  have  the  power 
of  taking  evidence  and  going  fully  into 
detail.  Parliament  had  deliberately  de- 
cided that  Civil  Service  officials  should  be 
enfranchised  ;  and  it  was  said  that,  snch 
being  the  case,  there  was  nothing  more 
natural  than  that  they  should  press  their 
claims  upon  the  attention  of  their  Repre- 
sentatives, and,  through  those  Gentle- 
men, upon  the  attention  of  Parliament. 
If  the  House  had  known  how  the  CM, 
Service  servants  would  use  their  votes, 
and  had  known  what  would  take  place, 
they  would  have  thought  twice  ere  they 
conferred  the  enfranchisement.  The 
members  of  the  Civil  Service  were  en- 
franchised that  they  might  discharge 
their  ordinary  duties  as  citizens,  and  not 
to  enable  them  to  promote  their  own 
special  and  private  interests.  If  this 
was  the  case  as  a  general  principle, 
there  were  other  reasons  why,  in  this 

g articular  instance,  the  House  should 
esitate  before  passing  this  Resolution. 
It  was  most  undesirable  that  there 
should  be  constant  re-arrangement  and 
re  -  organization  of  the  Civil  Service 
Establishments.  The  whole  Customs 
Establishment  had  been  most  carefnllj 
re-organized,  not  by  the  present,  bat 
by  the  late,  Government;  and  in  the 
year  1876,  these  very  men  who  wer« 
now  complaining^  had  their  position 
improved.  Instead  of  a  quinquennial 
increase  of  salary,  the  increments  were 
made  annual,  which  was  a  decided  and 
important  improvement  of  their  posi- 
tion.   

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  What 
advance  was  made  ? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Before,  they  had  to  wait  five  years  for 
an  increase ;  but,  by  the  new  arrange- 
ment, they  received  an  increase  at  the 
end  of  the  first  year,  and  at  the  end  (^ 
every  succeeding  year. 


1783 


Ouitomi 


{May  8,  1881) 


{Oiifpori  Offieen),        1734 


Me.  AETHTJE  O'CONNOR:  What 
was  the  amount  ? 

LoED  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
replied,  that  the  increase  was  £1  an- 
nually. In  addition  to  this  boon,  they 
were  also  given  their  uniform  free  of 
charge,  instead  of  having  to  provide  it 
for  themselves  as  they  had  hitherto  done. 
Well,  although,  no  doubt,  these  men  were 
of  high  character,  and  were  very  useful, 
the  duties  they  had  to  perform  were  not 
of  a  very  highly  intellectual  order. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  :  They 
have  to  pass  Civil  Service  examinations. 
["Order!"] 

LoED  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  position  they  held  was  such 
as  required  character  and  honesty,  but 
no  unusual  amount  of  intelligence,  and, 
from  the  statement  which  had  been 
made  to  the  House,  it  was  clear  that 
these  engagements  were  very  much 
souffht  after.  He  would  read  the 
Bt-atistics  for  three  last  examinations, 
which  would  give  some  idea  of  the 
number  of  candidates  who  offered  them- 
selves for  the  vacancies  as  they  oc- 
curred. In  August,  1880,  there  were 
35  vacancies  and  401  candidates;  in 
November  of  the  same  year  there  were 
50  vacancies  and  532  candidates;  and 
in  February,  1881,  there  were  50  va- 
cancies and  533  candidates.  And  he  was 
told  that  not  only  were  there  these  large 
number  of  candidates,  but  that  the  men 
who  applied  for  the  situations  were  per- 
fectly well  fitted  for  the  position,  and 
did  their  duty  well  and  ably.  It  had 
been  said  that  the  rule  under  which  the 
men  were  paid  was  an  old  one,  and  had 
not  been  considered  by  him.  At  any  rate, 
it  had  been  most  carefully  considered  by 
his  Predecessors ;  and  in  1 879  a  question 
was  put  to  the  hon.  Member  then  in 
Office  by  an  hon.  Friend  behind  him  very 
similar  to  that  which  had  been  put  this 
evening,  and  the  reply  was  given  that 
so  far  from  it  being  the  fact  that  these 
men  had  exactly  the  same  duties  to  per- 
form in  the  outports  as  in  Liverpool 
and  London,  the  duties  in  those  largo 
places  wore  more  arduous  and  respon- 
sible than  iu  the  outports.  It  was 
stated,  at  the  same  time,  as  an  un- 
doubted fact,  that  the  cost  of  living  at 
the  outports  was  less  than  in  Liver- 
pool and  London.  The  men  who  com- 
peted for  the  situations  were  all  of 
the  same  class,  so  that  if  the  salaries 
were  made  quite  uniform  what  state  of 


tilings  should  we  have?  Why,  as  the 
men  wlio  were  most  successful  in  the 
competition  would,  naturally,  have  a 
choice  of  places,  they — the  best  men — 
would  select  the  places  where  the  work 
was  the  lightest  and  the  cost  of  living 
the  lowest.  The  most  capable  men  would 
go  to  the  outports,  where  the  duties 
were  least  onerous  and  responsible.  It, 
therefore,  appeared  to  him  that  there 
was  abundant  reason  why  the  salaries 
of  the  officers  at  the  outports  should  be 
lower  than  those  of  the  officers  in  Lon- 
don and  Liverpool.  For  the  reasons  he 
had  given,  he  trusted  the  House  would 
not  accept  the  Resolution. 

Colonel  MAKINS  would  not  detain 
the  House  many  minutes ;  but,  as  he 
know  there  was  a  very  strong  feeling 
amongt  these  officers  at  the  Essex  ports 
on  this  question,  he  trusted  he  might  be 
allowed  to  say  a  word  or  two. .  He  quite 
admitted  that  at  one  time  there  was  a 
difference  in  the  cost  of  living  in  London 
and  in  the  country ;  but  this  had  very 
much  altered  during  late  years,  owing 
to  the  increase  of  means  of  communica- 
tion and  other  causes,  and  at  the  present 
time  the  position  of  the  outport  officers 
was  really  much  worse,  in  a  pecuniary 
point  of  view,  than  that  of  the  officers 
residing  in  London  or  Liverpool.  Though 
the  former  might  not  have  to  pay  so 
much  for  their  lodgings,  yet  their  living 
— ^food,  coal,  and  other  items — cost  them 
quite  as  much,  probably  more ;  and  they 
were  at  this  disadvantage,  that  their 
duties  carried  them  over  a  much  larger 
area  of  ground,  the  consequence  being 
that  they  were  more  often  from  home, 
and  were  put  to  greater  expense.  He 
was  quite  sure  there  was  no  just  reason 
why  the  present  invidious  distinction 
amongst  the  officers  should  be  main- 
tained, and  he,  therefore,  hoped  the 
Government  would  think  better  of  it 
and  accept  the  Resolution. 

Mr.  BARRAN  would  not,  at  this  very 
late  hour  (1. 10  a.m.),  occupy  the  time  of 
the  House  for  any  length  of  time ;  but 
he  could  not  refrain  from  rising  to 
say  that  the  remarks  which  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Lord  were  such  as  ought 
to  carry  considerable  weight  with  the 
House — he  referred  to  what  had  fallen 
!  from  the  noble  Lord  witli  reference  to 
the  extension  of  the  franchise  to  the 
Custom  House  officials.  But,  whilst  he 
admitted  that  there  was  some  little  dan- 
ger in  the  exercise  of  the*  privilep;e  ojf 
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appealing  to  this  Eouse  on  tlie  part  of 
Government  officers  when  they  wished 
to    have    their    grievances    redressed, 
there  was   also  the  other  side  of  the 
question;   and'  the  question  might  he 
asked,  "  Where  are  they  to  appeal  to, 
and  to  whom,  if  they  are  not  to  appeal 
to  this  House?"     The  noble  Lord  had 
stated  that  the  claims  of  these  men  had 
been  considered  within    the    last    few 
years;    but   everyone  knew    that    the 
claims  of  all  working  men  had  been 
considered  in  this  country  within  the 
last  few  years,  and  that  there  were  very 
few  working  men  in  the  Kingdom  who 
had  had  so  little  remuneration  for  so  re- 
sponsible a  duty  as  these  men  whose 
claims  the  House  were  now  considering. 
Why,  the  men  who  entered  this  Service 
entered  it  at  a  lower  wage  than  was  paid 
to  the  common  bricklayer's  labourer! 
The  common  bricklayer's  labourer  was 
now  receiving  2d«. ;  but  these  men  in 
Her  Majesty's  Service,  who  had  to  un- 
dergo an  educational  examination  before 
they  obtained  employment,  who  were 
tested  as  to  their  general  fitness,  and  not 
only  whose  intelligence  but  whose  cha- 
racters were  examined  into  to  the  fullest 
extent,  entered  into  the  Service  at  even  a 
lower  wage  than  the  lowest  labourers 
we  had  in  connection  with  the  building 
trade.    He  should  like  to  suggest  to  his 
noble  Friend  the  propriety  of  looking 
at  this  question  from  a  commercial  point 
of  view.     He  was  quite  sure  that  whilst 
we  paid  men  occupying  important  posi- 
tions of  this  kind  a  low  wage,  such  as 


claimed  the  indulgence  of  the  House. 
He  did  not  often  trouble  it,  and  if  it 
would  g^ve  him  a  few  minutes  he  shoold 
be  obliged.    Though  he  belonged  to  the 
Party  whose  watchword  was  "  retrencih- 
ment,"  he  should  certainly  support  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  I4orwood) ; 
and  he  did  so  on  this  ground — ^that  when- 
ever the  Government  re-organized  any 
Department,  they  began  by  raising  thi 
salaries  of  all  those  near  the  heads. 
They  began  by  raising  the  salaries  of 
the  head  men,  and  the  salaries  of  the 
under  men  were  very  often  never  raised 
at  all.    This  was  done  in  the  case  of  the 
Army  which  was  now  undergoing  re- 
organization.    Some  of  the  officers  were 
to  be  placed  in  a  better  position;  bnt 
the  unfortunate  private  soldier  was  to 
get  no  increase  of  pay.     The  wases  of 
working  men  in  the  various  branches  of 
industry  in  the  country  had  been  raised; 
but  the  out-door  Customs  officials  had 
not  received  that  increase  to  which  thej 
would  have  been  entitled  had  they  been 
in  any  other  service  but  that  of  Her 
Majesty.    He  had  been  an  employer  of 
labour  himself ;  consequently,  he  knev 
how  necessary  a  fair  increase  of  wages 
was  to  make  the  men  contented.    The 
duties  of  these  Customs  officers  at  the 
outports  were  somewhat  similar  to  the 
duties  of  policemen.    As  to  the  poliee- 
men  in  our  towns,  one-half  of  whose 
wages  was  paid  by  the  country  and  the 
other  by  the  local  authorities,  tiiiey  wefo 
not  required  to  have  such  high  ednci- 
tional  acquirements  as  the  Customs  oA- 


they  were  now    receiving,    we  should  I  cers,  yet  they  received  a  larger  amount 


never  secure  a  rendering  of  service  such 
as  we  ought  to  have  in  connection  with 
this  important  Department  of  the  Go- 
vernment. So  long  as  we  paid  the  men 
Buch  a  very  low  wa^e  we  should  have 

very  inadequate  service.    And  there  was  _ 

just  another  feature  in  connection  with    polioeman,  who  had  to  do  a  similar  kind 
this  question  which  the  noble  Lord  would    of  work  to  the  out-door  Customs  offioer, 


of  pay.  The  out-door  Customs  offioeis 
began  with  £55  a-year;  whereas  the 
lowest  paid  policeman  in  a  Provincial 
town  receivea  £62  8«.,  in  addition  to 
which  he  was  provided  with  clothes  and 
6(^.   a-week  boot-money.     So  that  the 


do  well  to  take  notice  of,  and  that  was 
that  men  placed  in  a  position,  not  only 
of  responsibility,  but  of  ^eat  tempta- 
tion, ought  to  be  rewaraed  for  their 
labour,  at  any  rate,  equal  to  the  men  of 
the  same  class  of  intelligence  and  of 
general  aptitude  for  business  occupied 
in  other  walks  of  life.  He  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  re-consider  the  ques- 
tion, and  would  support  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  CARBUTT  (who  was  received 
with   erm   of    «'nivi^A?'M   miH    La 

Mr,  Bmran 


Divide!")    said,  he 


received  from  £10  to  £15  a-yearmore 
pay.  He  hoped  the  Qt>vemment  wodd 
see  their  way  to  give  these  poor  mea 
the  increase  of  wages  they  were  asking 

for.  

Mr.  0.  WILSON  would  caU  on  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  opposed  the  Beso- 
lution  to  observe  that  the  feeling  of  the 
House  was  against  him.  He  trusted 
the  Government  would  not  make  the 
mistake — which  there  seemed  to  be  some 
danger  of  their  falling  into^>of  resLstiiig 
this  most  reasonable  and  just  MotioB. 
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He  believed  these  were  the  only  officials 
in  Her  Majesty's  Service  who  were  paid 
difiPerent  rates  according  to  the  places  at 
which  thev  were  stationed.  If  the  men 
were  employed  in  Ireland,  or  in  Soot- 
land,  or  at  an  outport,  they  were  to  be 
paid  at  a  lower  rate  of  wages  than  if 
employed  in  a  large  centre.  He  would 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
the  fact  that  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  land  all  other  classes  of 
working  men  werepaid  the  same  stan- 
dard of  wages.  He  did  not  know  any 
single  class  of  working  men  who  had  all 
the  same  kind  of  work  to  perform  who 
would  submit  to  different  rates  of  wages 
in  different  towns.  It  would,  he  was 
sure,  be  utterly  impossible  for  them  to 
satisfy  these  men,  who  were  doing  a  very 
important  work  for  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, unless  they  granted  this  most 
just  demand  which  they  had  put  before 
the  House  through  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hull.  The  agitation  was 
one  of  three  years'  standing ;  but  this 
was  the  first  time  these  men  had  had  an 
opportunity  of  brii^ng  their  claim  under 
the  notice  of  the  House,  and,  now  that 
it  had  been  brought  forward,  he  trusted 
it  would  receive  more  favourable  con- 
sideration at  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment than,  according  to  the  statement 
of  the  noble  Lord,  it  would  appear  they 
were  at  present  prepared  to  give  it. 

Sm  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT  said, 
he  felt  very  strongly  upon  this  question. 
He  felt  that  these  officers  had,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  a  great  grievance ;  and  he 
felt,  also,  that  they  in  that  House  had  a 
duty  to  perform.  To  his  mind,  it  would 
be  a  most  unwise  thing  for  the  House  to 
take  the  responsibility  of  dealing  with 
officers  of  this  kind  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  Executive  Government.  He  would 
venture,  therefore,  to  propose  that  a 
Select  Oommittee  should  be  appointed 
to  consider  the  question.  If  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington), 
at  the  present  moment  the  Leader  of  the 
House,  would  agree  to  this  suggestion, 
no  doubt  the  grievance  of  these  officials 
would  be  most  fairly  considered.  It 
would  relieve  the  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment from  a  very  difficult  posi- 
tion, many  hon.  Members  feeling  most 
strongly  on  the  subject.  He  was  abso- 
lutely certain  that  there  were  many 
anzioas  to  vote  for  the  Resolution  be- 
fore the  House  who  would  be  satisfied, 
fbr  the  moment,  if  the  matter  were  re- 


ferred to  the  investigation  of  a  Selec^ 
Oommittee ;  and,  of  course,  there  were 
others  who  thought  that  the  matter 
ought  not  to  be  considered  by  the  House, 
who  would  be  equally  satisfied.  There- 
fore, looking  at  the  case  presented  to  the 
House  in  a  spirit  of  fairness,  and  be- 
lieving that  the  hon.  Member  for  Hull 
would  obtain  all  he  required  if  the  ques- 
tion were  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
he  would  venture  to  suggest  that  it  should 
be  so  referred 

Mr.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  mentioned 
that  there  were  several  men  of  this  class 
Giig&ged  in  Manchester  and  Salford,  and 
expressed  a  hope  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  agree  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Baronet.  He  hoped 
so  the  more  because  the  noble  Lord  had 
made  a  statement  in  the  course  of  his 
speech  which  was  not  quite  accurate. 
He  had  stated  that  the  cost  of  living  in 
the  case  of  some  of  these  men  was  less 
in  places  where  they  received  lower 
salaries  than  it  was  in  London  and 
Liverpool.  He,  however,  ventured  to 
say  that  was  not  the  case  in  Manchester 
or  Salford,  where  the  cost  of  living  was 
as  high  as  it  was  in  London  or  Liver- 
pool. That  was  a  point  which  a  Oom- 
mittee could  investigate. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  wished  to  say  a 
word  or  two  on  the  subject,  for  he  con- 
sidered that  the  wages  of  the  outport 
men  were  a  disgrace  to  the  Government. 
Adustmanin  London  had  a  larger  income 
per  week  than  these  Government  officers, 
who  were  entrusted  with  large  and  im- 
portant duties.  He  had  a  suggestion 
also  to  offer  to  the  noble  Lord.  He 
sincerely  trusted  the  noble  Lord  would 
agree  to  the  appointment  of  a  Oommittee, 
and  if  the  noble  Lord  was  jealous  of 
any  increased  expenditure,  he  thought 
he  could  point  out  to  him  a  means  of 
rectifying  this  evil  without  any  increased 
public  expense.  He  should  not  care  to 
mention  the  details  in  public ;  but  if  the 
noble  Lord  would  honour  him  with  a 
consultation,  he  could  point  to  offices  in 
the  Public  Service  that  could  suffer  a  re- 
duction without  any  public  disadvanti^e 
whatever,  and  which  might  properly  be 
employed  in  advancing  the  wages  of 
this  terribly  low-paid  body  of  men. 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFATR  said,  this 
question  had  come  before  him  at  con- 
siderable length,  on  a  former  occasion, 
when  he  acted  as  Ohairman  of  the  Oivil 
Service  Inquiry  Oommission;    and   at 
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that  time  it  was  obvious  to  him  that  the 
subject  ought  to  be  fully  inquired  into. 
The  differences  in  pay  were  considerable; 
but  the  differences  in  duty  were  also 
marked,  and  therefore  a  general  Resolu- 
tion, without  an  inquiry  into  the  case, 
would  scarcely  have  met  the  justice  of 
the  case.  The  officials  wlio  gave  evi- 
dence before  that  Commission  showed 
markedly  that  their  case  ought  to  be 
inquired  into  and  considered  by  a  Public 
Inquiry.  The  Commission  were  unable 
to  go  into  the  matter  as  fully  as  they 
would  have  desired ;  but  they  felt  that  a 
Departmental  Inquiry  should  take  place. 
He  thought  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  if  accepted  by  the  Government, 
would  be  a  satisfactory  way  of  meeting 
the  justice  of  the  case. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON: 
It  is  quite  impossible  to  pretend  igno- 
rance of  the  prevailing  opinion  of  the 
House  on  this  subject  at  the  present 
time.  I  think  it  is  much  to  be  regretted 
that  a  subject  involving,  as  I  think  this 
does,  a  large  question  of  public  policy, 
should  be  discussed  in  so  small  a  House 
at  so  lateanhour,  and  that  so  small  a  num- 
ber of  Members,  comparatively,  are  pre- 
sent, except  those  who  are  directly  inte- 
rested in  the  subject.  [**  Oh,  oh !  "]  I  am 
only  expressing  my  own  opinion;  and 
whatever  opinion  other  Members  may 
hold,  even  if  mine  is  erroneous,  I  think  a 
Member  who  is  addressing  the  House 
might  be  allowed  to  conclude  his  obser- 
vations. I  think  it  would  be  a  great  mis- 
fortune if  the  House  were  to  pass  a 
Besolution  of  the  character  now  before 
us  at  the  present  moment ;  and  I  cannot 
say  I  think  it  desirable  that  the  respon- 
sibility should  be  removed  from  the 
shoulders  of  the  Government  by  an 
Inquiry  by  a  Select  Committee.  Of  the 
two  evils,  I  must  say  I  consider  that  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  would 
be  a  less  evil  than  the  passing  of  this 
Besolution  ;  and  if  the  Besolution  were 
withdrawn,  the  Government  would  be 
willing  to  consider  the  terms  upon  which 
the  subject  should  be  inquired  into.  If 
that  suggestion  meets  with  the  approval 
of  the  House,  the  Government  will  be 
prepared  to  sanction  it ;  but,  of  course, 
if  the  House  prefers  to  pass  the  Besolu- 
tion, that  will  take  the  matter  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  Government. 

Mb.  NOBWOOD  thought  there  could 
be  no  doubt  as  to  the  feeling  of  the 
House  on  this  question.    He  i^ould  be 

J/r.  Lyon  Playfair 


very  sorry  to  cause  the  slightest  em- 
barrassment to  the  Government,  and, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  he 
would  accept  the  offer  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess that  the  Government  would,  at  an 
early  hour,  cause  a  Committee  of  the 
House  to  be  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  subject,  with  the  understanding  that 
the  Government  would  loyally  accept 
the  decision  of  that  Committee,  whi^ 
ever  it  might  be.  He  thought  that  was 
the  course  which,  under  all  the  circnm- 
stanoes,  he  ought  to  pursue,  and,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Mb.  HEALY  stated  that  he  should 
oppose  the  withdrawal  of  the  Motion. 
The  noble  Marquess  had  said  it  ap- 
peared that  only  those  Members  who 
through  their  constituents  were  inte- 
rested in  the  subject  had  remained,  and 
he  seemed  to  Iook  in  the  direction  of  the 
Irish  Benches.  For  his  part,  he  could 
say  that  the  only  gentlemen  connected 
with  the  outports  in  his  eonstituencj 
were  his  political  opponents ;  but  he 
was  interested  in  the  question  becanse 
of  a  deputation  he  had  received  upon 
it.  The  two  gentlemen  whom  he  saw 
had  informed  him  that  they  woe 
obliged  to  live  in  a  respectable  way, 
but  only  received  between  £50  and 
£60  a-year ;  while  gentlemen  who  per- 
formed only  the  same  services  as  thej 
did  received  something  like  £300  a- 
year.  It  was  on  that  ground  that  Mem- 
bers like  himself  were  opposed  to  any 
compromise;  and  he  warned  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hull,  that  if  he  agreed  to 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Baronet  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot},  the 
outport  officers  would  be  treated  as  the 
telegraph  clerks  were  treated — thej 
would  be  civilly  treated  before  the 
Committee,  and  promised  illimitable  op- 
portunities of  stating  their  case;  bat 
eventually  they  would  find  that  they 
had  been  deceived.  [**  Order,  order!"] 
The  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  had  complained  of  being 
interrupted ;  but  what  in  a  Member  d 
the  Treasury  Bench  was  but  a  choleric 
word,  seemed  to  be  in  an  Irish  Member 
flat  blasphemy,  and  he  was  at  once  re- 
minded of  the  august  position  of  the 
occupant  of  the  Treasury  Bench.  He 
was  only  giving  his  opinion  of  what 
would  happen  to  the  outport  o£EU!en; 
and  what  he  expected  was,  that  al- 
though gentlemen  £com   liTwpool  cf 
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Dablin  or  other  parts  of  the  country 
might  give  their  evidence  before  the 
Select  Oommittee,  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  would  be  able 
to  make  much  more  complete  statements 
than  they  could,  and  the  balance  of 
evidence  would  remain  on  his  side  and 
nothing  would  be  done.  For  that  rea- 
son he,  and  some  who  agreed  with  him, 
intended  to  go  a  division. 

Mr.  OT  way  observed,  that  the  course 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  taken  was 
unusual  and  inconvenient.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Hull  (Mr.  Norwood)  had 
proposed  a  Hesolution,  which  was  some- 
what extreme  in  character,  as  to  the 
taking  of  a  step  involving  a  considerable 
payment  of  money.  He  was  entirely  in 
sympathy  with  the  hon.  Member,  and 
had  intended  to  vote  with  him  ;  but  the 
hon.  Member  had  been  met  by  a  pro- 
posal from  the  noble  Marquess,  which 
seemed  to  be  a  practical  one,  and  had 
consented  to  the  nomination  of  a  Select 
Oommittee  before  which  the  wrongs  of 
the  outport  men  would  be  examined. 
He  presumed  that  that  Committee  would 
report,  and  what  he  hoped  was  that 
that  Beport  would  be  favourable,  and 
that  his  hon.  Friend  would  meet  with 
more  attention  than  bad  been  paid  to 
the  Committee  which  had  been  alluded 
to,  whose  recommendations  had  not,  in 
some  respects,  been  given  effect  to.  But 
if  the  House  acted  as  the  hon.  Member  op- 
posite (Mr.  Healy)  proposed,  they  would 
De  acting  with  scant  courtesy  towards 
the  noble  Marquess.  He  saw  no  advan- 
tage in  being  rude  to  the  noble  Marquess, 
and  a  proposal,  which  seemed  to  be  ex- 
ceeding liberal,  having  been  made— or, 
rather,  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and 
eallant  Baronet  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot) 
having  been  acceded  to— bethought  those 
who  were  really  interested  in  the  matter 
would  be  doing  best  for  their  cause  by 
accepting  the  proposal  of  the  noble 
Lord.  At  any  rate,  ne  was  satisfied  that 
that  course  would  be  of  advantage ;  and 
practical  men,  and  men  of  good  sense, 
would  see  the  wisdom  of  the  course  re- 
commended. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  felt  con- 
strained to  repeat  the  words  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
has  already  addressed  the  House. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  I  think 
you  have  put  a  Question  since  I  addressed 
the  House. 


Mb.  speaker  :  I  have  put  no  other 
Question. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAW80N:  Do  I 
understand  that  the  Motion  is  with- 
drawn? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Yes. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

CORONERS  (IRELAND)  BHiL. 

NOMINATION  OF   SELECT   OOMMITTEE. 

Select  Committee  on  Coroners  (Ireland)  Bill 
nominated  of  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, Mr.  Dalt,  Mr.  Ewart,  Mr.  Healt,  Mr. 
Robert  Fowler,  Mr.  Litton,  Mr.  Richardson, 
and  Mr.  Tottenham  : — ^Three  to  be  the  quorum. 

Mb.  healy  said,  be  should  move, 
after  the  word  **  quorum,'*  to  insert  the 
words  '*  with  power  to  send  for  persons, 
papers,  and  records."  It  was  an  unusual 
thing  that  a  Committee  on  a  Bill  should 
be  appointed  without  having  that  Hef  er- 
ence  ;  and  he  thought  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite  would  agree 
with  him  that  the  Committee  could  not 
be  supposed  to  have  any  very  complete 
knowledge  of  the  subject,  and  that  it 
would  be  most  desirable  that  they  should 
receive  some  evidence.  He  himself  should 
only  propose  to  call  one  or  two  witnesses ; 
but  if  the  Government  were  allowed  to 
proceed  without  any  witnesses,  they 
would  have  the  matter  entirely  in  their 
own  hands.  His  proposal  was  this. 
There  were  82  or  83  coroners  in  Ireland  ; 
most  of  whom  were  old  men,  and  the 
Bill  proposed  that  they  should  receive 
£100  a-year;  but  he  thought  20  or  30 
of  the  number  might  be  abolished,  and 
their  salaries  be  applied  to  superannua- 
tion purposes,  witnout  any  extra  expense 
being  thrown  on  the  Exchequer. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  speaking  on  the  Main  Question. 

Mb.  healy  repeated,  that  he  would 
like  to  have  some  evidence  given  before 
the  Committee,  otherwise  the  Committee 
would  be  in  blank  ignorance,  and  could 
not  be  expected  to  adjudicate  on  the 
subject. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Oommittee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papen^,  and  records." 
— (ifr.  Mealy.) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  regretted  that  he 
could  not  accept  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member,  and  he  exnlamed  that  it  was 
by  no  means  unusual  to  omit  the  words 
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proposed  in  regard  to  a  Bill  such,  as 
this,  which  was  of  a  purely  legal  cha- 
racter. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Aye8-15;  Noes 
75  :  Majority  60.— (Div.  List,  No.  192.) 

Ordered,  That  it  bo  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  on  Coroners  (Ireland)  Bill,  that  they 
have  power  to  consider  the  operation  of  the  Law 
relating  to  Coroners  in  Ireland,  and,  if  they  shall 
80  thin^  fit,  to  amend  the  Bill  accordingly. 


WATEB  FBOVISIONAL  OBDEBS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ashley,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the  Board 
of  Trade  under  "  The  Gas  and  Water  Works 
Facilities  Act,  1870,"  relating  to  Dyserth, 
Meliden,  and  Prestatyn  Water,  Harwich  Water, 
Henley-on-Thames  Water,  Newport  and  Pill- 
gwenlly  Water,  Newhaven  and  Seaford  Water, 
and  Poole  Water,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  Ashley  and  Mr.  Chamberlain. 

BUlpreaentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  146.] 


OAS   PBOVISIONAL  OBDERS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ashley,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the  Board 
of  Trade  under  "  The  Gas  and  Water  Works 
Facilities  Act,  1870,'*  relating  to  Brentford  Gas, 
Chichester  G«s,  Ely  Gas,  Grays  Thurrock  Gas, 
Hford  Gas,  Kirkham  Gas,  Northfieet  and 
Greenhithe  Gas,  Pinner  Gas,  Staines  and  Egham 
Gus,  Stone  Gas,  and  Waltham  Abbey  and  Ches- 
hunt  Gas ;  and  to  amend  *'  The  Gas  and  Water 
Works  Facilities  Act,  1870,"  in  so  far  as  relates 
to  places  within  the  Metropolis,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Ashley  and  Mr.  Chambeh- 

LAIN. 

BiilpresentedfSJid  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  147.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Two  o  clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
JTedneidity,  4th  May,  1881. 


MINUTES.]  —  Public  Biuia— Ordered— First 
J?f«</i>iy— Thames  River  (No.  2)  ♦  [148]. 

Second  Heading — Local  Government  Provisional 

Orders  (Berwick-upon-Tweed,  &c.)  ♦  [188]  ; 

Salo    of    Intoxicating    Liquors    on    Sunday 

(Wales)  [3]. 
SeUet  Commiitee^CoTOnen  (Lreland)*  [78],  Mr. 

Blennerhassett  added. 
Withdrawn — Banking  Laws  Amendment  [46], 

Ti0  Jttom§y  OemralfoT  Irclatvd 


JOHN  DILLON,  ESQIHRE. 

Mb.  SPEAE£It  acquainted  the  Houae 
that  he  had  this  day  receiyed  the  follow- 
ing Letter  from  the  Bight  Honourable 
the  Earl  Gowper,  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland : — 

Vice  Regal  Lodge, 

Mag  ^rd,  1881. 

-Sir, 

It  is  mg  dutg  to  inform  you  that  Mr.  J^ 
Dillon,  a  Metnher  of  the  House  of  Commons,  kom 
arrested  gesferdag  ewening  at  Portarlingten  on  a 
Warrant  issued  bg  me  under  the  Act  for  thehdUr 
protection  of  Person  and  Property  in  IrtUuti, 
and  is  new  in  the  Oaol  of  Kilmainham  in  DuMin. 
I  have  the  honour  to  be. 
Sir, 
Your  obedient  Servant, 
The  Rt.  Honble,  CO  WPER. 

The  Speaker  House  of  Commons, 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  would 
not  anticipate  the  discussion  which 
would,  no  doubt,  take  place  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  very  important  announcement 
just  made  to  the  House,  on  the  Motion 
of  which  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  had 
given  Notice,  and  which  amounted  to  a 
Vote  of  Censure  on  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  in  reference  to 
this  latest  use  or  abuse  of  the  Coercion 
Act  by  himself  and  his  Colleagues.  He 
hoped  he  was  right  in  anticipating  tiiat 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  be 
anxious  to  allow  that  Vote  of  Censure  to 
hang  over  him  longer  than  was  neces- 
sary. He  wished  meanwhile  to  give  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  fair  warning  that 
on  behalf  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Long* 
ford  and  his  hon.  Friends  around  him 
they  intended  to  press,  and  that  by 
all  such  means  as  the  Forms  of  the 
House  would  permit,  for  an  immediate 
and  full  discussion  of  that  yery  im- 
portant matter.  He  did  not  wish  to 
anticipate  the  discussion  ;  but  he  would 
point  out  to  the  Chief  Secretary  tiie 
points  which  they  should  urge,  and  upon 
which  they  should  expect  a  satisfactoiy 
reply.  In  the  first  place,  he  must  refer 
to  the  fact  that  so  far  as  he  could  see  hit 
Excellency  the  Lord  Lieutenant  did  not 
put  himself  much  about  in  order  to 
accelerate  the  announcement  to  that 
House  of  the  fact  of  the  aireet  of  one 
of  its  most  prominent  MembezB,  and  he 
must  also  say  that  he  pezoeiyed  a  con* 
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trast  between  the  terms  of  the  letter  just 
read  and  the  terms  of  the  letter  with  re- 
gard to  a  similar  event  which  was  laid 
before  the  House  by  one  of  the  Speaker's 
Predecessors  on  the  arrest  of  Mr.  Smith 
O'Brien  in  August,  1848.  The  letter 
addressed  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Commons  was  in  the  following  terms : — 

"  Sir, — It  is  my  painful  duty  to  inform  you 
that  l\lr.  Smith  O'Brien  was  yesterday  arrested 
on  a  charge  of  treason,  and  is  now  in  the  g^ol 

at  TCilfTiRinh^Tn." 

There  was  no  expression  of  pain  on  the 
part  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  respect 
to  the  arbitrary  and  extreme  use  he  nad 
made  of  the  powers  conferred  on  him  by 
the  Coercion  Act,  probably  because  he 
thought  that  Liberal  principles  had  not 
sufficiently  advanced  since  the  dark  days  of 
1 848  to  enable  him  to  follow  the  example 
of  his  Predecessor.  The  points  on  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  asked 
for  explanations  were — How  he  could 
justify  to  the  House  the  arrest,  pending 
the  discussion  of  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
Bill;  of  an  hon.  Member  of  the  House 
who  notoriously  represented  almost  more 
than  any  other  Member  of  the  House 
of  Commons  the  opinions  of  a  very  im- 
portant section  of  Irish  farmers  with  re- 
spect to  the  le^lative  proposals  of  the 
Government?  Why  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  thought  it  necessary  to  select  the 
present  momentfor  the  arrest, when  itjwas 
known  that  his  hon.  Friend  was  on  his 
way  to  London  to  take  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Land  Bill.  And  how  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  justify  the 
arrest  of  his  hon.  Friend  because  he  had 
made  a  statement  with  respect  to  the 
state  of  Ireland  which  had  been  in  the 
fullest  manner  corroborated  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  invited  to  state 
whether  it  was  or  was  not  the  case,  as 
asserted  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Tipperary,  that  ejectment  processes 
were  hanging  over  the  heads  of  between 
6,000  and  10,000  persons  at  the  present 
moment,  and  if  that  statement  was  not 
in  exact  accordance  with  his  own  state- 
ment, made  yesterday,  that  2,273  pro- 
cesses of  ejectment  had  been  decreed  at 
the  recent  Quarter  Sessions,  which  meant 
the  impending  doom  of  between  10,000 
and  12,000  Irish  farmers.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  be  asked,  there- 
fore, whether  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tipperary  in  regard  to  the 


tenant  farmers  of  Ireland,  and  the  action 
of  the  landlords  thereto,  was  not,  if  any- 
thing, an  understatement  of  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  regard  to  the 
present  condition  of  Ireland?  They 
should  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
convince  the  House,  if  he  was  able  to  do 
it,  that  the  hon.  Member  was  not  justi- 
fied in  bringing  to  the  notice  of  the 
House,  or  bringing  to  the  notice  of  the 
Government  and  the  public,  the  calami- 
ties which  were  necessarily  threatened 
by  this  monstrous  and  wholesale  exer- 
cise of  power  in  the  present  miserable 
condition  of  the  people.  He  thought 
that  those  considerations  would  show  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  expediency 
of  meeting  them  in  a  prompt  and  frank 
spirit,  and  of  giving  them  facilities  for 
a  fair  and  full  and  early  discussion  of  the 
arrest  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary. 
He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  was  boimd  to 
exercise  self-restraint  and  self-repression 
in  regard  to  that  arrest,  and  accordingly 
abstained  from  expressing  his  own  feel- 
ing on  the  question  ;  but  he  should  have 
the  opportunity  of  doing  so,  and  of 
showing  that  this  latest  act  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  one  of  the  worst 
blunders  he  had  ever  made. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  he  did  not  intend 
to  speak  with  regard  to  this  question ; 
but  seeing  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  did 
not  make  any  reply  to  what  was  said  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Gal  way, 
he  would  suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  propriety  of  withdrawing 
from  a  position  for  which  he  was  noto- 
riously unfit.  He  warned  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  that  he  and  his  Friends  would 
be  under  the  necessity  of  speaking  very 
plainly,  and  of  saying  some  truths  whicn. 
would  not  be  at  aU  palatable  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  which  might  rather 
clash,  more  or  less,  with  the  prejudices 
of  some  hon.  Members  of  that  House. 

Mb.  HEALY  gave  Notice,  on  the 
nomination  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Preven- 
tion Bill,  that  he  would  move  that  the 
name  of  Mr.  John  Dillon  be  added  to 
the  Committee. 

QU:E8TI0N8. 

NAVY— DESTRUCTION  OF  H.M.B. 
"DOTEREL." 

Mb.  GORST  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  can  give  to 
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the  House  any  further  particulars  re- 
specting the  unhappy  accident  which 
had  happened  to  the  **  Doterel  ?  "  Many 
of  his  constituents  were  interested  in 
ascertaining,  as  soon  as  possible,  the 
names  of  the  unhappy  victims  of  this 
calamity;  and  he  wished,  therefore,  to 
know  whether  any  list  of  the  crew 
would  be  published  in  the  daily  papers  ? 
Me.  TEEVELYAN  :  Sir,  a  telegram 
was  received  this  morning,  about  8 
o'clock,  to  this  effect : — 

**  Telegram  from  Commander  EvaiiB,  late 
Her  Maje8t\''8  ship  *  Doterel.' 

"  Montevideo,  May  3,  12  55  p.m. 

"  *  Doterel '  totally  destroyed  and  sunk  by 
explosion  of  fore  magazine  at  Sandy  Point, 
10  a.m.,  April  26.  Cause  unknown,  supposed 
boiler  burst  and  exploded  magazine.  Twelve 
Burvivors,  all  well,  proceeding  in  Britannia 
for  Liverpool.  Stokes  (lieutenant)  remains 
Sandy  Point,  awaiting  orders.  Have  tele- 
graphed (to)  Pacific,  and  Jones  (senior  officer 
South-East  Coast  of  America).  Survivors. — 
Commander  Evans,  Lieut<>nant  Stokes,  Pay- 
master Colbomo,  Engineer  Walker  (of  Garnet), 
Carpenter  Baird,  Gunner's  Mate  Pcngelly, 
Quartermaster  Trout,  Caulker's  Mate  Ford, 
Shipwright  Walkers,  Ordinary  Seaman  James 
Smith,  Stoker  Turner,  Marine  Summers.  Dis- 
charged.— Inlis  (clerk),  Miggeridge  (sick  bay 
man),  Hayes  (private),  Motton  (A.B.).  John 
Ellery  (A.B.)  deserted.  Dead. — Eight  officers, 
135  men." 

I  shall  go  back  to  the  Admiralty  at  once 
and  make  arrangements  for  sending  the 
list  of  the  crew  to  the  papers,  as  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 
The  Admiralty  has  telegraphed  to  Monte- 
video, ordering  Captain  Loftus  Jones, 
the  senior  officer  on  the  South-East 
Coast  of  America,  to  proceed  to  Sandy 
Point,  in  order  to  ascertain  the  cause  of 
the  disaster.  It  may  be  said  that  Sandy 
Point,  where  Lieutenant  Stokes  has 
remained  to  set  on  foot  the  investiga- 
tion, is  a  Chilian  settlement  in  the 
Straits  of  Magellan,  beginning  to  be 
much  frequented  for  coaling  and  pro- 
visioning of  vessels.  It  would  be  im- 
proper to  make  in  public  any  premature 
conjecture  as  to  the  cause  of  this  deplor- 
able and  heart-rending  catastrophe.  It 
would  be,  perhaps,  as  well  not  even  to 
take  for  certain  the  conjecture  mentioned 
in  the  telegram  I  have  just  read. 

Mr.  CARBUTT  :  Can  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman give  any  information  as  to  the 
boilers — whether  they  were  new  or 
old? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN :  Sir,  the  boilers, 
made  by  Messrs.  Humphreys,  were  new 

Jfr.  Oortt 


within  a  year.  Indeed,  the  ship  was 
finished  within  a  year  from  the  present 
time,  and  had  given  satisfaction  in  every 
respect.  It  was  looked  upon  as  an  ex- 
tremely well-found  vessel.  If  the  boilers 
exploded,  the  lighted  coal  would  nata- 
raUy  have  been  blown  aft.  The  maga- 
zine was  forward.  There  was  a  wall  of 
coal,  and  the  tanks,  containing  the  entire 
water  supply  of  the  vessel,  between  the 
magazine  and  the  boilers;  but,  as  I  hare 
said,  it  is  as  well  to  make  no  conjectore 
as  to  the  cause  of  the  disaster. 

Afterwards, 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN :  I  beg  to  take 
the  present  opportunity  of  making  a 
short  explanation  with  regard  to  some- 
thing which  passed  at  this  Morning's 
Sitting  in  the  course  of  some  conversa- 
tion that  arose  as  to  the  terrible  accident 
to  H. M.S.  Doterel,  The  hon.  Member  for 
Monmouth  (Mr.  Carbutt)  asked  me  who 
it  was  that  made  the  engines  and  boilers 
of  the  unhappy  vessel.  I  was  unable 
to  answer;  but  an  hon.  Gentleman  near 
me  informed  me  that  they  were  made 
by  Messrs.  Humphreys.  On  returning 
to  the  Admiralty,  I  found  that  they  were 
made  by  that  admirable  and  trustworthy 
firm  the  Messrs.  Maudslay ;  but  I  must 
ask  the  House  to  remember  that  in  the 
present  state  of  our  knowledge  as  to  the 
cause  of  this  accident,  it  is  not  right  to 
consider  the  question  of  the  makers  of 
the  engines  as  having  any  bearing  at 
all  upon  the  matter.  The  survivors,  in- 
cluding the  captain,  will  arrive  in  Eng- 
land well  within  a  month,  and  by  that 
time  we  certainly  ought  to  have  our  first 
report  from  the  officer  who  is  examining 
into  the  causes  of  the  discu^ter  on  the 
spot.  It  would  be  the  most  patriotic 
thing,  under  these  circumstances,  that  we 
should  reserve  our  opinion. 

ORDERS     OF    THE    DAY. 

SALE  OF  INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  OX 

SUNDAY  (WALES)  BILL.— [Bill  3.] 

(^Mr.  Robtrtt,  Mr,  Richard^  Mr,  Samuel  EoUtnd, 

Mr,  Eutiey  Vivian^  Mr,  Rathh<me.) 

SECOND  RBADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  EOBEBTS  :  Sir,  in  moving  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill,  I  must  re- 
mind the  House  that  a  similar  measure 
passed  a  second  reading  last  Seeaion; 
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but  its  further  progress  was  blocked  by 
the  application  of  the  half-past  12  o'clock 
Eule.  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to 
enter  upon  the  general  question  of  the 
propriety  of  Sunday  closing,  because  this 
House  has  already  declared  in  favour 
of  that  question  upon  the  Besolution  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Shields  (Mr. 
Stevenson),  and  the  preceding  Parlia- 
ment to  this  acted  in  a  similar  manner 
with  respect  to  Ireland.  Beyond  that, 
an  earnest  and  almost  universal  desire 
has  been  manifested  for  Sunday  closing 
in  Wales.  I  do  not  propose  to  enter 
into  any  details  on  the  present  occasion ; 
but  I  will  merely  summarize  the  position 
in  which  the  supporters  of  the  present 
Bill  stand.  First  of  all,  with  regard  to 
the  Petitions.  Petitions  in  favour  of  the 
Bill  were  presented  last  year  signed  by 
more  than  250,000  people.  The  exact 
number  was  267,000,  or  rather  more 
than  one- third  of  the  entire  adult  popu- 
lation of  Wales,  being  a  larger  propor- 
tion of  the  inhabitants  of  any  consider- 
able district  than  ever  before  petitioned 
this  Assembly  in  favour  of  any  measure. 
It  has  not  been  thought  necessary  by 
the  friends  of  the  movement  to  repeat 
these  Petitions  this  year;  but  in  re- 
sponse to  Circulars  issued  from  North 
and  South  Wales,  addressed  to  the  re- 
presentative bodies  of  the  Principality 
— the  Town  Councils,  Local  Boards, 
School  Boards,  Boards  of  Guardians, 
and  religious  associations  —  Petitions 
have  come  in  very  freely.  About  250 
have  already  been  recorded  upon  the 
Books  of  the  House ;  and  I  may  say, 
with  regard  to  the  views  of  public 
bodies,  that  there  were  very  few  in- 
stances in  which  the  persons  addressed 
did  not  respond  to  the  appeal  made  to 
them.  Even  those  public  bodies  which 
did  not  send  a  favourable  Petition,  ex- 
plained that  it  was  not  from  any  feeling 
of  hostility  to  the  measure  itself,  but 
because  it  was  considered  undesirable  to 
introduce  at  the  Board  meetings  matters 
that  were. foreign  to  its  functions.  In 
1879-80  there  was  a  complete  canvass 
of  the  whole  of  North  Wales,  and  though 
no  Beturns  were  obtained  from  44  pa- 
rishes, about  four-fifths  of  the  whole  num- 
ber of  ratepayers  of  North  Wales  voted. 
Outof  78,435  votes,  75,510  were  in  favour 
of  Sunday  closing,  989  were  against  it, 
and  1,936  remained  neutral ;  or,  in  other 
words,  76  to  1  were  in  favour  of  olosinff . 
Thete  Beturns  have   been    tabulated. 


printed,  and  circulated,  giving  the  re- 
spective numbers  in  the  severed  Unions, 
towns,  and  villages,  and  I  do  not  know 
that  their  accuracy  has  been  challenged. 
I  notice  amongst  the  towns  that  there 
were  in  Llanrwst  661  against  1  in  favour 
of  Sunday  closing ;  and  in  Wrexham,  a 
town  which  is  supposed  to  be  very  much 
in  the  interests  of  the  brewers,  the  num- 
ber was  1,161  against  119.  In  Llanrwst 
the  dissentient  was  a  publican ;  but  I 
may  add  that  there  are  14  publicans  in 
Llanrwst,  and  of  these  12  were  in  favour 
of  Sunday  closing,  1  was  neutral,  and 
only  1  against.  The  opinion  of  the 
entire  body  of  publicans  in  Wales  is 
strongly  in  favour  of  the  BUI.  It  ap- 
pears that  out  of  1,173  who  voted,  792 
were  in  favour,  and  only  152  against, 
while  229  declared  themselves  neutral ; 
so  that  five-sixths  of  the  publicans  of 
Wales  are  themselves  in  favour  of  this 
measure.  In  some  districts,  the  feeling 
among  the  publicans  was  very  general. 
In  the  Union  of  Pwllheli,  96  were  in 
favour  of  Sunday  closing  and  only  1 
against.  I  have  presented  a  Petition 
signed  by  23  publicans  of  the  town  of 
Carnarvon  in  favour  of  the  Bill;  and 
the  resolution  of  the  Local  Board  of 
Holyhead  in  its  favour  was  moved  by 
Mr.  Eiva,  and  seconded  by  Mr.  Boberts, 
both  of  whom  are  licensed  victuallers. 
In  all  these  instances  there  was  no 
attempt  to  manufacture  Petitions.  The 
motive  for  manufacturing  Petitions  was 
absolutely  wanting,  because  all  the  work 
of  canvassing  was  carried  on  by  the  ex- 

Eenditure  of  very  little  money — there 
oing  no  elaborate  organization — and 
without  the  employment  even  of  one 
paid  official.  And  what  is  the  opinion 
of  the  Members  for  Wales  on  the  sub- 
ject ?  To  that  test  I  can  appeal  with 
the  greatest  confidence.  Tne  Welsh 
Members  are  30 ;  and  of  the  28  who  sit 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  all,  without  a 
single  exception,  are  in  favour  of  this  Bill. 
Of  the  Conservatives,  we  have  the  sup- 
port of  at  least  one-half  of  them.  I 
could  wish  that  for  this  purpose,  and 
this  only,  that  half  had  been  a  greater 
number;  but  I  am  glad  to  know 
that  the  Bill  is  supported  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  who  represents  the  Conserva- 
tives of  North  Wales  (Sir  Watkin 
Williams- Wynn).  I  should  have  been 
glad  also  if  it  received  the  support  of 
Uie  noble  Viscount  who  represents  the 
Conservatives  of  South  Wales  (Yisoount 
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resolutions  in  fayour  of  the  Bill  were 
unanimously  adopted.  The  same  ooorse 
has  heen  pursued  in  Cardiff  and  in  other 
large  towns.  I  would  yentnre  to  sug- 
gest that  upon  such  a  question  as  this 
we,  the  Welsh  Members,  have  some 
claim  to  be  heard,  and  to  have  our 
wishes  attended  to.  We  are  not  in  the 
habit  of  taking^  up  much  of  the  time  of 
the  House.  We  do  not  bore  the  Honae 
with  long  and  frequent  speeches  on  anj 
question.  We  do  not  want  much  from 
Parliament.  We  only  ask  the  House  to 
g^ye  us  a  little  help  towards  higher  edu- 
cation in  Wales,  and  to  pass  this  litde 
Bill.  I  use  the  word  ^'uttle,"  because 
it  is  of  small  importance  compared  with 
many  of  the  subjects  that  have  occupied 
the  attention  of  the  House ;  but  I  can 
assure  the  House  that  it  is  very  near 
and  dear  to  the  people  of  Wales,  and 
that  they  consider  it  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance to  their  country.  The  passing 
of  the  Bill,  I  may  repeat,  will  s^ye  great 
satisfaction  to  the  people  of  Wales;  it 
will  secure  a  much-needed  day's  rest  to 
the  publicans  and  those  whom  they  em- 
ploy, and  will  tend  to  check  drunken- 
ness and  promote  peace  and  order  on 
the  Sabbath  Day.  I  beg  now  to  moye 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 


Emlyn),  to  whom  we  are  much  indebted 
in  regard  to  the  question  of  education. 
I  do  not  know  the  ground  of  the  noble 
Viscount's  objection  to  this  Bill.  I  see, 
howeyer,  that  he  has  not  repeated  his 
Notice  of  opposition  on  the  present  oc- 
casion ;  and  I  hope  either  that  he  has 
changed  his  mind,  or,  if  not,  that  he 
may  feel  it  consistent  with  his  duty  to 
support  the  feelings  and  wishes  of  his 
constituents.  And  now  I  come  to  an- 
other point.  The  late  Gbvemment 
afforded  facilities  to  the  Irish  Members 
for  the  passing  of  the  Irish  Bill  into  law. 
In  that  case,  the  proportion  of  hon. 
Members  who  supported  the  Bill  was 
something  like  3  to  1 ;  but  in  this 
instance  it  is  29  to  1.  Then,  let  me 
appeal  to  the  House,  and  especially 
to  the  Qoyernment,  to  help  the  Welsh 
Members  in  passing  this  Bill  into  law 
during  the  present  Session.  In  the  de- 
bate of  last  year  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Warwick  (Mr.  A.  Peel), 
who  spoke  on  behalf  of  the  Goyem- 
ment,  said  he  could  not  resist  the  strong 
feeling  shown  by  the  Welsh  Members 
on  the  subject.  And  the  noble  Mar- 
quess who  then  led  the  House  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington),  in  the  absence 
of  the  Prime  Minister,  and  who  has 
been  himself  a  Welsh  Member,  stated 
that  although  he  could  not  giye  us  faci- 
lities then,  it  was  neyertheless  the  hope 
and  desire  of  the  Goyemment  to  g^ve 
to  the  Welsh  Members  this  Session  the 
same  facilities  for  carrying  their  Bill 
that  the  late  Gtjvemment  afforded  to 
the  Irish  Members.  I  can  assure  the 
Government  that  wo  shall  lose  no  op- 
portunity in  pressing  forward  the  mea- 
sure ourselves ;  but  if  we  are  unable  to 
do  so,  we  shall  with  confidence  ask  the 
Government  to  redeem  their  pledge.  Le- 
gislation for  England  upon  the  subject 
must  take  place  sooner  or  later;  and 
whenever  it  does  take  place,  it  must  be 
of  advantage  to  the  Government  to  have 
the  experience  of  the  working  of  this 
measure  in  Wales.  In  the  case  of  Ire- 
land, certain  large  towns  were  exempted 
from  the  operation  of  the  Bill.  In  Wales 
there  are  populous  places  also,  such  as 
Cardiff,  Swansea,  Merthyr  Tydvil,  and 
Aberdare;  but,  instead  of  wanting  to 
be  exempted  from  the  operation  of  the 
Bill,  they  demand  to  be  included  within 
it.  I  have  received  a  communication 
from  the  Mayor  of  Swansea,  stating  that 
"At  a  meeting  recently  held  in  that  town, 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Roherts.) 

Mr.  WAETON,  who  had  on  the 
Notice  Paper  an  Amendment  to  the 
effect  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second 
time  that  day  six  months,  but  which  he 
did  not  move,  said,  they  had  heard  tew 
arguments  that  day  in  favour  of  the 
BiU  which  were  not  broue^ht  forward  last 
Session.  There  might  be  pointed  out 
one  exception — namely,  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  been  a  Wel^  Member. 
[CViM  of  *«No,  no!"  and  a  "Welsh- 
man ! "]  He  certainly  understood  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Boberts)  to  allude  to 
Mr.  Gladstone  as  a  Welsh  Member. 
I  CrtM  of  *  *  No,  no  !  "]  Well,  the  Prime 
Minister  had  been  an  English  Member, 
a  Scotch  Member,  a  Borough  Member, 
a  University  Member,  and  a  County 
Member;  but  he  had  to  quit  every 
county  constituency  he  ever  represented. 
[Loud  eri$8  of  **  Question !  ""]  The  ques- 
tion was  this.  Why  were  they  to 
have  this  Departmental  legislation  f 
Why  should  they  have  one  Sunday 
Closing  Bill  for  irdand,  and  anotlMr 
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Sunday  Oloring  Bill  fbr  Wales,  whose 
population,    a^r    all,   only  formed  a 
small    section  of    the  community,    but 
who,  following  the  example  of  the  Irish, 
fancied  themselves  a  nation,  and  quite 
as  famous  as  Ireland,  while  in  point  of 
fact,  the  Principality  was  only  a  small 
part  of  England  ?  Wales,  certainly,  had 
not  produced  great  men  like  Ireland,  if, 
indeed,  he  excepted  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  opposite,  the  Judge 
Advocate   General.     Why,   then,  were 
the    Welsh  people    to    have    separate 
legislation?      Who    were    the    Welsh 
Members?    The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
introduced  the  Bill  had  quoted  statistics 
to  show  that  the  people  oi  Wales  wanted 
the  Bill  to  be  passed.     That  hon.  Gen- 
tleman proved  too  much.     If  the  over- 
whelming   feeling    of    the    people    of 
Wales  and  the  piiolicans  of  Wales  were 
fiavourable.  to  Sunday  closing — if  the 
Welsh  people  would  not  drink,  and  the 
Welsh  publicans  would  not  sell — ^how 
was  it  that  the  public-houses  stood  pros- 
perous as  they  were  at  present  ?     How 
came  it  to  pass   that  these  drinking- 
places  existed  in  the  Principality  ?    If 
these  Welsh  publicans  were  so  much  in 
flavour  of  Sunday  closing,  why  did  they 
not  take  out    six-day    licences?      But 
there  was  another  consideration  to  be 
remembered.  They  all  knew  that  Wales 
possessed  most  beautiful  scenery,  which 
attracted  large  numbers  of  tourists,  for 
whose    sakes  he   (Mr.   Warton)   asked 
that  the  public-houses  should  be  open 
on  Sundays.     By  closing   them,  they 
would  be  cheating  the  tourist ;  whilst  if 
they  remained  open  for  the  tourist,  the 
Welsh    people  need  not  drink.      The 
whole  thing  was  supremely  ridiculous, 
and  the  attempt  to  legislate  separately 
for  a  section  of  the  country  was  a  dan- 
gerous principle.     He  loved  Wales  too 
well  to  allow  it  to  be  separated  from 
England ;  but  the  Welsh  people,  unfor- 
tunately, did  not  seem  to  be  conscious 
of  the  dignity  of  their  union  with  this 
country. 

Mb.  EATHBONE:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr. 
Warton),  who  has  just  addressed  the 
House,  has  converted  the  entire  oppo- 
sition to  the  Bill  into  a  joke ;  and,  if  I 
may  be  allowed  to  say  so,  a  mistake. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  began  by 
asserting  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister  is  a  Welsh  Member — 
\^LaiughUr.'] 


I  Me.  WAETON:  I  beg  pardon;  I 
said  I  understood  the  hon.  Member  for 
Flint  (Mr.  Boberts)  to  say  so. 

Mr.  EATHBONE:    The    hon.    and 
learned  Member  has  also  alluded  to  my 
connection  with  Liverpool ;  but  he  does 
not  seem  to  be  aware  that  Liverpool 
contains   a  very  large   and   important 
Welsh  population.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  having  made  a  number  of  jokes, 
and  perpetrated  a  series  of  mistakes, 
ended  by  telling  the    House  that  he 
opposes  the  Bill  because  he  ''loves  the 
people  of  Wales  too  well ;"  but  he  cer- 
tainly should  have  said,  ''  Not  wisely,  if 
too  well."     But,  although  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  may  be 
inclined  to  treat  the  question  as  a  joke, 
I  can  assure  him  that  it  is  not  regarded 
in  the  same  light  by  the  Welsh  people. 
It  will  only  be  necessary  for  me  to  de- 
tain the  House  for  a  very  few  minutes, 
particularly  after  the  able  speech  of  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Eoberts),  who  moved 
the  second  reading,  which  has  left  the 
question    perfectly  unanswerable.      In 
such  a  case  as  the  present,  when  we  find 
the  country  so  entirely  unanimous  in 
support  of  the  measure  as  Wales  has 
been  ascertained  to  be ;  when  we  have 
the  experience  of  two  other  large  parts 
of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions — Scotland 
and  Ireland — that  legislation  in  favour 
of  Sunday  closing  has  been  eminently 
successful ;  and  when  we  see  that  every 
argument  which  led  the  House  to  adopt 
the  measures  for  Scotland  and  Ireland 
applies  with  still  greater  force  and  is 
still  more  unanswerable  in  the  case  of 
Wales,  and  that  there  are  fewer  difficul- 
ties and  dangers  to  encounter,  surely 
we  have  made  out  an  unassailable  case 
for  granting  to  Wales  the  boon  we  now 
ask  for.     The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bridport  speaks  of  "departmental 
legislation."     That  matter  has  been  an- 
swered conclusively  by  what  has  been 
done  in  the  case  of  Scotland  and  Ireland ; 
and  I  defy  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber to  find  a  single  Scotch  Member, 
after  the  long  experience  they  have  had 
of  the  working  of  the  Forbes  Mackenzie 
Act,  who  woidd  vote  for  reversing  that 
legislation.     As  my   hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Eoberts)  told  the  House  last  year,  99^ 
per  cent  of  the  householders  of  the  county 
I   represent   (Carnarvon)   petitioned  in 
favour  of  this  measure  ;  and  in  Carnar- 
von 23  licensed  victuallers  supported  it, 
whilst  only  three  were  against  it.    The 
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hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bridport 
asks  why,  if  all  the  people  are  in  favour 
of  Sunday  closing,  they  cannot  carry  it 
out  without  a  Bill?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  is  a  lawyer — [Mr.  Wakton: 
No,  no!] — I  certainly  understood  that  he 
was.     I  can  only  add  that  I  do  not  look 
upon  him  as  a  man  of  business ;  because 
if  he  were,  he  would  know  that  these  23 
licensed  victuallers  who  support  the  Bill 
are  compelled  to  keep  their  houses  open 
on  a  Sunday  from  the  fear  that  they 
would  otherwise  drive  their  customers 
away  to  other  places.     If  all  the  houses 
were  compulsorily  closed,  there  would  be 
no  difficulty  of  that  kind.   Last  year,  we 
had  an  overwhelming  number  of  Peti- 
tions from  different  individuals  in  Wales, 
who  came  forward  spontaneously  from 
all  parts  of  the  Principality.     But  this 
year,  Welshmen  have  shown  their  usual 
wisdom  in  asking  their  Eepresentatives 
to  speak  for  them  from  the  Boards  of 
Guardians,  Town  Councils,  Local  Boards, 
School  Boards,  and  Petitions  have  ac- 
cordingly been  presented  from  persons 
representing  every  form  of  local  govern- 
ment, and  confirming  the  views  of  the 
general  body  of  the  people.     It  is  evi- 
ent,   then,   that   those  to  whom    the 
people  of  Wales  look  as  their  leaders 
and  best  advisers  quite  agree  with  the 
bulk  of  the  inhabitants  that  the  measure 
should  be  passed.    Well  then,  Sir,  what 
we  ask  is,  why  should  the  boon  which 
has  been  granted  to  Scotland  and  Ireland, 
and  which  has  been  successful  in  both 
of  those  countries,  be  denied  to  Wales? 
Hon.  Members  have  mentioned  the  long 
experience  which  Scotland  has  had  in 
favour  of  Sunday  closing.     In  Ireland 
the  experience  of  Sunday  closing  has 
Deen  of  shorter  duration ;  but  it  is  even 
more  strongly  conclusive  in  the  matter. 
We  have  the  evidence  of  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  that  in  Ireland  the  Act  has  had 
a  most  beneficial  effect,  and  he  has  re- 
peatedly pointed  out  that  drunkenness  has 
been  considerably  diminished  through- 
out the  country.      This  testimony  has 
been  confirmed  by  that  of  the  Lord  Chief 
Baron,  Mr.  Justice  Dowse,  the  Crown 
Solicitor,  the  County  Court  Judges,  by 
the  clergy,   Catholic   as  well  as   JPro- 
testant,    and,    in   one   sense  more  con- 
clusively than  all,  by  the  head  constables 
of  the  police  throughout  the   country. 
The  statistical  Returns  are  most  curious, 
because  they  not  only  show  a  great  di- 
minution in  the  consumption  of  spirits, 
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and  an  enormous  redaction  in  the  num- 
ber of  offences  committed  under  the  in- 
fluence of  intoxication,  but  that  this  state 
of  things  is  more  marked  in  the  districts 
which  have  suffered  least  from  the  recent 
distress,  and  where  it  cannot  be  said  that 
the  people  have  not  had  money  to  spend 
on  drink.     The  only  argument  that  has 
ever  been  used  which  has  been  conclusive 
with  me  is  this — I  required  to  be  satisfied, 
before  I  ever  voted  for  a  Bill  for  Sunday 
closing,  that  the  opinion  of  the  country 
was  so  conclusive  upon  the  matter  that 
there  was  no  danger  of  a  law  being 
made  only  to  be  broken.     But  we  have 
now  the  evidence  both  of  Scotland  and 
of  Ireland.    There  has  been  no  difficulty 
whatever  in  enforcing  the  law ;  and  it 
has  been  much  less  broken  under  the 
new  law  than  it  was  under  the  old.    I 
have  said  that  in  Wales  there  have  been 
fewer  difficulties  on  this   subject  and 
more  advantages.     The  House  knows 
very  well  there  is  no  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Dominions — I  believe  there  is  no 
part  of  the  world — ^in  which  religion  has 
such  an  abiding  and  powerful  mfluence 
over  the  habits  and  life  of  the  people  ss 
in  Wales.    That  bein^  so,  it  is  dear  that 
you  will  have  the  whole  force  of  the 
feeling,  as  well  as  of  the  opinion,  of  the 
Welsh  people  in  support  of  the  law.  In- 
dependently of  the  religious  sancticm 
which  the  feeling  of  the  Welsh  people 
gives  to  the  law,  there  is  no  part  of  &e 
Kingdom  where  the  law  is  more  unheai- 
tatingly  obeyed  than  in  Wales,  or,  it 
any  rate,  where  there  is  less  evidence 
against  it.    If  any  hon.  Member  doubts 
that  assertion,  he  has  only  to  read  the 
seventh  of  the  admirable  letters  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Merthyr  Tydfil 
(Mr.  ]Richard)  on  the  social  and  politicsl 
condition  of  the  Principality.     He  will 
there  find  it  plainly  stated.     What  I 
now  ask  the  House  is  this.     The  case  is 
so  clear  and  so  unanswerable,  that  I  feel 
I  should  be  trespassing  unfairly  on  the 
time  of  the  House  if  1  were  to  attempt 
to  argue  it  further.     All  I  ask  is  that 
you  should  give  to  Wales  what  you  have 
already  given  to  Scotland  and  Ireland. 
It  has  been  shown  that  in  both  of  thoee 
countries  the  law  has  been  entirely  suc- 
cessful and   satisfactory  to  the  people. 
We  know,  still  further,  that  every  argu- 
ment that  was  urged  when  the  Scotch 
and  Irish  Bills  were  before  the  House 
may  be  urged  even  more  strongly  in  the 
case  of  Wales,  and  that  it  is  impossiUe 
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to  have  a  more  conolusive  case  than  that 
which  has  been  made  out  on  behalf  of 
Wales. 

Mr.  OAEBUTT,  in  supporting  the 
second  reading,  expressed  a  wish  that  it 
might  at  no  remote  date  be  extended  to 
England.  In  Monmouthshire,  part  of 
which  he  represented,  and  which  was 
divided  only  by  a  scientific  frontier  f^om 
Wales,  of  which  it  ought,  in  reality,  to 
form  part,  the  feeling  in  favour  of  Sun- 
day closing  was  very  strong — so  strong, 
in  fact,  that  he  might  say  in  some  re- 
spects his  election  mainly  turned  upon 
it.  He  had  been  requested  to  try  to  get 
their  county  included  in  the  operations 
of  the  Bill ;  and,  if  it  were  possible,  he 
would  certainly  try  to  effect  that  object 
for  the  county  which  was  so  largely 
Welsh. 

Mr.  DALY  said,  it  was  undeniable 
that  the  great  preponderance  of  opinion 
in  Wales  was  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and 
that  a  great  number  of  public  bodies 
were  in  favour  of  it ;  but,  if  the  prin- 
ciple be  admitted  for  Wales,  it  was 
clearly  right  that  it  should  be  admitted 
for  Ireland.  As  large  a  preponderance 
of  Irish  bodies  and  institutions,  in  the 
shape  of  Poor  Law  Boards  and  others, 
and  as  large  a  proportion  of  the  popula- 
tion, were  in  favour  of  Home  Eule  for 
Ireland ;  but  yet  the  Welsh  Members 
invariably,  when  the  topic  came  up  for 
discussion,  continually  voted  against  it. 
He  (Mr.  Daly)  adduced  that  argument 
dmply  to  show  that  if  the  Welsh  Mem- 
bers disregarded  the  opinions  and  feel- 
ing of  the  people  of  Ireland,  when  the 
Welsh  Members  brought  forward  an 
exactly  similar  argument,  it  was  right 
that  they  should  be  so  disregarded  by 
the  Irish  Members.  He  considered  that 
the  principle  of  such  a  Bill  was  danger- 
ous ;  and  it  was  a  fatal  and  dangerous 
principle  to  allow  the  wishes  of  the 
majority  to  exercise  a  tyrannical  infiu- 
enoe  over  the  minority.  There  was  a 
great  difference  between  getting  drunk, 
and  the  reasonable  and  rational  use  of 
drink.  And  if  there  were  publicans  who 
desired  to  close  on  Sunday,  why  did  they 
not  take  out  six-day  licences;  while,  even 
if  the  public-houses  were  opened,  if  the 
people  did  not  wish  to  use  them,  they 
could  keep  away?  Neither  the  publicans, 
nor  the  customers,  however  great  the  pre- 
ponderance of  their  opinion,  had  a  right 
to  override  the  feelings  and  wishes  of 
the  minority.    During  the  last  eight  or 


ten  days  they  had  had  serious  and  angry 
debates  in  the  House  about  the  abne- 
gation of  the  Oath.  Now,  if  the  Welsh 
Members  logically  followed  out  their 
opinions,  they  could  not  vote  for  the 
abnegation  here.  He  believed  the  ma- 
jority of  the  people  of  the  country  were 
against  it.  He  iiad  no  doubt  that  the 
Bill  would  pass ;  but  he  could  not  let 
it  pass  without  recording  his  protest 
against  such  a  dangerous  precedent. 

Mr.  morgan  LLOYD  supported 
the  BiU,  and  reminded  the  previous 
speaker  that  Parliament  had  already 
yielded  to  the  wish  of  Ireland  to  carry 
out  the  very  alterations  in  the  law  which 
was  now  asked  for  by  the  Welsh  people, 
and  supported  by  every  Welsh  Member. 
That  the  feeling  in  favour  of  the  closing 
of  public-houses  was  universal  in  Wales 
was  beyond  all  doubt.  It  was  universal 
not  only  amongst  the  people  of  Welsh 
origin,  but  universal  amongst  people  of 
English  and  Irish  origin  who  were  now 
inhabitants  of  Wales.  The  feeling  was 
as  strong  at  Cardiff  as  it  was  at  Holy- 
head ;  it  was  as  strong  in  the  county  of 
Monmouth  as  it  was  on  the  Welsh  side 
of  the  border.  Even  the  great  majo- 
rity of  the  publicans  in  Wales  were 
favourable  to  the  Bill,  and  the  only 
opposition  to  the  measure  came  from  the 
English  publicans,  under  the  leadership 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bridport(  Mr.  Warton).  That  hon. 
and  learned  Member  said  they  could  not 
have  separate  legislation  for  Wales  dis- 
tinct f^om  England  on  this  question.  But 
had  he  forgotten  that  they  had  separate 
legislation  already,  not  only  for  London 
and  the  Provinces,  but  between  large 
towns  and  small  towns,  and  towns  and 
rural  districts  ?  The  principle  was, 
therefore,  admitted  all  over  the  King- 
dom, and  to  apply  it  to  Wales,  so  far  as 
Sunday  was  concerned,  was  simply  an 
application  of  the  principle  upon  which 
present  Acts  were  founded.  It  was  fur- 
ther objected  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  that  if  the  Welsh  publicans 
were  in  favour  of  the  Bill  they  could 
take  out  six -day  licences — and  keep 
their  houses  closed  without  fresh  legis- 
lation. But  did  not  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  know  that  one  dissen- 
tient could  make  that  impossible  ?  The 
only  other  objection  raised  was  that  it 
was  not  to  the  advantage  of  tourists  who 
went  into  Wales  to  enjoy  the  scenery  to 
find  the  public-houses  closed  on  Sundays, 
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His  answer  to  that  was,  in  the  first  place, 
that  when  tourists  went  to  Wales,  they 
went  there,  not  only  to  enjoy  the  scenery, 
but  also  in  order  to  recruit  their  health ; 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  a  good  thing 
for  them  if  they  were  forced  to  abstain, 
at  all  events  on  one  day  out  of  seven, 
from  all  intoxicating  drinks  in  the 
healthy  and  pure  atmosphere  of  the 
mountains  of  Wales.  Another  answer 
was  this,  that  tourists  in  Wales  might 
enjoy  themselves  very  much  in  the  same 
way  as  those  who  went  to  the  spouse 
moors  in  Scotland.  If  they  could  not 
abstain  for  one  day,  they  might  take  a 
flask  in  their  pocket,  and  they  could  fur- 
ther enjoy  it  with  the  fresh  water  from 
the  brook.  But  there  was  still  another 
answer.  In  the  framing  of  the  present 
Bill  hond  fide  travellers  were  excluded, 
not  in  so  many  words,  but  in  substance, 
because  the  principles  of  the  Act  now  in 
operation  were  to  apply  to  the  Bill,  and 
one  of  those  principles  was  that  during 
the  time  public-houses  were  now  obliged 
to  be  closed  on  Sundays  hond  fide  tra- 
vellers were  allowed  refreshments.  It 
would  be  the  same  if  this  Bill  passed  as 
it  was  framed  at  present,  because  that 
limitation  would  be  introduced  out  of 
the  Acts  that  were  already  in  force.  All 
the  objections,  therefore,  that  were  made 
to  this  Bill  came  to  nothing  at  all.  One 
objection  which  had  been  made  was  that 
the  Welsh  Members  had  refused  to  sup- 
port Home  Rule.  When  it  came  to  the 
question  of  Home  Eule,  then  came  the 
lurther  question  whether  they  should  go 
with  Ireland  or  with  England.  They 
would  consider  that  question  when  it 
came.  At  present  they  were  not  in 
favour  of  Home  Rule ;  but  if  it  was 
shown  that  they  would  be  so  much 
better  off  for  Home  Rule  in  Wales,  they 
were  open  to  conviction.  At  present  they 
remained  unconvinced.  In  Wales  they 
were  cohtent  with  their  union  with  Eng- 
land, and  at  present  were  unwilling  to 
let  Ireland  go.  He  thought  they  were 
entitled,  as  Welshmen,  to  have  this  Bill 
passed,  because  the  Welsh  Members 
were  unanimous  in  their  support  of  it, 
there  not  being  a  single  Welsh  Member 
present  to  object  to  it. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  that  having  taken 
a  great  interest  in  the  drink  question  for 
many  years  past,  and  having  opposed 
Bills  similar  to  that  now  before  the 
House  on  former  occasions,  he  desired 
to  B8LJ  a  few  words  in  reference  to  this 
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measure.  He  thought  that  the  Welsh 
were  entitled  to  great  oredit  for  their 
general  temperance.  He  could  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Carnarvon- 
shire (Mr.  Rathbone)  that  the  arguments 
for  the  Bill  were  the  same  as  those  for 
the  Irish  Sunday  Closing  Bill.  In  that 
case,  a  strong  argument  in  fayour  of 
closing  was  that  there  was  an  immenie 
amount  of  drinking  and  drunkenness  on 
the  Sunday ;  but,  in  the  C€i6e  of  Walei, 
it  was  agreed  that  there  was  little  or  no 
drunkenness  whatever  on  the  Sunday. 
It  amounted,  therefore,  to  this — that  the 
Bill  must  be  regarded  as  a  Sabbataiim 
and  religious  one ;  and,  looking  on  the 
question  from  that  point  of  view,  he 
railed  to  see  what  argument  there  wai, 
however  religious  a  man  might  be,  &r 
precluding  him  from  having  a  glass  of 
beer  on  the  Sunday.  If  the  Bui  ware 
read  a  second  time.  Amendments  would 
have  to  be  introduced  excepting  tiie 
hond  fide  traveller  and  railway-rtaticn 
refreshment-rooms  from  its  operation. 
It  had  been  said  that  the  Irish  and 
Scotch  Bills  had  done  a  neat  deal  to 
diminish  drinking ;  but  his  (Air.  Onslow'i] 
experience  was,  that  if  the  Scotch  peofb 
were  not  allowed  to  drink  on  Sundaji^ 
they  made  up  for  it  on  other  days ;  ud 
he  was  quite  sure  that  it  was  a  grate 
inducement  to  people  to  drink  more  (V 
other  days  when  tbey  were  refused  m« 
thing  to  drink  on  a  particular  day.  & 
failed  to  see  any  necessity  for  a  Bill  d 
that  kind,  and  he  believed  it  to  be  a  BO 
merely  on  the  lines  of  sentimental  hut 
lation ;  and  if  he  could  get  anyone  to  joa 
him  he  should  certainly  divide  the  How 
against  the  Bill. 

Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN :  I  as 
anxious  to  say  a  few  words  on  this  BOl 
before  the  discussion  closes,  not  as  it* 
presenting  the  Government,  but  aa^ 
because  my  name  was  ori&^nally  an.  fli 
back  of  the  measure,  and  because  tti 
constituency  I  represent  feels  a  dif 
and  keen  interest  in  the  matter.  Not, 
the  rejection  of  the  measure  has  iM 
moved  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Memte 
for  Bridport— [Mr.  Warton  :  No,  no!] 
—at  any  rate,  the  hon.  and  learned Ite 
ber  opposed  the  measure  in  a  speoekk 
which  it  soomed  to  me  that  the  chaff  nff 
largely  preponderated  over  the  wfcwi 
But  tlie  non.  and  learned  Member  it  itf 
a  Welsh  Representative,  neither  is  * 
hon.  Memberfor  Guildford  (Mr.  Oiifll0f}i 
nor  do  I  know  that  either  of  thorn  P 
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specially  charged  with  the  duty  of  looking 
aiter  the  interests  of  the  Welsh  people.  J 
see  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bridport,  however,  is  perfectly  impartial 
in  his  opposition  to  the  principle  of  this 
measure,  because,  on  looking  down  the 
Paper,  I  find  that  he  has  visited  with 
the  same    condenmation    the    English 
Sunday  Closing  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Durham  (Mr.  J.  W.  Pease). 
I  therefore  attribute  his  opposition  to 
the  Bill,  not  to  any  particular  prejudice 
against  the  subject  of  this  particular  mea- 
8ure»  but  to  the  possession  of  that  bump 
of  destructiveness  which  induces  him  to 
oppose  any  measure  promoted  from  this 
Bide  of  the  House  which  has  escaped  the 
attention  of  more  pacifically   disposed 
Members.     What  is  the  main  argument 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  ?    It  is 
that  Wales  is  so  completely  merged  in 
Enel&Qd,  that  it  has  no  right  to  any 
pohtioal  identity  of  its  own  ;  he  says  — 
**  You  have  no  right  to  legislate  depart- 
mentally  on  any  Imperial  subject."  But, 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Beaumaris  (Mr.  Morgan  Lloyd)  pointed 
out,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for- 
gets that  we  do  legislate  departmentally 
on  this  very  subject;  because,  on  this 
question  of  the  hours  of  closing  public- 
houses,   we  have  made    one    law    for 
London,  another  for  large  towns  in  the 
Provinces,  and  another  for  rural  dis- 
tricts.   The  argument  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  therefore,  breaks  down 
at  the  very  threshold ;  but  I  am  quite 
prepared  to  meet  him  on  a    broader 
ground.    I  think  it  is  time  that  people 
should  understand  that  in  dealing  with 
Wales  you  are  really  dealing  with  an 
entirely  distinct  nationality ;  a  nation- 
ality more  distinct  than  that  of  the  Scotch 
or  Lish,  because  Wales  is  separated  from 
Sngland  not  merely  by  race  and  by 
g^graphical  boundaries,  but  by  a  barrier 
which  mterposes  at  every  turn  of  life, 
and  than  which  there  is  no  more  dividing 
barrier  which  can  separate  one  people 
firom  another — I  mean  the  barrier  of 
language.    Elnowing,  as  I  do,  how  dis- 
tinct Welsh  opinion  is  on  this  subject 
from  English  opinion,  I  say  you  cannot 
legislate  for  the  one  in  all  respects  as 
you  do  for  the  other,  and  to  assume  that 
you  cati  seems  like  a  piece  of  Constitu- 
tional pedantry.     Public  opinion  on  this 
subject  in  Wales  is  far  more  advanced 
than  it  is  in  England — at  least,  I  should 
oall  it  so.    The  whole  social  and  moral 
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and  religious  atmosphere  of  the  country 
is  quite  different  from  that  of  England, 
and  I  am  only  repeating  the  language 
of  every  Judge  who  has  ever  been  on 
the  Welsh  Circuit  when  I  say  that  crime 
is  almost  unknown ;  if  hon.  Members 
opposite   will   forgive   me  for  the   ex- 

Eression,  I  will  say  it  is  almost  as  un- 
nown  there  as  Conservatism.  An  hon. 
Member  said  the  other  day  that  the 
Welsh  were  a  set  of  ignorant  barbarians 
compared  with  the  English;  and  in 
reply  to  that,  all  I  can  say  is  that  I 
wish  Her  Majesty  had  a  few  more 
of  such  **  ignorant,  barbarian  "  sub- 
iects,  for  I  would  sooner  have  a  sober 
barbarian  than  a  civilized  sot.  The 
people  of  Wales  are  practically  unani- 
mous on  this  question.  The  argu- 
ment against  the  adoption  of  Sunday 
closing  in  England,  of  which  I  have 
always  felt  the  force,  is  that  it  does  not 
do  to  legislate  on  these  matters  touch- 
ing the  licensing  question  ahead  of  pub- 
lic opinion.  As  the  hon.  Member  benind 
me  (Mr.  Bathbone)  has  observed,  it  is 
no  use  passing  a  law  which  is  sure  to  be 
broken.  I  have  always  felt  great  force 
in  that  argument.  It  was  admitted, 
when  the  Irish  Sunday  Closing  Bill  was 
brought  forward,  that  the  strongest 
argument  in  favour  of  it  was  that  a 
preponderating  majority  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  wanted  it.  Well,  what  was 
the  majority  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
that  desired  it  ?  I  think  it  was  some- 
thing like  three  or  four  to  one.  But  in 
the  case  of  this  Welsh  Bill,  the  people 
of  the  country  in  favour  of  it  are  in  the 
proportion  of  30  to  1,  so  that  you  have 
not  only  a  preponderating  majority,  but 
an  absolutely  overwhelming  one.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Warton)  tiims  this  fact  against  us,  and 
says — **  If  you  can  show  that  the  whole 
of  Wales  is  in  favour  of  Sunday  closing, 
it  follows  that  no  one  will  want  to  go  to 
the  public-house  on  Sunday.  And  he 
asks,  why  should  you  pass  legislation  to 
prevent  the  Welsh  people  from  doing  that 
which  they  do  not  want  ?  "  I  srant  that 
that  is  a  specious  argimient ;  but  it  will 
not  hold  water.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  knows  that  the  competition  of 
the  publicans  is  so  keen  that  if  1  out  of 
10  keeps  open  on  Sunday,  all  the  others 
will  be  obliged  do  the  same.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  thing  was  tried  in 
one  of  the  principal  towns  in  my  con- 
stituency.    All  the  publicans^  with  th^ 

3  L 


1763  8aU  of  Intoxicating  Liquwrs  (COMAIONS)      tm  Sunday  (  WkUs)  BiB.    1764 


exception  of  one  or  two,  agreed  to  take 
out  a  six-day  licence.     On  account  of 
the  action  of  the  publicans  who  refused 
to  close  on  the  Sunday,  the  majority 
found  themselves  unable  to  carry  out 
their  own  wishes.    They  really  wished 
to  be  protected  against  themselves,  and 
perhaps  this  accounts  for  the  peculiar 
fact  that  in  Wales  a  considerable  sup- 
port of  this  measure  comes  from  the 
publicans  themselves ;  they  are  the  per- 
sons who   are  urging  you,   as   far  as 
you  can,  to  pass  this  Bill.     The  appeal 
which  has  been  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow),  I  will 
not  say  on  behalf  of  England,  against 
this  Bill,  is  entirely  unsupported  from 
Wales.  It  is  well  known  what  the  result 
of  the  Irish  Bill  has  been;   Judges, 
magistrates,  police  constables,  ministers 
of  all  denominations — Protestants,  Ca- 
tholics, and  Presbyterians— all  unite  in 
sajdng  that  the  passing  of  that  Act  has 
been  of  great   benefit  to  Ireland.     At 
any  rate,  I  think  if  there  were  not  a 
good  deal  of  reason  for  the  passing  of 
this  measure,  you  would  not  find  such  a 
universal  consensus  of  public  opinion  in 
favour  of  it.     People,  as  a  general  rule, 
are  not  so  unanimous  in  favour  of  a  Bill 
that  is  not  wanted.     Welshmen  see  the 
good  that  will  ensue  if  the  present  Bill 
IS  passed ;  they  say  you  have  passed  a 
similar  BiU  for  Ireland  and  Scotland, 
why  not  mete  out  the  same  measure  of 
justice  to  us  ?    And  I  must  say,  before 
sitting  down,  that  it  seems  to  me  this 
Sunday  question  is  in  a  very  abnormal 
and  strange  position.    You  do  not  allow 
by  your  laws  any  place  of  recreation  or 
instruction,   however    harmless,   to    be 
opened  for  one  single  hour  on  Sunday, 
and  yet  you  will  «3low,  at  the  corner 
of  every  street,   a  gin-palace  to  open 
its   door   and   invite   people  to   enter; 
Tou  will    not  allow    the    fountain    of 
knowledge  to  play  for  one  moment  on 
Sunday;  but  you  allow  the  fountains 
of  beer  to  play  from  noon  until  night. 
A  French  humourist  has  said  that  in 
England  the  only  two  places  of  public 
resort    open  on    the  Sunday  are    the 
church    and    the    g^n-palace;    and  he 
added,    somewhat    cynically,    that    he 
thought  the  devil  drove  the  better  trade 
of  the  two.     In  conclusion,  I  ask  the 
House  not  to  be  influenced  in  coming 
to  a  decision  on  this  subject  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  can  know  nothing  and 
do  know  nothing  of  the  merits  of  the 
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case.  I  ask  you  to  give  the  people  of 
Wales  a  boon  which  is  demanded  by 
nearly  the  whole  of  the  inhabitants,  and 
which  is  supported  by  almost  every 
single  Welsh  Member  in  the  House. 

Mr.  C.  H.  JAMES  said,  the  feelings 
of  the  constituencies  in  North  Wales 
had  so  far  been  spoken  to  by  Bepresen- 
tatives  from  that  part  of  the  Prind- 
pality;    but,   as    representing  a  large 
borough  in  South  Wales,  he  wished  to 
say  the  feeling  in  favour  of  the  Bill  was 
unanimous  in  Wales,  and   the  proper 
observance  of  Sunday  was  a  thing  which 
ought  to  be  fostered  and  not  discouraged. 
The  Welsh  people  filled  the  chapels,  and, 
in  many  instances,  the  churches,  on  Sun- 
days, whilst  their  g^ols  were  half  empty. 
Of  that  thev  had  reason  to  be  proud, 
and  it  was  because  they  desired  to  ex- 
tend the  general  observance  of  the  day 
that  they  wished  the  Bill  to  become  law. 
As  to  the  refreshment-room  question,  the 
local  railways  were  not  used  on  Sundays, 
and  the  feeling  was  decidedly  against 
Sunday  travelling.     That  being  so,  ths 
refreshment-rooms  need  not  trouble  anv 
hon.  Member.    He  should  not  say  mo^ 
more,  for  the  subject  seemed  thrashed 
out.     Nine-tenths  of   his  constituents 
were,   so  to  speak,  hot  that  the  Bill 
should  pass ;  and  he  hoped  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  would  not  stand  in  the  way 
of  the  Welsh  people  gettine  what  they 
wanted.    They  wanted  to  take  away  the 
temptation    from    the  working  people 
on  Sunday ;  and  as  to  the  bond  fid$  tra- 
veller, he  was  carefully  provided  for  by 
a  special  clause  in  the  Bill. 

Mr.  O'SULUYAN  said,  he  felt  bound 
to  oppose  the  Bill,  not  because  it  was 
a  Welsh  Bill,  but  because  it  was  dasi 
legislation  of  the  worst  kind.     The  hon. 
Member  who  moved  the  second  reading 
(Mr.   Roberts)   spoke  of   the  Petition! 
which  had  been  presented  in  favour  of 
it ;  but  he  (Mr.  O'Sullivan)  wished  to 
remind  the  House  that  little  relianot 
could  be  placed  on  Petitions.    In  th« 
case  of  the  Irish  Sunday  Closing  Act 
many  Petitions  were  presented ;  but,  on 
examining  them,  it  was  found  they  were 
signed  by  persons  who  never  used  the 
public-houses,  and  who  would  not  suffsr 
any  inconvenience  if  public-houses  weit 
closed  on  every  day  in  the  week.    H« 
had  the  suspicion  that  this  would  h« 
found  to  be  the  case  in  the  present  in- 
stance.    If   the  hon.   Gentlemen  who 
were  promoting  the  BiU  would  oonssit 
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to  the  opening  of  the  public-houses  in 
Wales  for  two  hours  on  the  Sunday — 
say  from  2  o'clock  to  4 — he  would 
withdraw  his  opposition  to  the  Bill. 
It  was  unfair  that  even  for  one  day  of 
the  week  the  only  refreshment  houses 
for  the  working  classes  should  be  closed. 
It  was  stated  that  all  the  people  were  in 
favour  of  the  measure ;  but  they  must 
not  forget  that  this  was  a  working  man's 
question.  It  was  not  a  publican's  ques- 
tion or  a  Member's  question ;  and  it  was 
well  known  that  the  working  classes  in 
Wales,  having  no  votes,  had  no  influence 
in  that  House.  ["Oh,  oh!"]  Well, 
the  interest  of  hon.  Members  was  senti- 
mental and  not  practical.  This  was  a 
Bill  which  affected  the  working  classes, 
and  it  was  very  wrong  that  public-houses 
should  be  closed  altogether  one  day  in 
the  week.  He  doubted  whether,  when 
the  franchise  was  extended  to  the  work- 
ing classes  in  the  country,  a  Sunday 
Closing  Bill  would  pass  in  a  hurry  for 
either  England,  Wales,  Ireland,  or  Scot- 
land. It  was  absurd  to  say  the  publicans 
were  anxious  for  the  Bill,  because  if  they 
did  not  wish  to  open  on  Sunday  they 
oould  get  a  six-day  licence.  He  should 
vote  againt  the  BUI. 

Mb.  BLAKFj  said,  that  as  one  who 
took  an  active  part  in  passing  the  Sun- 
day Closing  Bill  in  Ireland,  and  who 
made  every  effort  to  enlist  public  opinion 
ontside  the  House  in  favour  of  the 
movement,  he  hoped  he  might  be  per- 
mitted to  say  a  few  words  in  support  of 
the  measure,  and '  to  point  out  what  he 
oonsidered  the  very  great  advantages 
which  had  resulted  from  Sunday  closing 
in  Ireland.  His  hon.  Friends  the  Mem- 
bers for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Daly)  and 
Limerick  County  (Mr.  O'SuUivan)  had 
spoken  against  the  measure.  He  be- 
lieved that  both  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
were  thoroughly  candid,  and,  if  appealed 
to  in  that  House,  he  expected,  not- 
withstanding their  opposition  to  inter- 
ference with  the  liquor  traffic,  would 
•ay  that  Sunday  closing  in  Ireland  had 
been  productive  of  the  most  beneficial 
results.  He  was  glad  that  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  did  not  dissent.  [Mr.  Dalt 
dissented.]  No  ;  he  was  mistaken.  He 
saw  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City  dis- 
sented ;  he  trusted  before  he  had  done  to 
make  a  convert  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
for  he  would  state  some  figures  which 
he  was  sure  his  hon.  Friend  would 
candidly  accept  as  accurate,  and,  if  he 


did  so,  he  could  not  deny  the  benefits 
of  Sunday  closing.  His  hon.  Friend 
represented  a  city  that  was  the  most 
distinguished  in  Ireland  for  the  manu- 
facture aud  consumption  of  whisky  ; 
and  it  was  only  just  to  say  that  Cork 
whisky  was  the  best  in  Ireland.  Some 
time  ago,  he  (Mr.  Blako)  visited  the 
Island  of  Innisthraul,  off  the  coast  of 
Donegal,  in  an  official  capacity.  On 
inquiring  from  a  policeman  as  to  how 
they  occupied  themselves  in  so  sterile  a 
spot,  he  informed  him  that  the  people 
there  spent  half  their  time  in  making 
whisky  and  the  other  half  in  drinking 
it.  He  did  not  know  whether  that  could 
be  said  of  Cork ;  but  it  was  a  fact  that 
the  most  extensive  manufacture  in  Cork 
was  that  of  whisky  ;  and,  by  the  Return 
he  had  in  his  hand,  it  seemed  to  be  in- 
creasing largely  in  consumption  in  that 
city  also,  and  so  the  increase  of  drunken- 
ness was,  too,  judging  by  the  police  Re- 
turns of  arrests,  which  were  tremendous. 
Those  Returns  showed  that  in  1878  in 
Cork  City  the  number  of  arrests  for 
drunkenness  was  3,740,  and  in  1879, 
4,508,  showing  an  increase  of  768. 
Drinking  appeared  to  be  increasing  in 
the  city  of  Cork  from  a  date  previous  to 
1878.  It  seemed  difficult  to  account  for 
that  unless  the  Report  of  the  Association 
for  the  Prevention  of  Intemperance  truly 
stated — **  From  being  the  Mecca  of  tem- 
perance, Cork  has  passed  to  be  one  of 
the  strongholds  of  the  drink  party." 
That  was,  indeed,  a  sad  change  for  a  city 
which  was  the  scene  of  thefirst  and  great- 
est efforts  of  the  Apoetle  of  Temperance 
(Father  Mathew).  No  voice  was  raised 
in  this  House  to  sustain  a  cause  in  which 
Cork,  in  better  days,  took  the  foremost 
place.  The  reduction  in  the  amount 
realized  by  the  sale  of  drink  since  the 
Sunday  Closing  Bill  was  passed,  com- 
paring 1878  with  1879,  was  £1,576,634, 
the  latter  being  the  first  entire  year  after 
the  passing  of  the  Act.  The  spirits  for 
home  consumption  were  less  in  the  first 
three  months  of  1880,  as  compared  with 
the  first  three  months  of  1 879,  by  500,000 
gallons,  and  the  consumption  of  beer 
was  less  by  a  much  greater  amount. 
The  arrests  for  drunkenness  in  Ireland 
were  nearly  9,000  less  in  1879,  as  com- 
pared with  1878;  the  arrests  for  drunken- 
ness on  Sundays  in  1878  numhored 
107,723,  and  in  1879  they  were  only 
99,021,  which  represented  a  reduction 
of  as  much  as  8,702  as  compared  with 
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the  previous  year.    The  late  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Mr.  Bedmond),  who 
took  a  deep  interest  in  the  temperance 
cause  in  Ireland,  and  whose  son,  he 
(Mr.  Blake)  was  glad  to  say,  was  follow- 
iog  in  his  father's  footsteps,  moved  for 
a  Ketum  showing  the  effect  of  the  seven 
and  the  five  hours'  sale  in  the  exempted 
cities  in  Ireland.     In  1877  and  1878,  in 
the  five  cities  exempted  from  the  Act, 
there  were  2,820  arrests,  and  then  the 
seven  hours'  sale  on  the  Sunday  was  in 
operation  ;  but  in  the  same  cities,  when 
the  five  hours'  sale  was  in  operation, 
the  arrests  numbered  2,132,  showing  a 
reduction  of  25  per  cent.     When  the 
Sunday  Closing  Bill  was  introduced,  the 
most  evil  effects  were  prognosticated. 
It  was  said  there  would  be  riots  and 
disorder  all  over  Ireland  the  moment 
the  key  was  turned  on  the  publican's 
look.    Everyone    knew  what  attempts 
were  made  to  frighten  Parliament  in 
this  way.     This  prediction  proved  to  be 
utterly  groun  dless.     Sunday  closing  had 
not  been  responsible  for  a  single  breach 
of  the  peace.     On  the  contrary,  Jud^e 
after  Judge  at  the  Assizes,  and  in  the 
minor  Courts  in  Ireland,  referred  to  its 
beneficial  effects,  and  attributed  the  de- 
crease in  assaults  and  other  descriptions 
of  offences  to  Sunday  closing.     Five 
cities  in  Ireland  were  exempted  from  the 
Act.     One  of  these  cities — Waterford — 
he  (Mr.  Blake)  formerly  represented, 
and  it  was  one  of  the  proudest  circum- 
stances of  his  life  that  he  fought  the 
Sublio-house  interest  in  that  city  and 
efeated  it,  taking  his  stand  on  Sunday 
closing  and  the  Permissive  Bill.  For  the 
bond  fide  travellers'  clause  he  could  speak 
from  experience,  because  he  happened  to 
be  the  head  landlord  of  two  pubuc-houses 
which,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  were  doing 
what  was  called  a  roaring  trade  with  bond 
fide  travellers.  The  houses  were  situated 
six  miles  from  Waterford,  and,  under 
the  law,  they  were  able  to  g^ve  drink  to 
bond  fide  travellers.    Bond  fide  travelling 
consisted  in  travelling  from  Waterford 
to  the  place  where  they  could  get  drink 
if  they  pleased  and  returning.     He  was 
like  some  other  landlords  m  Ireland, 
imable  to  get  any  rent,  although  they 
were  doing  a  good  business.   He  hopea, 
however,  to  get  possession  of  the  houses 
by  law,  and  to  convert  them  into  coffee 
palaces.     Drink  was  the  neatest  curse 
of  Ireland,  and  it  was  a  blessing  to  his 
oountry  to  dose  the  publio-houjies  for 

Mr.  Blako 


even  one  day  in  the  week.    He  hoped 
they  would  eventually  be  dosed  for  aevan 
days  in  the  week,  and  then  the  ad- 
vantages arising  from  closing  would  be 
seven-fold.     His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick  (Mr.  O'Sullivan)  had 
spoken  of  this  as  class  legislation,  and 
had  characterized  the  dosing  of  the  only 
resort  of  the  majority  of  the  population 
as  a  coercive  measure.  It  was,  so  far  as  a 
dass  required  it.     He  (Mr.  Blake)  was 
lately  in  America,  where  there  were  as 
many  as  16,000,000  of  Irish  blood.    He 
was  sorry  to  say  that  many  of  his  oonntiy- 
men  in  America  were  just  as  distin- 
guished for  drinking  as  many  of  the 
Irish  were  at  home ;  and  more  than  one 
Bishop  in  America  told  him  that  drink- 
ing was  one  of  the  leading  causes  against 
the  progress  of  the  Irish  in  America. 
Some  of  them  had  said  that  if  the  Irish 
could  only  be  temperate  they  oould  rale 
America.    In  the    several    districts  of 
America  where  local  option  was  in  opera- 
tion, the  Irish  formed  a  vexr  important 
portion  of  the  inhabitants.    He  had  had 
opportunities  of  speaking  to  hundreds  of 
them ;  and  after  prohibition  took  plaM 
they  became  amonest  the  most  thriving 
and  respectable    citizens    in    America. 
What  occurred  in  the  North- West  Ter- 
ritory of  British  Canada  ?    It  was  abont 
the  coldest  place  in  the  world,  for  itwu 
55  degrees  below  zero ;  at  certain  times 
actuaUy    5  degrees    below    the  Arctie 
Beg^ons.     Drunkenness  was  predomi* 
nant  there  at    one  time — the  settleri 
drank,  the  Hudson's  Bay  hunters  and 
agents  drank,  and  the  half-castes  and 
Bed  Indians  drank.     In  order  to  protect 
themselves    against    themselves,    they 
passed  a  FroMbitory  Bill,  and  the  con- 
sequence was  that  drink  was  entirdj 
preduded  from  the  whole  of  the  North- 
West  Territory.    Some  medical  men  ar- 
gued that,  in  so  cold  a  region  in  winter, 
some  drink  was  necessary.  Local  option 
had  been  some  years  in  operation,  and 
physidans  told  him  that  on  no  acconnt 
would  they  reoonmiend  a  re-intiroduction 
of  drink;  and  that,  save  in  very  rare 
instances,  had  they  ordered  even  wine 
for  their  patients.     The  people  of  Mani- 
toba had  petitioned  to  be  joined  to  tlM 
North- West  Territory;    but  the  latter 
would  not  consent,  unless  Manitoba  alio 
gave  up  drink,  which  it  was  about  to  ^ 
So  much  for  the  necessity  of  drink  ia 
cold  countries.     What  oooorred  when 
drink  was  used  under   damp  drcinft- 


1 7  69  Sah  of  Intoxicating  Liquor$  \  May  4,  1 88 1 J      on  Sunday  (  WqUm)  BiU.     1770 


stances?  Sir  John  Coode,  when  making 
the  breakwater  at  Portland,  had  to  em- 
ploy some  hundreds  of  men,  and  a  great 
portion  of  the  skilled  artizans  had  to 
work  under  water.  One-half  of  them 
were  moderate  drinkers.  He  induced 
some  hundreds  of  them  to  become  tee- 
totallers ;  and  his  experience,  which  ex- 
tended over  several  years,  was  that  total 
abstainers,  in  point  of  endurance  and 
health,  far  excelled  even  the  moderate 
drinkers.  He  cordially  congratulated 
the  Members  for  Wales  upon  their  una- 
nimity in  this  matter,  and  especially  on 
their  having  no  exemption  in  the  Bill 
as  regarded  particular  towns.  No  mat- 
ter what  might  be  said  to  the  contrary, 
if  the  figures  which  had  been  given  to 
the  House  were  true,  he  challenged  his 
hon.  Friends  to  say  that  the  passing  of 
the  Bill  for  Ireland  had  not  been  pro- 
ductive of  enormous  advantages.  When 
Ireland  was  temperate  in  other  years  it 
was  the  brightest  period  of  her  history ; 
and  with  a  return  of  drunkenness  the 
&;reate8t  misfortunes  had  followed.  It 
had  been  urged  before,  and  probably 
would  be  urged  again,  that  one  of  the 
reasons  why  drunkenness  had  so  con- 
siderably decreased  in  Ireland  within 
the  last  two  years  was  on  account  of  the 
distress  —  that  the  people  were  not 
placed  in  as  favourable  circumstances  for 
getting  drink  as  they  were  formerly. 
But  the  facts  of  the  case  did  not  bear 
out  that  view.  Ghreat  distress  existed  in 
1879 ;  butin  the  most  distressed  districts 
the  decrease  of  drunkenness  was  least. 
Where  there  was  little  distress  the  people 
were  the  most  temperate.  Where  the 
greatest  distress  occurred  in  Ireland, 
there  had  not  only  been  the  greatest 
amount  of  drunkenness,  but  also  the 
largest  number  of  outrages,  and  his 
theory  upon  the  matter  was  that  the  un- 
fortunate people  who  perpetrated  them 
before  they  md  so  often  got  drunk.  In 
1848,  when  the  distress  was  greater  in 
Ireland  than  had  ever  been  the  case 
either  before  or  since,  the  same  thing 
occurred ;  the  consumption  of  drink  in- 
creased where  the  distress  was  heaviest, 
and  in  the  districts  where  drunkenness 
increased  the  largest  number  of  out- 
rages were  committed.  He  was  happy 
to  see  that  there  was  every  prospect  of 
the  passing  of  the  present  ^ill.  If  it 
did  not,  it  would  certainly  be  a  very 
great  reproach  to  the  House.  He  could 
not  understand  why  they  should  hesitate 


to  pass  for  Wales  what  had  proved  to 
be  so  highly  beneficial  for  Scotland  and 
Ireland.  Seeing  that  there  was  such  an 
amount  of  imanimity  among  the  Welsh 
Members,  and  that  they  were  supported 
by  the  strong  feeling  of  their  consti- 
tuents, he  trusted  that  the  present  mea- 
sure would  prove  to  be  only  the  fore- 
runner of  total  closing  in  Wales,  and 
which  he  hoped,  for  the  sake  of  the  mo- 
rality, happiness,  and  progress  of  the 
people,  would  soon  be  the  case  in  the 
whole  of  the  Three  Kingdoms. 

Dk.  KINNEAE,  in  supporting  the 
Bill,  said,  that  the  tabulated  results 
showed  that  during  the  past  two  years 
there  had  been  a  marked  reduction  in 
the  consumption  of  intoxicating  liquor 
in  Ireland  amounting  to  close  upon 
£2,000,000.  During  that  time  there 
had  been  a  decrease  in  the  drimken  ar- 
rests amounting  to  close  upon  20,000. 
There  had  also  been  a  reduction  in  the 
number  of  Sunday  arrests  for  drunken- 
ness amounting  to  70  per  cent.  The 
value  of  this  result  was  enhanced  by  the 
fact  that  the  past  two  years  had  been  a 
period  of  exceptional  excitement. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  will  not  detain 
the  House  many  minutes  with  what  ob- 
servations T  have  to  bring  forward.  The 
debate  on  this  Bill  has  now  proceeded 
for  some  time.  Only  a  few  hon.  Mem- 
bers have  expressed  their  views  adverse 
to  the  Bill,  and  I  have  one  or  two  re- 
marks to  make  upon  the  question.  In 
the  first  place,  I  have*  to  remark  that  not 
one  of  the  speeches  in  opposition  to  the 
Bill  has  proceeded  from  non.  Members 
representing  Wales ;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  those  who  dissent  from  it  have 
not  said  much  that  could  influence  the 
House  in  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  nor 
have  they  made  any  Motion  for  its  rejec- 
tion. They  have,  apparently,  not  thought 
it  worth  while  or  prudent  to  focus  or 
place  on  record  whatever  adverse  feel- 
ing there  may  be  to  be  obtained  against 
it.  Undoubtedly,  those  two  circum- 
stances are  a  matter  of  great  encourage- 
ment to  those  who  have  brought  on,  and 
are  now  pressing  forward,  the  Bill.  I 
apprehend  that  there  is  no  single  Welsh 
Member  who  would  wish,  or  if  there  be  any 
single  Welsh  Member  who  would  wish, 
there  is,  I  suspect,  no  Welsh  Member 
who  would  venture  to  give  his  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill  in  a  practical  shape.  I 
am  not  a  Welsh  Member  ;  but  I  am  a 
resident  within  the  borders  of  Wales,  and 


1771  SaU  of  Intoxicating  Ziquors  [OOMMONS)     on  Sunday  (  FUm)  BOL     1772 


the  question,  therefore,  addresses  itself  to 
me  as  one  of  particular  interest.  Now,  I 
am  not  at  all  disposed,  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind,  to  p^ive  too  great  scope  to  my  own 

Personal  leanings  or  preferences.    When 
am  asked  to  say  whether  public-houses 
should  be  closed  upon  Sunday  in  one  or 
another  part  of  the  countrj',  my  reply 
would  be,  in  the  first  place,  that  I  do 
not  think  the  question  ought  to  be  de- 
cided according  to  any  individual  pre- 
ferences.    It  appears  to  mo  that  this  is 
eminently  a  question  on  which  the  feel- 
ing of  one  of  the  groat  sections  of  the 
country  may  be  well  ascertained ;  and 
when  tested  by  an  experience  of  some 
length  of  time,   when   placed  entirely 
beyond  doubt  by  sufficient  evidence,  it 
ought  to  command  the  greatest  atten- 
tion, and,  I  would  even  say,  a  willing 
assent  in  this   House.      That  was  so, 
many  years  ago,  in  the  case  of  Scotland ; 
and  no  one,  I  think,  ventured  in  the  case 
of  Scotland  seriously  to  oppose  what  in- 
fluence or  inspirations  could  be  drawn 
from  any  other  portion  of  the  country  to 
the  granting  of  the  boon  Scotland  asked 
for.      We   then     were   engaged  for  a 
length  of  time  in  a  controversy  on  the 
case  of  Ireland  ;  and  then  the  same  con- 
siderations were  urged    by  those  who 
supported  the  measure  for  closing  pub- 
lic-houses on  Sunday  in  Ireland,   that 
the  sentiment  of  the  country  was  per- 
fectly ascertained  and  established,  and 
that,  being  established,  it  ought  to  be 
assented  to  by  Parliament.     In  the  case 
of  Ireland,  however,  there  was  this  great 
difference  from  the  present  case — that 
there  were  a  certain  number  of  the  Irish 
Bepresentatives    who    had    maintained 
stoutly  and  persistently  in  their  places 
that  the  true  feeling  of  the  Irish  people 
had  not  been  expressed,  and  that  it  was, 
to  a  considerable  extent,  adverse  to  the 
Bill.    On  that  grouud,  and,  undoubtedly, 
in  consf^quence  of  their  exertions,  assisted 
by   influence   borrowed  to  a  great  ex- 
tent from  England,  a  very  obstinate  or 
resolute — I  do  not  wish  to  use  a  word 
with   an   invidious  meaning — resistance 
was  ofi'ered  to  the  Bill ;  but  stiU,  upon 
the  whole,  Parliament  assented  to  the 
Bill,  and  Parliament,  I  think,  assented 
to  it  under  the  influence  of  a  general 
genuine  pressure  of  Irish  opinion,  and 
not  in  deference  to  any  merely  theoreti- 
cal view,  or  sectional  movement  apart 
from  the   public    opinion    of   Ireland. 
Well,  we  have  just  heard  from  my  hon. 

Mr,  Gladstone 


Friend  behind  me  (Dr.  Kinnear),  and 
we  have  heard  on  yarious  occasions  and 
in  various  forms,  accounts  which,  I  must 
say,  have  been  eminently  consolatory 
and  satisfactory  to  its  promoters,  with 
regard  to  the  working  of  that  measom 
in  Ireland.  Encouraged  by  what  hM 
happened  ia  that  case,  the  people  of 
Wales  have  brought  forward  their  Bill 
The  case  of  Wales  is  somewhat  peculiir. 
Undoubtedly,  it  has  not  in  the  ntst 
been  the  habit  of  Parliament  to  looi  to 
Welsh  opinion  or  to  Welsh  interests  m 
a  distinct,  independent  factor  in  the 
Constitution  of  this  country,  as  it  hai 
been  in  regard  to  England  and  Ireland. 
Wales  has  been  regarded  as  in  a  ck)Mr 
relation  to  ourselves  than  either  Scot- 
land or  Ireland.  But  I  am  bound  to  uy 
that  it  appears  to  me  that  we  have 
pushed  these  considerations  too  far.  On 
many  subjects,  in  my  opinion,  there  hat 
been  a  great  deal  of  occasion  for  com- 
plaint ;  on  one  subject,  in  particular,  the 
treatment  of  Wales  was  almost  a  bar- 
barous treatment,  and  that  subject  wai 
the  mode  in  which  the  patronage  of  the 
Welsh  Church  Establishment  was  ad- 
ministered. In  that  matter,  English 
ideas  and  English  views  were  allowed 
completely  to  override  the  wishes  and 
the  interests  of  the  whole  people  of 
Wales.  The  Services  of  the  Church  in 
Wales  were  administered,  for  the  moit 
part,  in  a  foreign  tongue  ;  the  Bishopi 
who  superintended  the  action  of  the 
Church,  in  most  instances,  could  not 
speak  in  Welsh  even  the  words  of  the 
Confirmation  Service  which  they  had  to 
administer  to  the  people  of  the  oountiy; 
and  that  was  an  example  of  the  length 
to  which  English  ideas  were  pushed  and 
forced  upon  the  people.  I  am  not  gtnng 
to  set  up  an  extravagant  theory  of 
nationality  with  regard  to  either  Waleti 
Ireland,  or  Scotland ;  but  this  I  will 
say — that  where  there  is  a  distinctly 
formed  Welsh  opinion,  as  in  the  preeent 
case,  upon  a  given  subject  which  affect! 
Wales  alone,  and  the  acceptance  of 
which  does  not  entail  any  public  danger 
or  public  inconvenience  to  the  rest  of  the 
Empire,  I  know  no  reason  why  a  re- 
spectful regard  should  not  be  paid  to 
that  opinion.  Now,  this  is  a  quei- 
tion  with  regard  to  which  it  appeait 
to  me  to  be  eminently  right  and  ft 
that  the  desire  of  the  Woish  ahouU 
be  kindly  entertained  by  Parliameat 
For  this,  after  all,  is  not  a  question  of 
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Constitutional,  of  political,  or  of  Parlia- 
mentary control ;  it  is  not  a  question  of 
Home  Eule  and  the  disintegration  of  the 
Empire  which  some  hon.  Gentlemen  see 
as  treading  in  the  steps  of  Home  Rule ; 
it  is  a  question  of  police ;  and  being  a 
question  of  police,  it  is  also  a  question 
in  which,  on  grounds  of  policy,  Parlia- 
ment itself  has  seen  fit  to  distinguish  be- 
tween different  portions  of  the  country, 
not  only  at  first  between  Scotland  and 
the  rest  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
afterwards  between  England  and  Ire- 
land, but  also  between  different  parts  of 
England,  according  as  the  population  is 
aggfcgt^ted  together  in  large  towns,  or 
as  it  is  dispersed  over  rural  districts. 
And,  moreover,  I  must  point  out  that  the 
argument  may  be  even  carried  a  little 
further.  There  is  an  energetic  Party  in 
this  House  who  are  disposed  to  carry 
over,  bodily,  in  the  most  unlimited  man- 
ner,' the  whole  discretion  as  to  the  having 
houses  for  the  sale  of  spirituous  and 
strong  liquors  at  all  into  the  hands  of 
the  local  community.  Even  a  very  great 
number  of  those  who  do  not  go  the  whole 
length  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Carlisle  (8ir  Wilfrid  Lawson),  yet 
are  of  opinion  that  the  local  principle 
ought  to  be  admitted  to  a  very  consider- 
able extent;  so  that  when,  for  example, 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  now  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain), 
made  a  proposal,  really  on  the  part  of 
the  town  of  Birmingham,  to  grant  to 
Municipal  Corporations  great  powers 
with  respect  to  the  consumption  of  or 
traffic  in  spirituous  liquors,  there  were 
very  many,  although  not  a  majority,  in 
this  House  thought  that  a  principle  of 
that  kind  might  be  justly  introduced 
into  our  law.  I  mention  all  this  simply 
in  illustration  of  the  general  proposition 
that  this  is  a  question  in  which,  within 
due  limits,  local  opinion  may  safely  be 
allowed  to  have  a  very  considerable 
weight;  and,  if  so,  I  may  join  with 
that  the  modest  claim  on  the  part  of 
Wales.  Wales  is,  after  all,  a  country 
with  a  people  of  its  own,  with  a  language 
of  its  own,  with  traditions  of  its  own, 
with  feelings  of  its  own,  and  with 
especially  religious  feelings  and  associa- 
tions of  its  own.  And  undoubtedly  it  is 
the  religion  of  Wales  which  must  be 
admitted  to  be  prevailing  in  nineteen- 
twentieths  of  the  parishes  of  Wales ; 
and  it  is  the  religious  associations  of  the 
people  of  Wales  which  very  consider- 


ably enter  into  the  general  frame  of  opi- 
nion which  has  called  forth  this  Bill.     I 
I  do  not  think,  therefore,  that  in  a  ques- 
tion of  this  kind  it  is  too  much  to  say 
that  the  House  would  do  well  to  give 
kindly  attention  to  the  wish  which  is 
almost  unanimously  entertained  by  the 
people  of  Wales  in  this  matter.     Do  not 
let  it  be  thought  by  those   who    are 
alarmed  at  the  idea  of  the  introduction 
of  this  question  into  England  that  the 
question  for  England  will  ever  be  de- 
cided one  way  or  the  other,  or  sensibly  in- 
fluenced by  the  fact  of  what  we  may  do 
in  Wales.     The  question,  when  it  comes 
to  be  decided  for  England  under  the  Bill 
which  is  already  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  will  have  to  be  decided  in  refer- 
ence to  the  state  of  public  opinion  in 
England.      The  essential  condition,  in 
my  opinion,  for  the  passage  of  any  such 
Bill  is  that  public  opinion  should  have 
attained  a  very  decided  state  as  to  its 
wisdom  or  propriety.    It  would  not  be 
fair,  for  example,  in  a  case  of  this  kind, 
to  override  the  wishes  of  a  very  sensible 
minority.     If  a  change  of  this  kind  is 
introduced  into  the  law,  that  ought  only 
to  be  done  upon  the  recognition  of  some- 
thing which  approaches  to  a  unanimity 
of  feeling  in  the  community  to  which 
it  is  to  be  applied.     It  ought  not  to  be 
done,  at  any  rate,  by  the  mere  triumph 
of  a  majority  over  a  minority.     I  give 
no  opinion,  therefore,  upon  the  question 
with  respect  to  England,  except  this — 
that  I  am   sure  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Stevenson)  will  not  succeed  in  inducing 
the  House  to  adopt  the  Bill  which  he 
has  introduced,   unless  he   is  able    to 
prove  such  a  state  of  public  opinion  as 
constitutes  a    demand.     The  state    of 
public  opinion  in  Wales  undeniably,  I 
think,  has  reached  such  a  state  of  matu- 
rity as  to  leave  no  doubt  at  all  about 
the  matter.  I  cannot  conceive  any  asser- 
tion of  any  kind  that  can  be  made  safely 
with  regard  to  Wales,  if  we  may  not 
make  the  assertion  that  it  is  the  earnest 
desire  of  the  people  of  Wales,  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  country,  in  the  interest  of  the 
population,  in  the  interest  of  the  fathers 
of  families  in  Wales,  that  this  Bill  should 
be  passed.     The  Welsh,  as  far  as  I  have 
ever  had  the   means    of  judging,   are 
upon  the  whole,  and  especially  as  you 
come  among  the  poor  Welsh,   a  yeiy 
sober  people.    You  may  say  that  if  they 
are  a  very  sober  people  they  are  the 
loss  in  need  of  this  Bill ;  yes,  that  may 
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be  true.  But  is  that  a  reason  why  the 
Bill  should  not  be  passed  ?  Is  there  no 
fiuch  thinjz  as  the  temptation  to  drunken- 
ness? If  the  condition  of  the  people 
with  regard  to  the  use  of  spirituous 
liquors  has  been  improved  up  to  such  a 
point  that  the  people,  almost  without 
exception,  are  desirous  to  set  aside  this 
teihptation,  would  it  not  be  a  cruel  thing 
on  the  part  of  Parliament  if  we,  on  the 
inyitation  of  hon.  Members  who  do  not 
represent  Wales,  and  have  no  title  to 
speak  on  its  behalf,  were  to  refuse  to  set 
that  temptation  aside  ?  I  hope  that  this 
Bill  may  proceed  to  its  second  reading 
without  diyision.  If  there  were  a  divi- 
sion, I  feel  confident  it  would  be  accepted 
by  an  overwhelming  majority  of  the 
House ;  and  I  further  hope  that  after  it 
has  passed  the  second  reading,  if  it  be 
found  that  there  is  no  material  change 
in  its  scope,  there  will  be  no  disposition 
on  the  part  of  any  hon.  Members  who 
may  object  to  the  Bill  to  seek  oppor- 
tunities of  obstructing  its  progress 
through  the  Forms  of  the  House  in  the 
present  state  of  Public  Business,  and 
that  they  will  honourably  and  kindly 
allow  it  to  pass  forward  to  take  its  place 
in  the  Statute  Book. 

Mb.  HUSSEY  VIVIAN :  I  will  not 
detain  the  House ;  but,  after  what  has 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister,  I  feel  I  must  say 
that  now  that  this  Bill  has  been  intro- 
duced, Her  Majesty's  Government  should 
give  us  assistance  in  passing  it  through 
this  Session.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  recommended  the  House  to  re- 
ceive the  measure  with  kind  considera- 
tion. I  trust  that  it  will  do  so  ;  but  in 
the  event  of  any  obstruction  being 
offered — and  we  know  how  difficult  it  is, 
under  the  present  Bules  of  the  House, 
for  private  Members  to  carry  Bills 
through — I  hope  we  shall  in  this  case 
receive  the  support  and  assistance  of  the 
Government.  Nothing  could  be  stronger 
than  that  which  has  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  has  said  that 
to  deny  this  Bill  to  the  people  of  Wales 
would  be  an  act  of  great  cruelty.  That 
is  precisely  what  I  would  venture  to 
suggest  to  the  House  and  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers who,  on  principle,  oppose  measures 
of  this  kind.  The  people  of  Wales  are 
practically  unanimous,  therefore  I  hope 
no  opposition  may  be  offered  to  it  on  its 
future^  stages  ;  and  I  think  we  shall 
liaye  just  and  strong  grounds  for  calling 
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on  Her  Majesiy's  Gt>yemment,  in  the 
event  of  such  obstruction,  to  give  such 
facilities  as  will  enable  us  to  pass  the 
measure  this  Session. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOR :  Sir,  I  have  no 
intention  of  challenging  a  division  on 
this  question.      [Cries  of  **  Divide ! "] 
I  will  not  detain  the  House  more  than  a 
minute  or  two,  and  I  trust  hon.  Mem- 
bers will  allow  me  to  make  an  humble 
but  emphatic  protest  against  the  con- 
clusion the  Prime  Minister  has  come  to. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  this  is  a 
question  of  police ;  but  it  appears  to  me 
to  be  rather  a  question   of   principle. 
The  duty  of  the  police,  I  understand,  is 
to  protect  the  public  from  wrong-doers; 
but  the  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  enable  a 
majority  to  trample  on  a  minority.   This 
is  one  of  a  class  of  measures  of  which 
we  have  seen  too  many  of  late — a  class 
allowing  the  invasion  of  the  rights  of  in- 
dividuals at  the  bidding  of  a  majority. 
The  tyranny  of  the  individual  has  been 
replaced  by  the  tyranny  of  the  majority. 
We  have  now  come  to  a  condition  of 
things  in  which  we  are  told  what  a  man 
shall  drink  and  what  he  shall  not  drink, 
and  on  what  day  or  days,  and  I  do  not 
know  why  we  should  not  equally  allow 
the  majority  to  decide  what  he  shall 
eat  and  wherewithal  he  shall  be  clothed. 
My  idea  of  a  State  under  a  democracy 
is  the  individual  liberty  of  every  unit 
in  that   democracy,  and   not  the  idea 
that  a   mere  numerical  majority  shall 
subject  individuals  to  control  in  matters 
on  which  the  State  has  no  right  to  inter- 
fere with  them.      We  have   our  Con- 
tagious Diseases  Acts  and  other  mea- 
sures all  interfering  with  the  rights  of 
individuals.    If  all  Wales  is  in  favour 
of  this  Bill,  my  objection  is  intensified, 
for  there  is  no  need  of  it.     If  there  is 
only  a  small  majority,  there  is  no  strong 
case  for  it,  and  the  number  who  wish  to 
tyrannize  are  few ;  but  if  there  is  a  large 
majority  the  tyranny  is  the  more  crucu^- 
ing.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
this  is  a  local  question  ;    but  I  cannot 
agree  with  him.      The  question  is  a 
national  one — a  question   of  individual 
freedom — therefore,  I  offer  my  himible 
protest  against  this  and  all  similar  Bills. 

Colonel  MAKTNS  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester 
(Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor)  in  his  condemnation 
of  the  principle  which  underlay  the 
present  ^ill  and  all  similar  measures; 
and  he  wished  it  to  be  dearly  under- 
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stood,  with  reference  to  the  appeal  just 
made  by  the  Prime  Minister,  that  if 
the  Conservatives  abstained  from  taking 
a  division  on  the  Bill,  they  were  not  to 
be  understood  as  admitting  the  principle 
as  applicable  to  England.  He  had  ab- 
stained from  interfering  with  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Irish  Sunday  Closing  Bill, 
because  it  had  appeared  to  him  tikat  it 
was  really  wished  for  in  Ireland,  and  be- 
cause the  circumstances  there  were  en- 
tirely different  firom  those  of  this  coun- 
try. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  he  would  not  have 
interposed  in  the  debate  if  he  had  not 
thought  it  necessary  to  say  a  word  or 
two  in  defence  of  county  Cork.  The  in- 
habitants of  that  county  had  been  repre- 
sented by  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford  (Mr.  Blake)  as  spending  one-half 
of  their  time  in  making  whisky,  and  the 
other  half  in  drinking  it ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Shaw)  believed  they  were  as  sober  a 
people  as  any  in  the  world.  As  Irish- 
men had  not  the  habit  of  eating  as  well 
as  Englishmen,  a  little  drink  affected 
them,  and  the  moment  an  Irishman 
began  to  stagger  a  policeman  took  him 
up.  Until  recently  they  had  nothing 
better  to  do ;  but  just  now,  perhaps, 
they  were  better  employed,  and  so  there 
were  fewer  arrests  for  drunkenness. 
He  would  not  oppose  the  present  Bill, 
because  they  were  told  it  was  the  wish 
of  the  people  of  Wales  that  it  should  be 
passed;  but  he  asked  whether  it  was 
really  desired  by  the  whole  of  the 
people  of  Wales,  or  only  by  the  reli- 
gious people  of  the  Principality?  He 
had  great  sympathy  with  the  irreligious, 
and  he  feared  that  the  irreligious  might 
be  sat  upon  by  the  religious,  in  these 
times,  in  all  directions.  It  was  possible 
that  in  Wales  there  might  be  poor 
people  who  had  no  means  of  keeping 
beer  over  firom  Saturday  for  their  Sun- 
day dinner ;  and  he  would  suggest  that 
a  dause  should  be  inserted  in  the  Bill 
allowing  public-houses  to  keep  open  for 
an  hour  or  two  on  Sunday.  Would  the 
hon.  Qentlemen  who  were  so  anxious  to 
support  morality  propose  such  a  clause  ? 
The  philanthropists,  in  his  opinion,  were 
overdoing  these  things.  There  appeared 
to  be  no  doubt  that  Sunday  closing 
had  produced  a  good  effect  in  Ireland, 
because  so  much  drunkenness  was  not 
seen  as  formerly;  but  he  (Mr.  Shaw) 
had  to  drive  six  miles  to  church 
on  Sundays,   and  he  had  never  seen 


many  drunken  people  in  the  country  as 
since  the  passing  of  the  Irish  Bill.  It 
was  a  curious  thing  that  both  the  reli- 
gious people  and  the  publicans  should 
be  quite  at  one  as  to  the  good  effect  of 
Sunday  closing.  They  did  not  see  so 
many  drunken  people  as  hitherto — that 
was  to  say,  the  religious  people  did  not 
see  so  many  drunken  people;  but  the 
publicans  sold  more  than  ever.  Since 
the  passing  of  the  Bill  he  had  travelled 
a  good  deal  about  the  country,  and  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that,  although 
whisky  drinking  was  less  common  than 
it  used  to  be  among  the  middle  classes, 
it  was  not  among  the  working  classes — 
in  fact,  there  was  more  drinking  among 
the  working  classes.  The  philanthro- 
pists might  go  on  in  this  line ;  but  they 
were  not  doing  the  people  a  bit  of  good. 
The  remedy  for  drinking  habits  was  to 
be  found  in  other  channels.  He  was 
not  surprised  at  the  Irish  people  turn- 
ing into  the  public-houses  from  their 
wretched  cabins.  If,  instead  of  politi- 
cal agitation  and  the  keeping  up  of 
'^  shams,"  the  philanthropists  used  their 
money  in  endeavouring  to  raise  the 
moral  and  social  position  of  H;he  people, 
it  would  be  much  better  occupied,  and 
they  would  begin  to  find  their  objects 
realized.  He  did  not  think  those  objects 
were  to  be  gained  by  measures  of  this 
kind. 

Sir  EDWABD  REED  said,  that  as 
the  Bepresentative  of  one  of  the  largest 
seaport  towns  in  South  Wales  (Cardiff), 
where  the  population  was  very  mixed, 
he  was  perfectly  astonished  at  the  enor- 
mous preponderance  of  public  sentiment 
there  in  mvour  of  this  measure ;  and  he 
felt  it  his  duty  to  say  that  that  was  not 
by  any  means  a  religious  movement,  or 
a  religious  movement  only,  but  one 
which  was  sympathized  in  by  the  people 
as  a  whole.  Not  less  than  82  per  cent 
of  the  population  of  Cardiff  were  in 
favour  of  that  measure,  and  when  the 
ratepayers  were  impartially  canvassed 
it  was  foimd  that  oiuy  4  per  cent  were 
prepared  to  declare  against  it.  He 
hoped  that  the  Bill  would  be  allowed  to 
pass  through  all  its  stages  without  oppo- 
sition. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  163;  Noes 
17 :  Majority  146.— (Di v.  List,  No.  193.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  annmitUd 
for  Driday, 
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BANKING  LAWS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

(Mr.  AndersOHf  Mr.  Hamsai/,  Mr.  Charks 

McLaren.) 

[bill  46.]      SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  ANDEESON,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said  :  The  object  of  this  Bill  is  to  get  rid 
of  a  monopoly  which  applies  more  or 
less  to  the  whole  country  ;  but  which 
applies  in  a  pre-eminent  degree  to  Scot- 
land. When  Sir  Robert  Peel  passed 
his  Banking  Acts  of  1844-5,  the  effect  of 
which  was  to  give  a  monopoly  of  note 
issue  to  a  certain  number  of  existing 
banks,  he  allowed  no  banks  afterwards 
established  to  have  any  right  of  issuing 
notes.  It  is,  however,  incredible  that  it 
was  the  intention  of  those  Acts  to  give  a 
perpetuity  of  that  monopoly,  either  of  the 
note  issue  of  the  country,  or  of  the  trade 
in  banking ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  had  Sir 
Robert  Peel  lived  he  would,  shortly  after 
the  passing  of  them,  have  passed  other 
Acts  to  get  quit  of  that  monopoly,  and 
prevent  it  being  crystallized  as  it  has  now 
been,  untit  the  banks  believe  they  have 
a  right  to  it,  and  that  it  would  be  an 
interference  with  their  rights  to  take  it 
from  them.  In  England  the  monopoly 
has  not  been  so  completely  established 
as  in  Scotland,  for  the  simple  reason 
there  have  been  no  £  1  notes  in  England  ; 
and,  therefore,  the  issue  of  bank  notes  is 
not  of  the  same  value  to  the  English 
banker  as  it  is  in  Scotland.  But  in  Ire- 
land, if  not  quite  so  great,  the  monopoly 
is  nearly  as  great  as  in  Scotland.  There 
has  been  little  done  in  Ireland  since  1845 
in  the  establishment  of  new  banks,  and 
the  Act  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  has  been  the 
cause  of  that.  The  object  of  the  present 
Bill  is  to  do  away  with  that  monopoly, 
by  enabling  any  bank,  whether  an  exist- 
ing or  a  new  bank,  to  have  a  note  issue 
based  on  Government  securities,  in  order 
that  the  notes  might  have  a  security, 
which  the  bank  notes  now  existing  do 
not  have.  The  notes  I  propose  to  be 
based  on  Consols  are  to  be  payable  on 
demand  in  gold ;  therefore,  it  would  be 
absolutely  necessary  for  all  banks  that 
take  advantage  of  this  Bill,  and  adopt 
an  issue  of  their  own — it  would  be  neces- 
sary for  them  to  keep  such  a  reserve  of 
gold  in  hand  as  would  redeem  the  notes 
to  any  extent  they  might  be  asked  for. 
The  total  amount  I  propose  to  issuOi  and 


which  may  be  issued  in  this  way,  is 
£70,000,000  sterling.  Now,  £70,000,000 
to  be  added  to  the  note  circulation  of  the 
country  may,  in  one  point  of  view,  be  con- 
sidered a  large  sum  ;  but  it  is  not  so  when 
it  is  properly  considered.  The  present  gold 
circulation  is  probably  not  less  than  ftt>m 
£100,000,000  to  £120,000,000.  That 
circulation  of  gold  is  simply  rubbing 
about  in  the  pockets  of  the  people,  get- 
ting worn  away  and  deteriorated,  and 
every  now  and  then  we  have  to  make  up 
a  loss  of  £500,000  or  so,  that  arises 
simply  because  of  this  rubbing  and 
the  processes  of  artificied  sweating  that 
go  on.  The  paper  circulation  will  be 
redeemable  in  gold,  and  would  not 
be  subject  to  such  deterioration.  It 
would  be  a  great  improvement  upon  the 
present  system ;  and  I  do  not  doubt  if 
the  people  in  England  had  the  oppor- 
tunity of  taking  £1  notes,  if  they  wanted 
to  have  them,  to  any  large  extent,  that  Uie 
£120,000,000  now  circulating  amongst 
the  people  would  be  greatly  reduced. 
That  gold  is  now  circulated  entirely  on- 
profitably,  and  the  idea  that  it  is  a  good 
thing  to  keep  gold  in  circulation,  and 
that  if  you  have  a  paper  circulation  yon 
will  drive  the  gold  out  of  the  country  is 
perfect  nonsense ;  because  if  it  is  needed 
for  your  circulation,  you  cannot  use  it 
for  any  other  purpose,  and  I  want  to 
free  it  from  that  circulation  in  order  that 
it  may  be  used  for  some  other  purpose, 
and  that  the  country  may  have  the  profit 
of  its  own  currency  by  charging  the 
bankers  an  interest  of  2  per  cent  on  the 
notes  they  are  allowed  to  issue.  Theee 
are  the  principal  objects  of  the  Bill.  It 
is  a  national  Bill,  and  applies  to  Scot- 
land, England,  and  Ireland.  Its  prin- 
cipal use  would  be  adding  from  out  of 
that  £70,000,000  a  considerable  sum  to 
the  note  circulation  of  England  ;  but  it 
would  add  nothing  to'  the  note  circola- 
tion  of  Scotland,  as  we  have  all  that  we 
require.  That  circulation,  however,  hat 
the  disadvantage  that  the  notes  are  only 
being  circulated  by  certain  banks,  and 
that  this  monopoly  of  issue  gives  a 
monopoly  in  the  trade  of  banking  also. 
If  it  were  open  to  new  banks  to  start 
in  Scotland,  those  banks  would  step  in 
for  a  share  of  the  circulation,  but  would 
not  add  £1  to  the  amount  of  note 
circidation  already  in  use  in  Scotland, 
because  it  is  not  needed,  being  at  pre* 
sent,  as  I  have  said,  sufficient  to  meet 
every  requirement.     It  would  not  make 
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xnuoli  difference  to  Ireland.  As  regards 
England,  the  effect  would  be  to  take  a 
gp*eat  quantity  of  gold  out  of  circulation 
and  substitute  for  it  £1  notes.  There 
would  be  no  kind  of  forcing  the  cir- 
culation ;  it  would  only  give  the  people 
the  opportunity  of  taking  the  notes  if 
they  wanted  to  have  them,  and  the  Bill 
would  not  force  them  upon  any  unwill- 
ing district  in  England.  I  myself 
have  not  the  slightest  doubt,  if  they 
had  that  opportunity,  they  would 
avail  themselves  of  it  largely;  and 
for  that  reason  I  have  named  the 
maximum  at  £70,000,000,  and  no  fur- 
ther privileges  could  be  given  without 
further  application  to  Parliament.  The 
first  operative  clause  is  to  institute  an 
administrative  officer  to  be  appointed  by 
the  Treasury.  The  object  of  that  is  that 
there  shall  be  someone  directly  con- 
nected with  the  Government,  and  under 
the  control  of  the  Qovernment,  who  shall 
be  responsible  for  the  acts  and  doings 
of  all  the  banks  of  issue  in  this  country. 
Even  if  this  Bill  were  not  to  pass  at  all, 
I  hold  it  is  absolutely  necessary  such  an 
officer  should  be  appointed.  When  the 
City  of  Glasgow  Bank  failed,  not  long 
ago,  it  was  found  that  the  managers  of 
that  bank  had  tampered  with  the  gold 
reserve.  They  had  made  E.eturns  for 
years  to  Government  of  the  amount  of 
gold  they  had  in  reserve  against  their 
notes,  and  those  Beturns  were  proved  to 
have  been  fraudulent.  Beturns  of  this 
kind  have  been  systematically  made  to 
the  Commissioners  of  Stamps  and  Taxes 
since  1844-5,  and  during  all  those  years 
nothing  has  been  done  to  check  them  or 
to  examine  them ;  they  have  simply 
taken  them  for  granted  as  they  came  to 
hand.  If  there  had  been  an  officer  such 
as  a  treasurer  to  the  banks,  commis- 
sioned as  I  propose,  to  come  in  between 
the  banks  and  the  Executive,  such  a 
fraud  as  that  which  was  committed  by 
the  City  of  Glasgow  Bank  would  have 
been  impossible ;  therefore,  quite  apart 
from  the  other  provisions  of  this  Bill,  I 
consider  the  appointment  of  such  an  offi- 
cer hiffhly  desirable.  Having  appointed 
him,  his  purpose  should  be  to  take 
•  charge  of  such  Government  securities. 
Consols,  and  others  as  are  deposited  by 
the  banks  for  the  amount  of  the  note 
issue  they  propose  to  use,  and  which  they 
are  not  bound  to  take  advantage  of  to  any 
larger  extent  than  they  please,  but  when 
they  take  it  they  must  pay  2  per  cent  for 


it.  I  propose,  as  some  concession  to  the 
existing  banks  of  issue,  to  allow  them 
to  keep  the  issue  they  now  have  for  1 0 
years  free,  without  any  charge,  then  for 
a  second  term  of  10  years  on  payment 
of  only  1  per  cent  for  the  note  issue,  and 
after  that  period  of  20  years  has  expired, 
all  existing  banks,  both  the  old  ones  and 
the  new  ones,  would  come  on  the  same 
footing,  all  would  pay  the  2  per  cent  to 
Government  for  the  privilege  of  issuing 
notes  to  the  country.  This  is  not  exactly 
the  same  as  a  State  issue;  but  it  has 
a  great  many  of  the  advantages  of  a 
State  issue,  and  it  would  be  much  more 
easy  to  adapt  it  to  existing  conditions 
than  it  would  be  to  cancel  all  existing 
notes,  and  for  the  Government  to  estab- 
lish a  new  system  of  Government  issue. 
This  proposal  would  have  the  advantage 
of  giving  the  country  a  large  part  of  the 
profit  of  the  currency  of  the  country, 
which,  at  present,  is  either  lost  altogether 
by  people  using  gold  uselessly,  or  mo- 
nopolized by  the  banks  of  issue.  It  may, 
perhaps,  be  said  that  the  banks  of  issue, 
if  they  had  to  pay  2  per  cent,  would  have 
to  make  their  charges  to  the  public  so 
much  higher  to  cover  that ;  but  that, 
I  maintain,  is  not  a  correct  argument. 
The  public  and  the  customers  of  the 
bank  are  not  identical.  I  would  have 
no  objection  to  the  banks  charging  their 
customers  higher,  if  they  found  it  neces- 
sary to  do  so.  I  do  not  believe  they 
would  find  any  necessity  for  such  a  thing, 
because  at  present  the  banks  pay  very 
much  too  high  dividends  ;  but  supposing 
they  did,  that  would  not  be  charging  it 
upon  the  whole ;  whereas  the  benefit  of 
charging  the  2  per  cent  on  the  circula- 
tion would  be  a  benefit  to  the  whole  na- 
tion, because  the  2  per  cent  would  go 
into  the  Bevenue  of  the  whole  country, 
and  if  there  be  any  profit  on  the  note 
issue  it  ought  to  be  held  by  the  country. 
Well,  Sir,  there  are  many  clauses  pro- 
viding for  safety  of  issue  and  for  re- 
demption. I  believe  one  of  the  objec- 
tions made  to  the  Bill  will  be  that  I  am 
proposing  to  add  £70,000,000  to  the  note 
circulation  of  the  country  without  being 
dependent  in  any  way  on  the  flux  or 
efflux  of  gold.  That  is  quite  true ;  and 
I  will  explain  why  I  propose  that.  One 
reason  why  I  do  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  make  a  new  currency  depend 
on  the  flux  or  efflux  of  gold  is  that 
the  currency  of  the  country  is  a  matter 
affecting  home  trade  ;    whereas  efflux 
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and  influx  of  gold  should  affect  only 
foreign  trade — the  domestic  transactions 
of  the  country  ought  not  to  be  so  ham- 
pered, merely  because  £1,000,000  or  so 
of  gold  may  leave  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land— and  that  all  we  want  is  a  cur- 
rency in  the  country  to  enable  us  to 
carry  on  the  daily  transactions.  Another 
reason  is,  I  do  not  look  upon  it  in 
the  light  of  new  circulation,  because 
the  £1  notes  which  I  propose  to  issue 
would  not  go  out  without  displacing 
something  else.  I  mean  by  it  to  displace 
gold  that  is  at  present  uselessly  and  per- 
niciously employed,  losing  interest,  and 
wasting  away  in  the  pocketsof  the  people. 
I  do  not  know  what  other  objection 
may  be  raised  to  the  Bill.  It  applies  to 
the  three  countries ;  and  the  two  largest 
benefits  will  be  these — one  giving  to 
England  the  choice  of  £l  notes,  if  it  de- 
sires to  have  them ;  the  other,  and  the 
{)rincipal  one,  to  the  benefit  of  Scot- 
and — the  breaking  of  the  bank  mono- 
poly that  has  existed  there  since  1845. 
Since  the  Bank  Act  was  passed  by  Sir 
Hobert  Peel  in  1845  not  one  single  new 
bank  has  been  established  in  Scotland. 
Though  the  population  has  increased, 
though  the  wealth  and  trade  of  the 
coimtry  have  enormously  increased,  not 
one  bank  has  been  added,  but  several 
banks  have  ceased  to  exist ;  and,  con- 
sequently, our  banking  is  absolutely  a 
greater  monopoly  than  what  Sir  Robert 
Peel  made  it  by  his  Act.  I  might 
go  on  to  explain  it  is  a  pernicious  mo- 
nopoly ;  but  it  is  almost  unnecessary 
to  do  that  to  a  Free  Trade  House  of 
Commons,  as  every  monopoly  is  per- 
nicious. But  this  monopoly  is  specially 
80.  It  is  pernicious  to  our  local  trade  in 
every  way,  because,  in  order  to  keep  up 
their  large  dividends,  they  charge  much 
larger  rates  for  discounting  and  banking 
facilities  in  Scotland  than  the  London 
bankers  do  for  their  customers  in  Lon- 
don, and  the  Scotch  banks  are  able  to  do 
that  entirely  in  consequence  of  this  mono- 
poly. They  have  a  meeting  in  Edinburgh 
once  a  week  or  once  a  fortnight  at  which 
they  fix  the  future  rates  that  are  to  be 
charged,  and  in  consequence  no  one  can 
say  anything  to  them.  They  can  do 
what  they  like,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
they  do,  because  they  know  that  no  new 
bank  can  be  started  to  oppose  them. 
The  consequence  is  that  they  syste- 
matically charge  thehigh  rates  to  which  I 
havealluded.  Well,  Sir,  another  great  ob- 
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jection  to  the  system  that  I  may  specially 
mention  is  that  the  banks  in  Scotland 
are  not  sufficient  for  the  amount  of  accu- 
mulated deposits  in  the  country.  Those 
banks  have  something  like  £80,000,000 
of  deposits  in  their  hands,  and  they  are 
unable  at  the  high  rates  they  charge  to 
employ  the  whole  of  those  deposits  in 
ScoUand,  and  in  order  to  keep  up  their 
charges,  they  send  large  sums  of  money 
to  compete  with  the  London  bankers  in 
the  London  markets.  They  discount  to 
London  merchants  in  London  at  a  lower 
rate  of  discount  than  they  do  to  their 
own  merchants  in  Glasgow  and  Edin- 
burgh ;  therefore,  the  money  they  have 
in  their  hands,  which  is  essentially 
Scotch  capital,  is  sent  to  London,  and 
used  to  compete  with  the  liondon  bankers. 
Under  this  Bill,  if  it  be  fortunate  enough 
to  pass  even  in  a  limited  form,  and 
only  apply  to  Scotland,  that  monopoly 
and  pernicious  system  would  be  broken 
down,  new  banks  would  be  able  to  be 
started  and  get  some  share  in  the  busi- 
ness, and  merchants  would  not  be  sys- 
tematically oppressed  as  they  are  now. 
I  have  heard  of  many  eases  of  the 
greatest  oppression  on  the  part  of  those 
bankers.  A  man  is  not  able  to  speak 
out  his  real  opinion  on  this  question  in 
Scotiand.  There  is  the  most  complete 
slavery  of  opinion  there  on  the  question 
of  banking.  They  can  do  what  they 
like  with  the  Scotch  merchants,  and  the 
merchants  cannot  say  a  word  about  it. 
I  was  told  the  other  day  that  a  merchant 
had  been  so  grievously  wronged  that  he 
went  to  a  lawyer  to  know  what  he  was 
to  do,  and  the  lawyer,  a  prudent  man, 
said — **  Just  pocket  it,  and  do  nothing; 
because  if  you  do  anything  you  will  be 
*  Boycotted '  by  aU  the  other  banks,  and 
need  never  expect  to  do  any  profitable 
business  in  this  town  again  so  long  as 
the  monopoly  exists."  I  shall  propose, 
if  this  is  objected  to  now  as  a  general 
Act,  to  re-introduce  it  next  Session  in  a 
limited  form,  applying  to  Scotland  alone. 
In  its  general  form,  it  undoubtedly  in- 
terferes with  some  of  the  exclusive  pri- 
vileges of  the  Bank  of  England  ;  and  as, 
in  all  probability,  the  Bank  of  England 
would  refuse  to  consent  to  the  Bill,  it  was 
necessary  to  put  in  a  clause  enabling  the 
Treasury  to  go  to  the  Bank  of  En^and 
and  give  them  notice  of  an  intention  to 
terminate  their  oontraot,  and  no  doubt 
that  would  bring  them  to  reason  within 
the  year  that  you.  Sir,  have  the  right  to 
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give  them  notice  for  the  terminatioii  of 
the  contract,  and  then  matters  might  go 
on  as  before.  But  if  the  Bill  is  limited 
to  Scotland  y  it  would  be  unnecessary  to 
mention  the  Bank  of  England  at  all  in 
the  Bill,  as  the  Bank  of  England  has 
not  for  its  notes  even  **  legal  tender  "  in 
Scotland.  I  do  not  wish  to  take  up  the 
time  of  the  House  by  going  into  a  long 
discussion  on  other  currency  questions, 
and  I  will  conclude  by  moving  the 
second  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Mr,  Anderson.) 

Mb.  E.  N.  FOWLEE  said,  he  had 
given  Notice  of  his  intention  to  oppose 
the  Bill,  because  it  struck  him  as  a  strange 
thing  that  a  Bill  affecting  the  whole  of 
the  United  Kingdom  should  be  brought 
in  by  three  Scotch  Members.  [Mr. 
Anderson  :  Two  Scotch  Members.]  He 
was  aware  that  one  of  the  three  was  the 
Bepresentative  of  an  English  constitu- 
ency ;  but,  if  he  was  not  much  mistaken, 
that  hon.  Gentleman  was  the  son  of  the 
late  senior  Member  for  Edinburgh,  who 
was  much  respected  in  the  House,  and 
he  therefore  took  it  that  all  his  ideas  of 
banking  matters  had  been  obtained  in 
Scotland.  Be  that,  however,  as  it  might, 
he  thought  that,  in  a  Bill  of  the  present 
description,  at  least  the  names  of  one 
English  and  one  Irish  Member  ought  to 
have  appeared  on  its  back.  He  was, 
however,  opposed  to  the  Bill  on  other 
grounds.  The  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 
gow (Mr.  Anderson)  had  complained  of 
me  banking  system  as  a  monopoly ;  but 
he  (Mr.  E.  N.  Fowler)  believed  it  was 
perfectly  open  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
start  a  bank  in  Scotland  as  soon  as  he 
chose.  One  would,  indeed,  have  thought 
that  the  hon.  Member,  holding  the  posi- 
tion he  did  as  senior  Member  for  the 
largest  constituency  in  Scotland,  would 
have  been  a  very  suitable  person  to  act 
as  Chairman  of  a  Joint  Stock  Bank,  or 
he  might,  as  a  private  individual,  start  a 
bank  of  his  own.  If,  therefore,  the  state 
of  matters  in  Scotland  was  as  he  had 
described,  then  he  could  not  but  think 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  his  remedy 
as  a  private  individual,  rather  than  as  a 
Memoer  of  the  House.  It  might  be  per- 
fectly true  that  the  note  circulation  was 
a  monopoly  ;  but  there  might  be  a  great 
deal  01  good  banking  business  done 
apart  from  that  note  circulation.    In  the 


City  of  London  there  was  no  bank  that 
had  a  note  circulation.  They  carried  on 
their  business  quite  independent  of  any 
such  circulation,  and  that  fact  seemed, 
he  thought,  to  point  out  that  at  least 
one  bank  might  be  established  in  the 
city  of  Glasgow  without  a  circulation. 
His  principal  objection,  however,  to  the 
Bill  was  this — that  the  subject  was  too 
large  to  be  dealt  with  by  a  private  Mem- 
ber. No  doubt,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had, 
to  a  certain  extent,  achieved  his  object. 
He  had  made  his  speech,  and  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  pressing  his  views  upon  the  at- 
tention of  the  Government.  He  could 
not  expect  the  Bill  to  pass  that  Session, 
seeing  that  it  was  of  so  sweeping  a  cha- 
racter. It  was  50  years  since  £1  notes 
were  abolished  in  England,  and  there 
had  been  no  wish  expressed  in  England 
for  the  revival  of  those  notes.  If  those 
notes  were  to  be  revived,  it  was  a  ques- 
tion of  so  much  importance  that  it  could 
only  be  dealt  with  satisfactorily  by  Gt)- 
vemment;  and  there  were,  he  thought, 
certain  advantages  in  the  present  Qto- 
vemment  taking  this  matter  in  hand, 
because  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  was,  he  believed,  the 
only  survivor  of  Sir  Eobert  Peel's  Ca- 
binet, and  was,  therefore,  in  a  particularly 
good  position  to  consider  the  whole  ques- 
tion when  he  had  a  little  more  leisure 
than  he  was  likely  to  have  that  Session, 
and  make  any  alterations  that  he  con- 
sidered desirable  in  the  Acts  of  1844 
and  1845.  Personally,  however,  he  (Mr. 
E.  N.  Fowler)  thought  that  the  present 
system  of  notes  was  perfectly  satisfac- 
tory ;  and,  in  these  circumstances,  he  was 
opposed  to  the  circulation  that  the  Bill 
proposed,  of  70,000,000  of  £1  notes. 
He  begged  to  move  its  rejection. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  **  now,  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this 
day  six  months." — {Mr,  Robert  Fowler.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word 
*  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  W.  FOWLEE  said,  he  entirely 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  E.  N.  Fowler)  in  thinking  that 
the  measure  was  of  such  a  sweeping  cha- 
racter tliat  it  ought  not  to  be  put  for- 
ward on  the  responsibility  of  a  private 
Member.  It  was  a  matter  that  should 
be  dealt  with  by  the  Government  if  taken 
up  at  all.  But  that  was  not  his  only 
objection.    The  hon.  Member  for  Gla«« 
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gow  (Mr.  Anderson)  had  attached  great 
importance  to  the  issue  of  notes ;  but 
it  seemed  to  him  that  this  was  a  mis- 
take. The  fact  was  that  merchants 
could  carry  on  a  very  large  business, 
day  after  day,  and  never  see  a  bank 
note.  That  was,  in  fact,  done  by  many 
people  in  London.  The  business  of  the 
country  depended  upon  the  capital  wliich 
there  was  engaged  in  business,  and  on 
the  intelligence  of  those  who  used  it.  If 
they  had  abundance  of  security  to  offer, 
they  would  have  no  difficulty  in  carrying 
on  transactions.  It  was  the  people  who 
had  no  securities  to  offer  that  made  the 
complaints.  He  looked  with  great  sus- 
picion upon  that  disposition  to  increase 
the  circulation  of  notes.  It  would,  he 
thought,  be  a  most  curious  point  if  they 
could  ascertain  what  number  of  notes 
were  actually  circulated  for  the  purpose 
of  business  day  after  day  in  this  great 
city.  He  believed  the  House  would  be 
perfectly  astonished  by  the  remarkably 
small  number  of  notes  so  used.  Then 
there  was  another  point.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  had  talked  about  the 
internal  circulation  as  having  no  con- 
nection with  gold.  He  differed  from 
him  in  the  view  entirely.  The  English 
of  it  seemed,  indeed,  to  be  to  drag  them 
back  to  the  old  unscientific  system  of 
currency  which  was  in  operation  70  or 
80  years  ago.  The  principle  which  Sir 
Bobert  Peel  had  given  effect  to  was  that 
the  circulation  of  the  country  should 
fluctuate  with  the  gold  that  was  in  the 
country,  and  this  was  the  true  principle 
on  which  the  circulation  should  be  con- 
ducted. He  should  be  very  sorry  to  go 
back  to  an  uncertain  circulation  of  notes, 
and  he  hoped  they  would  keep  to  their 
present  scientific  system,  with  one  ex- 
ception, on  which,  indeed,  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow — 
namely,  in  regard  to  the  £1  note.  He 
was  one  of  those  curious  persons  who 
thought  there  was  no  reason  why  the  £  1 
note  should  not  be  a  good  thing  for  Eng- 
land as  well  as  for  Scotland  and  Ireland, 
and  he  hoped  the  Government  would  take 
into  consideration  before  long  the  ques- 
tion of  £  I  notes ;  because,  if  these  were 
brought  into  use,  he  believed  they  would 
liberate  £30,000,000  in  the  shape  of 
bullion  which  was  now  really  useless. 
They  would  also  be  found  very  useful 
for  the  transmission  of  small  sums 
through  the  Post  Office.  So  far  he 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 
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gow;  but  he  could  not  go  beyond  it.  All 
the  other  parts  of  the  Bill  were  ob- 
jectionable, especially  that  part  taking 
away  the  privileges  of  existing  banks. 
He  was  very  much  surprised  at  what  the 
hon.  Member  had  said  about  the  people 
of  Scotland  being  oppressed  by  the 
banks.  He  never  knew  a  more  inde- 
pendent people  than  the  Scotch,  and  it 
struck  him  as  strange  that  matters 
should  be  represented  in  this  way.  No 
doubt  there  might  be  people  with  large 
overdrafts  who  thought  they  had  cause 
of  complaint ;  but  people  with  a  laree 
balance  at  their  credit  were  not  likdy 
to  be  oppressed^.  He  believed,  indeed, 
that  the  banks  of  Scotland  had  done 
enormous  benefit  to  the  country.  He 
recollected  very  well  that  a  friend  of  his 
had  told  him  that  he  had  been  taken  to 
see  a  well-cultivated  valley  in  Suther- 
land, which,  he  was  informed  by  the 
agent  of  the  owner,  had  been  brought 
under  cultivation  by  the .  banks — that 
was  to  say,  the  banks  had  advanced  the 
money  to  the  farmers,  who  otherwise 
could  not  have  effected  the  improvements. 
And  yet  they  were  told  that  the  banks 
oppressed  the  people.  They  mighty 
perhaps,  be  the  oppressors  of  an  impe- 
cunious few  who  could  not  pay  their 
debts ;  but  he  did  not  think  they  were 
oppressors  of  the  general  community. 
He  regarded  the  Bill  as  one  which 
was  absolutely  uncalled-for,  and  should 
therefore  support  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  in  his  opposition  to  it. 

Mb.  WILLIAMSON  said,  he  was 
utterly  opposed  to  the  scope  of  the  Bill, 
whether  it  was  sought  to  apply  it  to  Scot- 
land or  England  separately,  or  together, 
and  hoped  the  House  would  emphatically 
reject  it.  The  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Mr.  Anderson)  had  spoken  of  the  Bill 
as  affecting  only  their  domestic  currency; 
but  he  had  lost  sight  of  the  connection 
between  that  currency  and  their  foreign 
indebtedness.  If  it  were  not  that  their 
business  was  managed  with  great  skill, 
their  present  metallic  reserves  would  be 
decidedly  insufficient.  It  was  only  be- 
cause of  a  skilful  arrangement  of  bank- 
ing and  finance  transactions  that  they 
were  able  to  do  with  so  small  a  metallie 
reserve  as  they  had.  If  they  were  a 
country  living  on  their  own  resources, 
having  no  foreign  indebtedness,  then 
there  might  be  some  argument  brought 
forward  in  support  of  the  Bill;  but, 
seeing  that  they  lived  almoBi  Mitiiely  on 
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their  foreign  trade,  it  was  quite  dif- 
ferent. When,  it  might  be,  a  calamity 
occurred  through  a  bad  harvest  or  other- 
wise, and  they  became  largely  indebted 
to  foreign  countries,  and  had  to  export 
£2,000,000,  or  £3,000,000,  or  more  of 
gold  from  the  Bank  of  England,  there 
was  an  immediate  contraction  in  the 
circulation  of  the  country  leading  to 
disastrous  consequences  often.  There 
was,  he  thought,  no  force  whatever  in 
what  had  been  said  about  the  City  of 
Glasgow  Bank.  Because  the  Directors 
of  that  bank  had  tampered  with  their 
gold  reserve,  it  was  argued  that  there 
should  be  no  gold  in  the  vaults  of  the 
bank.  But  if  men  wanted  to  commit 
fraud  with  gold,  they  might  tamper  with 
securities  as  well.  The  men  in  question 
were  in  collusion  to  commit  fraud  in  any 
shape  that  offered,  and  so  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  Member  fell  to  the  ground. 
The  Bill  was  monstrous  in  its  conception, 
and  he  was  perfectly  sure  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Glasgow  had  not  the  sym- 
pathy of  Scotch  business  men  in  bringing 
It  forward.  He  trusted  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  not  press  it. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  he  felt 
bound  to  join  in  the  appeal  just  made 
that  the  Bill  should  not  be  pressed  upon 
the  House,  though  he  sympathized  very 
much  with  the  circumstances  which  had 
induced  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Mr.  Anderson)  to  introduce  it.  He  cer- 
tainly objected  to  the  extension  of  such 
a  measure  to  England,  and  thought  it 
would  have  been  better  if  the  Bill  had 
been  confined  to  Scotland.  The  fact  that 
there  were  only  about  half  as  many  banks 
in  that  country  now  as  at  the  time  of  the 

Sassing  of  the  Bank  Acts  was,  no  doubt, 
ue  to  the  monopoly  of  circulation  which 
those  banks  possessed.  There  could  be 
no  doubt«  therefore,  thatt  hat  monopoly 
demanded  the  serious  consideration  of 
Government ;  but  in  England  there  was 
no  such  monopoly.  The  existing  Scotch 
banks,  he  would  admit,  had  been  most 
honourably  managed  ;  but  it  was  none 
the  less  important  that  there  should  be 
the  power  of  starting  new  banks.  Thus 
far  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Glasgow  ;  but  he  was  unable  to  accept 
the  Sill,  because  he  thought  the  remedy 
provided  by  it  was  worse  than  the  evil. 
This  Bill  raised  very  grave  questions, 
and  proposed  to  place  our  currency  on 
an  entirely  new  basis.  In  the  first  place, 
it  proposed  the  re-issue  of  £1   notes. 


He  thought  that  before  taking  any  such 
step  as  that  the  matter  should  be  care- 
fully looked  into  by  the  House,  for  it 
must  .  be  remembered  that,  notwith- 
standing their  undoubted  convenience, 
these  notes  were  deliberately  abandoned 
after  long  trial.  Their  experience  of  the 
use  of  such  notes  had  not  been  of  an 
assuring  nature,  for  they  found  when 
they  were  in  use  in  this  country  they 
led  to  an  enormous  amount  of  forgery. 
It  was  often  said  that  £  I  notes  were  not 
forged  in  Scotland ;  but  if  he  were  not 
afraid  of  wearying  the  House  with  de- 
tails, he  thought  it  would  be  possible  to 
explain  the  reason  of  this.  He  did  not 
say,  indeed,  that  with  the  improved 
methods  of  the  present  day  as  regarded 
engraving  forgery  might  not  be  pre- 
vented ;  but  they  ought  surely  to  have 
evidence  on  the  point,  and  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  diminution  of  forgery  was 
much  more  due  to  facility  in  tracing  the 
notes  than  to  the  improvement  in  manu- 
facture. Without,  then,  sharing  the  late 
Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  Delahunty*s) 
opinion,  that  all  the  troubles  of  Ireland 
were  due  to  £1  notes,  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  see  them  re-issued  in  England 
without  very  careful  consideration.  If  a 
Committee  were  proposed  to  be  ap- 
pointed to  re-consider  the  whole  ques- 
tion raised  in  the  Bill,  he  should  cer- 
tainly have  to  consider  the  matter  be- 
fore he  could  see  his  way  to  opposing  its 
appointment.  Again,  the  Bill  would  re- 
place sovereigns  by  paper  money.  He 
would  not  enter  into  the  difficult  and 
intricate,  though  interesting,  question 
whether  a  metallic  circulation  was  de- 
sirable or  not.  The  House  would,  how- 
ever, remember  that  the  highest  autho- 
rities had  been  of  opinion  that  it  was 
very  desirable  to  maintain  our  gold  cir- 
culation. They  had  considered  that  it 
was  a  security  to  commerce,  that  it  en- 
abled them  more  easily  to  meet  adverse 
exchanges,  and  to  tide  over  periods  of 
depression  or  of  bad  harvests,  and  that 
these  advantages  far  outweighed  the  loss 
of  interest  which  it  involved.  Consider- 
ing the  euormous  magnitude  of  our 
transactions,  it  was  obviously  most  de- 
sirable to  retain  a  large  stock  of  gold. 
He  must  admit  in  passing  that  it  was 
anomalous  and  not  just  to  England  that 
the  undeniable  burden  of  maintaining 
a  stock  of  gold  for  the  advantage  of 
the  whole  United  Kingdom  should  fall 
on  England  alone.      He  submitted  to 
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the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  that  even 
if  these  authorities  were  mistaken,  if 
the  advantages  of  a  gold  circulation 
were  chimerical,  still,  they  ought  surely 
not  to  reverse  their  policy  on  so  vital 
a  question  without  careful  inquiry  and 
ample  time  for  discussion  and  con- 
sideration. Again,  there  were  financial 
authorities  who  considered  that  such  a 
Bill  as  that  would  tend  materially  to 
create  panics.  When  the  rate  was  low, 
there  would  be  a  loss,  or,  at  least,  an 
infinitesimal  profit  on  the  issue  of  such 
notes.  At  present,  for  instance,  money 
lent  firom  day  to  day  was  worth  less 
than  the  2  per  cent  named  in  the  Bill. 
But,  as  the  rate  of  discount  rose,  it 
would  become  more  and  more  profitable 
to  issue  notes  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill.  Such  notes  would,  therefore, 
be  created,  and,  of  course,  would  drive 
sovereigns  out  of  circulation  and  out  of 
the  country  just  at  a  time  when  it  was 
desirable  that  their  stock  of  ^old  should 
be  increased  rather  than  diminished. 
The  process  would  continue,  and  gold 
would  gradually  go  abroad,  until,  at 
last,  distrust  would  arise,  the  notes 
would  be  discredited  and  brought  in  for 
payment,  creating  a  panic,  and,  finally, 
a  crash,  very  injurious  to  the  interests 
of  the  commerce  of  the  country.  He 
did  not  say  that  this  would  necessarily 
be  the  effect  of  such  a  Bill ;  but,  cer- 
tainly, many  high  authorities  were  of 
opinion  that  it  would  work  in  the  man- 
ner mentioned.  There  were  many  other 
points  raised  by  the  Bill ;  but  he  trusted 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  would 
be  satisfied  with  having  had  a  discus- 
sion on  this  important  question,  and  he 
hoped  that  House  would  not,  without 
further  consideration  or  inquiry,  hastily 
tamper  with  the  laws  regulating  the 
currency,  the  security  and  stability  of 
which  were  so  essential  to  the  prosperity 
of  the  great  mercantile  interests  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  London  (Sir  John 
Lubbock)  had  spoken  of  our  currency 
system  as  a  scientific  system ;  but,  if  it 
was  so,  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  could  not  say  he 
had  much  admiration  for  science  as  con- 
cerned in  the  subject,  for  he  was  of 
opinion  that  nothing  could  be  more  un- 
scientific than  that  system.  Let  them 
note,  as  an  instance,  the  note  circulation 
as  it  now  existed.  The  hon.  Member 
stated  that  the  note  circulation  was  based 

Sir  John  LubUci 


on  gold;  but  was  it  based  on  gold? 
Nothmg  of  the  kind.  The  Bau  of 
England  was  empowered  to  issue  a  cer- 
tain amount — £11,000,000  in  Consols — 
but  beyond  that  it  was  bound  to  issue  in 
gold.  The  Bank  of  Ireland  also  issued 
on  Consols,  and  very  seldom  went  be- 
yond its  authorization  powers ;  but  the 
issue  of  none  of  the  other  banks  in 
Ireland  was  based  on  gold.  With  re- 
gard to  Scotland,  none  of  its  banking 
issues  were  based  on  gold.  The  same 
might  also  be  said  of  the  countiy  banks 
in  England ;  but  he  believed  that,  as  a 
general  rule,  the  banks  both  in  England 
and  Scotland  were  safe  enough ;  but  he 
believed,  at  the  same  time,  that  our  sys- 
tem of  common  currency  was  perfectly  ab- 
surd, and  ought  not  to  be  left  m  itspresoit 
state  for  a  single  year.  He  hoped  most 
sincerely  that  some  of  the  suggestions  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Mr.  Anderson)  would  be  adopted.  He 
disagreed  with  the  suggestion  that  a 
Committee  should  be  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  question,  for  there  could  be  no 
greater  authority  on  the  matter  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  who  understood  the  sub- 
ject thoroughly  ;  but  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  brought  in  a  Bill  some 
years  ago,  alike  in  some  respects  to  the 
Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Bank  of 
England  was  up  at  once,  and  he  had  to 
drop  the  Bill.  He  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  take  up  the  Bill,  because  it 
was  too  much  for  a  private  Member  to 
undertake.  This  was  a  subject  in  which 
all  the  great  interests  of  the  country 
were  materially  concerned,  and  a  mea- 
sure of  this  kind  ought  to  proceed  from 
the  Government.  At  the  same  time^  he 
did  not  feel  the  slightest  jealousy  be- 
cause there  were  no  Irish  Members' 
names  on  the  back  of  the  Bill.  As  a 
matter  of  pure  economy,  there  could  be 
nothing  more  uneconomical  than  the 
present  system,  which  involved  a  large 
amount  of  wear  and  tear,  the  cost  of 
which  was  borne  by  the  public.  Hii 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  London  said,  if  a  certain  pro- 
portion of  notes  were  issued,  that  gold 
would  go  out  of  the  country.  He  (Mr. 
Shaw)  was  at  a  loss  to  understand  how 
that  could  be.  Gold  oould  only  go  out 
of  the  coimtry  if  somebody  wanted  to 
buy  something  somewhere  else ;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  effect  of  an  improved 
and  secured  paper  currency  would  be  to 
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bring  into  the  Metropolis  £30.000,000 
in  gold,  which  would  stimulate  greatly 
and  regulate  the  trade  of  the  country.  At 
present,  when  more  than  a  certain  quan- 
tity of  gold  was  sent  away  a  panic  ensued. 
There  should  be  no  such  feeling  as  that 
in  such  a  place  as  London.  In  his  opi- 
nion, the  reserve  of  gold  ought  to  oe 
double  the  amount  at  which  it  stood  at 
present.  The  gold  could  only  be  got  out 
of  the  places  where  it  was  now  lying 
idle  simply  by  keeping  the  reserve  at  a 
uniform  amount,  instead  of  allowing  it 
to  fluctuate  as  was  the  case  afc  present. 
He  considered  the  Scotch  banks  enjoyed 
a  great  monopoly ;  but  he  did  not  believe 
they  were  great  tyrants.'  His  own  ex- 
perience of  banks  was  that,  instead  of 
combining,  they  did  all  they  could  to  do 
business  irrespective  of  each  other.  If 
one  did  anything  unhandsome  in  one 
street,  its  neighbour  in  the  next  street 
was  on  the  look-out  for  the  customer. 
Some  banks  had  been  established  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  they  had  a  loss  of  about  2  per 
cent  in  the  note  issue  on  their  capital, 
and  he  thought  they  ought  not  to  be 
weighted  by  legislation  in  that  respect. 
The  poorer  a  country  was  the  more  need 
it  had  of  capital ;  but  in  a  country  like 
England,  which  was  so  rich  and  pros- 
perous, it  was  possible  to  do  anything 
without  injuring  it;  but  that  was  not 
the  case  as  regards  Ireland.  In  that 
country,  where  every  pound  and  every 
shilling  was  wanted,  to  simplify  the 
currency  of  the  country  was  to  do  a 
good  and  useful  thing.  He  believed  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  was  sound,  and  he 
noped  the  Government  would  consent  to 
carry  out  some  such  reforms  as  were 
indicated  in  the  measure,  as  he  believed 
they  would  be  doing  a  wise  thing  in 
tr3ring  in  some  way  to  meet  the  existing 
eiols. 

Lord  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
I  hope  that  the  hon.  Member  in  charge 
of  the  Bill  (Mr.  Anderson)  will  be  con- 
tented with  the  discussion  that  has  taken 
place,  because  I  do  not  think  that  any- 
one who  may  be  here  present  can  doubt 
that  this  is  a  question  far  too  wide  and 
too  important  to  be  entered  upon  in  the 
latter  half  of  a  Wednesday  Afternoon 
Sitting.  There  is  no  question  but  that 
the  Bill  of  my  hon.  Friend  opens  up  all 
the  principles  of  our  banking  legislation 
and  of  the  Bank  Acts  of  1844-5,  and  in 
many  respects  it  is  based  upon  diame- 
trically opposite  principles  from  those 
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incorporated  in  those  Acts.  In  some  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  in  some 
of  the  arguments  of  my  hon.  Friend,  I 
recognize  principles  which  the  Act  autho- 
rized. My  hon.  Friend  stated  that,  in 
his  opinion,  the  profits  of  note  issue 
should  belong  to  the  State.  I  think 
that  is  an  opinion  which  Sir  Bobert  Peel 
and  his  Colleagues  would  have  frankly 
endorsed,  and,  as  far  as  circumstances 
allowed,  have  acted  upon.  Secondly, 
he  stated  that  there  was  no  right  of  per- 
petuity of  a  monopoly  of  note  issue. 
There,  again,  SirHobert  Peel  would  have 
agreed  with  my  hon.  Friend.  They 
recognized  for  the  time  existing  rights ; 
but  they  most  carefully  guarded  them- 
selves against  any  assumption  whatever 
that  these  privileges  of  note  issue  should 
be  held  in  perpetuity.  It  is  perfectly 
true  that  nothing  has  been  done  since 
the  time  of  this  Act  to  put  an  end  to 
these  exclusive  privileges  ;  but  it  must 
be  remembered  that  these  privileges 
were  accompanied  by  various  restric- 
tions, and  that  Parliament  has  been 
very  jealous,  and  I  think  I  may  say  has 
always  refused  to  allow  the  removal  of 
those  restrictions  upon  banking,  unless 
it  was  accompanied  with  a  review  of 
those  privileges  of  note  issue.  In  the 
course  of  this  discussion  we  have  had 
some  most  interesting  remarks  made 
upon  the  results  of  this  monopoly  of 
note  issue.  I  think  that  when  we  con- 
sider, that,  in  spite  of  the  expanding 
trade  and  increase  of  the  population  of 
Scotland,  the  number  of  banks  now  in 
Scotland  is  very  little  more  than  half 
what  it  was  in  1845,  it  is  a  most  remark- 
able fact,  and  it  is  difficult  to  doubt  that 
the  possession  of  this  monopoly  of  note 
issue,  if  it  is  the  cause  of  this  diminution 
in  the  number  of  Scotch  banks,  acts  in 
some  degree  prejudicially  to  the  interests 
of  Scotland.  So  far  I  am  able  to  go 
along  with  my  hon.  Friend ;  but  there 
I  am  afraid  our  agreement  must  cease. 
His  Bill  is  based  upon  principles  in 
many  respects  diametrically  opposed  to 
the  great  Bank  Acts  of  1844  and  1845. 
The  principle  upon  which  note  issue  was 
regulated  by  those  Acts  was  not,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  County  (Mr. 
Shaw)  said,  that  note  issue  should  rest 
solely  upon  bullion  ;  but  it  was,  as  I 
understand  it,  that  the  issue  of  notes 
should,  under  the  system  of  those  Acts, 
vary  exactly,  according  to  the  same  laws, 
as  it  would  have  done  if  it  had  rested 
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solely  upon  bullion.  That  object  has 
been  fuUy  attained.  All  those  alarms 
which  were  so  constant  as  to  the  con- 
vertibility of  a  note  have  ceased  for 
ever ;  and  I  think  it  is  a  most  emphatic 
testimony  to  the  success  of  those  Acts, 
that  whereas  in  the  early  years  after 
those  Acts  had  been  passed  it  was  found 
necessary  in  times  of  difficulty  to  suspend 
their  action,  that  has  not  been  the  result 
during  the  last  15  years.  On  the  other 
hand,  three  suspensions  of  the  Acts  took 
place  in  little  more  than  the  first  20 
years  after  the  passing  of  the  Acts. 
Another  object  of  the  Bank  Acts  was  to 
maintain  an  ample  supply  of  bullion  in 
times  of  commercial  difficulty.  That 
object  has  likewise  been  attained;  but 
that,  I  venture  to  say,  would  be  en- 
tirely lost  if  the  ineasure  of  my  hon. 
Friend  was  accepted.  He  proposes  to 
enlarge  the  currency  by  some  £40,000,000 
sterling.  As  I  understand  it,  he  would 
have  £70,000,000,  in  notes,  to  be  issued, 
in  addition  to  what  I  may  term  the 
present  authorized  note  issues ;  but 
would  put  an  end  to  the  amount  now 
issued  against  bullion.  That  amount 
we  may,  for  the  purposes  of  argument, 

gut  at  £30,000,000   for  England  and 
cotland;  and,  therefore,  my  hon.  Friend 
would  propose  that  the  banks  should 
issue  about  £40,000,000  more  than  the 
present  note  circulation.    I  do  not  think 
there    can    be    any    doubt    that    this 
£40,000,000  of  notes  would  displace,  in 
process  of  time,  £40,000,000   in  coin, 
which  would  be  exported  abroad.     The 
result  would  be  that  our  amount  of  bul- 
lion would  be  diminished  to  that  extent, 
and  our  amount  is  now  narrow  enough 
in  this  country.    I  will  ask  the  House 
what  is  the  loss  of  interest  that  is  in- 
curred upon  this  £40,000,000  of  gold, 
compared  with  the  loss  by  a  money  panic 
in  this  country  ?    My  hon.  Friend  threw 
out  some  hints  that  he  would  be  pre- 
pared to  limit  the  Bill  to  Scotland.  Some 
of  the  arguments  I  have  given  would 
equally  apply  to  that  case  ;  but  I  admit 
the  whole  question  of  Scotch  banking  is 
thoroughly  one  for  consideration  in  this 
House,  and  if  my  hon.  Friend  should, 
in  the  succeeding  Session,   bring  in  a 
measure  on  this  subject  alone,  1  have 
no  doubt  the  House  would  give  it  very 
careful  consideration.    I  hope,  however, 
my  hon.  Friend  will  rest  satisfied  with 
the  discussion  which  he  has  raised,  and 
will  withdraw  the  Bill. 

JHord  Fred0riok  CiW^ndUh 


Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  that  it  the 
bringing  in  of  the  Bill  had  had  no  other 
>esult  than  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Jounty   (Mr.  Shaw),  he 
(Mr.  Anderson)  would  have  been  justi- 
ned  in  introducing  it.     That  speech  was 
a  valuable  contribution  to  the  knowledge 
of  the  House  on  the  subject  of  banking 
and  currency.  He  was  also  pleased  with 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  London  (Sir  John  Lub- 
bock), because  it  showed  a  considerable 
advance  on  the  banking  ideas  of  a  few 
years  ago.     He  had  admitted  the  desira- 
bility of  replacing  with  something  else 
at  least  £30,000,000  of  the  £70,000,000 
he  had  put  in  the  Bill.     On  the  other 
hand,  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
connected  with  banking  on   the  other 
side  of  the  House  (Mr.  B.  N.  Fowler) 
was  decidedly  consistent  with  Toryism 
in    banking ;     but   the    hon.    Member 
for  Cambridge  (Mr.  W.  Fowler)  had, 
he  (Mr.   Anderson)  was  glad  to  see, 
arrived  at  an  appreciation  of  the  £1 
note.     That  was  a  great  gain  also.    He 
was  glad  to  see  that  the  feeling  of  the 
House  was  not  so  strong  as  it  used  to 
be  against  £  I  notes.     As  to  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Frederick  CaYen- 
dish),  he  (Mr.  Anderson)  wished  to  point 
out  the  utter  fallacy  he  laboured  imder 
that  gold  in  the  pockets  of  the  people 
was  of  any  earthly  value  in  supporting 
the  bullion  reserve  of  this  country.    It 
must  be  used  either  as  a  reserve,  or  as 
a  circulating  medium  ;  but  it  could  not 
be  both.     When  there  was  any  drain 
on  the  biillion,  how  were  the  pockeU 
of  the  people  to  support  the  reserve  of 
the  country?    How  were  we  to  get  it 
out  of  them  ?    We  oould  not  get  it  ex- 
cept by  issuing  inconvertible  notes.    It 
was  only  by  that  means  we  oould  force 
it ;  and  the  more  we  tried  to  force  it, 
the  more  the  people  would  be  driven  to 
hoardii^g  ;  and,  therefore,  the  argument 
was  a  very  great  fallacy.     However,  he 
quite  admitted  that  a  question  of  the  kind 
ought  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Gbvem- 
ment.     But  every  great  reform  was  a 
private  Member's  question  for  years  and 
years  before  it  was  taken  up  by  the  Go- 
vernment.   That  was  the  reason  he  had 
brought  it  forward,  and  he  yet  hoped 
they  would  be  privileged  to  see  it  be- 
come a  Government  question.     In  that 
case,  the  discussion  which  had  taken 
place  would  be  beneficial,  and  he  would 
not  trouble  the  Houae  with  a  ditiaioa 
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on  the  Bill,  but  would  ask  leave  to  with- 
draw it. 

Mb.  BOLTON  said,  he  wished  to  cor- 
rect a  statement  that  had  been  made  as 
to  the  number  of  the  Scotch  banks.  The 
noble  Lord  on  the  Treasury  Bench  (Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish)  had  represented 
the  reduction  of  Scotch  banks  under  the 
operation  of  Sir  Robert  Peel's  Act  as 
about  one-half.  'The  actual  numbers, 
he  thought,  were  from  13  to  10.  [Lord 
Pbedbbick  Cavendish:  19.]  In  point 
of  fact,  the  reduction  might  oe  from  19 
to  10,  because  a  number  of  amalgama- 
tions had  taken  place;  but  the  banks 
themselves,  under  other  names,  still 
remained  in  business.  Three  banks 
had  failed  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  London  (Sir  John  Lub- 
bock) had  pointed  out  what  he  (Mr. 
Bolton)  took  to  be  an  admitted  fact — 
that  the  existing  10  banks  in  Scotland 
possessed  a  complete  monopoly  of  the 
banking  of  that  country;  but  he  was 
wrong  when  he  drew  as  a  consequence 
of  that  monopoly  the  conclusion  that 
charges  were  imposed  upon  the  Scotch 
people  which  the  English  people  did  not 
bear.  The  only  question  was,  whether 
a  charge  was  made  upon  the  collection 
of  cheques  in  Scotland  which  was  not 
made  in  England  ?  It  was  true  that  the 
banks  in  Scotland  did  make  a  charge  for 
the  collection  of  cheques  when  they  were 
sent  to  out-districts.  But  in  England 
also,  as  far  as  his  experience  went,  the 
banks  did  something  of  the  kind.  He 
had  not  yet  heard  that  the  Scotch 
people  had  made  any  complaint  about 
the  matter.  The  complaiut  that  the 
Scotch  people  did  make  was  that  they 
could  not,  in  consequence  of  the  restric- 
tions imposed  on  the  right  of  issue,  have 
that  competition  in  banking  which  they 
desired.  Whether  it  would  be  for  the 
advantage  of  the  Scotch  people  to  with- 
draw that  restriction  which  now  existed 
as  to  the  right  of  issue  or  not  was  an- 
other question ;  but  the  Scotch  people 
did  not  desire  to  move  in  the  direction 
of  which  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  London  University  approved. 
What  they  desired  was  an  unlimited 
right  of  issue,  which  would  be  opposed 
by  the  hon.  Baronet.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson)  had  told 
the  House  that  the  Scotch  bankers  were 
tyrants,  and  the  people  of  Scotland  the 
aUl^M  of  those  tyrants.      There   were 


some  Scotch  bankers  in  the  House  who 
might  be  the  so-called  tyrants,  and  there 
were  some  Scotch  Members  in  the 
House  Bepresentatives  of  those  slaves. 
It  would  be  difficult  to  get  any  number 
of  Scotch  Representatives  to  announce 
themselves  as  slaves  of  the  Scotch  ty- 
rants of  banking.  For  himself,  he  (Mr. 
Bolton)  believed  that  there  was  no  ty- 
ranny and  no  slavery.  It  had  also  been 
said  that  the  Scotch  bankers  charged 
a  much  higher  rate  of  discount  in  Scot- 
land than  they  did  in  London.  Although 
not  a  banker,  but  one  of  those  slaves 
described  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glas- 
gow, he  begged  to  explain  that  for  the 
same  class  of  bill  the  Scotch  bankers 
charged  the  same  rate  exactly  in  Scot- 
land as  was  charged  in  London.  This 
statement  he  made  on  his  own  personal 
knowledge.  The  hon.  Gentleman  was 
right  in  saying  that  a  higher  rate  of 
discount  was  charged  in  Scotland  on  some 
classes  of  bills  than  was  charged  in  Lon- 
don probably  on  the  same  class  of  bills ; 
but  he  would  have  given  more  correct 
information  to  the  House  had  he  added 
also  that  had  he  compared  Glasgow  or 
Edinburgh,  or  any  other  large  town  in 
Scotland,  with  Liverpool,  Manchester, 
or  Birmingham,  the  charges  on  the  same 
class  of  paper  occupied  the  same  posi- 
tion. As  the  hon.  Member  had  given 
Notice  of  his  intention  to  drop  the  Bill, 
he  did  not  wish  to  detain  the  House 
with  further  observations ;  but  he  had 
desired  to  make  those  remarks  as  a  jus- 
tification of  absent  men — the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  bankers  of  Scotland. 

Sir  ANDREW  LUSK  said,  he  did 
not  want  the  public  to  suppose  that  they 
knew  nothing  about  banking  in  London, 
and  that  everything  was  known  in  the 
country.  He  was  opposed  to  any  re- 
striction on  free  competition  in  banking. 
He  did  not  see  why  banking  should  not 
be  conducted  on  the  same  principles 
as  were  applicable  to  other  businesses, 
without  State  intervention.  He  did  not 
think  £1  notes  or  extended  currency 
was  wanted.  He  thought  Scotland  re- 
quired the  same  straightforward  system 
as  existed  in  London. 

Mb.  BUXTON  desired  to  thank  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 
for  his  interesting  speech,  and  sincerely 
hoped  that  the  intention  of  the  Treasury 
of  taking  up  the  question  of  note  issue, 
as  hinted  by  the  noble  Lord  in  his 
speech  to-night,   and   in  his  Treasury 
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Minute  on  Scotch  Banks  of  March  24th, 
1881,  might  before  long  bear  practical 
fruit  in  some  Bill  which  they  would  bring 
in.  The  subject  could  not  be  dealt  with 
properly  by  a  private  Member.  The  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Mr.  Anderson)  would  add  £11,000,000 
to  the  National  Debt  now  kept  afloat  by 
the  Bank  of  England. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  expressed 
extreme  regret  that  there  should  haye 
been  any  objection  expressed  by  a  Scotch- 
man to  £1  notes.  Scotchmen  appreciated 
them,  and  thought  that  when  a  good  £1 
note  could  be  got  to  do  duty  for  bullion, 
it  should  be  encouraged  to  do  so.  Scot- 
land was  quite  satisfied  on  that  point. 
The  hon.  Baronet  who  had  spoken  last 
but  one,  though  a  thorough  Scotchman, 
must  have  been  corrupted  by  residence 
in  London. 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave, 
withdrawn  ;  Bill  withdrawn. 


RIVERS   CONSERVANCY  AND   FLOODS 

PREVENTION  BILL. 

APPOINTMENT  OF  SELECT  OOiailTTEE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Rivers  Con- 
seryancy  and  Floods  Prevention  Bill  do  consist 
of  Nineteen  Members." — {Mr,Dod9on.) 

Mb.  NORWOOD  protested  a|?ainst 
the  omission  of  hon.  Members  with 
special  mercantile  knowledge  from  the 
Committee  to  watch  the  interests  of 
navigation.  The  great  estuary  of  the 
Humber,  with  its  affluents,  the  Trent 
and  Ouse,  formed  the  drainage  outlet  of 
one-third  of  the  area  of  England;  and  the 
Humber  Oonservancy  were  desirous  that 
the  trading  interests  of  Hull,  Orimsbj, 
Qoole,  and  Gainsborough  should  be 
directly  represented  on  tibe  Committee ; 
and  he  ventured  to  name  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Great  Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage), 
who  was  a  large  landed  proprietor  in 
Lincolnshire,  as  acceptable  to  the  Hum- 
ber interests.  He  would  not  go  to  the 
length  of  opposing  the  appointment  of 
the  Committee ;  but  would  only  ex- 
press a  hope  that  the  Government  would 
five  the  question  some  consideration,  as 
e  was  of  opinion  that  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers connected  with  the  trade  of  the 
great  estuaries  should  be  nominated. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  that  in  the 
absence  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  he  could  not  give  an  answer  to 
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the  observations  of  the  hon.  Gentleman* 
He  was  sure,  however,  that  if  the  hon- 
Gentleman  would  not  oppose  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Committee,  his  sug- 
gestions would  receive  every  considera- 
tion at  the  hands  of  his  right  hon.  Friend. 
He  would  also  remind  him  that  the  com- 
mercial and  practical  element  could  not 
be  said  to  have  been  omitted  in  a  Com- 
mittee of  which  the  hon.  Members  for 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Stanhope  and  Mr.  J. 
C.  Lawrance)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Magniac)  were  proposed 
as  Members. 

Mr.  a.  H.  brown  complained  that 
there  was  no  hon.  Member  to  be  pro- 
posed on  the  Committee  representing 
the  upland  proprietors.  He  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mb.  heneage,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said,  he  objected  to  so  large  a 
number  as  five  official  Members  being 
placed  on  the  Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (Mr,  A.  H.  Brown.) 

Mb.  CALLAN  regretted  that  there 
was  not  an  Irish  Meniber  to  be  proposed. 

Sib  ANDREW  LUSK  said,  he  also 
wished  to  point  out  that  there  was  no 
shipowner  mentioned  for  it. 

Mb.  HINDE  PALMER  hoped  the 
Committee  would  be  so  constituted  as  to 
give  thorough  satisfaction  to  the  per- 
sons and  classes  interested  more  particu- 
larly in  the  Bill.  He  trusted  tnat  the 
nomination  of  the  Committee  would  be 
deferred 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  he  would 
agree,  on  behalf  of  the  Government,  to 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Colonel  MAKINS  hoped  that  hon. 
Members  representing  the  uplands  would 
find  a  place  on  the  Committee. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

THAMES  BIYEB   (nO.    2)    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  CHAMBERLAnc ,  Bill  to  pro- 
vide for  the  abolition  of  Compnlsoiy  PiloUgt 
on,  and  for  the  Free  Navigation  of,'  the  fiiTer 
Thames  above  Graveeond,  and  for  the  repeal  of 
Acts  inconaiatent  therewith  ;  and  to  confer  fll^ 
ther  powers  on  the  Ck>naervators  of  the  RiTtf 
Thames,  ardertd  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Cuix- 
BBRLAXN  and  Mr.  Eteltn  Ashley. 

^iXLprumted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  141] 

House  adjoomed  at  a  qoiitff 
after  FiTe  adoek, 
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MINTJTE8J  —  iSa^  Fint  in  Farliament— The 
Earl  of  j^int  Gormans,  after  the  death  of 
hlB  brother. 

Public  Bills — Firtt  Reading — Inland  Revenue 
Buildings  ♦  (73) ;  Tramways  (Ireland)  Acts 
Amendment  •  (74) ;  Married  Women's  Pro- 
perty (Scotland)  *  (76) ;  Inclosure  Provisional 
Order  (Thurstaston  Common)  ♦  (76) ;  Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (Bath,  &c.)  * 
(77);  Local  Government  (Highways)  Provi- 
sional Order  (York)*  (78) ;  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  ♦  (79). 

Third  JieadinffSea,  Fisheries  (Clam  and  Bait 
Beds)  *  (53),  and  passed. 

THE  LATE  EARL  OF  BEACONSFIELD, 
K.G.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  since 
your  Lordships  last  adjourned  a  notable 
and  most  conspicuous  figure  in  this 
Assembly  has  passed  away.  That  emi- 
nent and  remarkable  man,  Lord  Beacons- 
field,  has  passed  away,  and  the  close  of 
his  brilliant  and,  if  I  may  be  allowed  to 
use  the  expression,  dramatic  career  has 
caused  an  extraordinary  sensation  in  the 
country.  No  one  can  doubt  the  sympathy 
of  this  House  with  that  feeling.  I  do 
not  merely  allude  to  the  great  majority 
of  this  HouBe  who  have  been  accustomed 
to  be  led  by  Lord  Beaconsfield  and  to  be 
influenced  by  his  counsels;  but  I  also 
feel  and  know  that  those  of  the  mi- 
nority who  were  the  most  opposed  to 
him  in  politics  are  desirous  of  doing 
respect .  to  his  memory.  I  have  con- 
sidered carefully  with  my  Colleagues  in 
this  House  whether  I  should  move  a 
formal  mark  of  respect  by  an  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  to-day.  With  regard 
to  the  great  statesmen  who  have  died 
while  the  House  has  been  sitting,  the 
ffeneral  rule  has  been  that  such  an  ad- 
journment should  not  take  place;  but 
there  have  been  exceptions.  I,  perhaps, 
may  name  two  instances  somewhat  typical 
within  my  own  experience.  The  late 
Lord  Clarendon,  my  great  personal  poli- 
tical Friend,  suddenly  died,  and  it  fell  to 
my  lot  to  state  to  the  House  the  reasons 
and  the  precedents  why  the  House  should 
not  adjourn,  though  on  a  former  occasion 
I  had  also,  when  Lord  Campbell,  with 
equal  suddenness,  died,  to  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House  on  the  special 
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Assembly.  I  find  that  in  the  case  of 
death. when  the  House  is  not  sitting 
there  is  absolutely  no  precedent  for  such 
adjournment  at  its  meeting.  Neither 
in  the  case  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington, 
of  Lord  Aberdeen,  of  Lord  Derby,  nor  of 
Lord  Eussell  was  such  a  step  taken,  and 
it  appears  to  me  that  at  such  a  time, 
when  feelings  are  excited,  it  is  desirable 
to  proceed  according  to  usage  and  prece- 
dent. I  may  state  that  I  have  now  the 
honour  of  giving  Notice  that  I  shall  ask 
your  Lordships  on  Mondav  next  to  agree 
to  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty  in  favour 
of  a  Monument  to  Lord  Beaconsfield. 
That  day  has  been  fixed  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  also  for  a  similar 
Address,  in  order  that  both  Houses  may 
concur  at  the  same  time  in  the  expression 
of  their  wishes  to  Her  Majesty  with  re- 
gard to  the  late  Earl.  My  Lords,  there 
are  things  in  this  matter  which  I  should 
like  to  say  at  once ;  but  I  feel  it  more 
respectful  to  this  House  to  postpone  till 
Monday  the  expression  of  my  personal 
regret  and  my  sense  of  the  loss  which 
this  Assembly  as  a  body  has  sustained 
in  the  death  of  the  illustrious  man  who 
has  gone. 

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  and 
GORDON  :  My  Lords,  after  the  intima- 
tion given  by  my  noble  Friend  opposite 
(Earl  Granville)  that  he  intends  to  again 
bring  this  melancholy  subject  under  the 
notice  of  your  Lordships  on  Monday 
next,  I  do  not  on  this  occasion  propose 
to  offer  any  lengthened  remarks.  But  I 
cannot  refrain  from  stating  in  a  very  few 
words,  on  a  topic  so  sad  to  all  in  this 
House,  and  especially  to  those  whom  I 
have  the  honour  of  sitting  amongst,  that 
having  served  the  whole  of  my  political 
life,  now  numbering  some  40  years,  with 
my  late  Friend,  your  Lordships  may 
imagine  I  deeply  feel  the  loss  we  have 
all  sustained.  There  is  no  man,  I  think, 
in  this  country  who  has  displayed  more 
chivalrous  loyalty  to  his  Sovereign  and 
greater  jealousy  of  the  honour  of  his 
country  than  was  displayed  by  my  late 
lamented  Friend  during  his  lifetime.  It 
is  only  those  associated  most  intimately 
with  him  in  his  political  life  who  can 
appreciate  his  marvellous  courage  in 
adverse  circumstances,  his  wonderful 
moderation  in  prosperity,  and  the  extra- 
ordinary serenity  of  his  temper  on  every 
occasion.    My  Lords,  to  those  who,  like 
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myself,  feel  the  irreparable  loss  we  have 
sustained  in  the  death  of  one  with  whom 
we  had  been  so  long  associated,  it  is 
some  small  consolation  that  his.  death 
has  brought  out  the  feeling  of  the  coun- 
try in  his  regard,  its  admiration  for  his 
great  talents,  and  that  in  various  ways 
we  have  had  manifested  to  us  that  foreign 
countries  ratified  the  opinion  of  his  own. 
I  will  not  further  trespass  on  the  time  of 
your  Lordships  ;  but  I  should  be  doing 
an  injury  to  my  own  feelings,  and,  I  am 
Bure,  not  acting  in  accordance  with  the 
wishes  of  my  noble  Friends,  if,  after  the 
remarks  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  I  had 
remained  entirely  silent. 

AFGHAN  WAR— VOTE  OF  THANKS  FOR 
THE  MILITARY  OPERATIONS  IN  AF- 
GHANISTAN.—RESOLUTIONS. 

Earl  GEANVILLE  :  My  Lords,  most 
of  your  Lordships  will  remember  that 
the  noble  Viscount  opposite  (Viscount 
Cranbrook),  when  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  moved  a  Vote  of  Thanks  in 
August,  1879,  at  the  close  of  one  phase 
of  the  late  Afi^han  War.  The  noble 
Viscount  carefully  avoided  on  that  occa- 
sion any  allusion  to  topics  which  might 
lead  to  any  political  discussion,  while,  at 
the  same  time,  doing  honour  to  the 
troops.  I  shall  certainly  carefully  en- 
deavour to  follow  that  example  while  I 
am  asking  your  Lordships  to  perform 
that  which  I  believe  to  be  the  most 
pleasing  Parliamentary  duty — namely, 
to  recognize  the  services  of  those  gallant 
men  who,  as  in  this  case,  have  been  so 
successfully  employed  in  sustaining  the 
honour  of  the  British  Army.  At  the 
close  of  the  campaign,  the  occasion  of 
the  thanks  to  which  I  have  juat  referred, 
the  troops  employed  on  the  Kliyber  and 
Kuram  lines  had  been  withdrawn  within 
the  Frontier  laid  down  in  the  Treaty  of 
Gandamak,  a  considerable  proportion  of 
the  troops  in  Southern  Afghanistan  were 
returning  to  India,  and  the  transport  was 
for  the  most  part  dismissed.  One  month 
after  the  Vote  of  Thanks  had  been  given 
the  sad  news  of  the  Cabul  massacre 
became  known.  A  large  force  was 
rapidly  collected  and  moved  forward. 
Candabar  was  retained,  and  its  commu- 
nication with  India  made  safe.  After 
the  battles  of  Char-Asiab  and  of  Asmai, 
the  British  Standard  was  erected  on  the 
Bala  Hissar  at  Cabul.  Under  the  pres- 
Bure,  however,  of  some  60,000  soldiers 
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of  the  Tribes,  our  troops  had  to  concen- 
trate themselves  at  Sherpur,  and  when 
they  were  attacked  the  defence  of  the 
citadel  was  successfully  carried  out,  and 
the  vast  Afghan  Army  was  entirely  broken 
up.     During  this  time  the  communica- 
tions with  Cabul  were  maintained  by  the 
Khyber   division,    occupying    13    posts 
along  1 32  miles,  and  keeping  the  hostile 
Tribes  in  check.     In  March,  a  force  of 
between  4,000  and  5,000  men  left  Can- 
dahar  to  march  on  Ghami  and  CabuL 
TVithin  25  miles  of  Ghazni  a  brilliant 
victory  was  gained  over  a  force  greatly 
superior  in  numbers,    aided   by  many 
thousand  fanatical  swordsmen — a  victory 
which  completely  opened  the  road  to 
Cabul.     But  on  the  receipt  of  news  of  a 
victory  gained  by  Ayoob    Khan  over 
General    Primrose    near    Candahar,  a 
corps   of    10,000  men  were   sent  from 
Cabul   to  relieve  Candahar,    and  they 
performed  that    famous    march    about 
which  your  Lordships  have   heard  so 
much,    traversing    a    distance   of   316 
miles,  or  29  marches  in  23  days.    They 
spent  one  day  in  reconnoitring,  and  on 
the  next    they   stormed  Ayoob's  posi- 
tion, took  34  (all)  his  g^ns,   scattered 
his  forces,  sent  him  flying  to  Herat,  and 
substantially  brought  the  second  phase 
of  the  campaign  to  a  successful  issue. 
Absolutely  without  that  knowledge  of 
military  details  which  would  enable  me 
to  give  your  Lordships  a  full  account  of 
operations  which,  though  not  without  a 
check,  have  been  so  brilliantly  and  suc- 
cessfully carried  out,  I  have  purposely 
confined  myself  to  reminding  your  Lord- 
.ships  of  the  principal  features  of  a  cam- 
paign which  your  Lordships,  in  common 
with  the   whole  country,   studied  with 
a  never-failing  interest  at  the  time- 
interest   in  the   fortunes  of   our  brave 
soldiers.      I    will,    with   equal   brerity, 
allude   to  the   share   which   those  dis- 
tinguished officers  whom  I  ask  you  to 
thank  had  in  obtaining  the  great  results. 
Sir  Frederick  Haines,  who  had  formerly 
served  in  the  Sikh  Wars,  in  the  Crimea, 
and  done  good  work  at  home,  was  Com- 
mander-in-Chief in  India    during  the 
whole  period  of  the  late  war.     During 
that  war  in  no  instance  has  failure  been 
attributed  to  arrangements  made  by  him. 
A  tribute  was  paid  at  the  close  of  the 
war  to  the  state  of  the  Army,  to  which 
I  will  later  allude,   which  reflects  the 
highest  credit  on  Sir  Frederick  Haines. 
It  was  his  strong  wish  to  tak»  the  p«^ 
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Bonal  command  of  the  troops  in  the  field, 
which  was  only  refused  on  political  and 
administrative  grounds.  The  next  officer 
I  shall  mention  is  Sir  Donald  Stewart.  It 
is  no  new  honour  for  him  to  receive  the 
thanks  of  Parliament.  It  was  he  who, 
at  Candahar,  consolidated  and  arranged 
with  so  much  judgment  the  disposition 
of  the  forces,  and  established  the  safety 
of  our  communications  with  India.  I 
believe  it  is  also  universally  acknow- 
ledged that  Sir  Donald  Stewart  displayed 
singular  political  ability  in  dealing  with 
the  Chiefs  with  whom  he  had  to  com- 
municate. It  was  Sir  Donald  Stewart 
who  commanded  the  force  to  which  I 
just  now  alluded  in  the  march  from 
Candahar  to  Cabul,  achieving  the  bril- 
liant victory  of  Ghuzni  on  the  way.  I 
would  also  mention,  to  the  credit  of  that 
distinguished  General,  the  self-denying^ 
soldier-like  spirit  with  which  he  aban- 
doned to  another  capable  man  the  com- 
mand of  a  force  with  which  great  military 
glory  was  to  be  obtained ;  while  he  himself 
undertook,  certainly  not  a  less  difficult 
task,  but  one  not  apparently  of  the  same 
glorious  character,  in  withdrawing  a 
small  force  in  a  difficult  country  in  the 
face  of  adverse  circumstances — and  this 
he  did  with  a  success  hardly  before 
known  in  that  description  of  warfare. 
There  is  an  error  in  the  Notice  which  has 
been  given  of  these  Eesolutions.  The 
rank  which  Sir  Frederick  Eoberts  held 
at  that  time  gave  him  the  command  over 
other  officers  in  India ;  and  you  will, 
therefore,  allow  me  to  amend  the  prece- 
dence of  the  officers  mentioned  in  the 
Eesolution.  Sir  Frederick  Eoberts,  like 
Sir  Donald  Stewart,  has  already  received 
the  thanks  of  Parliament  for  previous 
services.  It  was  he  who  at  Simla  received 
the  command  of  the  troops  who  were  to 
march  back  to  Cabul,  and  who  so  brilliantly 
won  the  battles  of  Char-Asiab,  Asmai, 
and  Sherpur,  to  which  I  have  already 
alluded.  It  was  he  who  finally  at  Sherpur 
established  the  position  of  the  British 
Army ;  and  it  was  he  who  later,  en- 
trusted by  Sir  Donald  Stewart,  made 
that  march  which  has  become  famous 
in  the  history  of  this  war.  The  next 
officer  to  whom  I  shall  allude  is  General 
Bright,  who  commanded  the  Khyber 
Pass,  and  to  whom  was  entrusted  the 
difficult  dutyofmaintainingthose  commu- 
nications. That  he  did  most  thoroughly. 
He  had  to  arrange  for  the  organization, 
proteotioni  and  movement  of  daily  con- 


voys for  the  whole  force  in  Northern 
Afghanistan,  in  a  country  of  extraor- 
dinary difficulties,  amone  warlike  and 
predatory  tribes.  He  had  constantly  to 
be  prepared  for  defence  and  for  attack, 
and  to  deal  with  political  emergencies 
of  great  difficulty.  The  success  of  the 
main  operations  depended  mainly  on  the 
manner  in  which  tnese  duties  were  per- 
formed. My  Lords,  the  next  name  is 
that  of  Major  General  Eoss,  who  is  now 
in  command  of  the  Poonah  Division. 
He  was  appointed  to  the  command  of 
the  Peshawur  reserve  brigade,  and  sub- 
sequently to  that  of  the  second  division 
of  the  North  Afghanistan  force.  He  was 
in  command  of  the  Infantry  division  on 
the  march  to  and  at  the  battle  of  Can- 
dahar, his  services  at  which  were  duly 
recognized  in  the  despatches  and  gene- 
ral orders  of  the  day.  Major  General 
Hills  was  Adjutant  General  with  Sir 
Donald  Stewart  at  Candahar.  He  sub- 
sequently joined  Sir  Frederick  Eoberts 
in  Kuram  as  a  volunteer,  and  was  ap- 
pointed to  the  difficult  position  of  Mili- 
tary Governor  of  Cabul.  Sir  Frederick 
Eoberts  reported  that  during  the  invest- 
ment of  Sherpur,  General  Hill's  pre- 
sence at  this  post  relieved  him  of  con- 
siderable anxiety.  Major  General  Sir 
Eobert  Phayre  did  excellent  service  in 
laying  out  the  lines  of  communication 
on  the  Bolan  line.  He  is  an  officer  of 
high  reputation  and  great  force  of  cha- 
racter. Of  his  attempt  to  relieve  Can- 
dc^ar.  Sir  Frederick  Haines  reported 
that — 

**  It  is  entirely  due  to  the  ability  and  energy 
of  the  commander  and  the  spirit  and  discipline 
of  the  troops  that  they  were  so  far  forward  on 
the  1st  of  September.** 

Colonel  Watson  received  the  thanks  of 
the  Government  for  his  services  in  the 
earlier  phase  of  the  war,  at  the  head  of 
the  Native  contingent ;  and  he  had  sub- 
sequently commanded  the  10,000  men 
of  the  Kuram  district.  There  was  little 
of  importance  going  on  in  the  Valley ; 
but  an  expedition  into  the  Zaimukht 
country  was  successful,  and  at  a  very 
small  loss  of  life.  I  have  confined  my- 
self to  the  names  of  those  distinguished 
officers  who  it  is  proposed  should  be 
thanked  by  your  Lordships.  It  is  im- 
possible to  read,  as  the  great  majority  of 
your  Lordships  have  done,  the  despatches 
published  in  Th$  Gazette  without  ob- 
serving the  number  of  gallant  men, 
Europeans  and  Natives,  who,  although 
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not  having  had  the  same  important 
commands  as  those  mentioned  in  the 
Eesolutiona,  have  not  only  distinguished 
themselves,  but  bo  greatly  contributed 
to  the  complete  success  of  the  military 
operations.  It  was  a  temptation  to  me 
to  pick  out  some  of  these  names  in  order 
to  mention  thorn  to  your  Lordships;  but 
it  would  have  been  impossible  to  enume- 
rate them  all,  and  therefore  I  felt  I 
would  be  taking  too  great  u  responsi- 
bility upon  myself  to  select  names  in 
that  manner.  I  can  only  say  that  their 
deeds  have  not  been  forgotten  in  the  de- 
Bpatohes  to  which  I  have  alluded,  and 
that  tbey  are  entitled  to  the  strongest 
feeling  of  gratitude  from  the  country  for 
the  services  they  performed.  With  re- 
card  to  the  third  Resolution,  by  which 
it  ia  proposed  that  this  House  shall  state 
that  it  highly  approves  and  acknow- 
ledges the  valour  and  perseverance  dis- 
played by  the  DO D- commissioned  officers 
and  private  soldiers,  both  European  and 
Native,  employed  in  Afghanistan  during 
the  late  campaign,  I  am  glad  to  quote 
words  of  more  authority  than  any  I 
could  use.  In  announcing  the  close  of 
the  war,  the  Government  of  India 
publicly  offered  their 

"  Hearty  teBtimouy  to  the  unfailing  disci- 
pline, thehiKh  spirit,  and  the  che«Hul  endurance 
which  had  been  so  conspicuously  evinced  by  the 
■whole  force  under  all  the  viciBsitudea  of  pro- 
longed, distant,  and  trying  serriceB." 

They  added— 

"  To  these  most  honourable  and  soldierly 
qualities  it  is  due  that  rarely,  if  ever,  has  war 
heeu  carried  on  in  an  enemy's  country  with  so 
strict  a  reffard  to  the  laws  of  humanity  acd 
honour,  and  such  a  total  absence  of  oicess  of 
any  liind,  aa  throughout  the  late  operations  in 
Afghanietaa." 

My  Lords,  I  believe  this  statement  to  be 
absolutely  true.  I  can  conceive  of  no 
words  of  praise  more  dear  to  the  gallant 
men  who  deserved  them,  or  more  likely 
to  enhance  the  sympathy  felt  by  this 
country  with  the  gallant  deeds  of  theit 
fellow-countrymen  in  foreign  countries 
engaged  in  war. 

Moved  to  resolve, 

"  1.  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  given 
to  General  Sir  Frederick  Paul  Haines.  G.C.B., 
G.C.S.I.,  C.I.E.,  Comnuinder-in-Chief  in  India, 
for  the  ability  and  judgment  with  which  he 
directed  the  recent  operations  from  September 
1879  to  September  ISSO  in  Aighanistan  : 

"  2.  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be 
given  to 

Lieutenuit-Genenil    Sit    Donald    Martin 


Lieutenant-General   nocal)    Bir  Frederick 

Sleigh  Roberts,  G.C.B..  C.I.E..  V.C. ; 
Lieutenant-General  Sir  Robert  OnesiphOTiu 

Bright,  K.C.B. ; 
Hajor-General  Sir  John  Robs.  K.C.B. : 
Major-General   Si^  James    Hills,   K.C.B., 

V.C; 
Major-Genoral  Sit  Robert  Phavre,  K.C.B. ; 
Maior-General  (local)  John  Watson,  C.B., 
V.C; 
and  the  other  Officers  of  the  Army,  both  Enn- 
poan  and  Native,  for  the  intrepidity,  skill,  ind 
perseverance  displayed  by  them  in  the  Uilitsry 
operations  in  Afghanistan,  and  for  their  iodr- 
fatigablo  zeal  and  exertions   during  the  late 
campaign  : 

"3.  That  this  House  doth  highly  approve  and 
Acknowledge  the  valour  and  perseverance  di^ 

flayed  by  the  NoQ-coromisaiooed  Officers  tai 
'rivate  Soldiers,  both  European  and  Nstive, 
employed  in  Afghanistan  during  the  late  Osm- 
paign,  and  that  the  same  be  signi&ed  to  them 
by  the  Commander*  of  the  several  Coiys  who 
are  desired  to  thank  them  for  their  gallint 
behaviour : 

"i.  'lliatthesaidrcsolutioDsbetniiiBmlttedbj 
the  Lord  Chancellor  to  the  Viceroy  and  OoTer- 
nor-Goneial  of  India,  and  that  His  Lordship  he 
requested  to  communicate  tho  same  to  the  ssve. 
ral  Officers  referred  to  therein."— (n«  &rl 
Qremillt.) 

TiacouNT  ORANBEOOK :  My  Lord*, 
in  consequence  of  my  having  held  the 
Seals  of  the  India  Office  at  the  tine 
when  part  of  theae    tranBaotiona   took 

flace,  and  from  another  cause  for  which 
deeply  grieve  and  to  which  the  nobis 
Earl  opposite  has  so  gracefully  alludsd 
in  the  earlier  part  of  this  evening,  the 
duty  devolves  upon  me  to  express,  on 
the  part  of  those  with  whom  I  act,  our 
entire  and  cordial  concurrence  in  the 
Yote  of  this  House  which  has  been 
moved  by  the  noble  Earl.  The  noble  Eiri 
has  very  justly  praised  the  British  sad 
Native  troops  who  were  engaged  in  thoM 
arduous  campaigns  in  AfghaniBtan ;  for 
the  war  hae  not  been  without  its  vicieti- 
tudes,  nor  without  its  dangers.  It  has 
beeu  supposed  that  small  forces  may 
carve  their  way  through  a  country  ii 
that  description  without  much  appre- 
hension ;  but  it  has  been  proved  in  the 
course  of  this  campaign,' and  also  in  the 
Tribal  war  to  which  the  noble  Earl  baa 
referred,  how  necessary  it  ia  that  thwa 
should  be  not  only  bravery,  but  great 
prudence,  on  the  part  of  those  Generals 
who  have  the  conduct  of  affairs  in  that 
country,  and  that  their  force  BhonM 
be  of  adequate  numbers  and  of  trieJ 
valour.  I  concur  entirely  in  all  that  hai 
been  said  with  regard  to  the  non-oom- 
miuioned  officers  and  private  soldisn; 
and,  like  the  noble  Earl,  I  feel  die  sane 
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difficulty  in  singling  ont  instances  of  offi- 
cers not  mentioned  in  the  Vote  of  Thanks 
whose  feats  of  arms  were  of  a  character 
that  equal  any  like  deeds  which  have 
been  performed  in  any  part  of  the  world. 
But,  as  the  noble  Earl  has  said,  it  would 
be  almost  invidious  to  select,  and  I  have 
the  less  difficulty  in  abstaining  from 
doing  so,  because  the  Generals  who  have 
been  in  command  in  these  great  affairs 
have,with  that  generosity  which  is  always 
found  in  men  of  their  character,  in  de- 
spatches and  speeches  told  their  coun- 
trymen of  the  noble  actions  of  those 
who  had  served  under  them,  and  have 
given  them  a  very  large  portion  of 
the  credit  which  they  themselves  have 
gained — eager,  indeed,  to  acknowledge 
how  much  they  owed  to  these  men. 
With  regard  to  the  Commander-in- 
Chief,  he  has  held  that  position  dur- 
ing the  whole  of  this  campaign  in  a 
manner  that  is  highly  creditable  to  his 
unselfish  generosity.  It  is  true  that  he 
has  remained  at  head-quarters ;  but 
he  is  not  a  man  who  has  not  acted  to 
the  full  extent  as  Commander-in-Chief 
in  seeing  that  the  troops  were  well  sup- 
plied, that  the  troops  themselves  were 
m  BuiBicient  numbers  for  the  Generals 
who  were  in  the  field,  and  that  no- 
thing should  be  wanting  in  the  details 
of  the  campaign  which  might  prevent 
those  Generals  from  achieving  the  suc- 
cesses which  they  obtained.  With  re- 
gard to  Sir  Donald  Stewart,  no  one 
can  have  watched  his  career,  at  Can* 
dahar  and  Cabul,  both  as  an  adminis- 
trator and  as  a  General,  without  being 
convinced  that,  in  the  high  position  he 
now  occupies  as  Commander-in-Chief  of 
the  Indian  Army,  he  will  render  ser- 
vices as  greeit  as  any  of  those  which  have 
been  rendered  by  his  predecessors.  As 
to  General  Boberts,  I  had  the  opportu- 
nity of  speaking  before  with  reference 
to  his  services  in  the  first  Afghan  Cam- 
paign. The  country  has  pronounced  its 
opinion,  in  very  emphatic  terms,  upon 
ymat  General  Koberts  has  done,  and 
your  Lordships,  I  feel  sure,  will  not  be 
dow  to  acknowledge  that  he  deserves 
the  credit  which  he  has  gained.  When 
he  had  to  retire  from  Cabul  into  the 
Sherpur  cantonments,  of  vast  extent, 
with  a  comparatively  small  body  of 
men,  by  his  admirable  arrangements 
he  soon  made  his  power  again  felt  and 
broke  up  altogether  the  Tribal  army 
which  threw  itself  in  such  vast  numbers 


upon  his  fortress.  It  is  impossible  to 
pass  by  that  which  was  done  in  concert 
by  Sir  Donald  Stewart  and  General 
Roberts  on  the  occasion  which  occurred 
after  the  defeat  of  Maiwand ;  and  here  it 
is  most  important  to  notice  the  dates,  in 
order  to  show. that  you  have  in  the  field 
Commanders  who  are  not  only  equal  to 
fighting,  but  also  equal  to  a  sudden  emer- 
gency, which  requires  the  collection  of 
forces,  arranging  for  efficient  transport, 
and  for  the  supplies  of  all  other  materials 
necessary  for  a  force  in  the  field.  On  the 
27th  of  July  the  defeat  of  Maiwand 
took  place ;  and  almost  within  a  month — 
namely,  in  September — the  disaster  was 
retrieved,  and  all  opposition  was  put  down 
in  Southern  Afghanistan.  One  cannot 
but  feel  that  the  Generals  who  effected 
that  great  object  are  men  upon  whom 
the  country  may  thoroughly  rely  in  any 
emergency  which  may  occur.  I  may 
say  that  the  Government  have  shown 
their  sense  of  General  Boberts'  ability 
by  sending  him  to  the  Cape ;  and  though 
he  was  not  called  upon  to  act  there,  it 
is,  at  least,  a  testimony  of  the  highest 
kind  which  the  Government  could  give 
that  he  should  have  been  selected  for  a 
command  which  involved  so  great  a  re- 
sponsibility. General  Boberts  will  pro- 
bably return  to  India ;  and  much  as  I 
desire  the  peace  of  that  Empire,  and 
much  as  I  hope  that  its  prosperity  may 
increase  by  the  development  of  its  re- 
sources, still  in  that  vast  country,  and 
amongst  those  numerous  races  which  in- 
habit it,  it  is  impossible  that  there  may 
not  be  occasions  when  the  elements  of 
mischief  will  in  some  places  be  kindled. 
It  is  then  you  require  a  resolute  will 
and  adequate  instruments  to  repress 
such  outbreaks;  and  with  men  like 
Stewart,  and  Eoberts,  and  Fhayre,  and 
others  whom  I  might  name,  you  may 
rely  that  the  peace  of  India  will  be 
maintained.  I  believe  that  peace  would 
be  secured,  without  bloodshed,  by  the 
terror  which  the  names  of  these  distin- 
guished Generals  would  exercise,  and 
that  if  war  ensue  it  will  be  conducted 
with  combined  vigour  and  humanity. 
My  Lords,  I  should  be  wrong  if  I  were 
to  pass  by  the  name  of  General  Fhajrre, 
for  though  he  was  not  up  to  take  part 
in  the  action  at  Candahar,  still  he  is  al- 
ways ready  for  action,  and  a  man  who 
is  known  to  possess  the  most  daring  and 
dashing  courage.  He  was,  however, 
equal  to  the  occasion  in  this  respect—* 
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that  he  provided  the  means  of  sending 
forward  troops,  if  they  should  be  re- 
quired, and  was  in  a  state  of  prepara- 
tion which  would  have  enabled  him  to 
re-inforce  General  Roberts  if  the  latter 
had  not  achieved  the  victory  which  he 
obtained  with  the  force  at  his  command. 
I  need  not  say  how  much  we  are  in- 
debted to  Colonel  "Watson ;  nor,  indeed, 
need  I  go  further  in  recommending  to 
your  Lordships*  notice  Resolutions  so 
well  deserved  by  the  Commanders,  the 
officers,  and  the  troops,  to  whose  ser- 
vices they  refer. 

The  Duke  of  CAMBRIDGE:  My 
Lords,  I  wish  to  express  my  entire  con- 
currence in  the  Resolutions  proposed  by 
my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  AflPairs.  I  will  not  go  into 
the  details  of  the  services  of  the  officers 
mentioned  in  them  —  they  have  been 
fully  enlarged  upon  by  my  noble  Friends. 
But  I  may  be  permitted  to  say  this  in 
regard  to  the  Commander-in-Chief  in 
India,  that  I  am  very  glad  to  see  his 
name  mentioned  in  the  list.  No  man 
was  more  anxious  to  take  the  command 
of  the  Army  in  the  field  than  Sir  Fre- 
derick Haines;  but  as  it  was  essential 
that  he  should  discharge  certain  duties 
required  of  him,  he  was  called  upon,  at 
great  personal  sacrifice,  to  give  up  the 
idea  of  himself  proceeding  to  the  seat  of 
action,  and  remained  at  the  request  of 
the  Viceroy  to  support  him  in  the  various 
great  events  which  were  then  taking 
place.  I  feel  bound  to  that  gallant  and 
distinguished  officer  to  make  that  state- 
ment. It  is,  no  doubt,  a  very  dis- 
agreeable thing  for  a  man  filling  the 
high  post  he  did  not  to  be  able  to  take 
part  in  the  operations  in  the  field ;  but 
he  is  bound  to  undertake  other  duties 
when  it  is  in  the  interest  of  tlie  country 
that  he  should  do  so.  The  duties  which 
he  was  called  upon  to  discharge  he  effi- 
ciently performed.  And  here,  also,  I 
must  say  I  think  I  should  name  two  other 
officers  —  the  Adjutant  and  Quarter- 
master-General of  the  Army.  Their 
duties  were  very  onerous,  trying,  and 
unceasing,  and  they  performed  them  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  enable  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief to  carry  on  the  opera- 
tions with  comi)lete  regularity  and  suc- 
cess. With  regard  to  Sir  Donald  Stewart, 
who,  I  rejoice  to  think,  is  Commander-in- 
Ohief  in  India,  Sir  Frederick  Roberts, 
and  others,  all  these  Generals  came  up 
tahj  to  the  expectatious  formed  of  them. 

Fiicount  Cranhrook 


General  Roberts  accomplished  a  great 
march  of  321  miles  in  23  days,  and  at  the 
end  of  that  march,  with  only  two  days' 
rest,  he  fought  a  great  action  resulting 
in  a  brilliant  victory,  and  in  the  re-occupa- 
tion of  the  country.  And,  my  Lords,  one 
of  the  most  agreeable  features  of  the 
campaign  was  the  manifestation  of  cor- 
diality and  good  feeling  among  the  offi- 
cers, and  the  spirit  of  obedience  exhibited 
by  the  troops.  I  believe  we  may  always 
depend  on  the  loyalty  of  such  men.  It 
has  been  said  that  a  difficulty  has  been 
experienced  in  obtaining  Native  recruits 
for  the  Indian  Army  serving  beyond 
the  Frontier ;  but  I  may  mention,  on  the 
authority  of  Sir  Frederick  Haines  and  Sir 
Frederick  Roberts,  that  these  difficulties 
have  entirely  passed  away.  The  Native 
regiments  were  considerably  reduced  at 
the  commencement  of  the  war  ;  but  in  a 
short  time  the  great  majority  of  them 
were  recruited  to  the  full.  The  greatest 
credit  is  due,  my  Lords,  to  all  concerned 
in  keeping  up  the  communications  of  the 
Army  during  the  recent  campaign ;  and 
I  am  glad  to  hear  the  reference  made  by 
my  noble  Friends  to  the  services  ren- 
dered in  this  respect  by  Sir  Donald 
Stewart,  Generals  Bright,  Phayre,  and 
Watson.  My  Lords,  as  I  am  sure  that 
the  interest  manifested  by  Parliament  in 
the  deeds  of  the  Army  is  much  prized  bj 
the  troops,  both  British  and  Native,  I  am 
happy  that  those  Resolutions  have  been 
proposed  and  have  met  with  such  a  hearty 
reception  in  your  Lordships'  House. 

Tbe  Eabl  of  LYTTON  :  I  should  not 
presume  to  occupy  the  attention  of  your 
Lordships  but  for  the  recent  and 
long  relations  I  have  held,  personaUy 
and  officially,  with  the  distinguished 
officers  mentioned  in  the  Resolutions 
of  the  noble  Earl.  This  will,  I  trust, 
be  my  sufficient  justification  for  ask- 
ing leave  to  bear  my  humble  testimony 
to  the  ability  of  those  distinguished 
men,  and  to  their  high  sense  of  duty.  I 
shall  ask  leave  to  express  the  lively  satis- 
faction with  which  I  have  listened  to  the 
appreciative  and  gpratifying  recognition 
their  services  received  from  the  observa- 
tions of  the  illustrious  Duke  who  has 
just  spoken.  With  regard  to  my  gallant 
friend  and  recent  colleague,  the  lato 
Commander-in-Chief  in  India,  I  am  in 
a  position  to  bear  testimony  to  his  con- 
stant vigilance  for  the  wants  and  welfare 
of  the  Army  in  India,  and  to  his  serenity 
of  mind  under  more  than  ordinaxily  txy^ 
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ing  circumstances.  It  was  universally 
felt  by  the  Government  of  India,  that 
when  the  garrison  of  India  was  some- 
what weakened,  and  considerable  stress 
put  upon  the  extent  of  our  operations 
m  the  field,  we  should  suffer  much  in- 
convenience and  be  exposed  to  great 
embarrassment,  if  deprived  of  the  per- 
sonal presence  of  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  in  India,  by  his  assumption  of  a 
command  out  of  India,  on  the  exercise 
of  which  he  might,  at  any  moment,  be 
cut  off  from  communication  with  the 
Indian  Government,  and  the  co-operat- 
ing forces  in  Southern  Afghanistan.  In 
yielding  to  these  considerations,  I  have 
no  doubt  my  gallant  friend  Sir  Frederick 
Haines  made  a  sacrifice  to  duty,  and  I 
am  bound  to  say  it  was  most  cheerfully 
made.  But  if  he  was  not  present  in  the 
field  personally,  I  think  I  can  say  that 
his  mind  was  there,  and  associated  with 
all  those  arrangements  which,  under  his 
orders,  were  so  successfully  carried  out. 
With  regard  to  the  case  of  General  Sir 
Frederick  Eoberts,  we  shall  probably 
all  feel  that  nothing  said  in  this  House 
to-night  can  very  materially  add  to  the 
essentially  national  character  of  those 
spontaneous  and  enthusiastic  demonstra- 
tions of  opinion — ay,  1  will  even  say 
outbursts  of  opinion — which  have  pro- 
claimed already  the  value  attached  by 
the  people  of  this  country  to  the  latest 
of  the  many  great  services  of  that  great 
soldier.  But  with  regard  to  the  case 
of  General  Sir  Donald  Stewart,  I  think 
that  justice  makes  a  special  appeal  to 
the  accuracy  of  our  recollection  ;  and  I 
was  particularly  pleased  to  find  that  it 
had  not  been  made  in  vain  to  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  noble  Earl  who  moved  this 
Motion.  The  services  of  General  Sir 
Donald  Stewart  in  connection  with  the 
successful  conclusion  of  the  second  Af- 
ghan campaign,  although  they  were 
ecarcely  less  important  than  those  of  my 
gallant  friend  Sir  Frederick  Boberts, 
were  less  conspicuous ;  they  were  less 
directly  sensational,  and,  therefore,  more 
liable  to  be  underrated  by  those  who 
have  not  closely  followed  the  incidents  of 
liis  command.  But  I  am  quite  sure  that 
my  gsdlant  friend  Sir  Frederick  Boberts 
liimself  would  be  the  first  to  acknow- 
ledge that  his  brilliant  march  from  Cabul 
to  Uandahar  was  materially  facilitated 
by  the  previous  march  of  General  Stew- 
art from  Candahar  to  Cabul,  and  by 
the  important  and  timely  victory  won 


by  General  Stewart  at  Ghuzni — a  vic- 
tory which  broke  up  all  serious  power 
of  armed  resistance  on  that  line  of 
march.  And,  moreover,  if  in  the  most 
critical  period  of  the  second  Afghan 
campaign  the  military  genius  of  Sir 
Frederick  Roberts  was  effectually  sup- 
ported by  the  discipline,  the  steadi- 
ness, and  the  intelligence  of  his  troops, 
let  us  not  forget  how  largely  that  result 
was  due  to  the  generosity  with  which 
General  Stewart  had  placed  at  his  dis- 
posal the  picked  flower  of  the  army 
under  his  command.  That  was  not  a 
common  act  of  generosity.  It  was  an 
act,  which,  I  venture  to  say,  involved 
a  high  exercise  of  judgment,  as  well 
as  of  courage  ;  because,  not  long  be- 
fore the  event  which  called  for  the 
march  of  General  Roberts  on,  Can- 
dahar, the  most  alarming  and  alarmist 
opinions  had  been  expressed,  and  ve- 
hemently expressed,  and  urged  by  the 
political  officer  attached  to  General  Stew- 
art, as  to  the  great  danger  and  difficulty 
and  the  possible  disaster,  which,  in  his 
opinion,  would  be  incurred  by  any  at- 
tempt on  the  part  of  General  Stewart 
to  effect  the  early  evacuation  of  Cabul 
even  with  the  large  force  he  then  had 
under  his  command  ;  and  I  think  Gene- 
ral Stewart  showed  great  judgment  and 
a  wise  appreciation  of  the  circumstances, 
as  well  as  considerable  courage,  in  put- 
ting aside  all  these  alarming  representa- 
tions, and  without  hesitation  making  over 
to  General  Roberts  all  the  most  efficient 
fighting  men  of  his  force.  I  think,  also, 
we  are  greatly  indebted  to  General  Stew- 
art for  the  masterly  m%nner  in  which  he 
brought  back  the  remnant  of  his  force 
without  a  single  casualty  or  disaster.  I 
feel  sure,  my  Lords,  that  to  those  dis- 
tinguished officers  who  are  named  in  the 
Motion  before  us,  we  shall  all  with  per- 
fect unanimity  wish  that  the  thanks  of 
this  House  may  be  unreservedly  ex- 
pressed 

Resolutions  agreed  to,   nemine  dissen- 

tiente. 

Ordered,  That  the  Lord  Chancellor  do  com- 
municate the  said  Resolutions  to  the  Viceroy 
and  Governor- General  of  India,  and  that  his 
Excellency  be  requested  to  communicate  the 
same  to  the  several  Officers  referred  to  therein. 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock,  till 

To-morrow,  half  past 

Ten  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  bth  May,  1881. 


MINUTES.]— New  Writ  Issubd  —  i^br  the 
Borough  of  Knaresborough,  v.  Sir  Henry 
Meysey  Meysey- Thompson,  void  Election. 

Select  Committee — Customs  (Outport  Officers) 
appointed. 

Public  Bills — Ordered — Fir8t  Reading — Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (Brentford 
Union,  &c.)  •  [149];  Post  Office  (Land)* 
[160]. 

Second  Reading — Land  Law  (Ireland)  [136] — 
[Fourth  Night"]  —  debate  further  adjourned; 
India  Office  Auditor  (Superannuation)  ♦  [140]. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Bridges  (South  Wales^  • 
[129]. 

QUESTIONS, 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  ACTS  —  CASE 
OF  ELIZABETH  BURLEY— THE  AC- 
TION OF  THE  POLICE. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  case  of  a  friend- 
less girl  named  Elizabeth  Burley,  who 
recently,  through  fear  of  the  police 
officer  appointed  to  carry  out  the  Con- 
tagious Diseases  Acts  at  Dover,  threw 
herself  into  the  water  of  the  Harbour  ; 
whether  she  was,  on  being  rescued, 
charged  before  the  magistrates  with 
attempting  to  commit  suicide,  but  the 
case  against  her  was  dismissed;  whe- 
ther the  officer  in  question  was  acting 
under  any  warrant  of  a  justice ;  and, 
whether  the  police,  under  the  Acts  in 
question,  have  been  informed  that  there 
IS  no  authority  given  to  them  in  those 
Laws  to  accost,  question,  or  molest  any 
woman,  but  only  to  proceed  against 
those  suspected  of  prostitution  under  a 
summons  or  order  of  justices  of  the 
peace  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET :  Sir,  I 
have  caused  inquiries  to  be  made  as  to 
this  case,  and  I  have  had  a  report  upon 
it  from  the  police.  The  girl  in  question 
had  been  under  the  observation  of  the 
police  for  three  weeks  in  consequence  of 
the  fact  that  she  was  leading  an  immoral 
life.  This  fact  she  appears  herself  to 
have  admitted  to  the  chaplain  of  the 
Sailors'  Home.  It  was,  therefore,  the 
duty  of  the  police  to  ascertain  her  name 
and  address  with  a  view  to  caution  her. 
Jo  endeavouring  to  ascertain  these  par- 


ticulars the  police  seem  to  have  shown 
a  want  of  discretion  and  judgment,  for 
which  they  have  been  severely  repri- 
manded. The  girl,  to  avoid  the  ponce, 
threw  herself  into  the  water,  from  which 
she  was  rescued ;  and  there  is  reason  to 
believe  further  that,  ovnng  to  the  atten- 
tion which  this  case  has  attracted,  she 
will  be  rescued  from  the  unhappy  life 
to  which  she  had  committed  herself. 

MINES   ACTS  — REPORTS    OF    INSPEC- 
TORS  OF  MINES,  1880. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  the  Annual  Heports  for  1 880  of  the 
Inspectors  of  Mines  have  yet  been  re- 
ceived at  the  Home  Office ;  and,  if  bo, 
when  they  may  be  expected  to  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  and 
printed  for  circulation  ? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  :  Sir, 
the  reports  have  been  received,  are 
passing  through  the  press,  and,  it  is 
hoped,  will  be  ready  for  circulation 
towards  the  end  of  the  month. 

SOUTH    AFRICA  — THE   TRANS VAAL- 

THE  BOERS. 

Mr.  BYLANDS  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Coloniee, 
Whether  any  despatches  were  received 
by  the  Colonial  Department  from  Colo- 
nel Lanyon  during  the  year  1 879,  or  in 
the  course  of  the  year  1880,  previous  to 
the  outbreak  of  hostilities  in  the  Trans- 
vaal, expressing  opinions  as  to  the  state 
of  feeling  amongst  ''  the  main  body 
of  the  Boers,"  in  accordance  with  the 
views  attributed  to  him  in  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley's  Despatch  of  October  29th, 
1879  (South  Africa  Papers,  C.  2866),  in 
the  following  passage  : — 

'^  I  do  not  wish  to  imply  that  I  mvself 
apprehend  the  serious  outbreak  that  is  said  t» 
be  threatened,  but  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to 
state  that  there  is  good  reason  for  the  concIiH 
sion,  which  is  now  accepted,  I  think,  even  mon 
completely  by  Colonel  Lanyon  than  by  mt. 
that  the  main  body  of  the  Boers  have  a  rootta 
dislike  to  English  Government  F  *' 

Mr.  GEANT  duff  :  No,  Sir;  I 
cannot  find  any  such  despatches. 

THE  LAND  ACT  (IRELAND)  —THE 
PURCHASE  CLAUSES. 

Mr.  DONALDSON-HUDSON  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  he  can  inform  tlit 
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House  as  to  the  present  condition  of 
those  farmers  in  Ireland  who  have 
bought  the  freehold  of  their  farms, 
either  from  the  Church  Commissioners 
or  under  the  Bright  Clauses  of  **  The 
Land  Act,  1870,"  and  whether  they  are 
contented  and  loyal  subjects ;  and,  in 
default  of  such  information,  if  he  will 
cause  inquiries  to  be  made,  and  submit 
the  result  for  the  consideration  of  Par- 
liament ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  Sir,  I  have 
communicated  with  the  Secretary  to  the 
Church  Commissioners  and  also  with  the 
Board  of  Public  Works  in  reference  to 
this  Question.  From  the  same  body  I 
learn  that  there  is  reason  to  believe  that 
the  condition  of  the  farmers  who  pur- 
chased their  holdings  from  the  Church 
Commissioners  is,  on  the  whole,  con- 
sidering recent  bad  harvests,  fairly  pros- 
perous. A  small  proportion  of  them 
are  badly  off,  and  they  complain  that 
they  are  no  better  off  as  owners  than 
they  were  as  tenants.  The  number  of 
these  persons  is  trifling,  as  compared 
with  that  of  those  who  are  satisfied  and 
prosperous.  The  hon.  Member  asks  me 
if  they  are  contented  and  loyal  subjects. 
In  reply  to  the  Question,  I  may  say 
that  I  have  reason  to  believe  that  they 
are  so,  and  I  base  this  statement  on 
trustworthy  private  reports,  and  also  on 
the  tone  of  our  correspondence  with  the 
Church  Commission  officers.  The  Board 
of  Works  is  unable  to  give  me  informa- 
tion as  to  the  condition  of  the  farmers 
who  purchased  under  the  Act  of  1870. 
To  give  such  information  would  involve 
great  expense,  and  a  personal  visit  of  in- 
quiry to  each  of  the  farms  so  purchased. 

CYPRUS— THE  LAW  COURTS— THE 
GREEK  LANGUAGE. 

Mb.  a.  M^AETHUE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther instructions  have  been  given  to  Her 
Majesty's  Administrator  in  Cyprus  to 
permit  the  introduction  of  the  Greek 
language  into  the  courts  of  justice  in 
that  island  ? 

Mr.  GEANT  duff  :  I  regret,  Sir, 
that  it  will  be  necessary  to  reply  to  this 
Question  at  somewhat  greater  length 
than  to  that  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Ey lands). 
Proceedings  in  the  Courts  of  Cyprus  are 
usually  commenced  by  petitions,  which 
are  written  either  in  Greek  or  in  Turkish, 
according  to  the  pleasure  of  the  litigant, 


and  the  litigant  or  his  advocate  usually 
argues  before  the  Courts  in  one  or  other 
of  these  languages,  which  are  on  a  per- 
fect equality.  In  the  Nicosia  district 
five-eighths  of  the  cases  are  argued  in 
Greek.  Other  languages  are  not  ex- 
cluded, but  are  not  encouraged.  Sum- 
monses and  the  like  are  made  out  in 
Greek,  Turkish,  and  English.  In  most 
of  the  Courts  a  majority,  in  all  some,  of 
the  Judges  speak  Greek  fluently.  Judg- 
ments are.  recorded  in  English  and 
Turkish,  these  being  the  languages 
chiefly  spoken  by  the  officers  of  the 
Courts  who  have  to  execute  them.  The 
re-organization  of  the  Courts  of  Cyprus 
is  under  consideration,  and  the  impor- 
tance of  these  language  questions  will 
not  be  overlooked. 

ARMY  RE-ORGANIZATION— THE   UNI- 
FORMS—MILITIA OFFICERS. 

Mr.  EITCHIE  (for  Earl  Percy)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  it  is 
true  that  the  change  of  appointments, 
&c.  consequent  on  the  new  Eegimental 
organisation  will  impose  an  expense  of 
about  £80,000  on  the  officers  of  Militia; 
and  if  he  proposes  to  relieve  them  by  a 
gprant  from  the  public  purse  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  No,  Sir ;  I  have  no 
reason  to  believe  that  the  expense  to 
officers  of  Militia  consequent  upon  the 
change  of  appointments  will  approach 
the  sum  named  by  the  noble  Lord ;  and, 
so  far  as  the  substitution  of  gold  for 
silver  is  concerned,  the  change  is  made, 
as  a  general  rule,  with  their  entire  con- 
currence, and  will  be  so  timed  as  to  cost 
but  little.  I  have  under  consideration 
the  propriety  of  granting  some  assistance 
in  cases  where  the  change  is  to  or  from 
Kifle  uniform. 

RAILWAYS    (INDIA) -TREATY  OF  LIS- 
BON—PORTUGUESE TERRITORY. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  with  refer- 
ence to  an  advertisement  appearing  in 
the  newspapers,  Whether  he  can  now 
state  the  arrangements  which  have  been 
made  for  a  Eailway  through  the  Por- 
tuguese territory  into  Southern  India  ; 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that  he  has 
pledged  himself  to  continue  a  short 
Eailway  in  Portuguese  territory  to  a 
connection  with  the  British  Indian  sys- 
tem in  the  Deccan ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  has  ascertained  that  the  Port  of  Mar- 
magao  is  superior  to  any  British  Indian 
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Fort  on  the  Wast  Coast ;  that  the  line 
thence  up  the  Ghate  ie  easier  than  any 
line  from  a  British  Port ;  and  that,  alto- 
gether, this  tine  has  such  great  advan- 
tages over  any  other  line  as  to  counter- 
b^anoe  the  disadvantage  of  a  Foreign 
Fort  and  a  transit  through  Foreign  ter- 

The  Makqubsb  of  HAETINGTON: 
Sir,  the  arrangements  which  have  been 
made  for  a  railway  through  the  Portu- 
guese territory  into  Southern  India  are 
briefly  these.  The  Portuguose  Govern- 
ment, in  pursuance  of  the  terms  of  the 
Treaty  of  Lisbon,  1878,  have  made  a 
contract  with  an  English  company  under 
which  capital  will  be  raised,  with  a 
guarantee  from  the  Portuguese  Govern- 
ment for  the  purpose  of  completing  a  har- 
bour at  Marmagno — commonly  known 
as  Goa— and  of  constructing  a  railway 
within  their  territory  to  the  Frontier. 
The  Government  of  India,  when  assured 


that  sufficient  progress  has  been  made 
with  the  works,  will,  in  conformity  with 
the  terms  of  the  same  Treaty,  under 
which  we  have  obtained  very  consider- 
able advantages,  take  measures  for  con- 
tinuing the  line  through  British  terri- 
tory, and  connecting  it  with  the  system 
of  railways  in  Southern  India.  With 
regard  to  the  comparative  merits  of  this 
harbour,  and  any  British  port  on  the 
West  Coast,  the  hon.  Member  does  not, 
probably,  include  Bomhay,  which,  of 
course,  is  pre-eminently  superior  to  all ; 
but,  if  he   alludes  particularly  to   the 

Sort  of  Karwar,  some  50  miles  south  of 
[armagao,  I  am  able  to  inform  him  on 
high  professional  authority  that  the  latter 
possesses  as  many,  if  not  greater,  advan- 
tages than  the  former.  I  am  also  in- 
formed that  the  line  of  railway  may  be 
constructed  quite  as  easily  up  the  Gliats 
fi-om  Marmagao  as  from  Karwar.  Under 
the  arrangement  which  has  been  made, 
I  do  not  apprehend  that  any  hindrance 
to  traffic  or  any  inconvenience  will  occur 
in  consequence  of  the  communication 
between  the  interior  and  the  coast  being 
partially  formed  through  Portuguese 
territory. 

CRIMINAL    LAIV— JUVENILE 
OFFENDERS  ACT. 
Mr.  AHTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment,   Whether    the    Government  will 
consider  the  desirability  of  introducing 
a  measure  for  the  alteration  of  the  pro- 
Sir  George  Campbell 
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visioiu  of  the  existing  Iaw,  undn  which 
it  is  Deoessary  that  a  juvenile  oEFender 
should  be  sentenced  to  a  term  of  impri- 
sonment before  being  sent  to  aBefoima- 
tory  School  ? 

8m  WILLIAM  HARCOUET :  Sir,  I 
am  anxious  to  enable  Parliament  to  deal 
with  the  subject  of  the  treatment  of 
juvenile  offenders.  But  the  introdoo- 
tion  of  a  Bill  will  depend  upon  the  pro- 
gress made  with  the  Business  now  be- 
fore the  House.  Opinion  on  the  ques- 
tion is  divided.  I  find  from  the  opinioni 
which  I  have  been  able  to  collect  from 
the  authorities  best  fitted  to  pronennoe 
judgment  on  the  subject,  that  3 S  are  in 
favour  of  the  imprisonment  of  juvenile 
offenders  before  they  are  sent  to  a  refor- 
matory, and  139  take  the  opposite  viev. 
My  own  opinion  inclines  to  that  of  th« 
majority. 


SALE  OF  FOOD  AND  DRUGS  ACT— 
OLEOMARGARINE. 

Mb.  8E7EBNE  ashed  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  oleo- 
margarine is  permitted  to  be  sold  under 
the  name  of  Dutter;  and,  if  not,  whe> 
ther  since  the  admixture  of  oleomarga- 
rine with  butter  may  be  easily  detected 
fay  analysis,  the  district  inspectors  are 
directed  to  endeavour  to  discover  such 
fraudulent  admixture  ? 

Mb.  DODSON  :  Sir,  the  sale  of 
oleomargarine  as  butter  is  not  per- 
mitted under  the  Sale  of  Food  and 
Drugs  Act,  and  numerous  convictions 
have  taken  place  when  it  has  been  thu 
sold.  The  district  Inspectors  empl(>yed 
to  obtain  samples  for  analysis  take  thdr 
instructions  from  the  local  authoritiea, 
and  the  Local  Government  ,Board  have 
ontrol  over  them.  It  is  open,  hov- 
',  to  private  individuals  to  hare 
samples  analyzed  under  the  Act. 

THE  STATE  OF  IRELAND— ALLEGED 
CRIMES  AND  OUTRAGES. 
Viscount  FOLKESTONE  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  "Whether  it  is  the  fact,  ai 
stated  in  several  newspapers — 

That  Ihfl  house  of  a  bailiff  id  Galway  luuneil 
King  wna  visiurf  on  Kridny  night  by  a  put*  (J 
ruffinna  with  their  faces  blsLkened,  who  M- 
ilted  him  brutidly,  and  hold  him  orer  a  fin, 
roatening  to  roesl  him  nlive,  uid  infliitiiij 
:^h  injurioa  that  his  life  is  in  danger ; 
"  That  at  Deergrove,  near  Csatlebar.  coiwlj 
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Hayo,  a  band  of  twelre  men,  wearing  masks, 
attacked  the  house  of  a  herd,  terrified  the  occu- 
pants by  threats,  and  fired  shots  through  the 
windows.  They  warned  the  herd  that  if  he 
did  not  comply  with  the  regulations  of  the  Land 
League,  and  have  nothing  to  do  with  grass  land, 
they  would  take  his  life ; 

**  And  that  a  bailifif  named  Murphy,  who  was 
serving  summonses  at  Cleanglass,  near  Newcastle 
West,  a  few  evenings  ago,  was  met  by  a  number 
of  men,  who  assaulted  him  with  savage  violence. 
Having  beaten  him  unmercifully  with  his  own 
blackthorn  stick,  they  took  all  the  summonses 
from  him,  and  all  the  money  ho  had  about  him, 
and  then  threw  him  into  a  deep  pond,  in  which  he 
narrowly  escaped  drowning.  Ho  managed  to 
creep  out  of  it  and  took  refuge  in  an  empty 
pigsty,  where  he  was  discovered  next  morning ;" 

and,  if  so,  whether  there  appears  any 
likelihood  of  the  perpetrators  of  these 
outrages  being  brought  to  justice  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0K8TEE:  Sir,  in  re- 
ference to  the  first  case  alluded  to,  I  am 
glad  to  be  able  to  state  that  there  is  no 
reason  to  believe  that  any  such  outrage 
took  place.  No  information  has  reached 
the  Constabulary  of  any  outrage  being 
committed  at  the  time  and  place  men- 
tioned, and  there  is  no  baliff  of  the 
name  in  Galway.  With  regard  to  the 
second  case,  information  on  the  subject 
is  expected,  but  has  not  yet  been  re- 
ceived. With  regard  to  the  third  case, 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  an  outrage  was 
committed  on  Murphy,  who  has  identi- 
fied a  number  of  persons  as  those  who 
assaulted  him,  and  there  is  good  reason 
to  believe  that  those  who  committed  the 
outrage  will  be  brought  to  justice. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  with  re- 
gard to  the  first  case,  that  he  had  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  the  clergyman  of 
the  district  saying  that  the  alleged  roast- 
ing was  a  malicious  invention. 

ARMY  —  THE    ZULU    WAR  — GENERAL 
NEWDIGATE'S  MEDAL  ROLL. 

Mb.  booed  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  General  New- 
digate's  Medal  Eoll  has  been  received 
at  the  War  Office  ;  and,  when  the  medals 
for  service  in  the  Native  Contingent  in 
South  Africa  are  likely  to  be  distributed 
to  those  entitled  to  them  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEES:  My  answer,  Sir, 
to  the  first  Question  is  **  Yes."  My 
answer  to  the  second  is  that  it  is  a 
matter  which  concerns  the  Colonial 
Office ;  but,  to  save  time,  I  have  ascer- 
tained that  the  engraving  of  the  medals 
was  finished  yesterday,  and  that  they 
will  be  sent  out  at  once 


SOUTH  AFRICA  — THE  SUZERAINTY 
OF  THE  TRANSVAAL. 

Mb.  GOBST  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Ge- 
neral,  Whether  the  substitution  of  su- 
zerainty for  sovereignty  in  the  Trans- 
vaal is  to  be  effected  by  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament ;  and,  if  not,  how  the  substitu- 
tion is  to  be  effected  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  :  The  Question  is  some- 
what premature.  As  far  as  I  can  anti- 
cipate, there  will  be  no  necessity  to  re- 
sort to  an  Act  of  Parliament  for  the 
purpose  indicated. 

THE  WILD  FOWL  ACT,  1880. 

Mb.  JACOB  BEIGHT  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  he  has  observed  that 
certain  retail  fishmongers  and  poulterers 
in  Manchester  have  been  summoned 
under  the  Wild  Fowl  Act  of  1880  for 
selling  wood  pigeons,  and  that  they  have 
been  reprimanded  by  the  stipendiary 
magistrate  and  ordered  to  pay  costs; 
and,  whether,  if  it  be  unlawful  to  sell 
birds  which  it  is  lawful  to  kill,  he  will 
undertake  to  amend  the  Law  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET:  Sir, 
the  matter  stands  in  rather  a  singular 
position,  as  often  happens  when  an  Act 
of  Parliament  is  manufactured  in  this 
House.  It  was  the  intention,  no  doubt, 
when  the  Bill  was  in  Committee  to  have 
exempted  the  owners  and  occupiers  of 
land  from  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  If 
the  law  is  as  described,  it  should  be 
amended. 

SMALL-POX  (METROPOLIS). 

Babox  HENEY  DE  WOEMS  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether,  seeing  that  the  small- 
pox epidemic  is  very  much  on  the  in- 
crease in  Greenwich  and  other  parts  of 
the  Metropolis,  and  that  the  hospitals 
of  the  Asylums  Board  are  overcrowded 
and  incapable  of  dealing  with  the  emer- 
gency, any,  and  what,  steps  will  be  taken 
by  the  Local  Government  Board  to  se- 
cure extra  accommodation  for  smallpox 
patients  whose  confinement  in  crowded 
dwellings  must  tend  greatly  to  increase 
the  spread  of  the  epidemic  ? 

Mr.  DODSON  :  Sir,  the  Board  have 
been  earnestly  pressing  both  upon  the 
Guardians  and  the  Vestries  and  District 
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Boards  the  necessity  of  supplementing 
the  hospital  accommodation  for  small- 
pox patients  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Asylums  Board,  and  I  am  glad  to  state 
that  in  several  instances  effect  has  heen 
given  to  the  Board's  representations. 
At  the  same  time,  there  is  no  doubt  of 
the  need  for  further  provision  for  the 
isolation  of  these  cases,  and  the  Board 
are  eudeavouriDg  to  secure  it ;  but  it  is 
scarcely  necessary  to  state  that  the  sub- 
ject is  one  of  great  perplexity  and  diffi- 
culty. 

Mr.  DAWSON  asked,  whether  there 
was  any  arrangement  with  the  London 
hospitals  for  a  convalescent  home  for  the 
isolation  of  patients  during  the  earlier 
progress  of  their  recovery,  which  was 
the  most  dangerous  period  for  the  spread 
of  the  infection  ? 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  that  no  steps  had 
been  taken  in  that  direction. 

Mr.  DAWSON  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  on  another  occasion  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  what  were  his  inten- 
tions in  regard  to  this  subject. 

ARMY  ORGANIZATION  —  THE  NEW 
REGULATIONS— COMPULSORY  RE- 
TIREIilENT. 

Sir  ALEXANDEE  GORDON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  he 
will  state  the  reason  why,  in  the  regula- 
tion which  he  has  submitted  for  adop- 
tion by  the  House  of  Commons  relating 
to  compulsory  retirement  in  the  Army, 
he  proposes  to  make  the  periods  oiP 
non-employment  which  are  to  necessitate 
compulsory  retirement,  five  years  for 
General  and  Field  Officers,  and  three 
years  for  Majors;  while  in  a  corre- 
sponding regulation  for  the  Navy  the 
periods  of  non-employment  which  neces- 
sitate compulsory  retirement  are,  ten 
years  for  Flag  Officers,  seven  years  for 
Captains,  and  five  years  for  Commanders 
and  Lieutenants  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  I  may  say 
that  there  are  peveral  reasons  why  the 
rules  for  retirement  from  the  Army  and 
Navy  in  the  upper  ranks  should  not  be 
identical,  whether  in  respect  of  age, 
rate  of  pay,  or  non-employment ;  but  I 
could  not  well  state  those  in  the  compass 
of  an  answer  to  a  Question.  As  to  non- 
employment,  I  may  say  that  the  rule 
adopted  for  flag  officers  in  the  Navy  in 
1870  was  an  experiment,  the  result  of 

Mr*  JJo<Uon 


which,  in  my  opinion,  justifies  a  shorter 
term  now  for  generals  in  the  Army. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE  —  THE  PARLIAMENTABY 
OATHS  BILL. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  On  what  day  he 
will  invite  the  House  to  proceed  with 
the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Parlia- 
mentary Oaths;  and,  after  what  hour 
of  the  day  he  may  select,  he  will  not 
expect  the  House  to  enter  upon  the 
ahove  Adjourned  Debate? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  place  this  Order  of  the 
Day  for  to-morrow  after  Supply,  when 
I  hope  time  may  be  afforded  for  dis- 
cussing the  introduction  of  the  Bill.  Li 
the  event  of  the  matter  not  coming  on 
to-morrow,  it  will  be  my  duty  to  ask 
the  House  to  have  a  Morning  Sitting  on 
Tuesday. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHmL 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  after 
what  hour  the  BiU  would  not  be  taken 
on  Friday  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Not  after  half- 
past  10  o'clock. 

THE   MEDICAL  ACTS— THE  VICTORU 
UNIVERSITY. 

Mr.  SUMMERS  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident  of  the  Council,  Whether  the  Boyal 
Commission  which  is  being  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  working  of  Uie  Medical 
Acts  will  be  empowered  to  receive  evi- 
dence as  to  the  grounds  upon  which  the 
Victoria  University  claims  to  have  the 
right  conferred  upon  it  of  granting  de- 
grees in  medicine  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA:  Yes,  Sir;  the 
Eoyal  Commission  is  fully  empowered 
to  inquire  into  and  report  on  the  claims 
of  the  Victoria  University  to  grant  medi- 
cal degrees.  Immediately  the  Commis- 
sion has  reported  the  Privy  Council  wiU 
take  into  consideration  the  claims  of  this 
important  school  of  medicine. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND  PRO- 
PERTY  (IRELAND)  ACP— PRISONEBS 
UNDER  THE  ACT— NEWSPAPER  EDL 
TOR«. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  newspaper  pro- 
prietors imprisoned  under  the  Coerciofi 
Act  will  be  allowed  to  supervise  the 
matter  prepared  for  insertion  in  their 
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joumals ;  and,  in  case  such  permisaion 
will  not  be  accorded  to  them,  whether 
the  Government  will  relieve  them  of 
legal  responsibility  for  all  matters  ap- 
pearing in  their  journals  during  the 
period  of  their  incarceration  ? 

Mb.  W-  E-  FOESTER  :  Every  written 
communication  by  an  editor  in  prison 
will  come  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Governor  of  the  gaol.  I  am  informed 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral that  no  Court  would  hold  an  editor 
legally  responsible  for  articles  in  his 
newspaper  if  by  action  of  law  he  has  no 
power  of  controlling  or  supervising  those 
articles. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  aeked,  whether 
the  Act  did  not  contain  a  proviso  allow- 
ing a  prisoner  to  follow  his  ordinary 
avocation  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  replied,  that  if 
writing  was  the  ordinary  avocation  of 
the  prisoner  it  would  be  supervised  by 
the  Governor. 

Mb,  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  asked,  whe- 
ther, if  he  supervised  a  political  article, 
the  Governor  of  the  prison  would  not 
share  to  a  certain  extent  the  political  re- 
sponsibility of  it  when  it  was  published? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER;  I  believe  that 
political  articles  will  not  be  allowed  to  be 
sent  out  by  the  Governor. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN :  So  much  for 
the  freedom  of  the  Press. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  wished  to 
know  how,  in  such  a  case,  an  editor  in 
prison  could  follow  his  ordinary  avoca- 
tion? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  He  cannot 
be  allowed  to  write  political  articles,  or 
articles  relating  to  his  imprisonment. 
The  House  must  not  forget  that  it  was 
for  articles  in  newspapers,  as  well  as  for 
other  reasons,  that  some  of  these  pri- 
soners were  arrested.  The  Government 
cannot  be  expected  to  stultify  itself  by 
allowing  political  articlesto  be  sent  out 
of  prison. 

Mb.  PARNELL  inquired,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wished  it  to  be 
understood — the  articles  for  whicli  one 
of  the  prisoners  was  arrested  being 
articles  inciting  to  violence — that  he  con- 
sidered that  all  political  articles  written 
in  Ireland  were  articles  inciting  to  vio- 
lence ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  No ;  I  answer 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  in  the 
negative.       

Mb.  J.  CO  WEN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  whether  it  was  not 
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the  fact  that  while  Leigh  Hunt,  Robert 
Carlile,  and  Feargus  O'Connor  were  in 
prison  they  were  allowed  to  edit  news- 
papers? How  did  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  distinguish  between  those  editors 
and  thepresent  prisoners  ? 

Mb.  HEALY  :  But  they  were  editors 
of  English  newspapers. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  i^e  Chief 

Secretary    for    Ireland,    whether    this 

I  censorship  of  the  Press  had  been  adopted 

I  since  the  alliance  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 

,  vemment  with  the  policy  of  Russia  ? 

!     Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 

j  tary  for    Ireland,    whether    he  would 

state  which  of  the  gentlemen  arrested 

under  the  Coercion  Act  were  newspaper 

editors  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  must  have 
Notice  given  of  all  these  Questions. 

CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  (ANIMALS)  ACT 
—OUTBREAK  OF  FOOT-AND-MOUTH 
DISEASE  AT  NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE. 

Mb.  ELLIOT  asked  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent  of  the  Council,  If  it  is  correct  that 
it  was  known  in  Newcastle-on-Tyne  that 
foot  and  mouth  disease  existed  there 
on  the  18th  of  April ;  and  if  it  is  correct 
that  the  many  outbreaks  of  this  disease 
in  the  North  of  England  are  traceable  to 
Newcastle  Market ;  and,  if  he  can  in- 
form the  House  from  where  the  disease 
was  imported  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  information 
was  received  from  the  Town  Clerk  of 
Newcastle-on-Tyne  on  the  20th  ultimo 
that  animals  >affected  with  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  were  discovered  in  a  lair 
in  that  borough  on  the  night  of  April 
18th.  It  is  believed  that  those  animals 
were  brought  from  Stockton  Market. 
Several  outbreaks  in  the  North  of  Eng- 
land have  been  reported,  which  are  sup- 
posed to  be  due  to  infected  animals 
brought  from  Newcastle-on-Tyne. 

CRIMINAL  lAW— THE  QUEEN  t. 

BRADLAUGH  AND  ANOTHER— 

"  FRUITS  OF  PHILOSOPHY." 

Mb.  0*D0NNELL  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  the  conviction  of  the 
accused  in  the  case  of  Bradlaugh  and 
another,  charged  with  the  publication  of 
an  obscene  work,  was  not  set  aside  on 
appeal,  in  February,  1878,  on  the  ground 
of  a  technical  error  in  the  indictment ; 
whether  Lord  Justice  Brett  on  that  oc- 
casion did  not  state  that,  if  the  de- 
fendants again  committed  the  offence  of 
publishing  such  a  work,  another  prosQ* 
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oution  would  doubtless  be  instituted, 
when,  if  the  indictment  were  not  again 
defective,  they  would  receive  even  se- 
verer punishment  than  that  to  which 
they  had  been  already  sentenced  ;  whe- 
ther it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  objec- 
tionable publication  was  subsequently 
continued  by  said  defendants ;  and, 
whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  institute  proceed- 
ings in  conformity  with  the  opinion  of 
Lord  Justice  Brett,  having  care  to  avoid 
any  technical  defect  in  the  indictment 
calculated  to  prevent  the  just  enforce- 
ment of  the  existing  Laws  against  ob- 
scene publications  in  this  country  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James)  :  Sir,  it  is  quite  correct 
that  the  conviction  referred  to  in  the 
Question  was,  in  February,  1878,  set 
aside  on  a  technical  gpround,  which  was 
that  the  alleged  libel,  for  which  the  de- 
fendants were  indicted,  was  not  set  out 
literally  in  the  indictment.  It  is  not 
correct,  as  stated  in  the  Question,  that 
Lord  Justice  Brett  on  that  occasion 
stated  that  if  the  defendants  again  com- 
mitted the  offence  another  prosecution 
would  be  instituted,  when  they  woidd 
receive  a  severe  punishment.  So  far  as 
I  can  tell  by  referring  to  the  judgment 
of  Lord  Justice  Brett,  it  is  not  correct  to 
say  that  the  Lord  Justice  said  that  an- 
other prosecution  would  be  instituted; 
but  what  he  did  say  was  that,  although 
on  the  point  of  law  the  judgment  must 
be  reversed,  yet,  if  the  book  complained 
of  was  again  published  and  the  plaintiffs 
in  error  were  convicted  upon  a  properly 
worded  indictment,  the  reiteration  of  the 
offence  must  be  met  with  a  greater 
punishment.  I  cannot  say  whether  or 
not  the  publication  has  been  continued, 
neither  can  I  ^ve  the  hon.  Member  any 
information  whatever  upon  the  point  as 
to  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  institute  further  proceed- 
ings. Having  regard  to  the  mot  that 
the  prosecution  was  not  instituted  by  the 
late  Government,  but  that  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Laun- 
ceston  (Sir  Hardinge  Giffard),  who  was 
then  Solicitor  General,  was  prosecuting, 
and  that  the  proceedings  were  taken  in 
February,  1878,  I  shoidd  think  that  the 
late  Government  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  there  was  no  necessity  to  take  any 
further  steps  in  the  matter,  and  I  should 
tiiink  that  anyone  who  now  calls  atten- 
tion to  the  work  would  not  be  doing  any 
fp:eat  benefit  to  publio  morals, 

Mr.  <yi>(mn$a 


PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS 
(HALF-PAST  TWELVE  RULE). 

Mb.  monk  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether  he  will  give 
facilities  for  the  early  resumption  of  the 
Debate  on  the  Half-past  Twelve  o'clock 
Bule,  which  was  adjourned  on  Tuesday 
last,  at  the  request  of  the  Government, 
in  consequence  of  an  erroneous  impres- 
sion as  to  the  course  which  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  pursue  having  been 
conveyed  on  their  behalf  to  some  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  which  occasioned 
their  absence  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  swd, 
he  much  regretted  the  misapprehension 
which  had  placed  his  hon.  Friend  in 
a  disadvantageous  position  through  no 
fault  of  his  own.  He  hoped,  however, 
that  the  discussion  on  the  half-past  12 
o'clock  Bule  would  not  itself  be  sub- 
jected to  the  injurious  operation  of  that 
Bule.  He  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would 
be  permitted  without  any  obstacle  to 
take  the  decision  of.  the  House  on  the 
question. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACTS— OVER- 
LOADING THE  «  DUBLIN  CASTLE." 

Mr.  EDWABD  CLABEE  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther he  will  make  inquiries  of  the  emi- 
gration agents  for  the  Cape  and  Natal 
as  to  the  correctness  of  the  statement  of 
the  owners  of  the  Castle  Line  of  Steam- 
ships that  the  overloading  of  their 
steamer  ''Dublin  Castle,"  which  left 
Dartmouth  on  the  1st  October  last,  was 
due  to  the  owners  having  received  a 
very  urgent  message  from  the  Cape  Go- 
vernment asking  them  to  take  over  a 
small  body  of  Cape  Biflemen,  whose 
presence  was  immediately  required ;  and, 
whether,  in  the  event  of  his  finding  that 
no  such  excuse  in  fact  existed,  he  will 
take  the  proceedings  required  by  the  Act 
against  the  owners  of  such  vessel  ? 

Mr.  chamberlain,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  appeared  to  convey  a  somewhat 
serious  imputation  on  the  owners  of  the 
Dublin  Castle,  The  hon.  and  learned  Qen- 
tleman  did  not  state  upon  whose  informa- 
tion he  had  put  this  Question,  or  what  was 
the  character  of  the  information  on  which 
he  relied.  He  could  only  say  for  him- 
self that  he  knew  no  circumstances 
which  would  justify  the  imputation  con- 
veyed in  this  Questio&i  and  until  here* 
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oeived  definite  information  to  justify 
such  a  step,  he  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  make  any  further  inquiry. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— ALLEGED 

EXCESS  OF  DUTY  BY  BAILIFFS  IN 

COUNTY  MONAGHAN. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Ii  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  sworn  evidence  given  at  an 
inquest  held  in  the  townland  of  Drum- 
bear  on  Saturday  last,  by  Dr.  Heed, 
coroner  for  county  Monaghan,  and  to 
the  following  circumstances  detailed  by 
the  different  witnesses : — That  the  house 
of  Thomas  Stewart,  a  tenant  on  the  Bos- 
common  estate,  was  visited  on  the  18th 
of  March  by  Mr.  John  Johnston,  the 
under  agent  of  Lord  Bossmore's  estate, 
and  a  number  of  bailiSs ;  that  the  under 
agent  approached  the  bedside  of  Mrs. 
Stewart,  the  wife  of  the  tenant,  who  was 
in  an  advanced  state  of  pregnancy,  and 
ordered  her  to  rise  and  dress  herself; 
that  Dr.  William  "Woods,  her  medical 
attendant,  found  her,  s^s  a  result,  suffer- 
ing from  excitement  and  heart  disease, 
and  threatened  with  premature  confine- 
ment, and  asked  the  under  agent  and 
bailiffs  to  retire ;  that  the  under  agent 
and  some  bailiffs  repeated  their  visit  on 
April  29,  and  Johnston  again  went  to 
the  bedside  of  the  woman,  again  ordered 
her  to  rise  and  dress  herself,  and  called 
upon  the  bailiffs  to  remove  her ;  whether 
the  woman,  in  consequence  of  these 
threats,  fainted  in  presence  of  the  under 
agent  and  the  bailiffs ;  that,  on  the  29th, 
the  bailiffs  again  were  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  house ;  that,  on  the  SOth,  Mrs. 
Stewart  was  prematurely  delivered  of  a 
dead-bom  child ;  that  the  Verdict  of  the 
lury  was  that  the  premature  birth  was 
brought  about  by  the  great  excitement 
through  which  the  mother  had  passed  ; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  any  steps  for 
bringing  the  man,  Johnston,  to  justice  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
he  saw  a  statement  in  The  tVeemati^s 
Journal  yesterday,  and  he  lost  no  time  in 
writing  to  obtain  full  information  with 
regard  to  what  was  stated  to  have 
happened.  He  would  be  glad  if  the 
hon.  Member  would  repeat  the  Question. 
It  certainly  did  appear  that  there  had 
been  unjustifiable  hardship  ;  but  he  was 
glad  to  see  that  the  police  were  not 
mentioned  as  having  been  present  on 
ibe  occasion, 


COMPANIES  AOT,  1867— TRINITY 
COLLEGE,  LONDON. 

Mr.  EDWABD  OLABKE  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whe- 
ther he  has  received  a  Beport  from  the 
Education  Department  with  reference  to 
Trinity  College,  London ;  and  what  de- 
cision has  been  arrived  at  with  regard  to 
the  application  of  that  Association  for  a 
licence  dispensing  with  the  use  of  the 
word  '*  Limited  "  as  part  of  its  title  ? 

Mr.  OHAMBEBLAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
there  had  been  some  communications  of 
a  confidential  character  with  reference  to 
this  subject  between  the  Education  De- 
partment and  the  Board  of  Trade ;  but 
independently  of  those  communications 
he  had  come  to  the  conclusion,  after 
careful  consideration  of  all  the  circum- 
stances, that  there  were  grave  reasons 
why  the  application  of  Trinity  College, 
London,  to  be  allowed  to  dispense  with 
the  word  *'  Limited  "  should  not  be 
complied  with. 

PROTECTION    OF    PERSON    AND    PRO- 
PERTY (IRELAND)  ACT,  1881-MR. 
DILLON,  M.P. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  he  will  specify  the  pas- 
sages in  the  speech  of  the  honourable 
Member  for  Tipperary  (at  the  meeting 
of  the  Irish  National  Land  League,  in 
Dublin,  on  the  27th  ultimo),  which,  in 
his  opinion,  are  objectionable;  and, 
whether  it  is  to  be  understood  that  the 
Government  have  finally  decided,  with 
regard  to  the  thousands  of  evictions  now 
impending  in  Ireland  (as  declared  in  the 
speech  of  the  honourable  Member  for 
Tipperary),  that  no  steps  will  be  taken 
for  the  protection  of  the  homes,  the  pro- 
perty, and  the  present  or  prospective 
rights  of  these  thousands  of  Irish  tenants, 
except  such  as  are  contemplated  in  the 
Irish  Land  Bill  ? 

Mr.  ABTHXJB  ABNOLD  said,  that 
before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  an- 
swered the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member, 
he  should  like  to  know  what  was  the  pro- 
tection afforded  to  tenants  at  the  present 
time  by  Clauses  13  and  48  of  the  Land 
Bill? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  :  Sir,  with  re- 
gard to  the  first  Question  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  convenient  for  me  to  answer 
it,  and  for  this  reason — that  I  could  not 
answer  it  without  anticipating  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  Motion  which  has  boon 
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given  Notice  of  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford  (Mr.  Justin  M*Carthy)  on  the 
Orders  of  Business  for  this  evening.  As 
regards  the  second  Question,  that  is  really 
a  Question  which  ought  to  be  asked 
during  the  debate  on  the  Land  Bill,  and 
I  should  have  thought  that  the  hon. 
Member  could  have  elicited  the  informa- 
tion with  more  convenience  even  this 
very  evening  when  a  full  answer  could 
be  given.  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold),  I  must 
say  that  I  would  refer  hon.  Members 
to  the  clauses  in  the  Land  Bill  which 
he  mentions.  I  believe  they  make  it 
clear,  as  to  any  tenants  against  whom 
notices  of  proceedings  of  ejectment  for 
non-payment  of  rent  to  be  taken  at 
Quarter  Sessions  or  in  the  Superior 
Courts  have  been  served,  that  during 
the  whole  time  of  such  proceedings,  in- 
cluding the  six  ihonths'  time  for  redemp- 
tion, those  tenants  would  be  able,  after 
the  passiug  of  this  Act,  to  apply  to  the 
Court  for  a  judicial  rent  to  be  fixed ;  and 
therefore,  if  the  rent  which  they  had 
paid  was  too  high  a  rent,  the  Court 
might  be  expected  to  fix  a  lower  rent, 
and  by  that  means  they  would  obtain 
tenant  right,  which  would  have  a  sale- 
able value. 

SOUTH  AFRICA  — THE   TRANSVAAL  — 
"SUZERAINTY." 

Earl  PEECY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  will  be 
necessary  that  the  future  President  or 
Chief  Authority  of  the  Transvaal  States 
should  obtain  the  sanction  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty, as  Suzerain,  to  his  appointment  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:    Sir,    Her  Ma- 

i'esty's  Government  have  not  placed  any 
imitation  whatever  upon  the  discretion 
of  the  Commissioners  in  this  respect. 
[-4  laugh,']  Therefore,  they  will  be 
quite  prepared  for  whatever  arrange- 
ments the  Commissioners  may  make. 
Sir,  I  think  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  sneered  is  evidently 
quite  ignorant  that  there  have  been 
Colonies  in  full  relation  to  this  country 
where  Her  Majesty  has  not  appointed 
a  Governor.  Perhaps  he  has  never 
taken  it  into  consideration  that  in  North 
America  hereditary  Colonies  were  cre- 
ated where  the  Gt)vemor  succeeded  by 
birth,  and  not  by  appointment  of  Her 
Majesty,  and  that  4;he  Colony  of  Bhode 
Island  had  the  privilege,  after  the  first 
appointment,  of  electing  its  own  Go- 
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PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND) 

ACT— PROCLAMATION  OF 

COUNTY  MONAGHAN. 

Mr.  GIVAN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  marked  absence  of  crime  in  the 
county  of  Monaghan,  as  appears  by  the 
Betums  of  agrarian  offences  for  the 
past  six  months ;  and,  if  so,  can  he  in- 
form the  House  on  what  grounds  the 
county  has  been  proclaimed  under  the 
Arms  Act  of  the  present  Session  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  reason  why  the  county  of 
Monaghan  had  been  proclaimed  under 
the  Peace  Preservation  Act  was  not  be- 
cause any  large  number  of  agrarian 
offences  had  been  committed  there,  but 
because  the  Government  were  informed 
that  a  great  number  of  people  in  the 
county  were  armed,  having  rifles  and 
revolvers,  which  they  carried  frequently 
on  the  occasions  of  meetings  and  pro- 
cessions. Party  spirit  ran  somewhat 
high  in  the  county,  and  it  was  thought 
expedient  to  put  a  check  on  the  indb- 
oriminate  possession  of  firearms. 

REMEF  OF   DISTRESS  (IRELA.ND)  ACT 
—EMPLOYMENT  WORKS. 

Major  NOLAN  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  has  g^ven,  or  will  give  direc- 
tions to  provide  employment  on  a  mode- 
rate scale,  between  the  middle  of  May 
and  the  middle  of  July,  in  the  county  of 
Galway,  particularly  in  the  neighbour- 
hoods of  Loughrea,  Athenry,  Tuam, 
Oughterard,  Clifden,  Gort,  and  Ballina- 
sloe? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  must  be 
aware  that  the  only  way  they  could  pro- 
vide employment  was  through  the  ba- 
ronial sanction.  If  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  would  apply  to  him  privately  he 
would  give  him  all  the  information  in  his 
power,  as  he  could  quite  understand  his 
wishing  for  the  information.  The  Go- 
vernment had  already  given  directions 
that  the  works  sanctioned  by  baronial 
presentments  should  be  carried  out  be- 
tween the  months  of  Maj^and  July. 

YOUNG  IRELAND  DEBATING  SOCIETY 
(DUBLIN)— ALLEGED  INTERFERENCE 
OF  THE  POLICE. 

Mr.  T.  D.  SULLIVANaaked  the  Chief 
Secretaxy  to  the  Lord  Lieuieiuuit  of 
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Ireland,  If  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  a  letter  signed  by  the  honorary  se- 
cretaries of  the  Young  Ireland  Debating 
Society,  Dublin,  published  in  the  **  Free- 
man's Journal  "  of  May  2nd,  wherein  it 
is  stated  that,  on  the  evening  of  April 
29th,  five  policemen  applied  for  admis- 
sion to  the  meeting  of  the  Society,  and 
that,  on  the  previous  day,  another  po- 
liceman called  at  the  house  and  asked 
the  caretaker  for  the  names  of  the  officers 
of  the  Society,  and  for  the  key  of  the 
Society's  room ;  and,  if  police  interference 
of  this  kind  with  literary  and  debating 
societies  in  Ireland  has  the  sanction  of 
the  Government  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  been  in  communication  with 
the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Metropolitan 
Police  in  Dublin  with  reference  to  this 
Question.  The  writer  of  the  letter  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  alluded  must  be  under 
some  misapprehension.  No  member  of 
the  Metropolitan  police  had  ever  sought 
admission  to  the  meeting  of  that  society, 
and  no  one  was  more  surprised  than  the. 
police  were  to  see  such  a  charge  made. 

NAVY— DESTRUCTION  OF  H.M.S. 
«*  DOTEREL." 

SiK  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  he  will  state  any 
further  particulars  with  regard  to  the 
destruction  of  H.M.S.  *'  Doterel  "  than 
have  already  been  made  public  ? 

Mb.  TEEVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  most  in- 
teresting information  which  can  be  given 
the  House  relates  to  the  date  when 
authentic  information  is  likely  to  be 
forthcoming.  In  the  first  place,  the 
Britannia  packet,  bringing  home  Com- 
mander Evans  and  the  survivors  from 
the  ill-fated  ship,  is  expected  to  arrive 
at  Lisbon  on  the  25th  of  this  month,  and 
at  Liverpool  on  the  1st  of  June.  Then, 
and  only  then,  we  shall  have  the  story 
BO  far  as  it  is  known  to  the  men  and  offi- 
cers who  escaped.  In  the  next  place,  the 
Oarneif  corvette,  has  been  ordered  down 
to  Sandy  Point  from  Montevideo,  and 
she  carries  an  artificer  diver  as  well  as 
a  seaman  diver.  The  Doterely  if  she  sank 
at  anchor,  will  probably  lie  in  from  8 
to  10  fathoms  of  water.  The  Eurydice^ 
as  hon.  Members  may  be  interested  in 
knowing,  lay  in  1 1  i^  fathoms ;  and  there 
is  every  hope  that,  with  the  assistance 
which  Lieutenant  Stokes,  of  the  Doterel^ 
who  remained  at  Sandy  Point,  will  be 
able  to  give,  the  condition  of  the  vessel 
will  be  ascertained  in  all  particulars.  In 


consideration  of  the  exceptional  nature 
of  the  case,  the  Admiralty  have  ordered 
the  Turquoise^  corvette,  which  was  on 
the  Pacific  Station  waiting  to  be  relieved 
by  the  Champion  from  Ashantee,  to  start 
on  her  homeward  voyage  at  once,  and 
to  join  the  Oarnet  in  the  Straits  of  Ma- 
gellan. The  Commander-in-Chief  on 
the  Pacific  has  been  informed  that  she  is 
wanted  to  assist  in  diving  operations, 
and  will,  no  doubt,  take  care  that  she 
has  divers  on  board.  The  report  of 
what  has  been  ascertained  on  the  spot 
will  be  brought  to  Montevideo,  either 
by  one  of  these  vessels,  or  by  one 
of  the  Pacific  Steam  Navigation  Com- 
pany's packets,  which  pass  through  the 
Straits  at  intervals  of  about  a  fortnight. 
Something  may  be  known  sooner ;  but 
we  may  fully  expect  about  the  end  of 
the  month  to  know  all  that  can  be  told, 
both  by  the  survivors  of  the  crew,  and 
by  the  unfortunate  vessel  herself.  I 
have  with  me  full  particulars  of  the 
quantity  and  stowage  of  the  various  ex- 
plosives on  board';  but  I  do  not  think  I 
need  communicate  them  to  the  House 
further  than  by  saying  that  there  were 
4  tons  and  7  cwts.  of  powder  in  the 
fore  magazine,  which  is  quite  enough 
to  account  for  the  accident  itself. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL— GRANTS 
OF  PUBLIC  MONIES. 

Sib  JOHN  HAY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  an  Estimate  of  the  Liabilities 
which  may  be  incurred  under  the  vari- 
ous provisions  of  the  Irish  Land  Bill  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Sir,  the  prin- 
cipal outlay  for  grants  of  public  money 
contemplated  under  the  Irish  Land  BiU 
is  described  for  ordinary  purposes  in 
Part  5  of  the  Bill.  That  outlay  will  be 
under  the  control  of  Parliament  from  year 
to  year,  the  Estimates  can  only  be  formed 
from  year  to  year,  and  Parliament  will  have 
an  opportunity  of  forming  the  estimate 
for  the  current  year  before  giving  its 
assent  to  any  outlay.  As  to  other  ex- 
penditure under  the  Bill,  I  think  a  ques- 
tion of  this  kind  may  be  more  con- 
veniently raised  when  we  have  made 
further  progress  with  the  measure.  We 
shall  be  happy  to  give  the  best  informa- 
tion in  our  power  on  the  subject. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL- 
ARREARS  OF  RENT,  &c. 
Mr.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  I£, 
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his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fol- 
lowing evidence  referring  to  the  in- 
debtedness of  the  Irish  tenant  farmers : — 
The  following  passage  in  the  evidence  of 
Professor  Baldwin  before  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Agriculture  CVol.  I. 
p.  80)  :— 

"  2805.  Can  you  give  us  an  idea  of  the  amount 
of  the  state  of  debt  they  are  in ;  how  many 
years*  rent  in  some  cases  ? — As  far  as  our  in- 
quiries have  gone,  it  would  not  b"  too  much  to 
say  that  in  many  places  they  owe  on  an  average 
from  three  to  five  years*  rent  to  shopkeepers 
alone.  In  some  cases  we  ascertained  the  figures, 
which  we  verified  afterwards,  and  found  they 
owed  as  much  as  from  eight  to  ten  years'  rent 
to  shopkeepers. 

*'  2806.  Is  that  on  account  of  goods  bought  or 
money  lentP — Chiefly  for  provisions  and  for 
goods  of  different  kinds  ;  not  so  much  for  money 
lent." 

The  following  passage  in  the  evidence 
of  Mr.  Mulhallen  Marum,  M.P.,  before 
the  Irish  Land  Commission  (Vol.  HI. 
Question  35,886)  :— 

** They,"  meaning  the  tenant  farmers,  "are 
hopelessly  in  debt.  My  -experience  in  the 
County  Kilkenny  and  Queen's  County,  which 
is  veiy  large,  leads  me  to  say  that  their  in- 
debtedness is  something  nobody  can  have  any 
conception  of;" 

whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  following  passages  in  the  evidence 
before  the  Commission  as  to  the  remedy 
for  this  state  of  things.  The  following 
passage  in  the  evidence  of  Colonel  King- 
Harman  (Land  Commission,  Vol.  II. 
Question  14,  183) : — 

"  I  think  there  is  only  one  possible  remedy  in 
the  West  of  Ireland— that  is,  local  courts  of 
bankruptcy,  or  giving  power  to  the  county 
court  judge  to  deal  as  in  bankruptcy  with  all 
cases  of  small  debts.  I  think  the  people  have 
pfot  a  load  of  debt  about  their  necks  now  which 
it  is  utterly  impossible  to  get  rid  of ;  but  if  they 
could  pay  a  reasonable  composition  they  would 
start  fair,  and  it  would  prevent  excessive  credit 
being  given  again." 

And  the  following  passage  iu  the  evi- 
dence of  Professor  Baldwin  (Eoyal  Com- 
mission on  Agriculture  (Vol  I.  Ques- 
tion 2,808)  :— 

"  Have  you  ever  considered  what  might  be  a 
remedy  for  that  ?— Yes,  we  have  thought  a  good 
deal  oyer  it,  and  wo  agree  in  thinking  that 
tiiere  is  nothing  for  it,  except  some  system  of 
bankrupt<;y  courts  which  would  go  as  near  as 
possible  to  the  homes  of  the  people  and  give 
them  a  fresh  start.  It  is  a  violent  remedy,  but 
the  state  of  affairs  is  vorj'  critical ; " 

and,  if  he  will  insert  in  the  Land  Law 

(Xreland)  Bill  more  provisions  founded 

on  these  recommendations  for  dealing 

mm  arrears  of  rent  in  iho  case  of  ten. 

Mr.  O'KMy 


ants  involved  in  hopleless  indebtedness 
through  bad  seasons  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TEB,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  read  the  passages  ^m  the  evi- 
dence referred  to  in  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
Questions.  The  last  Question  ought  to 
have  been  addressed  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Prime  Minister,  because  the 
Land  Bill  was  in  his  right  hon.  Friend's 
charge,  not  in  his  own.  But  he  might 
say — and  hon.  Members  would  be  able 
to  correct  his  statement  if  he  was  wrong 
by  reading  them  themselves — that  all 
the  extracts  to  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman alluded  related,  not  to  the 
special  debt  for  rent,  but  to  every  kind 
of  debt.  Therefore,  if  the  passages 
were  to  form  the  ground  of  any  recom- 
mendation at  all,  it  would  be  a  recom- 
mendation for  the  wiping  out  of  all  debt. 

Mr.T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  Whether  the  landlord 
had  not  a  preferential  claim  for  his  rent 
over  the  debts  of  shopkeepers  ?  And 
was  he  not  aware  that  Colonel  King- 
Harman  had  recommended  that  the  debt 
due  to  the  landlord  should  be  placed  on 
the  same  level  as  that  due  to  the  shop- 
keener  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked  him  quite 
a  different  Question  from  that  put  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Roscommon  (Mr. 
0* Kelly),  his  answer  to  whom  was,  he 
believed,  correct.  He  did  not  wish  to 
give  any  opinion  on  other  matters. 

Mr.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
On  what  authority  he  founds  the  state- 
ment that  of  the  tenant  farmers,  against 
whom  2,200  ejectment  processes  were 
granted  at  the  late  quarter  sessions  in 
Ireland,  many  were  able  but  unwilling 
to  pay  their  rent ;  and,  if  he  will  state 
what  is  the  proportion  of  the  tenants 
decreed  against  who  are  unable  to  pay, 
and  what  proportion  are  able  but  un- 
willing to  pay  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  ground  on  which  he  rested  his 
statement  was  the  notorious  fact  that 
members  and  leaders  of  the  Land 
League  for  months  past  had  striven  in 
the  strongest  manner  to  induce  tenants 
not  to  pay  their  rent,  even  when  they 
were  able  to  pay,  and  that  a  large  n\im- 
ber  of  tenants  had  notoriously  followed 
that  advice.  The  probability— in  his 
mind  the  certainty — was  that  many  of 
those  processes  for  the  reooverj  of  rent 
were  issued  by  the  landlords  of  snch 
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tenants.  The  hon.  Member  had  asked 
him  what  proportion  of  the  tenants  de- 
creed ag^ainst  were  able  but  unwilling  to 
pay.  He  must  say  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber and  his  Friends  were  better  able  to 
answer  that  Question  than  he  was,  be- 
cause they  might  have  means  of  know- 
ing what  number  of  tenants  had  fol- 
lowed their  advice  "to  hold  the  harvest," 
as  it  was  called,  and  not  to  pay  what 
they  termed  an  unjust  rent,  although 
they  were  able  to  pay.  But  he  might 
suggest  a  mode  by  which  to  make  the 
comparison.  If  the  leaders  of  the  Land 
League  would  so  far  assist  in  the  main- 
tainenance  of  law  and  order  as  to  desist 
from  advising  the  tenants  not  to  pay, 
they  would  soon  be  in  the  position  of 
having  few  ejectments  brought  under 
their  notice  except  those  against  tenants 
who  were  really  unable  to  pay. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  the  right  hon. 
Q-entleman  had  made  an  important  sug- 
gestion ;  and  he  wished  to  ask  him  whe- 
ther, if  the  Land  League  g^ve  the  ad- 
vice which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
suggested,  he  would  undertake  to  pro- 
tect from  eviction  the  tenants  who  were 
unable  to  pay  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  replied,  that  if 
the  Government  saw  any  probability  or 
had  any  reason  to  believe  that  that 
advice  would  be  really  given,  the  whole 
question  would  be  very  much  altered. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  Then  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  declines  to  give  a 
guarantee  to  protect  tenants  who  really 
cannot  pay  ? 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  was  quite 
prepared  to  give  the  advice  suggested  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  make 
that  undertaking  on  his  part. 

Afterwards, 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  if,  between 
now  and  Monday,  he  would  consider  not 
only  seriously,  but  in  the  kindly  spirit 
with  which  he  was  certain  to  approach 
the  subject,  the  incidental  observations 
which  passed  within  the  last  five  minutes 
across  the  floor  of  the  House  ?  So  happy 
an  opportunity  had  not  occurred  for 
many  years  for  terminating  the  grievous 
state  of  conflict  which  existed. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Perhaps  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  has  addressed  to 
me  a  request  rather  than  a  Question.  At 
the  same  time,  I  should  be  very  sorry, 
after  observations  which  had  passed  in 


such  a  spirit,  to  seem  to  meet  them  with 
disrespect.  I  would  say  whatever  con- 
cerns the  condition  of  Ireland  has  un« 
doubted  claims  on  the  attention,  and  thd 
close  and  early  attention,  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  I  shall  be  glad 
to  receive  any  further  information  bear- 
ing on  the  subject  of  the  matters  which 
have  been  referred  to. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— DUBLIN. 

Mb.  DAWSON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  following  words  used  by  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Fitzgerald  at  the  Commission  opened 
in  Dublin  on  the  7th  April  last,  when 
addressing  the  Grand  Jury  of  the  city  of 
Dublin : — 

'*  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  tell  you  that  your 
duties  will  be  of  a  very  Hght  character  at  the 
Commission.  I  am  speaking  now  in  reference 
not  to  the  list  of  cases  which  may  go  before  you, 
but  to  the  police  report  generally.  The  cases 
are  of  a  very  small  character,  and  represent 
those  offences  against  property  principally  which 
are  inseparable  from  a  community  where  a  great 
deal  of  poverty  exists  and  a  period  of  depression; 
There  is  not  in  the  whole  a  single  case  of  what 
I  would  call  an  aggravated  character.  Not  any 
on^  that  requires  nrom  me  observation  or  in- 
struction ; " 

and,  whether,  if  he  had  this  pronounce- 
ment before  him  when  the  city  of  Dublin 
was  proclaimed  ? 

Mb.  W.E. FORSTER:  Sir,Ihaveread 
the  remarks  made  by  Mr.  Justice  Fitz- 
gerald at  the  opening  of  the  Commission 
in  Dublin  on  the  7th  of  April  last,  and 
I  must  remind  the  hon.  Member  that 
when  the  learned  Judge  made  those  re- 
marks the  speeches  at  some  recent  meet- 
ings of  the  Land  League  Committee  in 
Dublin  had  not  been  delivered. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL- 
YEARLY  TENANTS. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether,  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Land  Law  (^Ireland)  Bill,  a  yearly 
tenant  had  a  rignt  to  apply  to  the  Court 
to  fix  the  fair  rent  of  ms  holding ;  or, 
whether  that  right  only  arose  upon  the 
landlord  attempting  to  raise  his  rent; 
or,  whether  the  right  of  the  yearly  ten- 
ant to  apply  to  the  Court  was  dependent 
on  other  circumstances  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  Sir,  I  must 
say  it  is  inconvenient  to  ask  Questions 
concerning  a  measure  which  is  imme- 
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diately  to  come  uoder  the  con  si  deration 
of  the  House.  Still,  I  am  not  sorry  this 
Question  has  been  put.  My  answer  is 
"ToB,"  I  should  say  a  yearly  tenant 
can  apply  to  the  Court  at  any  time  to  fis 
a  judicial  rent  whether  the  landlord  tries 
to  increase  the  rent  or  not. 

Dr.  COMUINS  asked  in  what  part 
of  the  Bill  this  proTisiou  was  to  be 
found  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  was  h 
lawyer,  and  he  was  sure  he  would  have 
no  difficulty  in  finding  it. 

PARUAMENT—PUBLIC  BUSINESS 
(HALF-PAST  TWELVE  RULE.) 

Mb.  monk  gave  Notice  that  it  wa* 
his  intention  to  ask  the  decision  of  the 
nouse  on  the  half-past  ]  2  o'clock  Bule 
when  the  Orders  of  the  Da;  were  dis- 
posed of. 

8m  JOHN  MOWBRAY  asked.  Whe- 
ther, under  the  proper  interpretation  oT 
the  half-past  12  o'clock  Rule,  it  would  be 
competent  for  the  hon.  Member  to  bring 
forward  the  subject  after  half -past  12, 
there  being  four  Notices  of  Amendments 
to  the  Motion  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  I  observe  on  the 
Paper  four  Amendments  to  the  Resolu- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester; 
and,  therefore,  it  comes  within  the  opera- 
tion of  the  half-past  12  o'clock  Rule. 


PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS     OF      THE 
HOUSE— PROCLAMATION  OF  CO.  DUB- 
LIN—THE ARREST  OF  MR.  DILLON. 
Me.   PAENELL     asked    the    First 

Iiord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  facilities 

Tould  be  given  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 

Member    for     County    Longford    (Mr. 

Justin  M'Carthy)for  the  discussion  of 

the  Motion  with  regard  to  the  conduct 

of  the  Irish  Executive  in  proclaiming 

the  City  of  Dublin  and  arresting  Mr. 

Dillon  ? 
Ms.  GLADSTONE :    I  do  not  know 

whether  the  hon.  Member  means  to  ask 

whether  I  am  prepared  to  postpone  the 

progress  of  the  dehate  on  the  Land  Bill. 

That,  certainly,  I  am  not  prepared  to 

do.  I  presume  that  that  debate  will  ter- 
minate at  a  reasonable  hour,  andl  most    legedtohavetakei 

earnestly  hope  no  one  will  attempt  to  in-     I  am  informed,  in 

terfere  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Long-  ^  the  proceedings  i 

ford  in  bringing  forward  the  Motion  of  i  land^  or  owing  I 
which  he  has  given  Notice.    As  far  as  I    rived  from  the  E 
JQUy  presume  to  offer  observations,  we    the  English  polio 
J/r.  W.  E.  FonUr 


shonld  offer  no 
the  Motion  may 

Mb.  PAENE 
does  the  right  h 
would  be  reaso 
debate  to-night '; 

Mr.  GLADST 
difficulty  in  the  ^ 
There  are  sever 
blocked  Orders, 
which  the  Govei 
We  are  quite  wi 
over  which  we  li 
way,  and  I  hope  t 
do  the  same.  Si 
have  no  doubt 
understanding  o 
these  Orders  wil 
we  shall  atop  t1 
Bill  before  12  o'l 

Mtt.  O'DONN] 
in  case  the  hon. 
did  not  obtain  j 
hie  Motion,  he  sb 
of  any  Business 
on  Tuesday  until 
disposed  of. 

ARREST  OF  30C 
Me.  J.  COWE 
tion  to  put  to  the 
the  Seeretai^  of  E 
partment  with  ri 
Sooialiets  in  Auel 
dent  the  Questioi 
Paper.  He  begge 
Gentleman,  Whei 
been  called  to  the 
a  telegram  &om 
dent  of  the  "D( 
inst. ; — 


aonnected  with  Hon 
Letters  io  cipher  fr 
found  in  Moet's  pof 
the  ke}'B  to  thorn  wei 

He  wished  to  ask 

if  the  statement  tl 

8ia  WTLLIAi 

answer  to  the 

Member  I  have  to 

Socialists  and  othc 
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tioA  has  been  asked,  and  the  matter  is 
one  of  great  importance,  it  is  desirable 
that  I  should  state  distinctly  what  is  the 
view  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  on 
this  matter.  For  my  part,  I  desire  to 
say  that  I  have  never  allowed  myself  to 
be  the  dupe  of  the  mischievous  fallacy 
that  assassination  plots  by  secret  societies 
are  venial  crimes  to  be  tolerated  or  ex- 
tenuated as  political  offences.  In  my 
view  they  are  ordinary  .murders  or  at- 
tempts at  murders,  and  are  to  be  dealt 
with  in  all  respects  as  such.  And  if  the 
police  in  this  country,  in  the  discharge 
of  their  ordinary  duties  and  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  English  law,  became  ac- 
quainted with  circumstances  which  place 
in  danger  from  the  hand  of  the  assassin 
the.  life  of  any  person,  whether  he  be  a 
Sovereign  or  a  private  person,  whether 
at  home  or  abroad,  it  is,  in  my  judgment, 
their  duty  to  give  such  information  as 
shall  be  best  calculated  to  avert  the  per- 
petration of  the  crime.  We  should  have 
the  right  to  expect  such  a  course  of  con- 
duct from  every  civilized  Government  if 
the  life  of  our  own  Sovereign  or  our  own 
citizens  were  in  peril,  and  that  which 
we  should  regard  as  the  duty  of  others 
we  shall  not  fail  ourselves  to  perform. 

N0TICJE8. 


MONUMENT  TO  THE  RIGHT  HON.  THE 
LATE  EARL  OF  BEACONSFIELD,  K.G. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  desire  to  give 
Notice  of  the  Motion  which  I  shall  make 
on  Monday  in  these  terms — 

"That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  that  Her  Majesty  will 
give  directions  that  a  monument  be  erected  in 
the  Collegiate  Church  of  Saint  Peter,  Westmin- 
iter,  to  the  memory  of  the  late  Right  Hon.  the 
Earl  of  Beaconsficid,  with  an  Inscription  ex- 
pressive of  the  high  sense  entertained  by  the 
House  of  his  rare  and  splendid  gifts,  and  of  his 
devoted  labours  in  Parliament  and  in  great 
Offices  of  State;  and  to  assure  Her  Majesty 
that  this  House  will  make  good  the  expenses 
attending  the  same." 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Mb.  PAENELL  :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Bill  I  shall  move  the  fol- 
lowing Amendment : — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  Bill 
in  its  present  shape  will  fail  to  secure  for  the 
tenant  farmers  of  Ireland  such  a  reduction  iH 
their  rents  as  to  afford  adequate  protection  for 


the  property  in  their  holdings  acknowledged  by 
the  Act  01  1870  to  belong  to  the  occupying 
tenants,  while  it  leaves  tenants  evicted  or  threat- 
ened with  eviction  for  inability  to  pay  rack 
rents  in  a  defenceless  condition ;  and  further, 
that  the  provisions  of  the  measure  afford  no 
suitable  guarantee  that  its  operation  will  result 
in  the  establishing  of  a  sufficient  number  of 
occupying  owners  to  check  the  monopoly  in 
land  at  present  existing,  or  to  make  available 
for  the  emplojinent  and  support  of  the  labour- 
ing population  of  Ireland  any  of  the  large  area 
of  cleared  land  from  which  the  former  occupy- 
ing tenants  were  evicted,  and  whose  property 
in  the  soil  was  forcibly  and  fraudulently  appro- 
priated by  the  landlords  without  any  compen- 
sation.** 


MOTIONS. 


AFGHAN  WAR— VOTE  OF  THANKS  FOR 
THE  MILITARY  OPERATIONS  IN  AF- 
GHANISTAN.— RESOLUTIONS. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
In  rising  to  propose  the  Vote  of  which.  I 
have  given  Notice,  I  desire  to  make  a 
very  slight  explanation.  The  names  in 
the  second  Hesolution,  as  they  are  given 
in  the  Paper,  are  in  the  order  of  their 
Army  rank.  But,  as  Major  General  Sir 
Frederick  Roberts  held  throughout  the 
campaign  the  local  rank  of  Lieutenant 
General,  and  served  in  command  of 
several  of  the  officers  whose  names  ap- 
pear in  the  Hesolution,  I  think  that  it 
will  be  more  fitting  that  the  name  of 
General  Roberts  should  occupy  the  place 
which  it  would  have  occupied  if  he 
held  the  rank  which  he  enjoyed  in  Af- 
ghanistan. The  Hesolution  will,  there- 
fore, be  amended  by  the  insertion  of 
the  name  of  General  Boberts  next  to 
that  of  General  Stewart,  according  to 
the  local  rank  held  by  him.  Sir,  in 
moving  this  Hesolution,  I  think  I  may 
justly  say  that  it  is  my  object  to  avoid 
all  reference  to  any  subject  of  contro- 
versy whatever.  We  have  had  frequent 
opportunities  of  discussing  the  policy  of 
the  Afghan  War.  I  hope  it  may  not  be 
necessary  to  renew  those  discussions; 
but  if  it  is,  I  am  sure  it  will  be  the 
opinion  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
House  that  this  will  not  be  a  fitting 
opportunity  to  do  it ;  and  I  think  most 
of  us  will  agree  that  whatever  may  be 
our  opinion  of  the  policy  of  the  war,  the 
gallant  officers  and  soldiers  engaged  in  it 
had  no  other  duty,  when  war  was  once 
declared,  than  to  use  their  utmost  exer- 
tions to  carry  it  on  and  bring  it  as  sue- 
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eessfully  and  speedily  as  possible  to  a 
close.  I  have  one  word  to  say  in  expla- 
nation of  a  departure  wliich  has  been 
made  in  the  present  instance  from  the 
practice  which  has  been  pursued  on 
former  occasions.  On  other  occasions 
the  Vote  has  been  prefaced  by  offering 
the  thanks  of  the  House  to  the  Viceroy 
for  the  part  he  has  taken  in  applying 
the  resources  of  India  to  the  prosecution 
of  the  war.  Exception  has  been  taken 
upon  more  than  one  occasion  to  the 
earlier  practice.  When  the  thanks  of 
Parliament  were  voted  to  the  Army  that 
had  been  engaged  in  the  suppression  of 
the  Indian  Mutinv,  Mr.  Disraeli  took 
exception  to  the  Vote  to  Lord  Canning, 
the  then  Viceroy,  on  the  ground  that 
the  introduction  of  the  name  of  a  civilian 
or  Viceroy  was  calculated  to  intrude 
matters  of  controversy  into  a  proceeding 
which  ought,  as  far  as  possible,  to  be 
removed  from  controversy  in  such  a  con- 
nection. And  when  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  two  years  ago,  moved  a 
Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  troops  engaged  in 
the  Afghan  War,  I  thought  it  necessary, 
although  I  raised  no  opposition  to  the 
Vote,  to  call  attention  to  what  fell  from 
Mr.  Disraeli,  and  expressed  my  opinion 
that  the  course  indicated  by  Mr.  Disraeli 
might  have  been  more  wisely  followed. 
We  have,  after  some  consideration,  de- 
cided to  take  upon  this  occasion  the 
course  which  I  indicated  my  preference 
for  two  years  ago.  But  I  need  hardly 
say  we  have  done  this,  not  with  a  view 
of  casting  the  slightest  slur  upon,  or  in 
any  way  of  disparaging  the  services  of 
either  the  late  or  the  present  Viceroy. 
I  do  not  think  anyone  would  imagine 
that  I  should  be  a  party  to  disparaging 
in  any  way  the  services  of  the  present 
Viceroy ;  and  I  hope  that  no  one  would 
expect  that  I  should  take  this  opportu- 
nity of  voluntarily  casting  any  slur  upon 
the  late  Viceroy.  Whatever  may  be  the 
views  taken  upon  questions  connected 
with  this  war,  I,  at  all  events,  am  the 
last  man  to  impute  to  the  late  Viceroy 
any  want  of  energy,  forethought,  or  skill 
in'  the  prosecution  of  the  war.  I  will 
now  very  briefly  mention  to  the  House 
one  or  two  of  the  leading  events  of  the 
late  campaign,  in  regard  to  which  I  pro- 
pose that  the  thanks  of  the  House  should 
be  given  to  the  Army.  The  House  will 
remember  that,  on  the  conclusion  of  the 
Treaty  of  Qandamuk,  in  May,  1879, 
the  Army  of  the  Khyber  and  the  Kuram 
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line  was  immediately  withdrawn  into 
India,  and  it  was  decided  that  the  occu- 
pation of  Candahar  should  be  continued 
until  autumn.  On  the  Srd  of  September 
the  Besidency  at  Cabul,  whither  Sir 
Louis  Cavagnari  had  been  sent  as  our 
Envoy,  was  treacherously  attacked,  and, 
in  spite  of  a  vigorous  defence  on  the 
part  of  Sir  Louis  Cavagpiari  and  his 
escort,  the  greater  part  of  them  were 
murdered.  The  Government  of  India, 
of  course,  took  immediate  measures  to 
avenge  so  treacherous  an  act,  committed 
on  the  person  of  our  Envoy.  The  mea- 
sure immediately  resolved  upon  was  the 
re-occupation  of  the  Shutargardan  Pass, 
with  the  object  of  advancing  the  Army 
upon  Cabul.  The  re-occupation  of  Jel- 
lalabad  and  the  Khyber  Pass  was  deter- 
mined upon,  and  the  evacuation  of 
Candahar,  which  was  then  in  progress, 
was  at  once  suspended.  At  me  same 
time,  orders  were  given  to  General 
Stewart  to  advance  upon  Cabul.  Well, 
Sir,  immediate  effect  was  given  to  thifl 
determination  of  the  Government  of 
India.  Between  the  3rd  of  September 
and  the  12th  of  September,  6,000  men 
advanced  on  Cabul,  the  Shutargardan 
Pass  having  already  been  occupied  by 
General  Massy.  On  the  5th  of  October 
General  Roberts  gave  battle  to  a  large 
force  of  the  enemy,  who  had  taken 
up  a  formidable  position  in  the  form 
of  a  horse-shoe,  extending  over  two 
or  three  miles  of  hills,  which  were 
described  as  rising  one  behind  another. 
The  attack  of  the  British  upon  that  po- 
sition was  completely  successful.  The 
enemy,  after  severe  fighting,  were  en- 
tirely dispersed,  and  many  of  their  guns 
were  taken.  On  the  8th  of  October,  the 
brigade  under  General  Massy  occupied 
Sherpur;  and  on  the  12th  the  British 
flag  was  hoisted  upon  Bala  Hissar.  The 
energy  with  which  these  operations  were 
performed  may,  I  think,  be  realized 
when  the  House  considers  that  it  was 
only  on  the  3rd  of  September  that  the 
murder  of  Sir  Louis  Cavagnari  and  his 
companions  took  place,  and  that  by  the 
11th  of  October,  in  spite  of  the  most 
serious  opposition,  the  result  I  have 
mentioned  was  achieved.  In  these  ope- 
rations, no  less  than  214  g^ns  belonging 
to  the  enemy  were  captured  by  the  force 
under  General  Boberts.  General  Sir 
James  Hills,  whose  name  is  included  in 
the  Vote,  was  appointed  Qovemor  of 
Cabul ;  and,  in  that  capacity,  he  ran* 
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dered  most  efficient  serrioe  in  various 
operations  in  the  neighbourhood,  and 
was  frequently  mentioned  in  the  des- 
patches of  General  Roberts.  Well,  Sir, 
at  the  same  time,  steps  were  taken  for 
the  re-opening  of  the  Khyber  Pass. 
This  step  was  necessary  because,  though 
the  Shutargardan  route  was  one  by  which 
the  advance  could  most  rapidly  be  taken, 
it  was  not  a  route  which  was  open 
throughout  the  whole  of  the  winter. 
Meanwhile,  General  Bright  was  em- 
ployed in  re-opening  communications 
through  the  Khyber  Pass.  By  the  1 4th, 
means  had  been  adopted  for  keeping 
open  the  communication.  On  the  5th 
of  November,  the  Forces  of  Generals 
Bright  and  Roberts  met  at  Cabul.  From 
that  time  until  the  arrival  of  General 
Stewart,  General  Roberts  exercised  su- 
preme political,  as  well  as  military,  con- 
trol at  Cabul.  General  Roberts  at  once 
saw  the  necessity,  although  the  capture 
of  Cabul  had  been  effected,  of  breaking 
up  the  combinations  which  were  rapidly 
forming  themselves  around  Cabul  for 
the  purpose  of  threatening  his  communi- 
cations and  attacking  his  position.  This 
enterprize  proved  to  be  one  of  a  much 
more  formidable  character  than  was 
at  first  anticipated.  General  Roberts 
achieved  considerable  success  in  break- 
ing up  those  combinations ;  and  on  the 
10th  of  December  dispersed  large  bodies 
of  the  enemy ;  and,  for  the  purpose  of 
checking  the  movements  of  the  enemy, 
a  force  under  General  Massy  was  des- 
patched upon  the  following  day  to  follow 
up  that  success.  He  encountered  a  large 
number  of  the  enemy,  not  less  than 
10,000  men,  under  the  command  of 
Mahommed  Daoud,  and  was  obliged  to 
fall  back.  In  the  course  of  this  affair,  he 
lost  two  guns,  which  were,  however,  re- 
captured the  same  day.  From  the  1 2th 
to  the  14th  of  December,  very  constant 
and  severe  fighting  took  place ;  but  no 
advantage  was  gained  by  the  enemy. 
However,  a  force,  estimated  at  not  less 
than  50,000  men,  surrounded  Cabul, 
which  was  too  overwhelming  a  force  to 
justify  General  Roberts  in  holding  the 
city,  and,  on  the  14th,  he  retired  into 
Sherpur.  That  cantonment  was  occupied 
from  the  14th  to  the  22nd  of  December. 
Ihe  duty  which  fell  upon  the  troops  dur- 
ing the  period  I  have  mentioned  was  of 
the  most  severe  and  arduous  kind.  The 
attacks  of  the  enemy  were  constant ;  the 
oold  was  very  severe,  and  the  duties  alto- 


gether were  of  the  most  trjring  descrip- 
tion ;  but,  animated  by  the  example  of 
General  Roberts  and  the  other  officers, 
the  troops  behaved  in  a  way  than  which 
nothing  could  more  admirable.  On  the 
22nd  of  December,  an  attack  was  made 
on  the  cantonments.  That  attack  was 
well  resisted;  and,  at  the  same  time, 
General  Roberts  made  a  flank  attack, 
the  result  of  which  was  the  complete 
defeat  and  dispersion  of  the  enemy. 
From  that  time  until  the  return  of  the 
troops  from  Afghanistan,  although  se- 
veral expeditions  of  a  minor  and  unim- 
portant character  were  undertaken  with 
the  view  of  breaking  up  hostile  gather- 
ings, the  operations  were  not  of  very 
g^eat  importance.  In  the  Kuram,  the 
route  through  which  had  been  aban- 
doned after  the  Khyber  was  opened,  no 
military  operations  of  anv  g^at  import- 
ance took  place;  but  General  Tytler 
found  it  necessary  to  make  an  expedition 
against  a  tribe  which  had  treacherously 
murdered  a  British  officer.  That  opera- 
tion was  conducted  with  complete  suc- 
cess ;  but  I  much  regret  to  state  that  in 
consequence  of  exposure  General  Tytler 
died.  The  command  in  the  Kuram 
Valley  was  exercised  by  Major  General 
Watson,  who,  in  the  earlier  phase  of  the 
war,  had  commanded  the  contingents 
furnished  by  the  Punjab  Chiefs  to  the 
complete  satisfaction  of  the  Government 
of  India.  He  held  the  Kuram  command 
till  the  close  of  the  war.  On  the  re- 
newal of  hostilities  it  had  been  arranged, 
on  the  relief  of  his  troops  by  corps  from 
Bombay,  that  General  Sir  Donald  Stewart 
should,  if  necessary,  threaten  the  fortress 
of  Ghazni,  and  it  was  resolved  that  he 
should  march  from  Candahar  by  Ghazni 
to  Cabul,  returning  to  India  by  the 
Kuram  or  Khyber  route.  On  the  3 1st 
of  March,  the  General  marched  with 
this  object  from  Candahar,  and  on  the 
19th  of  April  he  was  attacked  at  Ahmed- 
Khel,  20  miles  from  Ghazni,  by  a  large 
body  of  the  enemy.  The  attack  was  one 
of  an  extremely  important  character. 
It  was  made  by  a  party  of  greatly  supe- 
rior force,  and  the  enemy  was  aided  by 
many  thousands  of  fanatical  soldiers, 
whose  onslaught  was  pushed  with  such 
desperation  and  persistency  that  General 
Stewart  was  obliged  to  put  every  man  of 
his  reserve  into  the  firing  line.  The  loss 
of  the  enemy  was  very  severe,  amounting 
to  between  2,000  and  3,000,  over  800 
having  fallen  in  the  attack ;  and  the  value 
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of  the  success  ncliieved  was  en<luriii(^.  No 
further  opemtions  of  impoi'tauce  took 
placu  until  the  month  of  July,  when,  in 
consequence  of  the  advance  of  Ayoob 
Khan  from  Herat,  the  Government  of 
India  found  it  necessary  to  despatch  a 
email  force  to  Candahar,  under  the  com- 
mand of  General  Burrows,  to  assist  the 
Wali,  who  had  shown  the  greatest  loyalty 
to  the  Government.  Sir,  I  need  not 
detain  the  House  with  any  record  of 
the  events  which  took  place  at  that 
time.  They  are,  unfortunately,  better 
known  to  the  House  and  the  country 
than  are  the  more  successful  opera- 
tions of  the  war  to  which  I  have 
referred.  It  is  enough  to  say  that  on  the 
28th  of  July  General  Burrows  suffered 
the  reverse  of  Iif  aiwand  ;  and  in  referring 
to  that  reverse,  deplorable  as  it  was, 
I  must  say  that  aIthou§;h  there  may  be 
reason  to  think  that  the  result  might 
have  been  different  if  the  troops  had 
been  otherwise  handled — still,  it  is  but 
just,  both  to  the  oificers  and  the  men 
engaged,  to  say  that  it  ought  to  be  re- 
membered that  they  met  an  enemy  im- 
mensely superior  in  number,  and  ani- 
mated by  the  same  fanatic  courage  with 
which  theyhadattackedOenerol  Stewart. 
The  result  of  this  unfortunate  action 
woe  the  retirement  of  General  Primrose 
from  the  cantonments  to  within  the  city 
and  citadel  of  Candahar.  where  he  was 
very  soon  afterwards  besieged  by  Ayoob 
Khan,  the  siege  continuing  from  the 
28th  of  July  to  the  2^th  of  August.  The 
principal  event  which  took  place  during 
the  siege  was  the  sortie  of  the  16th  of 
August.  The  result  of  that  sortie, 
though  extremely  creditable  to  the  va- 
lour and  courage  of  the  troops  engaged 
in  it,  was  not  altogether  satisfactory, 
although  it  relieved  the  garrison  for 
soma  time  from  annoyance.  I  cannot 
pass  from  tliis  subject  without  mention- 
ing the  loss  which  was  sustained  by  tlie 
British  Army  on  that  occasion  by  the 
death  of  General  Brooke,  who  was  shot 
while  endeavouring  to  save  the  life  of  a 
wounded  comrade.  t^ir,  immediately 
upon  the  disaster  of  Maiwand  and  the 
investment  of  Candahar,  orders  were 
given  to  Sir  Robert  Phayre.  who  was  in 
charge  of  the  communications  in  the 
Bulan  Pass,  to  concentrate  his  force  and 
proceed  immediately  to  the  relief  of 
General  Primrose,  Although  Sir  Robert 
Phayre  was  unable  to  reach  Candahar 
before  it  was  relieved  by  General  Ro- 
2'Ae  JIarquett  vf  liartingtim 
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is  a  better  test  tlian  is  furnished  by  more 
conspicuous  operations  of  the  true  quali- 
ties of  the  men.  I  am  happy  to  say 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Government 
of  India,  the  conduct  of  the  troops  in  all 
these  services  was  everything  that  could 
be  desired.  I  propose  that  the  thanks 
of  the  House  shall  be  given,  as  they  are 
due,  to  Sir  Frederick  Haines,  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief. It  was  his  earnest 
desire  to  have  taken  personal  command 
of  these  operations,  and  he  pressed  his 
wish  on  numerous  occasions  upon  the 
Government  of  India.  For  administra- 
tive reasons,  however,  it  was  impossible 
that  his  request  could  be  complied  with. 
All  these  military  movements,  however, 
have  been  entirely  under  his  direction, 
and  the  uniform  success  which  has 
attended  them  is  due  to  the  ability 
with  which  they  have  been  planned 
as  well  as  the  fidelity  with  which 
they  have  been  executed.  The  Go- 
vernment of  India  has  paid  testimony 
to  the  unfailing  discipline,  the  high 
spirit,  and  the  cheerful  endurance  which 
have  been  conspicuously  evinced  by  the 
whole  force  during  this  prolonged  and 
trying  service.  They  exhibited  the  most 
Boldierly  qualities,  and  rarely,  if  ever, 
has  a  war  been  conducted  in  an  enemy's 
country  with  such  a  strict  regard  to  the 
principles  of  humanity  and  honour,  and 
with  such  a  total  absence  of  excess  of 
any  kind.  I  think  the  House  will  agree 
with  me  that  g^eat  credit  is  due  to  Sir 
Frederick  Haines  and  his  predecessors 
for  the  high  state  of  discipline  which 
rendered  it  possible  that  so  flattering  a 
tribute  should  be  offered  to  the  Army. 
I  have  referred  to  the  active  services  of 
Sir  Donald  Stewart.  It  is  impossible, 
in  speaking  of  him,  not  to  mention  the 
spirit  of  soif-sacrificing  generosity  with 
which,  on  the  eve  of  a  critical  military 
operation,  he  reduced  his  own  force,  and 
placed  the  pick  of  his  troops  at  the  dis- 
posal of  Sir  Frederick  Koberts.  It  has 
not  been  usual  in  Votes  of  this  character, 
and  I  have  not  thought  it  necessary,  to 
make  special  mention  of  the  services 
rendered  in  this  campaign  by  the  poli- 
tical officers.  But  it  would  not  be  right 
that  I  should  conclude  without  remind- 
ing the  House  that  in  wars  of  this  de- 
scription the  services  which  are  rendered 
by  the  political  officers  are  not  only  of 
the  highest  importance,  but  are  fre- 
quently attended  by  personal  risk.  Of 
the  political  officers,  and  the  services 


rendered  by  them,  I  can  only  speak  in 
the  most  general  terms.  The  services 
of  the  Lieutenant  Governors  of  the  Pun- 
jab and  of  Bombay  have  been  recog- 
nized by  the  Government  of  India.  Sir 
Robert  Sandeman,  our  Agent  in  Beloo- 
chistan,  has,  throughout  this  campaign, 
rendered  services  of  the  most  signal  and 
valuable  character.  He  has  preserved, 
with  great  ability,  the  best  relations  be- 
tween our  Viceroys  and  the  Khan  of 
Kelat,  who  has  shown  loyalty  to  his 
allies,  and  has  on  several  important  oc- 
casions rendered  the  greatest  service  to 
our  Army.  Sir  Robert  Sandeman  was 
also  placed  at  the  head  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  whole  line  of  communica- 
tions, and  his  services  cannot  be  over- 
estimated. The  Government  of  India 
have  also  rendered  a  just  tribute  to  the 
skill  of  Mr.  Lepel  Griffin,  who  for  six 
months  was  in  charge  of  our  political 
relations  at  Cabul.  I  need  not  remind 
the  House  of  the  assistance  rendered,  at 
personal  risk,  by  Colonel  St.  John  at 
Candahar  on  the  unfortunate  day  of  the 
battle  of  Maiwand.  It  remains  for  me 
to  say  what  has  been  done  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  in  the  direction  of 
rewarding  these  services.  To  Sir  Fre- 
derick Haines,  to  Sir  Donald  Stewart, 
and  to  Sir  Frederick  Roberts,  Her  Ma- 
jesty has  been  graciously  pleased  to 
offer  the  honour  of  baronetcies,  which 
two  of  these  officers  have  accepted  ;  but 
Sir  Frederick  Haines,  for  personal  rea- 
sons, has  declined,  at  all  events  for  the 
present,  the  acceptance  of  that  distinc- 
tion. In  conformity  with  former  pre- 
cedents, the  Indian  Council  has  also 
granted  to  Sir  Donald  Stewart  and  Sir 
Frederick  Roberts,  who  are  officers  in 
the  Indian  Service,  pensions  of  £1,000 
a-year  for  life,  or,  if  they  prefer,  a 
capital  sum  of  £12,500.  The  troops 
have  received  six  months'  batta,  and  a 
medal  will  be  struck  for  the  Afghan 
Campaign,  with  the  names  of  several 
engagements  on  the  clasps.  In  com- 
memoration of  the  famous  exploit  of 
General  Roberts,  a  bronze  star  will  be 
giveu  to  those  who  took  part  in  it.  I 
have  now  only  to  say  that,  cordially  as 
I  trust  the  thanks  of  both  sides  of  this 
House  will  be  given,  and  fully  sensible 
as  I  am  of  the  extent  to  which  the  troops 
of  all  arms  have  deserved  it,  I  hope  that 
the  time  is  far  distant  when  we  may 
be  called  upon  to  renew  these  military 
operations.    Successful  as,  on  the  whole| 
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they  have  been,  it  cannot  be  denied  that, 
as  must  always  be  the  case,  they  have 
shown  us  some  defects  in  our  military 
organization  which  the  Government  of 
India  are  now  earnestly  engaged  in 
considering.  There  is  an  ample  and 
honourable  field  open  to  British  officers 
to  co-operate  witn  that  Government  in 
remedying  those  defects  and  increasing 
the  efficiency  of  the  Army  of  India,  upon 
which  our  power  must  always  rest,  and 
which  must  always,  therefore,  be  main- 
tained in  the  highest  state  of  order  and 
ecQciencv 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  Sir, 
I  rise  to  second  the  Vote  of  Thanks 
which  has  just  been  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord,  and  I  can  assure  the  House 
it  is  not  my  intention  in  any  way  to 
weaken  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord 
by  attempting  to  add  any  comments  or 
remarks  of  my  own.  I  am  convinced 
that  the  simple  narration  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  so  ably  given  of  the 
events  of  the  recent  campaign  is,  in  it- 
self, enough  to  reward  those  to  whom 
we  wish  to  do  honour.  It  was  but  ne- 
cessary for  the  facts  to  be  stated — for 
the  facts,  I  am  sure,  will  speak  for  them- 
selves. I  agree — and  I  trust  the  House 
will  also  thoroughly  agree — with  the 
sentiments  of  the  noble  Lord  in  his 
opening  observations,  that  this  is  not 
an  occasion  on  which,  if  ever,  we  ought 
to  discuss  the  policy  of  the  Afghan  War. 
It  would,  indeed,  be  a  very  great  mis- 
fortune if,  when  we  were  considering 
how  we  were  to  acknowledge  the  gal- 
lant conduct  of  our  brave  soldiers,  we 
were  to  mix  up  our  expressions  of  ad- 
miration for  the  men  who  have  shown 
such  devotion  to  duty — a  question  upon 
which  there  can  be  no  difference  of  opi- 
nion among  our  fellow-subjects — with 
matter  which  may  be  of  a  contentious 
character.  We  cannot  but  feel,  how- 
ever great  may  be  the  honours  bestowed 
by  the  Sovereign,  or  in  any  other  way, 
upon  tho  soldiers  who  fight  for  us  in 
the  field,  there  is  one  honour  they  covet, 
I  believo,  above  all  others — I  mean  the 
honour  of  special  mention  in  the  Houses 
of  Parliament,  and  a  Vote  of  Thanks 
from  those  Houses.  I  am  convinced 
that  although  the  British  soldier,  when 
he  is  far  from  home,  and  when  called 
upon  in  a  strange  land  to  undergo,  not 
only  the  perils  of  battle,  but  also  the 
long  and  trying  sufferings  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  so  well  pointed  out,  in 
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campaigns  like  this — and  not  only  the 
British  soldier,  but  the  Native  soldier 
also,  when  called  upon  to  fight  for  the 
flag  under  which  he  is  so  contented  to 
serve,  and  under  which  he  has  shown 
himself  on  many  occasions  to  be  so  true 
and  loyal — I  am  convinced  that  both  the 
British  and  the  Native  soldier,  when 
they  are  called  upon  to  undergo  these 
sufferings  and  make  these  exertions,  are 
largely  sustained  by  the  certainty  that 
their  efforts  will  be  recognized  and  ap- 
preciated by  those  in  whose  cause  they 
are    engaged.      I  will   not   make  any 
remarks   upon  the  question  the  noble 
Lord  referred  to  when  he  spoke  of  the 
change  he  has  made  in  not  introducing 
the  name  of  the  Viceroy  of  India,  as  hai 
been  customary  in   such  Votes.     We 
fully  understand  the  ground  on  which 
he  has  made  the  alteration.     It  is  not 
with  reference  to  this  occasion  only,  bnt 
as  to  what  has  been  his  opinion  on  a 
former  occasion,  and  that  it  is  not  one 
Viceroy  only,  but  two — one  not  belong- 
ing to  the  Party  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  is  opposed,  but  to  which  he  him- 
self belongs,  whose  name  has  been  de- 
liberately omitted.     We,  therefore,  nn- 
derstcmd  that  no  slight  has  been  in- 
tended, but  that  the   intention  of  the 
Grovemment  has  been  to  direct  our  spe- 
cial attention  to  those  who  have  been 
engaged  in  the  military  operations,  and 
it  is  purely  in  connection  with  those 
operations  that  the  Vote   is  proposed. 
In  selecting  the  names  that  have  been 
brought  before  us  for  commendation— 
those  who  are  to  receive  the  thanks  of 
this  House  and  those  whose  names  have 
been  mentioned,  though  not  included  in 
the  Vote — the  desire  has  been  to  pick 
out  the  names  of  those  to  whom  great 
honour  is  due ;  and  I  can  only  express 
regret  at  the  omission  of  any  special  re- 
ference to  the  conduct  of  our  NatiTe 
officers  and  the  Natives  who  have  been 
employed  in  our  service.     I  may  take 
the  opportunity  of  mentioning  a  name 
well  known  to  many  in  this  country  be- 
sides those  directly  connected  with  the 
administration   of  India — I    mean  Sir 
Gholam  Hussein.     I  am  glad  to  be  per- 
mitted to  second  this  Vote,  and  to  asso- 
ciate myself  with  the  Vote  of  Thanki 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  proposed  in 
the  full  confidence  that  the  Vote  will  be 
passed  in  the  spirit  in  which  such  Votes 
are  passed — namely,  as  a  Vote  of  Thanb 
to  those  noble  and  gallant  men  who  hsTe 
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men  instead  of  fighting  an  undisciplined 
rabble,  as  the  people  of  Afghanistan 
were.  The  noble  Marquess  referred  to 
the  fanatic  swordsmen ;  but  the  people 
who  had  been  resisting  British  invasion 
might  have  been  spared  the  sneer. 
Were  they  fanatics  because  they  were 
true  to  their  religion  and  their  country? 
If  that  were  fanaticism,  he  was  proud  to 
own  himself  a  fanatic.  He  moved  his 
Resolution,  believing  that  everyone  who 
voted  for  the  Besolution  of  the  noble 
Marquess  associated  himself  in  some 
way  with  blood- guiltiness. 

Mr.  0' KELLY  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  this  House,  disapproving  of  the  Afghan  War 
as  needless  and  unjust,  considers  it  inexpedient 
to  return  Thanks  to  Officers  or  Soldiers  for 
slaying  a  number  of  people  with  whom  we  had 
no  righteous  quarrel,  and  devastating  their 
Country," — {Mr,  Healy^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  very  sorry, 
Sir,  that  occasion  should  arise  which 
would  call  upon  me  even  for  one 
moment  to  give  the  House  the  idea  that 
I  supposed  anything  would  require  to 
be  added  to  what  has  been  said  by  my 
noble  Friend  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite.  Such  is  not  my  intention ; 
but  I  do  wish  very  respectfully,  and  at 
the  same  time  earnestly,  to  deprecate  a 
division  on  this  occasion.  I  would  say, 
Sir,  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  that  in  one  respect  I  sympa- 
thize with  him  if  he  .thinks  that  some 
disparagement  has  been  shown  to  the 
great  and  important  measure  relating 
to  the  tenure  of  land  in  Ireland  by 
allowing  precedence  to  be  given  to  the 
subject  now  before  the  House.  I  assure 
the  hon.  Member  that  if  he  examines 
the  annals  of  this  House  he  will  find 
that  it  has  been  usual  on  every  occasion, 
even  when  the  most  vital  subjects  were 
under  discussion,  to  allow  prior  consi- 
deration to  bo  given  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  evening  to  Motions  of  this 
kind,  having  in  view  the  graceful  and 
complete  rendering  of  a  just  honour  to 
those  to  whom  it  is  due.  It  is  assumed 
that  such  Motions  will  require  a  very 


laid  down  their  lives  or  endured  hard- 
ships in  our  behalf  without  reference  to 
any  other  consideration. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  given  to 
General  Sir  Frederick  Paul  Haines,  G.C.B., 
G.C.S.I.,  C.I.E.,  Commander  in  Chief  in  India, 
for  the  ability  and  judgment  with  which  he 
directed  the  recent  operations  from  September 
1879  to  September  1880  in  Afghanistan."— 
{The  MarquesB  of  Mar  ting  ton.) 

Mb.  HEALY  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment— 

"  That  this  House,  disapproving  of  the  Af - 
ghan  War  as  needless  and  unjust,  considers  it 
inexpedient  to  return  Thanks  to  Officers  or 
Soldiers  for  slaying  a  number  of  people  with 
whom  we  had  no  righteous  quarrel,  and  de- 
vastating their  Country." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that,  although 
the  Prime  Minister  refused  to  allow  time 
to  discuss  a  Motion  with  respect  to  the 
arrest  of  a  Member  of  the  House,  because 
it  would  stand  in  the  way  of  the  Land 
Bill,  he  had  arrested  the  progress  of 
that  important  measure  in  order  to  in- 
troduce this  Motion.  He  would  not 
make  any  needless  remarks  to  delay  dis- 
cussion ;  but  he  considered  it  his  duty, 
even  although  he  had  only  one  other 
Member  to  go  into  the  Lobby  with  him, 
to  take  a  division  upon  his  Amendment 
for  the  purpose  of  protesting  against 
the  unjust  and  needless  slaughter  and 
reckless  invasion  of  Afghanistan.  He 
had  often  thougfaft,  when  reading  the 
accounts  of  the  battles  in  that  country, 
particularly  in  the  way  of  setting  up 
pretenders,  that  he  was  reading  a  chap- 
ter in  the  history  of  his  own  country 
200  years  ago  ;  for,  in  almost  every  par- 
ticular, the  old  system  of  British  policy 
as  carried  out  in  Ireland  was  renewed 
in  Afghanistan.  On  this  ground,  as 
well  as  on  general  groimds,  he  had  put 
down  his  Notice.  He  thought  it  would 
be  considered  rather  remarkable  if  it 
were  to  go  forth  to  the  world  that  it 
was  only  successful  soldiers  who  were  to 
be  thanked.  Had  this  war  ended  by 
the  defeat  and  dispersion  of  the  British 
forces  and  their  being  driven  beyond 
the  Frontier,  the  House  would  never 
have  been  asked  to  accord  them  thanks. 
When  the  Boer  War  was  ended  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  be  willing  to  return 
thanks  to  the  soldiers  who  had  suffered 
in  that  country,  although  they  had  per- 
formed a  more  arduous  task,  as  they 
Ivad  to  stand  up  against  trained  marks- 
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short  time;  and  it  is  also  felt  that  to 
give  them  the  most  marked  and  pro- 
minent position  in  the  proceedings  of 
this  House  is  the  mode  in  which  we 
would  desire  to  give  that  which,  after 
all,  is  nothing  but  an  honorary  gift, 
in  order  that  it  may  have  its  greatest 
value.  On  that  account  I  am  sure  the 
hon.  Member  will  not  at  all  suppose  that 
in  this  proceeding  we  have  attempted  in 
the  slightest  degree  to  derogate  from  the 
strong  sense  wo  have  so  often  expressed 
of  the  importance  of  going  forward  with 
the  subject  to  which  I  have  referred. 
Two  observations  I  may  make.  One  is 
that  I  am  quite  sure  that  nothing  could 
be  further — indeed,  I  am  authorized  to 
say  that  nothing  could  be  further — from 
the  intention  of  my  noble  Friend  than 
to  cast  any  slight  upon  the  desperate 
valour  which  has  been  shown  by  the 
Mohammedan  population  of  Afghanistan 
in  defending,  as  they  conceived,  their 
religion  and  their  country.  The  word 
'*  fanatical "  is  a  word  which  describes 
enthusiasm  carried  to  an  extreme,  and 
which  is  well  known  to  characterize  both 
religion  and  conduct  in  the  East  in  a 
manner  so  traditional  and  historical  that 
the  use  of  the  epithet  does  not  convey 
the  slightest  discredit.  On  the  contrary, 
I  believe  that  we  who  sit  in  this  House 
should  not  rest  satisfied  with  merely  ex- 
pressing a  negative  or  a  neutral  opinion ; 
and  that,  while  we  deeply  regret  the  occa- 
sion for  a  collision  arising,  we  can  truly 
honour  in  our  hearts  and  minds  the  un- 
sparing exercise  of  valour  which  can 
ever  be  found  in  the  cause  of  what  the 
Natives  believe  to  be  true.  In  the  same 
way  I  wish  to  say  that  the  omission  in 
this  Motion  of  specific  nominal  reference 
to  the  Native  Forces  is  entirely  due  to 
the  observation  of  strict  rule  and  prece- 
dent in  the  case ;  and  I  certainly  am 
of  opinion  —  and  I  believe  it  is  the 
general  opinion — that  in  all  matters  of 
this  kind  the  observance  of  rule  and 
precedent  is  a  matter  of  practical  pru- 
dence, tending  both  to  the  dignity  and 
safety  of  proceedings,  such  as  that  in 
which  we  are  now  engaged.  On  the 
question  of  the  Motion  itself,  I  hope  the 
hon.  Member  will  feel  that  he  has  suffi- 
ciently discharged  his  duty  by  the  pro- 
test  which  he  has  made.  He  felt  himself 
compelled  to  make  a  protest,  and  he  has 
made  it ;  but  why  should  he  persist  in 
carrying  with  him  some  few  Iklembers  of 
this  House  into  the  Division  Lobby  with 
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no  other  possible  effect  than  that  of  de- 
tracting from  the  grace  and  kindliness 
of  the  act  which  it  is  the  desire  of 
nearly  all  the  Members  of  the  House  to 
perform  ?  Surely  the  hon.  Member  can- 
not think  that  the  gratitude  of  this  House 
to  the  Army  in  the  field  ought  to  depend 
on  the  degree  of  approval  or  disapproval 
with  which  it  may  regard  the  policy 
that  that  Army  has  been  called  upon  to 
g^ve  effect  to.  Deplorable  indeed  would 
the  position  of  the  soldier  be,  consider- 
ing the  enormous  efforts,  considering  the 
costly  sacrifices,  he  has  to  make  in  the 

gerformance  of  his  duty  in  the  field,  if 
e  found  that  he  would  be  judged  by  hii 
country,  not  according  to  his  own  con- 
duct, or  the  manner  in  which  he  had  ful- 
filled his  covenant  with  the  Sovereign— 
not  by  the  manner  in  which  he  had  dis- 
played even  the  very  noblest  qualities 
which  war,  with  all  its  miseries,  is  cal- 
culated to  produce  ;  but  that  he  was  to 
be  tried  by  reference  to  another  standard 
— namely,  by  reference  to  the  rectitude 
of  the  judgment  or  purity  of  the  judg- 
ment of  those  who  had  ordered  him  into 
the  field,  and  for  whose  error,  if  error  it 
was,  he  was  to  be  the  sufferer.  I  am 
sure  he  will  see  that  such  a  doctnne 
really  will  not  bear  examination  for  one 
moment  at  the  tribunal  of  common 
sense ;  and  I  do  earnestly  and  respect- 
fully submit  to  the  hon.  Member  that  he 
would  do  no  disparas^ement  to  himself 
and  would  greatly  promote  the  genial 
wish  of  the  House,  if,  content  with  his 
protest,  he  will  withdraw  his  Motion, 
and  allow  this  to  be  an  nnanimons 
Vote. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  said,  that 
with  some  portion  of  the  speech  of  the 
Prime  Minister  he  agreed.  He  had  in- 
tended to  move  the  Previous  Question, 
as  on  a  former  occasion,  when  the  noble 
Lord  who  moved  this  Resolution  sat  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  On  that 
occasion  he  moved  the  Previous  Ques- 
tion, and  went  to  a  division  upon  it.  Hs 
regretted  when  he  saw  the  Notice  which 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Healy)  put  upon 
the  Paper,  and  he  would  make  an  appeal 
to  him  now.  He  did  not  condemn  tbs 
sentiments  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  with 
regard  to  the  Afghan  War;  but  he 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
taken  the  best  way  of  putting  himself  ii 
accord  with  the  sentiment  of  the  HouM 
by  moving  an  Amendment  which,  as  thf 
right  hon.  Gentleman  pointed  out,  seemsi 
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to  condemn  the  Boldiers  for  actions  for 
which  the  House  really  was  responsible. 
If,  therefore,  the  hon.  Member  would 
kindly  accede  to  his  suggestion  to  with- 
draw his  Amendment  and  the  House 
would  allow  it  to  be  done  —  ["No, 
no !  "J — he  would  move  the  Previous 
Question.  He  proposed  to  move  the  Pre- 
vious Question,  because  he  felt  strongly 
on  the  matter.  But  he  was  going  to 
oppose  the  Vote  of  Thanks  in  a  manner 
least  repugnant  to  the  sentiments  of 
those  who  were  about  to  support  it.  He 
congratulated  the  noble  Lord  upon  the 
position  in  which  he  found  himself  in 
moving  this  Vote.  It  was  rather  dif- 
ferent from  his  position  two  years  ago. 
Then  they  were  in  a  state  of  alarm  about 
wars  in  diflferent  parts  of  the  world  ;  but 
now  the  noble  Lord  had  the  proud  satis- 
faction of  rising  to  propose  this  Vote 
when,  for  a  wonder,  we  were  at  peace 
with  all  the  world,  when  we  were  not 
annexing  anybody's  territory,  nor  vindi- 
cating the  Queen's  authority  anywhere 
by  force  of  arms,  when  we  were  not 
making  Naval  demonstrations,  not  even 
carrying  out  "  the  mandate  of  Europe," 
which  was,  perhaps,  the  little  failing  of 
the  present  Government  amongst  its 
many  virtues.  Indeed,  we  were  in  such 
a  condition  that  an  hon.  Friend  said  to 
him  the  other  day  that  if  we  did  not 
take  care  we  should  be  slipping  into 
Christianity.  Honestly  enough  he  could 
say  he  was  grateful  for  that  state  of 
things.  Dr.  Johnson  had  said  that 
gratitude  was  a  lively  sense  of  favours 
to  come.  But  he  felt  grateful  because 
he  hoped  they  would  never  again  have 
to  speak  on  a  question  of  this  kind ;  and 
unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
came  into  power  he  hoped  they  would 
have  no  more  wars.  He  did  not  think 
the  noble  Lord  was  very  happy  to-night ; 
he  did  not  speak  with  that  energy  he 
sometimes  exhibited.  He  had  a  shrewd 
suspicion  that  the  noble  Lord  hated  the 
whole  thing  from  the  bottom  of  his 
heart.  It  was  not  the  noble  Lord's 
Motion  really.  The  voice  was  the  voice 
of  the  noble  Lord ;  but  the  Motion  was 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Guildford  (Mr.  Onslow).  They  should 
have  heard  nothiug  about  this  Vote  of 
Thanks  were  it  not  for  the  persistent 
Questions — there  was  nothing  like  per- 
sistency— of  the  hon.  Member  for  Guild- 
ford. He  regretted  to  see  the  noble  Lord 
dragged  at  the  chariot  wheels  of  the 
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hon.  Member.  He  did  not  think  the 
noble  Lord  liked  it  much,  or  that  his 
Colleagues  liked  it,  for  he  noticed  that 
they  all  got  up  and  went  out  of  the 
House.  He  was  not  going  to  find  fault 
with  the  noble  Lord,  who  was  driven  to 
it  by  the  commonplaces  of  the  House 
and  the  way  they  were  going  on  about 
these  military  matters.  He  hoped  for 
the  future  the  noble  Lord  would  not  be 
so  much  influenced  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Guildford,  but  would  take  counsel 
with  the  Badical  Members  below  the 
Gangway.  [^Laughter J\  Let  not  hon. 
Gentlemen  laugh.  It  was  the  Badical 
Party  who  put  the  present  Ministry  into 
power.  Nobody  knew  that  better  than 
the  noble  Lord  and  the  Prime  Minister, 
and  they  also  knew  that  among  the 
cardinal  points  of  the  Badical  programme 
was  their  hatred,  their  condemnation  of 
that  spirit  of  military  adventure  which 
had  cost  the  country  so  much.  What 
was  the  philosophy  of  these  Votes  ?  Why 
were  they  called  upon  ever  and  anon  to 
give  these  Votes  of  Thanks  to  soldiers  ? 
What  was  a  soldier  ?  He  was  a  man 
who  made  a  contract  with  his  country  to 
kill  anybody  whom  the  country  wished 
him  to  kill,  anybody  whom  the  country 
wished  to  destroy,  to  destroy  people's 
property,  bum  their  houses,  and  inflict 
untold  misery  upon  them,  perfectly  re- 
gardless whether  it  was  right  or  wrong. 
The  soldier  left  that  to  that  House  to 
decide.  He  became  a  mere  animated 
machine,  with  no  consideration  of  right 
or  wrong.  ["No!"]  He  was  as- 
tonished to  hear  anybody  deny  that. 
He  thought  even  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  Warton) 
would  not  have  denied  it.  Surely  the 
soldier  was  bound  to  fight  whether  the 
cause  was  right  or  wrong ;  it  was  not  for 
him  to  reason,  but  to  act.  It  was  dif- 
ferent with  the  Volunteers ;  they  did  not 
fight,  but  only  simulated  fighting.  Yet 
he  had  just  seen  in  a  paper  that  a  large 
sum  had  been  given  to  teach  them  how  to 
shoot  moving  objects  at  unascertained 
distances.  But  the  real  soldier  meant 
business.  He  was  not  there  for  one 
momentto  discredit  the  soldier.  [**0h!"] 
Not  a  bit.  Parliament  was  responsible 
for  all  ho  did.  He  did  his  best,  and 
generally  went  to  fight  for  us  in  a  wrong 
cause,  for  most  of  our  causes  in  the  last 
century  had  been  wrong.  He  did  not 
always  win,  and  then  he  did  not  get 
thanked.     He   wanted  to   cari-y  that  ft 
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little  further.  If  they  were  to  have 
thanks  given  to  those  great  commanders 
for  doing  what  was  called  *'  brilliant 
deeds,"  let  them  have  some  censure  for 
those  who  did  deeds  worthy  of  censure. 
If  the  one  thing  was  right  the  other  was 
right.  His  doctrine  was  that  they  all 
did  their  duty  courageously  and  fulfilled 
their  contract.  We  ought  to  fulfil  our 
contract  with  them,  and  not  make  this 
invidious  distinction  of  proposing  thanks 
to  those  who  happened  to  be  lucky  and 
nothing  to  those  who  brought  us  into 
disaster  and  disgrace.  It  was  better  to 
assume  that  all  did  their  duty.  Why 
were  the  Army  and  Navy  to  be  singled 
out  for  special  Votes  of  Thanks  when 
they  did  their  duty  ?  Did  not  the  police 
do  their  duty  ?  [An  hon.  Member  :  Not 
in  Ireland.]  Well,  he  did  not  under- 
stand Ireland.  Very  few  people  in  that 
House  did.  He  was  only  taking  about 
the  English  police,  with  whom  he  was 
better  acquainted.  Why  was  not  the 
policeman  to  be  considered  as  good  a 
character  as  the  soldier?  The  police- 
man was  much  more  useful,  because 
the  soldier  was  employed  to  break  the 
peace,  and  the  policeman  was  em- 
ployed to  keep  the  peace.  Therefore, 
ne  would  wish  to  have  a  new  system 
adopted  at  our  public  dinners — though  he 
was  not  a  great  man  for  toasts — and  to 
have  the  toast  proposed  of  **  The  Armv, 
the  Navy,  and  the  Police."  Why  should 
not  the  distinguished  services  of  a  more 
useful  nature  than  the  slaughter  of  our 
fellow  men  be  honoured  ?  When  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter was  in  Office  a  few  years  ago  he,  in 
conjunction  with  his  Oolleagues,  did  a 
thing  not  very  popular  on  the  other  side, 
but  which  would  be  remembered  to  his 
honour  years  and  years  after  he  was 
taken  from  us — he  meant  the  peaceful 
settlement  of  the  Alabama  question. 
That  was  real  nobility,  real  Christianity, 
and  would  redound  more  to  the  credit  of 
this  country  than  the  slaughter  in  battle 
of  any  number  of  piBople  opposed  to  us. 
He  was  glad  to  take  that  opportunity  of 
paying  a  tribute  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  who  had  so  justly  won  the 
confidence  of  his  Party.  There  was  no- 
thing for  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  would  be  more 
honourably  remembered  hereafter  than 
for  the  part  he  took  in  the  peaceful  set- 
tlement of  that  International  business. 

Sir  Wilfrid  Lamon 


He  objected  to  the  special  glorifioatioii 
of  war  which  this  Vote  involved.  As 
for  the  occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench, 
he  should  like  to  know  what  had  become 
of  the  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the 
Members  for  Birmingham,  and  whether 
it  was  their  intention  to  vote  in  favour 
of  the  Motion  ?  According  to  another 
prominent  Member  of  the  G^ovemment, 
war  might  be  described  as  "a  combi- 
nation of  all  the  crimes,  horrors,  and 
sufferings  of  which  human  nature  is 
capable,"  and  the  Prime  Minister  had 
said — 

"A  long  experience  of  life  leads  me  to  a 
deeper  and  deeper  conviction  of  the  enormous 
mischief  of  war,  even  in  the  best  and  most  fa- 
vourable circumstances,  and  the  mischief,  inde- 
scribable and  irredeemable,  of  causing  an  unne- 
cessary war." 

Hon.  Members  in  that  part  of  the  House 
had  unanimously  condemned  the  Afghan 
War  as  unnecessary,  and  as  connected 
with  the  most  horrible  incidents. 
[''Question!"]  The  question  surely 
was  the  value  of  the  services  performed 
by  the  Army,  in  regard  to  which  it  had 
been  said  that  they  hanged  more  Af- 
ghans than  they  shot.  He  contended 
that  Votes  such  as  these  were  not  only 
mischievous  in  principle,  but  also  most 
injurious  to  the  public  feeling  and  public 
welfare  of  the  country;  and  he  hoped 
that,  at  least,  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  would  join  him  in  making  a 
protest  against  a  glorification  of  the 
military  spirit,  and  in  declaring  that 
they  did  not  feel  joy  in  the  destruction 
of  their  fellow  creatures,  but  that  they 
preferred  a  policy  of  **  peace  on  earth, 
and  good-will  towards  men." 

Mb.  J.  COWEN  said,  he  entirely 
agreed  with  the  Prime  Minister  as  to 
the  desirability  of  their  having  no  divi- 
sion on  the  question  before  the  House. 
If  the  Vote  had  to  be  of  any  value  it 
ought  to  be  unanimous,  cardial,  and 
hearty.  A  division  would  sensibly  de- 
tract from  its  merit.  By  votine  for  the 
Motion  no  one  committed  himself  to  the 
policy  involved  in  the  Afghan  War.  It 
would  be  quite  justifiable  for  those  who 
disapproved  of  that  enterprize  to  vote  in 
favour  of  the  Besolution.  The  Army 
was  simply  giving  effect  to  the  instruc- 
tions or  Parliament ;  and  Parliament 
was  giving  effect  to  the  wishes,  or  at 
least  the  supposed  wishes,  of  the  country 
at  that  time.  Ue  had  no  desire  even  to 
refer  to  the  puipoae  of  the    war.    It 
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would  open  ont  a  wide  field  for  debate 
if  they  were  to  comment  on  it.     But  he 
would  say   this,   in   reply   to  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Wexford  (Mr. 
Healy) — who  compared  the  struggle  of 
the  Afghan  tribesmen  with  the  struggle 
of  his  own  countrymen  against  the  Eng- 
lish— that  the  fight  was  not  a  fight  for 
nationality.     He  would  yield  to  no  one 
in  his  concern  for  nationalities  or  for  the 
independence  of  other  nations.     Buttlie 
conflict  in  Afghanistan,  so  far  as  Eng- 
land was  concerned,  had  reference  to 
another  Power  than  the  Afghans.     The 
Afghans  were  merely  the  instruments. 
They  were  moved  by  a  distant  but  potent 
mechanism.     It  was  not  these    Asiatic 
Highlanders  that  the  English  Govern- 
ment fought.     It   was    a   much    more 
powerful  people.     The  hon.  Member  for 
Carlisle   (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)    talked 
about  the  spirit  of  the  late  Government 
and  the  hands  of  the  present.     But  in  the 
Afghan  War  the  hands  were  the  hands 
of  Esau,   and  the  voice  was  the  voice 
of  Jacob.     [' *  No,  no !  "]     Well,  he  did 
not  wish  to  raise  any  controversy.     He 
was  only  desirous,  as  the  subject  had 
been  referred  to,  of  recording  his  opi- 
nion that  it  was  not  a  struggle  against 
a  nationality,  but  a  struggle  against  a 
Power  that  had  destroyed  more  nation- 
alities than  any  other  in  existence.    Dis- 
missing that  aspect  of  the  question,  how- 
ever, he  was  glad  that  the  proceedings 
of  that  night  had  done  a  tardy  act  of 
justice  to  a  distinguished  soldier.      No 
man  had  been  more  harshly  censured 
than  General  Eoberts    when  he    was 
fighting  the  nation's  battles  in  a  remote 
country,  under  terrible  disadvantages, 
and  when,  too,  he  had  no  means  of  de- 
fending himself.      He  was  accused  of 
haying    deliberately  hanged   men  who 
were  opposing  him  in  fair  fight,  with 
having  burnt  the  houses  and  destroyed 
the  villages  of  inoff'ensive  non-comba- 
tants— of  having,  in  fact,  been  guilty  of 
no  end  of  wanton  cruelty  and  hardship. 
These  charges  were   made  against  Sir 
Frederick  Koberts  in  his  absence,  and 
repeated  from  day  to  day.     If  he  was 
guilty  of  them,  instead  of  being  thanked 
he  should  have  been  censured.     If  he 
was  not  guilty  of  them,  the  men  who 
made  them  ought  to  retract  and  apolo- 
gize. The  statement  that  had  been  made 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  was 
a  vindication  of  that  gallant  officer's  con- 
duct, and  as  such  would  be  received  with 


satisfaction  and  pleasure  by  the  entire 
nation.  He  had  only  one  further  re- 
mark to  make,  and  that  had  reference  to 
the  observation  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford,  who  said  the  proceedings  in 
Afghanistan  resembled  the  doings  of  the 
English  in  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  J.  Cowen) 
did  not  think  the  facts  warranted  such  a 
remark.  However  painful  some  of  the 
incidents  in  the  war  in  Asia  might  have 
been,  there  had  been  no  pitchoaps,  no 
triangles,  and  none  of  the  other  atro- 
cities  that  characterized  the  suppression 
of  the  insurrection  in  Ireland  in  1798. 
Indeed,  no  more  marked  proof  of  the 
improvement  in  the  mode  of  conducting 
warfare  could  be  cited  than  the  contrast 
between  the  struggle  in  Afghanistan 
just  terminated  and  the  war  we  waged 
in  the  same  country  in  1842.  He  was 
not  aware  that  the  discussion  was  going 
to  take  place,  or  he  would  have  pre- 
pared himself  with  information  to  show 
how  the  English  Army  acted  in  Afghan- 
istan 40  years  ago.  They  burnt  villages, 
cut  down  trees,  destroyed  standing  crops, 
and  converted  beautiful  and  richly  culti- 
vated plots  into  a  barren  wilderness. 
For  miles  everything  above  the  earth 
that  was  consumable  was  put  into  a 
blaze,  and  both  property  and  persons 
were  destroyed  wholesale.  Anyone  who 
would  contrast  the  action  of  the  English 
troops  when  they  retreated  from  Cabul 
at  that  time  with  the  action  of  the 
Army  that  General  Eoberts  had  recently 
led  through  the  country  would  be  able 
to  appreciate  the  great  advance  that  had 
been  made  in  the  mode  of  conducting 
war  by  civilized  countries.  The  edu- 
cating influence  of  the  age  had  nowhere 
been  more  beneficially  felt  than  in  our 
military  operations. 

Me.  ASHTON  DILKEsaid,  bethought 
some  reference  ought  to  be  made  during 
this  debate  to  the  attitude  taken  by  a 
large  section,  he  believed  the  majority, 
of  the  Liberal  Party  in  the  months  of 
December,  1879,  and  January,  1880,  in 
regard  to  certain  acts  which  were  said 
at  the  time  to  have  been  committed  by 
General  Eoberts  in  Afghanistan ;  and 
he  thought  they  were  indebted  to  his 
hon.  Colleague  (Mr.  Cowen)  for  having 
reminded  them  that  they  then  took  an 
attitude  which,  so  far  as  ho  could  judge, 
was  not  the  attitude  of  the  Liberal  Party 
now.  He  knew  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  omit  the  name  of  General 
Koberts  from   this  list.     He  was  not 
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going    to   vote    against    the  Tote    of 

Thanke.  He  could  not  agree  with  thr> 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wexford,  for  the  war  was  their  own 
doin^,  and  he  thought  thej  ought  to 
thank  the  soldiers  who  had  carried  out 
their  wishes.  Nor  could  he  vote  for  tho 
Previous  Question  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carlisle ;  but  so  long  aa  the  name  of 
Qeneral  Koberts  was  included  in  the  liet 
he  could  not  couecientiousl;  vote  for  it. 
P' Oh  !  "]  He  should  not  trouble  the 
House  with  any  remarks  of  bis  own ; 
but  would  prove  Ma  case  out  of  General 
Boberte's  own  mouth.  In  his  Proclama- 
tion on  entering  Cab ul  he  said — "Thi.- 
Britieh  Qovemment  hoe  the  right  of 
totally  destroying  Cabul."  Had  the 
British  Government  that  right?  Th»y 
would  not  dare  to  use  auch  language  if 
they  were  fighting  a  civilized  enemy 
and  were  they  to  say  when  fighting  a 
savage  and  uneducated  enemy  thousands 
of  miles  away  from  public  opinion  what 
they  would  not  say  under  otner  circum- 
stances ?     On  October  18— 

"  Hewards  are  offered  for  an7  person  who  has 
fousht  against  British  troops  since  B«ptember 

thoA^I 

"Were  these  men  "  rebels  "  ?  ["  Tes ! "~ 
Bebels  to  whom  ?  Oeneral  Eobertt 
spoke  with  just  and  proper  indignation 
of  the  murder  of  Sir  Louis  Cavagnari, 
and  he  would  have  entirely  sympathized 
with  him  if  he  had  been  content  to  hang 
or  shoot  only  those  who  were  concerned 
in  that  murder.  But  he  went  much  fur- 
ther.    On  November  12  he  said — 

"  AnmeBtr  will  not  be  extended  to  those  con- 
oenied  in  tJie  attack  on  the  Embass; ,  or  who 
were  guilty  of  instinting  the  troops  and  people 
to  oppoae  Uie  British  troopa.  Such  persons  will 
be  treated  without  mercy  as  rebels." 

It  was  to  that  Qeneral  that  they  were 
asked  to  vote  thanks.  At  the  time  the 
Press  was  under  the  military  censorship 
of  Cabul,  telegrams  emanating  from 
Cabul  contained  in  them  nothing  which 
was  un^easant  to  the  military  autho- 
rities. The  newspaper  coneapondents 
wrote — 

"  The  trial  of  the  prisoners  is  proceeding 
duly ;  all  convicted  am  hanf^.  The  city 
MoUah  was  hanged  for  preaching  a  rdigious 
war.  The  Kotwal  was  hanged  for  inciting  and 
organizing  resistaace  to  us  at  Charasiab." 

But  Charaaiab  waa  a  fair  and  pitched 
battle.    Again — 
Mr.  AtktM  Dilkt 


"All  the  villages  round  Cabnl  are  hostile  to 
us.  No  quarter  is  given  to  anyone  firing  upon 
us,  and  prisoners  taken  in  fight  are  shot. 

Aa  for  the  exeeution  of  the  city  MoUah, 
what,  he  might  ask,  would  they  say  if 
a  Qerman  Army  came  and  banged  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury  and  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  London  for  inciting  them  to 
do  their  duty  as  patriots  and  citizens? 
These  lacts  might  receive  the  cheers 
and  the  honours  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  but  if  they  ever  came  to  a  war 
with  a  civilized  nation  these  things 
would  recoil  upon  our  heads. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'OONNOE  said,  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  bad  just  sat 
down  had  thrown  a  new  light  on  the 
question  now  before  the  House.  The 
charges  referred  to  had  been  either 
falsely  or  truly  made.  If  they  were 
false,  why  had  they  not  been  repudiated 
bytheMembers  of  the  Treasury  Benches? 
They  were  asked  to  thank,  among  others, 
General  Boberte,  He  found  reported  in 
Santard  a  debate  in  the  Session  of  1879 
in  which  neart)r  every  one  of  the  Generals 
named  in  the  present  Beaolutioa  were 
thanked  for  what  they  had  done  in  tbii 
war  in  Afghanistan.  It  was  said  that 
they  should  not  wage  a  discussion  on 
the  policy  of  the  war  on  this  occasion ; 
hut  men  who  represented  the  minority 
in  the  country — a  minority  that  wonld 
stand  by  peace  and  non-intervention- 
were  bound,  in  season  and  out  of  season, 
to  make  their  opinions  heard.  But  Mi- 
nisters had  themselves  discussed  the  con- 
duct of  officers,  and  had  thus  initiated  a 
discussion  of  the  kind,  which  had  been 
deprecated.  These  officers  were  Civil 
Governors  as  well  as  Military  Chiefs, 
and  it  was  in  the  former  capacity  that 
they  were  guilty  of  the  acts  that  had 
been  complained  of.  Comments  had 
been  made  on  the  attitude  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  on  the  absence  of  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Gentlemen  the  Members  for 
Birmingham ;  hut  ho  thought  their  ab- 
sence waa  more  honourable  than  the 
firesence  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
and.  That  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
had  been  a  member  of  the  Society  of 
Friends ;  but  he  had  probably  seen  and 
learned  so  much  in  the  course  of  the  last 
12  months  that  he  was  now  willing  to 
support  a  Yote  of  Thanks  to  an  Army. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster, whom,  in  many  respects,  he  re- 
cognized as  his  political  tutor,  had,  in 
one  of  the  reports  of  his  great  speeohss, 
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quoted  the  phrase  of  Wilberforce  with 
regard  to  the  ' '  noxious  race  of  heroes 
and  warriors."  It  was,  therefore,  not 
surprising  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  here  to-night.  His  hon.  Friend 
who  had  raised  this  question  would  have 
been  perfectly  willing  to  have  left  it  to 
some  other  Members ;  but  he  had  shown 
that,  if  the  English  Members  neglected 
to  stand  by  the  principles  of  justice  and 
peace,  some  Irisn  Members  would  stand 
up  and  do  so  for  them.  He  should  go 
into  the  Lobby  with  his  hon.  Friend, 
and  the  only  difference  between  Afghan- 
istan and  Ireland  was  this — that  what 
had  been  done  in  Afghanistan  within 
the  last  year  or  two  had  been  done  in 
Ireland  some  time  ago. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  had  hoped 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  would  have  thought 
it  necessary  to  say  a  few  words  on  behalf 
of  the  Army  of  this  country.  That 
Army  does  not  require  any  defence  from 
me.  Under  difficult  circumstances  on 
many  occasions,  it  has  discharged  the 
duties  intrusted  to  it  in  a  manner  which 
has  done  it  the  greatest  possible  honour. 
I  am  glad  to  think  that  it  has  done  so 
in  the  present  instance,  and  that  now,  as 
on  so  many  previous  occasions,  it  has  ob- 
tained the  respect  and  gratitude  of  this 
country.  But  I  rise  in  particular  in  con- 
sequence of  the  attacks  which  have  been 
made  on  Sir  Frederick  Roberts.  In  or- 
dinary circumstances,  I  think  I  might 
safely  have  said  that  I  would  leave  his 
reputation  to  the  judgment  of  his  fellow- 
countrymen.  They  have  heard  the  case, 
and  have  decided  it  in  a  way  which  can- 
not fail  to  be  gratifying  to  Sir  Frederick 
Boberts,  as  is  shown  by  the  reception 
he  has  met  with  in  this  country  since  his 
return,  and  by  the  universal  opinion 
which  has  been  expressed  respecting  his 
conduct.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  Ashton  Dilke) 
has  acted  in  the  most  unfair  possible 
way.  He  has  raked  up  some  old  charges 
against  Sir  Frederick  Koberts;  but  he 
has  not  referred  to  the  fact,  which  most 
Gentlemen  in  this  House  know  perfectly 
well,  that  a  complete  defence  of  Sir 
Frederick  Boberts  was  laid  before  this 
House  in  the  form  of  a  Parliamentary 
Paper.  This  fact  the  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle  had  never  alluded  to.  [Mr. 
AsHTON  Dllke  :  I  only  read  Sir  Frederick 
Boberts's  own  words.]  The  defence  of 
General  Boberts  was  laid  before  this 


House  in  the  year  1880.  I  thmk  the 
letter  in  which  it  was  sent  was  dated  the 
27th  of  January  in  that  year.  It  was 
laid  before  the  country  for  its  candid 
consideration.  It  offered  a  complete 
denial  of  the  charges  which  had  been 
made,  and  from  that  time  to  the  present 
no  Member  of  the  House  had  stood  up 
and  reiterated  those  charges.  Sir  Fre- 
derick Boberts  might  well  have  been 
fully  convinced,  therefore,  that  after 
the  answer  which  was  given  to  those 
charges  they  would  never  again  be 
brought  forward,  and  that  he  would 
be  protected  from  a  most  unfair  attack 
such  as  had  been  now  made  upon 
him. 

Mr.  CHILDEBS  :  A  minute  or  two 
before  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just 
spoken  rose  to  address  the  House  I  had 
asked  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  to  obtain  for  me  from 
the  Library  that  despatch  which  has 
been  referred  to,  and  if  my  noble  Friend 
had  returned  in  time  I  should  have  at 
once  risen  to  address  the  House.  The 
Paper  itself  has  not  yet  reached  me ;  but 
I  have  the  fullest  recollection  of  having 
most  carefully  studied  that  Paper  when  it 
was  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and 
I  thoroughly  satisfied  myself  that  Sir 
Frederick  Boberts  had  successfully  and 
satisfactorily  rebutted  the  charges  which 
had  been  made  against  him.  I  regret  I 
had  not  had  an  opportunity  of  saying 
this  before  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
rose  ;  but  I  hope  the  House  will  excuse 
me  for  wishing  to  wait  for  a  few  mo- 
ments until  I  could  get  the  actual  corre- 
spondence. Sir  Frederick  Boberts  was 
attacked — though  not  by  me  or  my  noble 
Friend — for  his  supposed  improper  con- 
duct in  putting  to  death  certain  Afghans 
in  connection  with  the  rising  which  took 
place  in  consequence  of  the  Cavagnari 
murder.  I  hope  the  House  will  accept  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  and  from 
myself  the  assurance  that,  the  case  hav- 
ing been  fully  looked  into  and  considered 
by  us,  we — speaking  for  Her  Majesty's 
late  Government  and  Her  Majesty's 
present  Government — are  satisfied  that 
those  charges  were  without  foundation. 
I  intended  also  to  say  a  word  or  two— and 
really  no  more  is  necessary — with  re- 
ference to  the  general  imputations  which 
have  been  made  against  the  British 
Army,  and  as  to  the  effect  of  Motions 
like  the  present.  Motions  like  the  pre- 
sent are  the  customary  course  adopted 
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in  both  nouses  of  Parliament  when  an 
Army  has  done  its  duty  in  obedience  to 
the  commands  of  its  Sovereign.  On  the 
completion  of  its  work  the  House  has 
UDiformly  been  asked  if  the  operations 
were  considered  of  sufficient  importance 
to  pass  a  Vote  of  this  kind.  I  will  go 
the  length  of  saying  that  it  would  be 
a  great  misfortune  if  the  Army  was  to 
be  taught  to  believe  that  such  a  Vote  of 
Thanks  was  to  depend  on  the  approval 
or  disapproval  by  a  section  or  a  majority 
of  Parliament  of  the  political  reasons 
which  put  the  Army  in  motion.  Sol- 
diers in  the  discharge  of  their  duty  should 
know  nothing  of  politics.  If  a  Vote  of 
Thanks  was  voted  on  one  occasion  and 
negatived  on  another,  when  the  suc- 
cessful operations  of  the  Army  were 
of  equal  importance,  the  soldier  will 
begin  to  think — "  I  wonder  whether  the 
case  in  which  I  am  engaged  is  one  of 
which  the  political  grounds  are  sufficient 
to  gain  me  the  thanks  of  Parliament  ?  " 
I  hope  the  soldier  will  never  ask  that 
question.  I  hope  the  soldier  will  always 
do  his  duty,  and  without  asking  for  the 
reasons  of  the  war,  as  he  has  done  it  in 
the  past,  and  as  he  is  doing  it  now.  On 
that  ground  I  much  regret  the  Amend- 
ments which  have  been  made  to-night, 
and  I  still  hope  the  House  will  pass  the 
Motion  nemine  contradicentey  as  on  past 
occasions. 

Mr.  ILLINGWOETH  said,  that  if 
the  Previous  Question  had  been  moved 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  many 
hon.  Members  would  have  had  an  op- 
portunity of  escaping  from  a  position  of 
some  difficulty.  It  was  a  fact  that  the 
war  in  which  our  Army  had  been  en- 
gaged was  condemned  by  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  people  of  this  country.  The 
responsibility  in  no  way  rested  on  the 
Army ;  but  a  double  responsibility  rested 
upon  those  who  originated  the  war  in 
Afghanistan.  [^'  Divide  !  "]  How  was 
it  that  the  enthusiasm  for  this  Vote  came 
entirely  from  the  country  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  who  occu- 
pied a  front  position  by  their  relatives 
and  friends  in  the  British  Army  ?  The 
statement  that  General  Hoberts  had 
done  nothing  unbecoming  a  British  sol- 
dier only  showed  what  a  low  standard 
prevailed  on  the  two  Front  Benches  as 
to  what  was  just  to  a  country  which  we 
invaded  without  any  show  of  reason  or 
justice.  This  Resolution  was  not  to  con- 
vey the  thanks  of  the  House  to  the  pri- 

"i/r.  Chitder^ 


vate  soldiers  who  fought  in  the  war. 
A  glorification  of  the  war  system,  which 
had  its  basis  in  what  was  called  society, 
was  the  real  reason  for  the  Vote.  [/«- 
terruptiomJ]  If  he  was  not  allowed  to 
proceed  with  his  remarks  he  would  be 
under  the  necessity  of  moving  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate.  Hepresenting 
a  large  constituency  (Bradford)  holding 
a  strong  opinion  on  this  question,  he 
asked  the  indulgence  of  the  House.  He 
ventured  to  think  that  the  Government 
were  performing  merely  a  perfunctory 
duty  in  this  matter,  and  that  their  hearts 
were  elsewhere.  Even  if  the  House 
passed  this  Vote  unanimously,  it  must 
not  be  understood  by  the  country  that 
it  had  in  any  degree  altered  its  opinion 
as  to  the  injustice  of  the  war.  He  hoped 
the  Amendment  would  be  withdrawn,  in 
order  that  the  Previous  Question  might 
be  moved. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  could  not 
but  think,  looking  to  the  general  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  that  a 
Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  troops  engag^ 
in  the  Transvaal  would  come  with  bet- 
ter grace  from  their  lips  than  a  Vote  of 
Thanks  to  the  troops  engaged  in  Af- 
ghanistan. In  either  case,  criticism  or 
opposition,  it  seemed  to  him,  was  per- 
fectly legitimate,  otherwise  there  would 
be  nothing  to  prevent  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  from  coming  down  to 
the  House  some  evening  and  proposing 
a  Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  OonstaDulair 
engaged  in  shooting  down  the  poor  Irish 
peasantry  in  the  West  of  Ireland.  He 
was  anxious  to  know  at  what  date  the 
Government  became  aware  of  the  spot- 
less and  stainless  character  of  the  officer! 
and  troops  engaged  in  Afghanistan ;  be- 
cause if  they  did  so  at  a  tolerably  early 
date,  it  would  not  be  easy  to  reconcile 
their  silence  at  the  period  of  the  General 
Election  on  the  subject  of  the  excesses 
alleged  to  have  been  committed  by  Ge- 
neral Eoberts  and  others.  Those  aJleged 
excesses  were  among  the  most  powenul 
arguments  used  by  Radical  speakers  and 
writers  for  the  overthrow  of  the  late 
Government ;  and  the  Members  of  the 
present  Government,  by  their  silence 
in  reference  to  them,  connived  at  the 
charges  made.  The  hon.  Member,  amid 
signs  of  impatience  on  the  part  of  the 
House,  quoted  some  doffgrel  verse  which 
had  appeared  in  a  Hadical  org^ — The 
Echo — in  1879,  describing  the  Britiah 
troops  as — 
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Main  Queetion  put. 
(1.)  RcMohtd,  Thai  the  thanki  of  tUs  Houm 


"  Tha  Christian  tom  of  ?!!]«<[•, 
Tlut  burned  ths  Afghan  villags," 
He  tniated  the  hon.  Member  for  Wex-  ' 
ford  (Mr.  Healy)  would  acquiesce  in  the  ' 
appeal  made  to  him  by  thoee  Badicals 
who  had  not  yet  lost  all  sense  of  con- 
■istency  in  the  delights  of  power,  and 
withdraw  hie  Motion  in  favour  of  the 
Frevioua  Question,  which,  if  adopted, 
vould  leave  the  matter  in  itaiu  que. 
For  his  own  part,  until  an  iuvestigation 
showed  whether  the  British  troops  had 
been  unfairly  vilipended  or  not,  he  was 
not  prepared  to  express  an  opinioii  od 
the  question.  After  due  investigation, 
he  would  have  no  objection  to  support 
a  Vote  of  Thanks  to  an  acquittea  and 
glorified  Army. 

Mr.  OTWAY  said,  the  attacks  which 
had  been  made  on  Sir  Frederick  Boberts 
had  been  conclusively  answered.  That 
gallant  officer  would  probably  aurvive 
file  charges  of  the  junior  Member  for 
Newcaetle-on-T3mB  (Mr.  Ashton  Bilke), 
as  well  as  the  attack  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wexford  (Mr.  Healy),  and  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  f8ir  Wil- 
frid Lawson).  He  pointed  out toatwhen 
Sir  Frederick  Boberts  was  accused  of 
shooting  Afghans  as  rebels,  they  were 
actually  in  rebellion  agaiuRt  their  own 
Sovereign,  Takoob  Khan,  who  had  made 
a  Treaty  with  Sir  Frederick  Roberts, 
and  was  in  his  camp.  Although  he  had 
never  approved  the  Afghan  War,  he  could 
not  refuse  a  Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Army 
which  had  so  gallantly  done  its  duty. 

Sib  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL,  while 
acknowledging  the  gaUantry  displayed 
by  the  troops  generally,  by  the  com- 
manders, and  by  Sir  Frederick  Boberts, 
said,  he  could  not  approve  all  that  Sir 
Frederick  Boberts  had  dons  in  his  poli- 
tical capacity  ;  and  after  what  had  been 
said  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
he  thought  it  necessary  to  protest  against 
its  being  supposed  that  those  who  voted 
in  favour  of  passing  a  Vote  of  Thanks 
to  the  Army  were,  in  consequence,  com- 
mitted to  the  support  of  all  that  had 
been  done  in  prosecuting  the  Afghan 
War,  and  after  Sir  Frederick  Boberts's 
victories. 

Mb.  healy  asked  permiaaion  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment  in  favour  of 
the  Previous  Question.    ["No!"] 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  304 ;  Noee 
20:  U^ority;2B4.— (Div.  List,  No.  194.] 


E.,  Commandflr  in  Chisf 
in  India,  for  the  ability  and  judgment  with 
which  he  directed  the  recent  opetstiona  from 
September  1879  to  8ept«inbeT  IBBD  in  Afghsn- 
■-■.an. 
(2.)  SeaWti,  That  the  Thanks  of  thia  Houie 

Lieut.  General  Sir  Donald  Martin  Btewart, 
G.C.B. ; 

Lieut.  General  Sir  Frederick  Sleigh  Ro- 
berta, G.C.B.,  O.r.E.,  V.C. ; 

Lieut.  Genera]  Sir  Robert  Onoeiphoroa 
Bright,  K.C.B. ; 

Major  Gener&l  Sir  John  Bou,  K.C.B. ; 

Major  Qeneral  Sir  Jamet  Hills,  K.O.B., 
V.C; 


?.C.; 

and  the  other  Officers  of  the  Army,  both  Eoro- 
pean  and  Native,  for  tho  intrepidity,  skill,  and 
pereeveranca  diaplHyed  by  them  in  the  Military 
OperationB  in  Afghani  attin,  and  for  their  inde- 
fatigable zeal  and  exertions  during  the  lat« 
Campaign. 

(3.)  Siiolved,  That  this  House  doth  highly 
approre  and  acknowledge  the  valour  and  penw- 
veronce  diaplaycd  by  the  Non-commissioned 
Officers  and  private  Soldiers,  both  Enropean  and 
Native,  employed  in  Afghanistan  during  the 
late  Campaign,  and  that  the  ume  be  eignif  ed  to 
them  by  the  Commanders  of  the  seveni  Corps, 
who  are  desired  to  thank  them  for  their  gallant 
behaviour. 

(4.)  Raalcrd,  That  the  said  Resolutiona  be 
transmitted  by  Mr.  Speaker  to  the  Viceroy  and 
Oavemor  General  at  India,  and  that  His 
Lordship  be  requested  to  communicate  the  same 
to  the  several  Officers  referred  to  therein. 
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"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  Lij  Warrant  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Grown  to  make  ont  a  New  Writ 
for  the  electing  of  a  Member  to  serve  iu  this 
proeent  Pariiameot  for  the  Borough  of  Knore*- 
boTough,  in  the  room  of  Sir  Henry  Meysey 
Meysey-Thompson,  whose  Election  has  been 
declared  to  be  void." 

Sm  aEOBOE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
had  hoped  some  statement  would  be 
made  by  a  Law  Officer  of  the  Crown 
under  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  this 
case.  Enaresborough  was  one  of  the 
rottenest  of  the  rotten  boroughs  in 
England.  ["No,  no  I"  j  It  was  one  of 
those  petty,  trumpery  places  which  could 
not  possibly  survive  any  new  Beform 
Bill.  There  were  &,000  inhabitants  in 
it  formerly ;  but  the  latest  Betums  had 
shown  that  that  nnmber  had  decreased. 


isn 


Zand  La\B 


{COMMONS} 


(7r«£mi)  Sm. 


1«2 


The  principal  industry  of  the  place  wfti 

beer,  there  being  no  lees  than  47  public- 
houses  for  over  4,000  people.  The 
result  of  the  recent  inquiry  had  shown 
that  at  the  last  and  previous  General 
Elections  corrupt  practices  were  prac- 
tised extensivelv  on.  both  sides,  a  man's 
vote  being  easily  bought  by  a  liberal 
allowance  of  beer.  He  protested  em- 
phatically, therefore,  against  the  issue 
of  a  new  Writ  for  the  return  of  a  Mem- 
ber to  represent  in  Parliament  so  worth- 
less and  insignificant  a  borough  aa  the 
one  he  had  described. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  he  should  not 
oppose  the  granting  of  the  Writ  which 
was  asked  for ;  but  he  could  not  let  the 
opportunity  pass  of  remarking  upon  the 
fact  that  while  the  Government  moved 
for  the  election  of  a  Member  for  Enares. 
borough  they  were  willing  to  continue 
the  disfranchisement  of  Caehel  and 
Sligo,  in  neither  of  which  boroughs  had 
it  been  proved  that  nearly  the  same 
amount  of  either  bribery  or  corruption 
had  ever  existed. 

The  ATTOENET   GENEEAL   f 
Henby  James)  said,  he  could  not  all 
the   observations  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell)  to 

go  uncontradicted.     The  Eeport  of  the 
ommissioners  went  to  show  that  cor- 


reason  for  issuing  a  Writ  for  the  election 
of  a  Member.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  Commission  of  Inquiry  was  the 
result  of  an  unfortunate  accident ;  and 
it  would  certainly  be  hard  that  a  whole 


in  addition  to  having  to  pay  a  heavy 
rate  in  order  to  pay  the  cost  of  the  in- 
quiry. He  was  afraid  that  if  a  search- 
ing Commission  were  issued  into  every 
borough  of  England  there  would  bo 
scarcely  one  that  would  come  out  of  the 
ordeal  purer  than  Kn  ares  bote  ugh.  He 
would  also  include  Ireland  in  that  state- 
ment. [Sir  George  Casipbei.l  ;  And 
Scotland?]  He  would  not  include 
Scotland.  Thero  they  never  gave  any- 
thing to  anybody.  By  issuing  the  Writ 
Parliament  would  restore  to  Enares- 
borough  the  representation  which  it 
ought  never  to  have  lost.  As  far  as  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carlow  (Mr.  Dawson)  were  concerned. 


Enareaborough  and  Caahel  and  SUgo; 
and  that  ho  should  be  glad  if  there 
could  bo  found  equally  cogent  gronods 
for  re-enfranchising  Cashel  and  Sligo 
with  those  on  which  it  was  now  proposed 
to  give  Enaresborough  an  opportunity 
for  returning  a  Member  to  the  House. 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  that  he  would  be 
sorry  to  compare  Sligo  and  Cashel,  or 
any  Irish  borough,  with  Enaresborongh, 
where  it  was  well  known  corrupt  prac- 
tices prevailed.  The  House  had  recently 
by  five  to  one  refused  to  issue  a  Writ  for 
Sligo,  which  had  suffered  for  14  yean 
for  the  fault  of  a  small  and  insignificant 
number  of  voters.  It  would  now  ba 
seen  how  unfairly  the  two  Irish  boroughs 
were  treated.      

SiE  HENRY  TYLER  said,  he  would 
not  have  risen  but  for  the  aweepiog 
assertion  of  the  Attorney  Qeneral,  to 
the  effect  that  if  a  searching  inqnii; 
were  made  into  evory  borough  in  Eng- 
land, scarcely  one  would  come  out  of 
the  ordeal  purer  than  Enaresborough. 
He  would  take  this  opportunity  of  re- 
minding the  hon.  and  learned  Gentls- 
man  of  the  very  searching  inquiry  tbit 
was  instituted  into  the  borough  of  Har- 
wich, which  he  had  the  honour  to  re- 
present, and  of  the  excelloat  Bepoit 
that  resulted  from  it.  And  he  was  tbe 
more  anxious  to  take  the  opportunity  of 
drawing  attention  to  that  Report,  be- 
cause he  was  aware  of  the  prejudice  with 
which  small  boroughs  were  regarded  bj 
certain  Members  on  the  Liberal  Benches. 

Motion  agrud  to. 

OBDERS    OF   THE   DAT. 


LAND  LAW(IRELAND)B1LL.— [Biu-IM-! 

{Mr.   OladHonr,   Mr.   Fortltr,   Mr.  BrijU,  M'. 

AUotHfy  OcMral  for   Ireland,    Mr.   Stlinl" 

Otutyal/or  Ireland.) 

SECOND  READING.      AWOUBNKD  DEBAn. 

[FonRTn  NiOHT.] 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate    on    Amendment    prop<^ed  le 
Question  [25th  April],   "That  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time." 
And  which  Amendment  was. 
To  leavB  out  from  the  word  "  Thst "  W  lb 
d  o(  the  Question,  in  order  to  »dd  the  w"* 
hile  willing  to  conndo'  tfjp* 


he  oould  o«lj  „,  th.l  in  U,  ™w  lie™    rSTEi^IlK  Si'STi! 
\?aB  no  similarity  between  the  cases  of    opinion  that  tho  leading  provimoos  of  the  LmI 
Sir  Qaoigt  CampbtU 
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(Ireland)  Bill. 


1874 


TjEw  (Ireland)  Bill  are  in  the  main  economic 
cally  unsound,  unjust,  and  impolitic," — {Lord 
Eleho,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  propo'sed,  "That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  reiumed. 

Sir  HEEVEY  BRUCE  said,  he  rose 
with  some  considerable  diffidence  to  offer 
any  remarks  upon  this  important  Bill, 
because,  naturally,  anyone  whose  per- 
sonal interests  were  supposed  to  be  in- 
volved in  the  question  concerned  in  the 
Bill  must  be  listened  to  with  some  de- 
gree of  doubt  as  to  whether  he  was 
speaking  from  his  own  standpoint,  or 
whether  he  was  speaking  only  for  the 
benefit  of  the  country.  In  the  few  ob- 
servations he  was  about  to  make,  how- 
ever, as  he  did  not  propose  to  utterly  con- 
demn or  to  utterly  praise  the  Bill,  he 
hoped  he  should  not  be  interrupted  be- 
fore coming  to  the  conclusion  of  the 
remarks  which  he  wished  to  make.  Be- 
fore he  touched  upon  the  Bill,  he  should 
make  some  remarks  upon  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission.  The  First  Minis- 
ter of  the  Crown,  in  his  speech,  had 
not  attribtited  much  importance  to  it, 
and  he  (Sir  Hervey  Bruce)  had  reason 
to  find  fault  with  the  manner  in  which 
that  Commission  was  in  many  respects 
conducted.  He  admitted  the  courtesy  of 
the  Commission  in  sending  round  to  the 
landlords  the  reports  of  the  evidence 
given  against  them.  But  their  courtesy 
went]no  farther.  Landlords  against  whom 
he  knew  that  in  many  instances  grave, 
and,  as  in  his  own  case,  false  charges 
had  been  made,  were  allowed  to  remain 
in  ignorance  of  these  charges  for  three 
months  before  the  Commission  sent  the 
evidence  to  them ;  and  that,  he  thought, 
was  hardly  fair.  He  remonstrated  with 
the  Commission  on  that,  and  when  evi- 
dence was  given  against  him  later  on, 
he  received  it  on  a  much  earlier  date. 
He  did  not  attribute  so  much  importance 
to  that  as  to  think  that  they  should  have 
published  all  this  mass  of  evidence, 
which  could  not  be  borne  out  by  the  facts. 
He  also  complained  that  in  the  second 
volume  of  this  evidence — for  the  first 
was  only  a  Beport — no  marginal  notes 
appeared  statins^  that  portions  of  the 
evidence  could  be  contradicted.  This,  ' 
he  thought,  was  most  unfair.  It  could  ; 
not  be  expected  that  the  Commission ! 


would  put  a  refutation  of  those  charges 
in  the  first  volume  ;  but,  in  the  second, 
it  could  have  been  stated  that  portions 
of  the  evidence  had  been  contradicted  on 
authority.     But  they  did  nothing  of  the 
sort.     They  published  the  second  docu- 
mentary volume,  and  the  landlords  re- 
mained under  its  stigma  for  many  weeks 
before  the  charges  which  it  contained 
were  contradicted.     Not  only  that,  but 
the  Commission   admitted  as  evidence 
the  anonymous  statements  of  four  indivi- 
duals who,  he  was  sure,  need  not  have 
concealed  their  names  from  the  public. 
The  tenantry  of  Ireland  were  not  such 
craven  cowards  as  to  be  afraid  to  give 
evidence,  even  if  it   were   against  the 
landlords.     He  was  proud  to  say  that 
not  one  tenant  of  his  own  had  given 
evidence    to     the     Commission  ;      but 
strangers  volunteered    with    all    their 
heart  to  do  so.     He  had  as  independent 
a  tenantry  as  was  to  be  found  in  Ire- 
land, yet  they  declined  to  listen  to  the 
suggestions   of  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the   Gangway   (the   Home  Rulers),  or 
anywhere    else.     The    first    who   gave 
evidence    against    him    was    a    person 
named  Tommy  Warnock,  well  known  in 
that  part  of  the  world.     He  did  not  live 
in  his  (Sir  Hervey  Bruce's)  neighbour- 
hood, and  he  was  a  gentleman  who,  it 
was  to  be  regretted,  had  so  little  to  do 
at  home  that  he  had  plenty  of  time 
abroad.    Mr.  Warnock  not  only  lectured 
landlords  as  to  their  duty,  but  tenants 
also ;   and  if  he  did  not  find  the  latter 
amenable  to  his  views,  and  sufficiently 
angry  against  landlords,  they  were  told 
they  were  a  "set  of  fools."     He  had 
latterly  attacked  the  clergy  of  the  dis- 
trict ;  but,  happily,  he  put  himself  in  the 
wrong  box,  for  he  was  told  that  unless 
he  apologized]  there  would  be  an  action 
for  libel.  He  (Sir  Hervey  Bruce)  thought 
he  could  have  brought  a  similar  action 
against  this  man  ;  but  he  concluded  that 
Warnock  was  not  worth  the  powder  and 
shot.     The   next  gentleman  who   gave 
evidence  against  him  was  a  Mr.  Collison, 
whose  name  he  never  heard  before  he 
saw  it  in  the  Report,  and  he  did  not 
know  where  he  lived.  Nine  or  ten  years 
ago  he  (Sir  Hervey  Bruce)  sold  a  pro- 
perty in  the  county  of  Tyrone,  as  to  which 
Mr.  Collison  told  the  Commissioners  that 
his  tenants  were  led  blindfolded  on  the 
occasion,   because  they   would  not  be 
allowed  to  employ  any  solicitor  but  his 
own,   who  did  the  business  for   both 
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parties.  That  was  utterly  false.  The 
very  day  after  he  saw  this  statement, 
he  (Sir  Hervey  Bruce)  went  to  his 
solicitor,  who  showed  him  the  corre- 
spondence with  the  tenants,  asking  him 
whether  he  would  be  their  solicitor 
in  the  matter  of  the  sales,  and  he  saw 
a  copy  of  his  answer,  which  was  to  the 
effect  that  much  as  he  would  like  to  act 
for  them  he  declined  to  do  so,  as  it 
would  not  be  proper  for  him  to  act  as 
solicitor  for  the  buyers  as  well  as  the 
seller.  Another  person  named  Joseph 
Smith  gave  evidence  against  him.  He 
rather  thought  Mr.  Smith  was  the 
Chairman  of  some  Town  Commissioners. 
He  never  lived  on  his  (Sir  Hervey 
Bruce's)  property,  and  he  did  not  know 
who  he  was,  nor  what  he  knew  of  him- 
self (Sir  Hervey  Bruce) ;  but  he  gave 
evidence  which  very  much  attracted  the 
attention  of  the  senior  Member  for  Cork 
County  (Mr.  Shaw),  who  put  some  very 
pertinent  questions  to  him.  The  witness 
said,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Member,  that 
a  particular  property  was  leased  away 
by  a  former  Bishop  of  Derry  to  his  re- 
lative, yir  Hervey  Bruce,  who  then  raised 
the  rents  twice  before  soiling  the  pro- 
perty in  the  Encumbered  Estates  Court. 
That  was  utterly  false.  He  (Sir  Hervey 
Bruce)  was  old  enough,  God  knew ;  but 
he  was  represented  by  this  witness  as 
having  had  property  leased  to  him  by  a 
former  Bishop  (Lord  Bristol),  who  died 
in  1803,  so  that  he  did  not  know  what 
his  age  would  be  now.  If  statements  of 
that  kind  were  accepted  and  published 
against  one  landlord,  it  was  not  unrea- 
sonable to  suppose  there  were  others 
who  were  treated  in  a  similar  manner. 
But  what  was  worse  still  was  the  state- 
ments of  anonymous  witnesses.  Surely 
there  were  plenty  of  persons  who  knew 
the  state  of  Ireland  that  could  have 
come  forward  and  given  evidence,  with- 
out the  Commissioners  bolstering  up  a 
case  by  means  of  persons  who  were 
afraid  to  let  the  world  know  what  they 
said.  In  one  instance,  an  anonymous 
letter  was  sent  in,  against  a  noble 
Friend  of  his  and  his  family,  and  it 
was  published,  though  it  contained 
charges  which  were  of  the  grossest 
nature,  and  absolutely  and  utterly  un- 
true. English  Gentlemen  could  not 
place  much  confidence  in  a  Commission 
which  received  and  published  such  evi- 
dence as  that,  without  giving  those  at- 
tacked an  opportunity  of  repelling  the 
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charges,  except  when  it  was  too  late. 
He  denied  that  there  was  any  truth  in 
the  statement,  made  a  few  days  ago 
in  an  anonymous  publication,  that  he 
had  raised  the  rents  of  tenants  on  the 
estate  which  he  bought  from  the 
Clothworkers'  Company  from  30  to  80 
per  cent.  With  regard  to  the  Bill  it- 
self, if  he  believed  that  the  measure 
would  restore  peace  and  tranquillity  to 
his  unhappy  country,  no  matter  what 
harm  it  might  do  to  himself,  lie  would 
go  most  willingly  into  the  Lobby  with 
Ministers  in  every  division,  both  now 
and  when  they  got  into  Committee. 
But,  from  the  utterances  which  he  heard 
around  him  every  day  in  Ireland,  he  did 
not  believe  that  the  land  was  at  the  bot- 
tom of  that  agitation ;  on  the  contrary, 
it  was  Communism  and  a  desire  to  sepa- 
rate his  country  from  England,  which 
would  be  a  most  fatal  thing  for  Ireland. 
The  Prime  Minister  had  twice  before 
sent  '*  Messages  of  Peace,"  as  they  were 
called,  to  Ireland.  He  had  disestab- 
lished the  Irish  Church — a  measure 
which  had  not  brought  much  tranquil- 
lity to  the  country ;  nor  had-  it  been  of 
much  advantage,  except  in  a  sentimental 
sense,  to  the  adherents  of  other  commu- 
nions, many  of  whom  would  have  infi- 
nitely preferred  the  establishment  of 
other  religious  bodies  to  the  pulling 
down  of  an  ancient  and  sacred  institu- 
tion. p*No!"]  He  denied  that  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Irish  Church 
was  a  necessary  measure,  nor  was  it 
desired  by  the  Boman  Catholics.  He 
would  have  had  no  objection  to  other 
religious  communities  receiving  endow- 
ments from  the  State,  for  he  would  re- 
gard that  as  a  statesmanlike  measure. 
Then  they  had  the  Land  Act  of  1870. 
Had  that  Act  conferred  any  great  bene- 
fit on  any  class?  He  had  conversed 
with  many  tenants  who  wished  to  stay 
in  the  country,  and  he  found  that  they 
bitterly  regretted  its  passing ;  they  said 
it  had  conferred  no  real  benefits  on  them, 
that  they  would  rather  have  remained  as 
they  were,  trusting  to  the  landlords,  who, 
as  a  general  rule,  had  treated  them  better 
than  they  had  been  treated  under  the 
Act  of  1870.  He  did  not,  therefore,  see 
that  the  Bill  of  1881  would  make  mat- 
ters much  better.  It  would  not  make 
the  discontented  content,  nor  render 
them  more  loyal  to  England.  The  ex- 
propriation of  the  landiorda  would  noi 
make  the  Irish  people  either  more  peao^ 
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able  or  more  prosperous.  The  Prime 
Minister's  statements  were  at  variance 
with  those  made  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  in  introducing  the  Bill,  for 
the  former  acquitted  the  landlords  of 
having  acted  unjustly ;  but  the  latter  did 
not.  The  Prime  Minister  had  in  his 
speeqh  clothed  the  Bill  in  the  garb  of 
mercy  to  the  Irish  landlords ;  but  when 
they  came  to  see  the  measure  in  its 
naked  simplicity  the  pleasing  illusion 
was  rudely  dispelled.  The  Bill  bristled 
with  penalties,  complications,  uncertain- 
ties, and  the  prospect  of  endless  liti- 
gation. Statesmen,  like  ladies,  were 
privileged  to  change  their  minds;  so 
he  would  not  make  any  quotations  to 
show  that  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  had  changed  their  opinions.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Law)  appeared,  from  his  remarks,  to 
have  a  tremendous  regard  for  mud 
cabins,  and  to  be  strongly  opposed  to 
consolidation ;  but  for  the  life  of  him  he 
(Sir  Hervey  Bruce)  could  not  see  any- 
thing comfortable  or  blessed  in  a  mud 
cabin.  Again,  the  Prime  Minister  was 
rather  pleased  that  there  should  be  con- 
solidation, for  without  it  there  would  be 
no  improvement  effected  in  the  condition 
of  the  Irish  people.  It  was  all  very 
well  to  bring  m  Bills  to  tie  the  hands  of 
landlords;  but  that  would  not  in  the 
least  help  the  unfortunate  people  who 
lived  on  patches  of  ground  that  were 
utterly  unfit  to  provide  bread  for  them 
and  their  families,  or  even  for  single 
men  without  anybody  depending  on 
them.  There  must  be  consolidation ; 
and  as  to  mud  cabins,  in  his  opinion, 
they  were  not  evefi  fit  for  pigs,  much  less 
for  human  beings,  and  it  had  been  his 
object,  during  me  time  he  had  adminis- 
tered his  estate,  that  the  tenants  should 
be  provided  with  suitable  dwellings,  in- 
stead of  the  mud  cabins  which  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  so 
much  admired.  In  introducing  the  Bill, 
the  Prime  Minister  attempted  to  draw 
an  analogy  between  it  and  the  Act  for 
emancipating  negro  slaves.  Possibly, 
there  was  some  degree  of  analogy  ;  but 
the  Irish  tenants,  he  was  happy  to  say, 
were  not  slaves.  And  there  was  also 
this  difference,  that  whereas  in  the 
Act  emancipating  the  slaves  compen- 
sation was  given,  here  there  was  no 
compensation.  Only  one  class  was  to  be 
benefited  by  the  Bill.  The  Irish  landlord 


was  supposed  to  lose  another  considerable 
portion  of  his  estate ;  the  tenant  was  to 
derive  some  benefit  by  it,  of  which  he 
(Sir  Hervey  Bruce)  was  doubtful ;  and 
tho  labourers  were  to  be  left  out  in  the 
cold.  But  he  hoped  the  day  would  come 
when  the  Government  would  see  fit  to 
bring  the  labourers  within  the  scope 
of  their  benevolent  legislation.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  said  that  there 
was  nothing  easier  than  to  find  the  value 
of  the  tenant's  interest,  by  discovering 
the  price  which  it  would  obtain  in  the 
market.  Now,  there  was  no  more  falla- 
cious test  than  that.  A  large  farm  would 
not  command  the  same  price  as  a  naiser- 
able  little  holding,  for  which  a  man 
anxious  to  obtain  land  would  give 
far  more  than  it  was  really  worth.  No 
man  in  Ireland  left  his  holding,  unless 
he  was  obliged  to  do  it;  but  yet  the 
hunger  for  land  was  so  great  that  a 
little  bit  of  land  run  out  to  the  last 
degree  brought  a  bigger  price  than  a 
larger  farm,  although  in  a  better  con- 
dition. The  Prime  Minister  had  made 
allusion  to  Donegal  and  Mayo ;  but  al- 
though Donegal  was  not  in  the  con- 
dition of  other  parts  of  the  country,  it 
was  not  in  a  very  comfortable  state,  and 
yet  it  was  one  of  the  tenant  right  coun- 
ties. He  (Sir  Hervey  Bruce)  spoke  from 
personal  knowledge,  and  not  from  hear- 
say. The  right  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  had  said  that 
there  was  no  such  thing  as  free  contract. 
Well,  the  Bill  would  prevent  the  land- 
lord from  making  a  reasonable  bargain 
with  his  tenant ;  but  it  encouraged  free 
contract  in  every  other  direction,  and,  as 
a  consequence,  the  man  who  came  into 
possession  through  land  hunger  was 
beggared.  Some  of  the  landlords  had 
gone  beyond  what  was  reasonable ;  but 
why  were  they  to  curse  the  whole  class, 
and  bring  many  respectable  tenants  into 
unpleasant  conditions,  because  some  had 
done  wrong  ?  With  regard  to  free  con- 
tract, he  asked  why  were  they  to  abolish 
it  as  between  the  tenant  and  the  land- 
lord, whose  interest  it  was  to  do  fairly 
by  the  tenant,  declaring  that  the  land- 
lord shall  make  no  arrangement  with  the 
tenant,  and  leave  it  free  to  everybody 
else — to  the  money-lender,  to  the  man 
coming  in,  and  to  others — to  come  to 
what  terms  they  pleased  with  the  tenant, 
much  to  the  inj  ury  of  the  latter  ?  Cominff 
to  the  Bill  itself,  he  would  first  deal  with 
free  sale.  This  free  sale  simply  amounted 
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to  a  system  of  sending  money  out  of  the 
country.  The  prosperous,  careful,  in- 
dustrious farmer  did  not  want  it,  for  he 
did  not  leave  the  country  ;  but  the  idle, 
the  drunken,  or  the  extravagant  tenant 
did,  for  by  it  he  got  a  preposterous  sum 
for  his  interest,  which  he  was  enabled  to 
carry  away  to  a  foreign  country,  or  one 
of  the  Colonies.  Many  of  the  better 
class  of  tenants,  although  they  did  not 
like  to  speak  out  plainly  about  this  free 
sale,  knowing  agitators  made  such  a 
point  of  it,  who  wished  to  improve  and 
consolidate  their  farms,  hated  free  sale. 
They  said  it  was  the  curse  of  the  country, 
and  prevented  them  improving  their 
farms  as  they  wished  to  do.  He  did  not 
think  landlords  ought  to  hamper  their 
tenants  too  much  in  free  sale ;  but  if  the 
Bill  was  to  allow  the  land  of  Ireland, 
whenever  an  idle  or  discontented  man 
thought  proper,  to  be  put  up  to  sale,  the 
country  would  be  thrown  back  a  century 
and  a-half.  As  for  fair  rent,  he  had  no 
objection  to  it  in  the  least,  and  if  it 
would  pacify  the  country,  he  would  ap- 
prove of  the  naming  of  the  rent  being 
taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  landlords  ; 
and  that  none  the  less,  because  it  would 
prevent  the  possibility  of  any  agitators 
saying  that  the  landlords  were  putting 
on  an  undue  rent.  But  he  objected 
strongly  to  the  constitution  of  the  Court. 
He  objected  to  the  Court  of  First  In- 
stance. If  he  read  the  37  th  section  cor- 
rectly, one  Assistant  Commissioner  could 
name  the  rent  to  be  paid  all  over  Ire- 
land. He  thought  the  appointment  of 
the  Land  Commissioners  should  not  be 
placed  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment, but  that  the  Judge  who  was 
to  be  selected  from  one  of  the  Superior 
Courts  ought  to  bo  chosen  by  the  Judges 
themselves.  The  Government  should  ap- 
point one  Commissioner,  and  the  Houses 
of  Parliament  the  other.  With  respect 
to  fixity  of  tenure,  whatever  remarks  it 
was  open  to  on  social  and  economic 
grounds,  ho  should  have  no  objection  to 
it  if  it  would  tend  to  pacify  the  country. 
No  landlord,  unless  he  was  blind  to  his 
own  interest,  would  wish  to  remove  a 
tenant  who  farmed  the  land  properly 
and  paid  a  reasonable  rent.  It  was 
practically  fixity  of  tenure  in  that  part 
of  Ireland  with  which  he  was  associated. 
He  had  no  faith  in  the  clauses  providing 
for  the  establishment  of  a  peasant  pro- 
prietary ;  his  own  experience  was  most 
decisive  against  the  system.     But  if  it 
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would  give  satisfaction  to  the  cotmtiy, 
he  had  no  objection  to  the  experiment 
being  tried.     In  his  part  of  the  coimtry, 
however,  the  condition  of  the  holdings 
showed  him  that  the  land  held  by  pea- 
sant proprietorshipwas  the  most  wretched 
in  the  country,    ^ut  he  approved  cor- 
dially the  sections  providing  for  the  pav- 
ment  of  a  fee- farm  rent,  and  he  thought 
greater  facilities  ought  to  have  been  pro- 
vided to  enable  ordinary  rents  to  be 
commuted  into  fee-farm  rents,  and  more 
liberal  advances  promised  for  that  pur- 
pose.    With  regard  to  the  emieration 
clauses  in  the  Bill,  he  thought  that  in- 
stead of  doing  good     they   would  do 
harm,  inducing  the  labouring  class  to 
emigrate,   and   not  the   smaU  holders, 
whose    removal    from    their    wretched 
holdings  would  be  desirable  ;  but  other 
provisions  of  the  Bill  held  out  induce- 
ments to  them  to  remain  on  the  land, 
and  placed  barriers  on  their  removal, 
so   he   saw   no  likelihood  of  practical 
utility  from  the  emigration  clauses.   He 
objected,  too,  to  the  jurisdiction  in  the 
matter  of  the  Civil  Bill  Courts,  as  it 
would  probably  make  different  ruHng 
in  different  counties,  though  there  could 
be  no  objection  personally  to  the  County 
Court  Judges.     One  of  the  greatest  evik 
which  would  result  from  the  Bill  would 
be  the  opportunity  which  would  be  given 
to  the  usurers.     Since  the  Act  of  1870, 
tenants  had  been  far  more  in  the  hands  of 
usurers  than  before.   The  landlords  used 
to  protect  their  tenants  against  the  im- 
portunities of  the  former;   but,  at  the 
present  time,  they  could  not  do  so.  Now, 
the  usurer  held  the  tenant's  farm,  and 
was  the  man  who  l^enefited  under  the 
Act    of    1870   to  benefit     by  the  Bill 
of  1881,  and  injure  the  tenants  more 
than  all  the  landlords  for  many  a  long 
day  ?     He  had  mentioned  the  faults  of 
commission   in  the  Bill,  and  he  would 
next  advert  to  its  sins  of  omission.    One 
of  these  was  the  total  absence  from  the 
Bill  of  any  provision  on  behalf  of  the 
labourers,  who  were  hardly  dealt  with, 
and  who,  most  of  all,  needed  legislation. 
Another  was  that  there  was   no  com- 
pensation for  the  injured  classes.    The 
tenants  were  the  only  persons  proposed 
to  be  benefited  by  the  Bill.     The  last 
omission  was  the  absence  of  a  remedr 
for  the  evil  of  the  removal  from  England 
and  Scotland  of  Irish  paupers  to  their 
own   country.     It  frequently  happened 
that  persons  who   had  lived  40  or  50 
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years  in  England  were  sent  back  to  their 
own  country  in  circumstances  of  great 
hardship,    and  too   often    only  to   die. 
That  evil  he  himself  had  attempted  to 
deal  with   in   his  Poor  Removal  Bill, 
which  he  had  reason  to  believe  was  to  be 
opposed   by  the  Government.     In  con- 
clusion, he  must  say  he  feared  the  Bill 
would  not  remove  the  real  evils  of  Ire- 
land.    He  felt  strongly  and  had  spoken 
warmly  in  the  interests  of  his  native 
country,  on  whose  behalf  he  longed  to 
see  really  beneficial  and  remedial  legis- 
lation.    He  could  not  approve  the  Bill 
as  it  stood ;  but  he  trusted  that  mode- 
rate counsels  would  prevail  in  all  parts 
of  the  House,  and  that  Her  Majesty^s 
Government  would  allow   it  to   be  so 
re-modelled  in  Committee  as  to   come 
as  near  as  a  Bill  of  the  kind  could  to 
those  immutable  principles  of  which  they 
had  heard  more  than  they  had  seen ;  so 
that,  under  fairer  auspices  and  with  some 
degree  of  unanimity,  it  might  be  sent  to 
**  another  place,'*  where,  alas !  the  voice 
of  the  great  Leader  who  had  so  long 
been  their  counsellor  and  guide  would 
be  heard  no   more — of   him   who,   by 
courage  and  patience  in  adversity,  wis- 
dom and  moderation  in  prosperity,  had 
won  for  himself  a  world-wide  reputa- 
tion, and,  what  was  dearer  to  him  by 
far,  the  imperishable  gratitude  of  his 
Sovereign,    whom  he   served   so  faith- 
fully and  well,  and  of  all  her  loyal  sub- 
jects. 

Mk.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  there 
were  several  statements  made  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Coleraine 
(Sir  Hervey  Bruce)  which  he  did  not  wish 
to  recall ;  but,  as  representing  a  county 
(Mayo)  which  had  been  most  intimately 
associated  with  the  land  agitation,  he 
wished  to  say  a  few  words  upon  the 
&;rave  accusations  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  brought  against  the  majority  of  the 
tenant  farmers  of  Ireland,  the  Irish 
people  generally,  and,  he  supposed,  with 
special  force  against  the  county  which 
he  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  had  the 
honour  to  represent.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  arrive  at  no  hope  of  peace 
being  the  immediate  result  of  the  pas- 
sage of  this  measure ;  and  the  reason  he 
gaye  was,  that  he  was  convinced  that  the 
masses  of  the  people  in  Ireland  had 
abandoned  themselves  to  the  theories  of 
Communism,  and  that  no  legislation  of 
this  character  consequently  could  have 
i^y  effect  in  promoting  their  tranquillity. 


Since  the  land  agitation  started  in  Ire- 
land, many  people  had  undertaken  to 
speak  the  sentiments  of  the  Irish  people, 
and  many  had  undertaken  to  represent 
the  views  of  the  people  of  Mayo.     He 
(Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  thought  that  he 
might,  without  much  diffidence,  under- 
take to    speak    their  sentiments  there 
that  night ;  and  he  as  their  constitution- 
ally-elected Representative    said,    with 
as  much  emphasis  as  was  proper  on  the 
occasion,  that  he  repudiated,  on  the  part 
of  the  people  of  Mayo,  any  sympathy 
whatever  with  the  theory  or  principle  of 
Communism.     He  understood  the  feel- 
ings of  the  people  of  the  country  of  Ire- 
land, and  he  was  quite  prepared  to  ac- 
knowledge that  in  the  progress  of  the 
agitation  language    might  have    been 
used    by  individuals    now    and    again 
smarting  under  a  sense  of  wrong  and 
oppression,    which,   taken    closely   and 
literally,  might  give  some  colour  to  the 
accusation   which    had     been    levelled 
against  them ;  but  they  must  judge  of 
a  people,   not  by  outbursts  of  popular 
agitation,  but  by  what  they  affirmed  on 
calm  deliberation.     He  was  opposed  to 
Communism,    because   it  destroyed  in- 
dividuality, and  would  repress  energy 
by  leading  men  to  look  to  the  State  for 
support.     He   trusted,    therefore,   that 
whatever  impression  might  have  been 
made  by  certain  expressions  emanating 
from  individuals  here  and  there,  such 
wholesale  accusations  as  that  were  not  to 
receive  the  assent  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.    The  hon.  Baronet  made  another 
complaint,    which    he    (Mr.    O'Connor 
Power)  supposed  was  addressed  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  against  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission — that  they  had  not 
afforded  the  landlords  of  Ireland  an  op- 
portunity of  rebutting  the  accusations 
made  against  them  in  time.     Now,  it 
seemed  to  him  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power) 
that  the  first  duty  of  the  Commission 
was  to  take  evidence  from  the  persons 
aggrieved  by  the  existing  land  system, 
and  when  they  had  concluded  the  taking 
of  that  evidence  and  had  it  in  an  intelli- 
gible form,  he  was  not  aware  that  they 
delayed  its  publication,  or  hesitated  to 
take  the  rebutting  evidence,  and  publish 
that  too.     They  had  entered   upon  that 
duty  upon  very  short  notice  ;  and  he  was 
bound  to  say,  though  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  assent  to  all  their  conclusions, 
that  they  liad  discharged  their   duties 
with  every  ability  and  remarkable  in«, 
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dustry,  and  that  they  deserved  very 
great  thanks  from  those  interested  in 
the  solution  of  this  question.     He  was 

flad,  however,  to  say  he  could  quite  en- 
orse  all  that  the  hon.  Baronet  had  said 
as  to  the  spirit  in  which  all  parties 
should  come  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Bill.  He  thought  that,  in  the  long  run, 
that  Party  in  the  House  would  best  pro- 
mote its  own  political  interests  that  ex- 
hibited, on  that  occasion,  magnanimity 
and  generosity  in  the  treatment  of  a 
question  which  woidd  be  just  as  difficult 
to  the  Predecessors  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  or  to  the  Eepresentatives 
of  the  Irish  Party  if  they  sat  upon  the 
Government  Benches,  and  were  called 
upon  to  grapple  it.  Shortly  after  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill,  he  attended  a 
county  meeting  in  Mayo,  where  it  had 
been  freely  distributed,  called  for  the 
purpose  of  considering  its  provisions. 
The  meeting  was  held  under  circum- 
stances where  admission  was  feasible  to 
all.  The  people  of  Mayo  passed  the 
following  resolution  at  the  meeting  : — 

*'  That  while  we  ro-af!irm  our  convictions  that 
the  only  final  solution  of  the  Land  Question  is 
to  be  found  in  legislation  enabling  the  cultiva- 
tors to  become  the  owners  of  their  own  farms, 
we  recommend  our  Parliamentary  Representa- 
tives to  support  the  second  reading  of  the  Land 
Bill,  and  to  make  strenuous  efforts,  after  its 
getting  into  Committee,  so  to  improve  its  pro- 
visions that  in  its  passage  through  Parliament 
it  may  become  a  measure  of  real  protection  to 
the  tenant  farmers  of  Ireland." 

He  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  thought  the 
interpretation  he  was  entitled  to  put 
upon  the  resolution  was  this — that  as 
the  Representative  of  the  county  he 
would  be  justified  in  voting  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  He  was  not, 
however,  authorized  to  interpret  the 
resolution  as  a  declaration  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  as  it  stood  could 
possibly  constitute  a  solution  of  the  Irish 
Land  Question.  He  hoped  he  should  be 
able  to  show,  before  he  sat  down,  that 
the  Bill  needed  considerable  amendment 
in  Committee  before  it  could  at  all  claim 
to  be  anything  like  a  settlement  of  the 
great  agrarian  difficulty  in  Ireland.  He 
should  like  to  ask,  in  the  first  place, 
what  was  the  policy  of  the  Bill?  He 
presumed  that  the  policy  of  the  Bill  was 
founded  upon  the  necessity  of  improving 
the  condition  of  the  agricultural  popula- 
tion of  Ireland,  and  he  thought  no  one 
could  doubt  the  urgent  need  of  such  im- 
provement. He  had  heard  of  writers  and 
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?ablio  men  who  had  paid  flying  yiflits  to 
reland  say  a  good  deal  about  Irish 
prosperity.  He  believed  it  was  true  that 
Dublin  had  increased  in  prosperity  in 
recent  years ;  but  he  was  bound  to  say 
it  had  been  very  much  at  the  expense  of 
the  smaller  tenants  in  Ireland.  Conse- 
quently, when  they  went  outside  Dublin, 
they  saw  villages  disappearing  and  towns 
decaying  very  rapidly,  and  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  the  working  population  in 
a  condition  of  great  poverty  and  miseij, 
toiling  all  day  for  that  which  would  not 
procure  the  necessaries  of  life.  His  esti- 
mate of  the  Bill  had  been  framed  upon 
the  principle  of  ascertaining  how  far,  in 
its  present  shape,  it  was  likely  to  realize 
the  objects  which  its  framers  had  in 
.view.  In  one  part,  it  favoured  the  crea- 
tion of  a  peasant  proprietary ;  but  it  re- 
cognized that  the  transference  of  the 
ownership  of  the  soil  from  one  class  to 
another  must  be  a  gradual  operation; 
and,  knowing  that  that  operation  must  be 
gradual,  the  framers  said  there  must  be 
something  done  to  mitigate  the  severity 
of  the  system  as  it  stood.  Subsequently, 
in  the  very  forefront  of  the  Bill,  they 
found  provisions  dealing  with  the  rela- 
tions between  landlord  and  tenant.  He 
ventured  to  think  that,  notwithstanding 
the  declared  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment, the  principle  of  free  sale  was  ham- 
pered by  vexatious  restrictions,  which 
would  in  many  cases  make  free  sale  verj 
difficult,  if  not  entirely  impossible.  An- 
other theory  was  that  the  best  thing  they 
could  do  for  the  social  and  political  con- 
dition of  Ireland —it  was  also  said  the 
industrial  condition — was  to  efifect  a  wider 
and  better  distribution  of  land.  But  the 
earlier  provisions  of  the  Bill  did  not 
show  that  its  framers  were  anxious  to 
bring  about  such  a  result.  Take  the 
clause  with  respect  to  free  sale,  for  in- 
stance, it  said  that  a  tenant  might  seU 
his  tenancy  for  the  best  price,  but  sub- 
ject to  certain  conditions,  and  that,  ex- 
cept with  the  consent  of  the  landlord, 
the  sale  should  be  made  to  one  person 
only.  But  why  to  one  person  only? 
Why  should  not  the  tenant  of  a  iOO- 
acre  farm  have  the  right  to  disposing  to 
more  than  one  ?  He  granted  that  there 
was  a  dual  interest  concerned,  that  of 
the  landlord  and  the  tenant ;  but  it  vts 
admitted  that  the  conflicting  interests 
of  landlord  and  tenant,  especially  in  the 
matter  of  rent,  could  not  do  settled  ex- 
cept by  the  Coart.     Thus  there  was  pn- 


1885 


Ztmd  Law 


(May  5,  1881) 


(Tretand)  Bill  1888 


xnarily  an  interferenoe  with  the  landlord 
as  to  the  price  he  was  to  ohtain  for  his 
land.  They  interfered  by  the  agency 
of  the  Court.  And  he  (Mr.  O'Connor 
Power)  did  not  see  why  the  Court  should 
not  also  determine  whether  the  rights 
of  the  tenancy  should  not  be  sold  to 
20  persons  instead  of  one.  Liberal 
and  generous  as  were  the  proposals  re- 
ferring to  a  peasant  proprietary,  he 
feared  the  operation  of  the  clauses  would 
be  so  gradual  that  100  years  might 
elapse  before  they  were  of  any  advan- 
tage. He  should,  therefore,  be  very 
glad  if  the  Government  could  see  their 
way  to  alter  that  portion  of  the  Bill  so 
as  to  enable  a  tenant,  with  the  consent 
of  the  Court,  to  sell  his  tenancy  to  more 
than  one  person  without  prejudice  to  the 
interests  of  the  landlord.  The  same  re- 
mark applied  to  the  devolution  of  ten- 
ancies. It  was  much  to  be  deplored, 
when  they  had  been  preparing  for  so 
many  years  to  legislate  on  this  great 
subject,  that  they  should  not  realize  all 
the  possibilities  of  the  question  as  now 
presented  to  them.  In  the  early  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill,  there  was  an  opportunity 
of  distributing  land  advantageously,  and 
of  spreading  the  population  by  enabling 
large  farmers  to  sell  their  interest  in 
lands ;  and  it  was  a  pity  that  such  an 
opportunity  should  have  been  lost  sight 
of  by  the  Government.     He  would  be 

§lad  to  see  an  alteration  in  the  Bill  in 
iese  respects,  particularly  in  regard  to 
the  devolution  of  the  tenancies.  When 
a  tenant  sold  his  interest,  he  generally 
sold  it  to  a  stranger,  in  whom  he  had 
no  following  interest.  But  if  the  man 
was  the  tenant  of  a  large  farm,  and  was 
the  happy  owner  of  a  large  family,  for 
the  members  of  whom  he  was  anxious 
to  make  provision  out  of  his  rights  to 
the  land,  it  was  deplorable  that  he 
should  not  be  able  to  do  so,  except  with 
the  consent  of  the  landlord.  An(l  it  was 
cruel,  either  by  agitation  or  by  Ministe- 
rial speeches,  or  by  the  introduction  of 
a  Bill  of  the  kind  under  notice,  to  raise 
expectations  in  the  minds  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  which  were  not  likely  to  be 
fulfilled  by  the  machinery  now  proposed 
to  carry  it  out.  He  thought  the  devo- 
lution should  not  be  limited  to  one  per- 
son, unwisely  as  it  was,  seeing  that  in 
many  cases  a  farm  might  be  fairly 
broken  up  and  sold  to  a  number  of 
small  tenants.  But  objection  had  been 
taken  to  the  provision  of  security  of 


tenure.  It  could  not  be  too  clearly 
pointed  out  that  the  Bill  did  not  pro- 
vide for  what  was  popularly  called  and 
known  in  Ireland  as  fixity  of  tenure. 
It  provided  no  fixity  of  tenure  beyond 
a  limit  of  1 5  years.  Even  that  security 
was  conditional  on  the  ground  that  the 
tenants  should  not  sub-divide  or  sub-let 
without  the  consent  of  the  landlord.  On 
that  point,  he  submitted  that  on  many 
large  estates  the  principle  of  sub-divi- 
sion might  be  advantageously  intro- 
duced. On  the  other  hand,  he  would 
not  deny  that,  in  other  cases,  the  prin- 
ciple of  consolidation  urged  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Coleraine  (Sir 
Hervey  Bruce)  might  not  be  introduced 
with  equal  advantage.  It  could  not  be 
too  soon  or  too  emphatically  asserted 
that  there  were  in  the  West  and  South 
of  Ireland  tens  of  thousands  of  tenant 
farmers  who  were  living  upon  wretched 
patches  of  land  which  would  not,  under 
any  circumstances,  afford  them  a  com- 
fortable livelihood;  so  that,  while  he 
would  advocate  sub-division  in  the  one 
case,  he  advocated  consolidation  in  the 
other.  Then,  again,  the  landlord's  right 
of  resumption  would  interfere  very  much 
with  the  security  of  the  tenant  in  his 
holding.  The  landlord  might  resume, 
for  any  one  of  three  reasons — for  the 
good  of  the  holding,  for  the  good  of  the 
estate,  or  for  the  good  of  the  labourers 
on  the  estate.  These  reasons  were  all 
dangerously  vague.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law)  considered  fair 
rent  one  of  the  most  important  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill.  Looking  to  the  con- 
stitution of  the  Court  which  was  to  de- 
termine what  was  a  fair  rent,  he  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power)  admitted  that  the 
legal  element  should  be  strongly  repre- 
sented; and  he  should  have  no  objection 
to  the  Judge  of  the  County  Court  forming 
part  of  it ;  but  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  re-consider  the  question,  so  as  to 
associate  with  him  either  two  profes- 
sional valuers,  or  laymen  who  might  be 
expected  to  have  some  knowledge  of 
agriculture  and  some  knowledge  of  the 
districts  with  which  they  would  have  to 
deal.  He  could  speak,  in  the  heartiest 
terms  of  commendation,  of  the  spirit  in 
which  the  clauses  providing  for  the  crea- 
tion of  peasant  proprietorship  had  been 
framed,  and  he  wished  he  could  add 
that  those  provisions  were  likely  to  pro- 
duce at  an  early  period  the  results  which 
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they  were  aimed  to  produce.  He  did 
not  see  why  the  whole  purchase  money 
should  not  be  advanced  to  the  tenants  ; 
but  it  had  taken  10  or  12  years  to  show 
that  it  was  one  thing  to  have  a  grand 
object  in  view,  and  another  to  provide 
proper  machinery  for  carrying  that  ob- 
ject into  effect.  There  still  seemed  to 
be  a  little  half-heartedness  in  the  clauses 
for  the  creation  of  a  peasant  proprietary. 
The  provision  that  sales  might  be  nego- 
tiated by  the  Commission,  upon  the  ap- 
plication of  landlord  and  tenant,  was  a 
decided  step  in  advance  of  the  Act  of 
1870.  If  tne  Land  Commission  were 
constituted  of  men  who  understood  their 
work,  who  were  willing  to  pull  off  their 
coats  to  it,  and  who  would  look  for  lands 
to  purchase  on  advantageous  terms,  con- 
siderable progress  might  be  made.  But 
he  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  was  strongly 
of  opinion  that  it  would  be  necessary,  in 
the  first  place,  to  lend  the  whole  of  the 
purchase  money  to  the  tenants;  and, 
secondly,  to  proceed  where  a  smaller 
number  than  half  the  tenants  were  will- 
ing to  purchase.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
bad  said  that  he  looked  to  the  clauses 
for  the  reclamation  of  waste  lands  as  the 
means,  to  a  great  extent,  of  remedying 
the  evil  of  over-population  in  certain 
parts  of  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  O'Connor 
Power)  feared  the  expectations  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were  doomed  to 
disappointment.  The  clauses  as  to  re- 
clamation he  looked  upon  as  utterly 
worthless.  If  anything  was  to  be  done 
in  that  direction,  provisions  of  a  more 
sweeping  character  would  be  necessary. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  speaking  of 
Mayo,  said  what  a  good  thing  it  would 
be  if  the  poorer  classes  of  that  county 
could  be  made  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
emigration  clauses  and  get  out  of  their 
misery.  Now,  he  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power) 
admitted  that  the  poorer  tenant  farmers 
of  Mayo  might  be  bettor  off  in  Canada 
or  the  United  States ;  but  Ireland  would 
not  be  better  off  for  being  deprived  of 
that  portion  of  her  population.  He 
heartily  echoed  the  remark  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr.  P.  J.  Smyth) 
that  Ireland  could  well  support  double 
her  population  if  tlio  land  were  properly 
managed  and  developed.  Tlie  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land seemed  to  think  that  there  was  not 
land  enough  in  Mayo  to  give  tlie  popu- 
lation profitable  employment.     But  Mr. 
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Brett,  the  County  Surveyor  of  Wicldow, 
and  formerly  County  Surveyor  of  Mayo, 
stated  that  in  one  portion  of  Mayo  there 
were  232,888  acres  of  waste  land  which 
could  be  profitably  reclaimed.  Mr. 
Brett  also  said  that  there  were  several 
improving  landlords  who  had  profitably 
reclaimed  land  in  that  county.  The 
people  of  the  South  and  West  of  Ire- 
land could  not  be  persuaded  to  g^  to 
Canada  or  elsewhere;  they  were  too 
much  wedded  to  Ireland,  though  they 
would  not  80  cling  to  a  farm  of  three  or 
four  acres  as  to  refuse  one  of  20  if  eiven 
in  some  other  part  of  their  native  land. 
In  addressing  the  House  just  now  he 
was  labouring  under  one  embarrass- 
ment, and  that  was  that,  to  his  great 
regret,  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
John  Manners),  who  had  given  Notice 
of  an  Amendment,  had  not  stated  in 
what  way  he  proposed  to  develop  the 
industrial  resources  of  Ireland.  As  the 
Conservative  Party  had  a  strong  preju- 
dice against  interfering  in  the  relations 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  and  as 
their  past  policy  had  been  one  of  op- 
pression and  coercion  towards  Ireland, 
they  were  bound  to  have  some  policy 
which  would  recommend  them  to  the 
Irish  people.  A  great  deal  also  re- 
mained to  be  done  by  the  House  for  de- 
veloping the  resources  of  Ireland.  His 
(Mr.  O'Connor  Power's)  claim  on  that 
score  was  based  on  the  fact  that  the  in- 
dustrial resources  of  Ireland  had  in 
times  past  been  interfered  with  by  Act 
of  Parliament  for  so  long  a  period  that 
her  most  flourishing  manufactures  had 
been  destroyed.  But  he  could  assure 
the  noble  Lord  that  in  no  case  would  a 
proposal  of  that  kind  exempt  Parha- 
liament,  and,  through  it,  the  Irish 
Members,  from  the  duty  and  the  neces- 
sity of  dealing  with  the  relations  of 
landlord  and  tenant.  An  industrial 
scheme,  which  might,  perhaps,  take  a 
quarter  of  a  century  to  come  to  matu- 
rity, would  not  save  a  tenant  from  eric- 
tion,  or  enrich  a  man  who  could  not  pay 
his  rent.  He  hoped,  however,  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  soon  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  explaining  his  views.  Before 
dismissing  the  subject  of  the  reclama- 
tion of  waste  lands,  ho  wished  to  point 
out  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  were 
likely  to  be  inoperative,  because  they 
did  not  charge  anyone  with  the  duty  of 
reclamation.  It  was  the  business  of  i 
Commission  to  negotiate  the  purchase  of 
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estates ;  but  if  the  Government  were  in 
earnest  on  this  question  of  waste  lands, 
why  should  not  they  authorize  the  Com- 
mission to  purchase,  or  even  to  expro- 
priate them?  He  might  say  emphati- 
cally that  he  was  in  favour  of  the  expro- 
priation of  the  waste  lands  of  Ireland. 
Every  landlord  owning  any  portion  of 
these  waste  lands  who  declined  to  utilize 
his  resources  should  be  told  by  the  Com- 
mission that  if  he  was  not  prepared  to 
cultivate  his  land  the  Commission  would 
purchase  it  at  a  fair  price.  At  present 
many  tracts  of  land  were  useless  which, 
in  the  hands  either  of  peasant  farmers 
or  of  the  Commission,  would  in  time  be- 
come capable  of  supporting  a  large  por- 
tion of  the  Irish  tenant  population.  It 
was  calculated  that  there  were  4,000,000 
acres  of  waste  land  in  Ireland,  and 
3,000,000  of  semi -waste ;  and  if  to  the 
latter  about  one-third  of  the  wholly 
waste  lands  were  added,  there  would  be 
a  total  of  rather  more  than  4,000,000 
acres  which  might  be  reclaimed.  Ac- 
cording to  the  English  practice  of  em- 
ploying hired  labour,  that  land  would 
never  be  reclaimed ;  but  that  was  not 
the  plan  on  which  he  should  propose  to 
proceed.  The  Commission  ought  to  take 
the  preliminary  steps,  and  then  send  in 
men  from  the  more  populous  parts,  and 
keep  them  afloat  by  lending  them  enough 
money  for  their  necessary  expenses. 
That  scheme,  if  carefully  carried  into 
effect,  would  obviate  the  extreme  danger 
of  occasion  al  bad  harvests.  He  thought  the 
Bill  was  also  defective  in  another  respect, 
in  80  far  as  it  took  no  serious  notice — 
indeed, .  no  notice  at  all,  as  far  as  he 
could  gather — of  the  estates  of  corporate 
bodies.  The  estates  of  corporate  bodies 
in  Ireland  —  the  London  Companies' 
estates,  and  others — were  managed  in  a 
way  which  he  knew  had  given  rise  to  con- 
siderable complaint  on  the  part  of  the 
tenant  farmers.  It  had  been  said  that  cor- 
porate bodies  were  without  consciences, 
and  once  land  was  within  their  hands, 
it  could  not  very  easily  be  got  out  again. 
In  the  cases  where  land  was  in  the 
possession  of  these  corporate  bodies, 
there  was  no  room  for  that  mutual  de- 
velopment between  landlord  and  tenant 
which  was  desirable.  He  would,  there- 
fore, strongly  urge  that  the  Commission 
should  be  empowered  to  buy  up  these 
estates  of  the  corporate  bodies,  and  also 
the  estates  of  the  absentees,  which  were 
grievously    mismanaged.      Of    course, 
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many  of  the  absentee  estates  of  Ireland 
were  the  best  managed,  which  arose  from 
the  fact  that  the  owners  were  wealthy 
landlords  in  England ;  but  it  might  be 
urged,  on  the  other  hand,  that  many  of 
the  absentee  estates  were  very  badly 
managed,  to  which  fact  was  to  be  attri- 
buted a  great  deal  of  the  discontent 
which  prevailed  among  the  tenantry. 
Among  the  contributions  to  the  discus- 
sion on  the  Land  Bill,  with  which  the 
country  had  been  favoured,  he  would 
direct  special  attention  to  the  resolutions 
arrived  at  by  the  Archbishops  and 
Bishops  of  Ireland.  He  regretted  that 
the  Prime  Minister,  in  his  letter  to  the 
Archbishop  of  Armagh,  seemed,  for  the 
moment,  at  all  events,  to  dispose  of 
those  resolutions  in  a  somewhat  off-hand 
manner.  But  the  Catholic  hierarchy 
had  adopted  a  very  prudent  course,  and, 
after  taking  the  opinions  of  eminent 
lawyers,  had  given  in  a  list  of  18  Amend- 
ments, embodying  their  views  on  the  sub- 
ject; and,  in  his  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power's) 
opinion,  many  of  those  Amendments 
might  have  been  advantageously  adopted 
by  the  Government  without  *'  altering 
the  character  of  the  measure.*'  The 
Prime  Minister  had  declared  in  his  letter 
to  the  Archbishop  of  Armagh  that 
Amendments  could  be  accepted  from  no 
quarter  which  would  alter  the  character 
of  the  Bill ;  but,  of  course,  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  know  what  interpretation  to  place 
upon  that  statement  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter. He  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  hoped 
they  would  receive  before  long  some 
intimation  as  to  how  far  certain  Amend- 
ments in  contemplation  would  alter  the 
character  of  the  Bill.  He  had  in  view 
some  moderate  Amendments  himself, 
which  he  hoped  the  Prime  Minister 
would  not  regard  as  having  that  effect. 
One  recommendation  of  the  Bishops,  as 
to  the  constitution  of  the  proposed  Court, 
was,  he  thought,  a  valuable  one — namely, 
that  the  electors  should  elect  two  Com- 
missioners with  the  County  Court  Judge. 
The  Prime  Minister  seemed  to  give  colour 
in  the  speech  with  which  he  introduced 
the  Bill  to  the  general  fallacy  as  to  the 
'*  scarcity  of  Irish  land."  There  was  no 
real  scarcity  of  land.  In  an  economic 
sense,  he  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  would 
say  again,  as  he  had  often  said  before,  that 
the  land  of  Ireland,  properly  managed, 
would  support  double  the  population 
it  now  had.  The  right  hon.  6entleman 
had  also  referred  to  the  "lack  of  the 
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habit  of  self-goyemment "  in^Ireland,  as 
a  difficulty  in  the  way  of  legislation  of 
the  kind  ;  but  was  there  any  country  in 
which  there  was  a  habit  of  self-govern- 
ment without  the  practice  of  self-go- 
vernment ?   The  historical  circumstances 
of  Ireland   showed    that  the  habit  of 
self-government  must  necessarily  be  of 
slow  CTowth.     Once  Ireland  was  given  a 
fair  chance  in  the  matter,  they  would 
exhibit  as  much  aptitude  for  self-govern- 
ment as  the   Scotch  or  English.     He 
hoped  the  Bill,  so  far  from  being  modi- 
fied, would  be  strengthened ;  and  that  the 
Government  would  not  give  in  to  the  fore- 
bodings and  prophecies  of  the  opponents 
of  the  Bill.    To  build  up  a  system  which 
depended  upon  the  landlords,  would  be, 
for  the  future  of  Ireland,  like  placing 
the  pyramid  on  its  wrong  end,  which 
would  in  time  topple  over.    He  trusted 
no  efforts  would  be  made  to  prevent  the 
enlightened  opinion  of  Parliament  doing 
a  complete  act  of  justice  to  the  people  of 
Ireland.     Having  considered  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  very  carefully  himself, 
he  felt  it  his  duty,  as  an  Irish  Bepresen- 
tative  interested  in  the  peace  and  tran* 
quiUity,  as  well  as  in  the  prpsperity,  of 
his  countnr,  to  support  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.     That  declaration,  however, 
was  not  to  be  taken  as  affirming  the  pro- 
position that  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape 
could  be  accepted  by  the  tenant  farmers 
of  Ireland  as  a  solution  of  the  question. 
It  would  be  a  s^eat  pity  if,  after  all  the 
agony  and  excitement  of  the  agitation 
through  which  hon.  Members  had  passed 
in  recent  years,  they  allowed  this  Bill  to 
escape  from  their  hands  without  making 
it  a  complete  measure  of  justice.    It  had 
been  said  by  the  right  non.  Gentleman 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  that  the  Bill  was  a  great 
measure.     He   (Mr.   O'Connor  Power) 
admitted  that  it  was  a  great  and  a  large 
measure ;  and  he  was  not  at  all  hopeful, 
if  they  lost  the  opportunity  which  the 
Bill  presented  of  dealing  completely  with 
the  Land  Question,  that  any  fair  oppor- 
tunity would  soon  be  presented  to  them 
of  approaching  that  branch  of  the  ques- 
tion.    Again,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind 
that  English  Business  was  considerably 
in  arrears,  in  consequence  of  the  neces- 
sity under  which  the  Government  had 
been  in  devoting  its  attention  to  Ireland. 
He  did  not  look  forward  to  the  time 
when  English  Business  would  not  be  in 
arrears,  as  long  as  the  present  arrange- 
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ment  was  carried  out ;  and,  therefore,  he 
did  not  wish  the  Bill  to  escape  until  it 
was  made  a  measure  which  would  really 
be  a  great  instrument  in  promoting  the 
tranquillity  of  his  country.  He  would 
close  as  he  began,  by  sa3ring  all  parties 
were  interested  in  the  settlement  of  the 
great  Land  Question.  Certainly,  the 
Government  were  interested,  because 
they  could  not  hope,  even  with  the  ex- 
traordinary powers  of  the  Coercion  Bill, 
to  maintain  order  in  Ireland  until  the 

?uestion  was  settled.  The  landlords  of 
reland,  who  were  represented  there  by 
the  Conservative  Party,  could  not  hope  to 
secure  punctual  payment  of  a  fair  rent 
until  it  was  settled ;  and  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, even  with  the  powerful  aid  of  the 
Land  League,  could  not  secure  to  the 
tenant  farmers  of  Ireland  the  undis- 
turbed enjoyment  of  the  firuit  of  their 
labour,  until  the  question  was  settled, 
inasmuch  as  the  sanction  of  law  was  the 
only  permanent  security  for  the  posses- 
sion of  property  and  the  security  of  right. 
He  was  anxious,  also,  that  when  ^ej 
appealed  to  the  tenant  farmers  of  Ire- 
land and  preached  the  doctrine  of  peace 
and  tranquillity,  they  should  be  able  to 
refer  to  the  measure  as  one  that  had  se- 
cured their  rights  and  had  stamped  with 
the  sanction  of  the  law  their  claim  to 
live  on  their  own  farms  and  in  their  own 
homes  in  peace  and  security. 

LoBD  EDMOND  FITZMAURIOE 
said,  he  thought  every  hon.  Member 
must  have  listened  with  the  greatest 
admiration  to  the  apposite  and  patriotic 
speech — in  the  best  sense  of  that  term — 
that  had  just  been  delivered,  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power),  who  throuehout  these 
long  and  difficult  controversies  had  al- 
ways endeavoured  to  rise  superior  to  the 
passions  of  the  hour,  and  who  had  thus 
set  a  great  and  noble  example  tohis  comi- 
trymen.   Hon.  Members  approached  the 
question  under  a  disadvantaff^,  inasmuch 
as  they  had  not  yet  heard  &e  speech  of 
his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Leicestershire  (Lord  John  Manners)  in 
support  of  the  Amendment  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice.     His  noble  Friend 
by  his  Amendment  announced  that  the 
idea  of  the  Conservative  Party  was  that 
we  might  leave  the  welfare  of  Ireland 
to    be    promoted    by   great    measures 
for  the   material  development  of  the 
wealth  of  the  country ;  out  he  (Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurioe)  most  say  it  wai 
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not  the  first  time  that  in  great  crises  in 
public  affairs  the  Leaders  of  the  Con- 
servative Party  had  come  forward  and 
announced  that  they  were  going  to  solve 
the  question  by  bringing  forward  a  com- 
prehensive plan  for  that  purpose.  He 
remembered  that  his  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Liverpool  (Viscount  Sandon) 
stated,  during  the  height  of  the  Eastern 
Question y  that  that  question  was  going 
to  be  solved  by  the  introduction  of  steam 
ploughs  into  Asia  Minor  by  a  Conserva- 
tive Government.  The  steam  ploughs 
had  not  yet  been  introduced  there,  and 
he  wanted  to  know  whether  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  John 
Manners)  was  an  announcement  on  the 
part  of  the  Conservative  Party  that  the 
steam  ploughs  they  intended  to  send  to 
Asia  Minor  were  to  be  sent  to  Galway 
instead  ?  The  views  of  the  Party  oppo- 
site were,  unfortunately,  vague.  This 
discussion  included  a  **  No  surrender" 
speech  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Elcho) ;  but 
he  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  did  not 
hear  one  practical  suggestion  in  it.  He 
should  like  to  know  what  the  noble  Lord 

Sroposed  to  do,  for  surely  he  could  not 
eny  that  an  Irish  Land  Question  ex- 
isted; and  it  was  certainly  the  duty  of 
any  Government  that  might  be  in  Office 
to  attempt  to  settle  it.  This  opinion  he 
(Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  gave  all  the 
more  unreservedly,  because  he  did  not 
profess  to  believe  that  there  were  not 
many  things  in  the  Bill  which,  to  say 
the  least,  required  the  most  careful  con- 
sideration. Neither  did  he  profess  to 
be  at  all  enamoured  of  some  of  the 
schemes  which  had  been  put  forward  in 
regard  to  the  rights  of  property  in  Ire- 
land. If  some  of  those  schemes  were 
adopted  by  the  House,  the  unfortunate 
landlords  would  have  to  say,  in  South 
African  phraseology,  that  they  possessed 
a  suzerainty  over  their  estates.  Travel- 
lers were  shown  in  the  City  of  Prague 
the  horse  of  Prince  Wallenstein.  The 
head,  the  legs,  the  body,  and  the  tail  of 
the  horse  were  restored,  and  travellers 
were  informed  that  all  the  rest  was  the 
original  animal.  If  some  of  this  scheme 
were  adopted,  a  future  traveller  in  Ire- 
land might  be  told — ^'  This  is  the  estate 
of  Mr.  So-and-so.  The  ownership  has 
been  altered,  the  occupation  taken  away, 
the  reversion  impaired ;  but  all  the  rest 
is  the  original  estate  consolidated."  He 
Ifould  now    proceed    to    examine   the 


scheme  actually  before  the  House.  He 
was  bound  to  say  that  many  points 
had  been  brought  forward  in  the  course 
of  the  debate  to  which  no  satisfactory 
answer  liad  yet  been  given  by  the  Mi- 
nisters in  charge  of  the  liill.  He  al- 
luded more  particularly  to  the  celebrated 
7th  clause.  Now,  as  regarded  that  clause, 
he  had  never  been  able  to  see  why  the 
Government  should  not  have  been  con- 
tent with  the  definition  of  fair  rent 
adopted  as  satisfactory  and  calculated 
to  meet  all  requirements  by  that  eminent 
Irish  lawyer  and  patriot,  the  late  Mr. 
Butt,  and  accepted  after  his  decease  by 
his  Successor  in  charge  of  his  Land  Bill, 
the  late  Mr.  McCarthy  Downing — a  Gen- 
tleman who  had  also  a  profound  acquaint- 
ance with  the  subject,  second  to  that  of 
no  man  in  Ireland.  Upon  that  Gentle- 
man's lamented  death,  also,  the  same 
definition  was  taken  up  by  the  present 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  County  (Mr. 
Shaw).  Mr.  Butt's  definition  of  fair 
rent  had  already  been  read  to  the  House; 
and,  as  hon.  Members  were  no  doubt 
aware,  it  was  free  from  the  objection- 
able rider  to  Clause  7,  which  had  been 
so  much  criticized.  Was  it  probable,  he 
would  ask,  that  a  man  like  Mr.  Butt — 
a  lawyer  and  a  political  economist — 
would  year  after  year  have  introduced 
into  his  Bill,  and  obtained  for  it  the 
support  of  the  Home  Bule  Party,  a  de- 
finition of  fair  rent  which  was  not  satis- 
factory ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone 
(Mr.  Litton),  who  had  a  large  acquaint- 
ance with  the  question,  introduced  a  Bill 
last  year,  and  he  had  adopted  substan- 
tially a  similar  definition,  and  it  was 
exceedingly  improbable  that  he  would 
have  fallen  into  so  inconceivable  a  trap 
as  not  to  present  to  the  House  a  defini- 
tion of  fair  rent  sufficient  for  all  practiced 
purposes.  Those  were  questions  to  which 
he  should  be  glad  to  have  an  answer  from 
the  Government.  Passing  now  to  the 
landlord's  right  of  pre-emption — as  to 
which  he  would  say,  m  answer  to  a  chal- 
lenge thrown  down  in  the  debate,  that 
he  did  not  like  the  idea  of  hanging  up 
the  future  tenant  between  heaven  and 
earth,  like  Mahomet's  coffin,  and  he 
should  therefore  not  be  afraid  to  give 
the  tenant,  in  certain  circumstances, 
the  right  of  buying  out  the  land- 
lord— he  looked  upon  it  with  disfavour, 
and  he  was  not  at  all  sanguine  of  its 
success  in  clearing  estates  of  compli- 
cated titles.    He  would  ask  how  it  could 
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be  desirable  that  the   landlord,   after 
buying  out  one  tenant,  should,  after  a 
certain  lapse  of  time,  have  a  second 
tenant  upon  his  hands  enjoying  three- 
fourths  of  the  rights  possessed  by  the 
first,  all  of  any  value,  in  fact,  except 
that  of  appealinfi^  to  the  Court  ?    If  the 
landlord  was  to  be  allowed  to  buy  out  a 
tenant,  the  purchase  ought,  in  his  opi- 
nion, to  have  its  natural  effects — effects 
which,  by  the  way,  the  present  Minis- 
ters proposed  to  give  under  the  Land 
Act  of  1870.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney   General    for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Law)  said  the  justification 
of  the  Bill  was  that  Irish  tenants  could 
not  contract.   That  proposition  he  (Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  would   not  dis- 
pute ;  but  how  came  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  contradict  himself 
at  the  end  of  his  speech,  and  say  that 
the  Irish  tenants  were  perfectly  able  to 
take  care   of   themselves  ?      Then  he 
noticed  that  there  was  a  great  inconsis- 
tency in  the  speeches  of  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister, and  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  and  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre).     The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land argued  in  favour  of  general  free 
sale ;  and,  no  doubt,  the  Bill  conferred 
that,  because  in  the  Bill  he  (Lord  Ed- 
mond Fitzmaurice)  found  none  of  those 
limitations  which  the    speech    of   the 
Prime   Minister  led  them  to   suppose 
it  contained.     The  Chief  Secretaiy  for 
Lreland,  while  supporting  general  free 
sale,  did  not  attempt  to  show  that  there 
was  anything  to  prevent  the  danger  of 
free  sale  eating  into  the  fair  rent.     But 
the  argument  of  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  on  the  point  was  totally  at 
variance  with  that  either  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for    Ireland    or    the    Prime 
Minister,  for  he  said  it  was  a  matter  of 
universal  experience  that  the  value  of 
the  tenants'  interest  and  fair  rents  rose 
together.     That  position  was  rather  in- 
consistent with  those  previously  taken, 
and  it  would  be  desirable  to  know  what 
the  Ministry  actually  thought  on  the 
matter.     His  (Lord  JBkimond  Fitzmau- 
rice's)  own  experience  was  that  free  sale 
was  an  excellent  thing.     It  had  worked 
well  in  Ulster,  and  he  had  seen  it  work 
well  in  many  parts  of  Kerry  also.     But 
what  he  wished  especially  to  dwell  on 
was  the  fact  that  the  House  had  not  yet 
been  put  in  possession  of  the  exact  views 
of  the  Government  on  the  subject,  or 
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what,  in  their  opinion,  was  likely  to  be 
the  economic  effect  of  introducing  free 
sale.  In  a  properous  season,  as  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman    (Mr.   Shaw  Lefevre) 
had  stated,    fair  rents    and  free   sale 
might,  perhaps,  go  on  rising  together; 
but  the  danger  was  that  when  a  bad 
season  came,  the  tenant  who  had  had 
to  borrow  money  to  purchase  his  hold- 
ing might  find  that  he  could  not  get 
a  fair   interest  for    that    money,   and 
might  be,  in  consequence,  tempted  to 
join  in  an  agitation  for  reducing  the 
fair  rent  fixed  upon.     That  was  what 
the  landlords  were  afraid  of.     There 
were  three  points,  which  although,  no 
doubt,  points  of   detail,   he  wished  to 
press  on  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment.   It  had  always  hitherto,  he  might 
add,  been  the  practice  in  discussing  the 
Irish  Land  Question  to  distinguish  cleaily 
between  larg^  and  small  holdings.    He 
was,  he  believed,  right  in  saying  that 
Mr.  Butt,  in  his  first  Bill,  fixed  a  limit 
in  regard  to  the  value  beyond  which  t 
holding  should  not  be  included.    In  the 
present  Bill,  however,  for  the  first  time, 
the  same  rights  were   indiscriminately 
extended  to  every  holding  in  Ireland 
It  was  true  that  at  £150  value  and  up- 
wards the  tenant  could  contract  himself 
out  of  the  provisions  of  llie  Bill;  bat 
the  House  should  remember  that,  under 
its  operation,  the  landlord  would  have 
nothing  to  offer  the  tenant  to  induce  him 
to  contract  himself  out  of  it,  and  he 
did  not  think  any  Irish  tenant  would  be 
such  a  fool  as  to  contract  himself  out  of  the 
g^od  position  given  him  by  law  without 
obtaining  any  equivalent.     The  dauee 
dealing  with  the  point  might,  therefore, 
as  well  be  struck  out  of  the  Bill,  for  it 
would  be  a  mere  stalking-horse.    Bat, 
apart  from  that,  he  wished  to  point  out 
to  the  Government  that  the  large  tenant 
farmers  did  not  stand  in  the  same  position 
as  the  tenants  of  small  holdings.    With 
regard  to  the  small  tenants  of  Ireland, 
the  House  could  hardly  go  too  far.    No 
class  in  the  country  haa  throughout  t 
long  period  of  years  suffered  so  severelj. 
They  had  been  driven  up  to  the  lone 
mountains  of  the  South  and  West  by  the 
tide  of  English  conquest.     Proud  as  h« 
was  of  being  the  desoendant  of  a  Crom- 
wellian  settler  himself,  he  should  be  thf 
last  man  in  that  House  to  close  hii  ej« 
to  the  great  sufferings  in  the  past  of  tbe 
Irish  people  in  the  West  and  South.  If 
they  in  the  year  1881  ooold  do  anything 
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to  bridge  over  that  ^eat  historic  ohasm 
which  nad  divided  Ireland  into  two 
peoples,  let  them  in  the  name  of  Heaven 
do  it.  Let  them  not  fight  over  details, 
but  let  them  be  just  and  generous — just 
to  the  tenant  and  landlord  alike.  He 
would  tell  his  hon.  Friends  that  it  was 
not  the  way  to  introduce  peace  and  good- 
will in  Ireland  to  leave  even  the  landlord, 
belonging,  as  he  did,  to  a  small  and  un- 
justly abused  class,  with  a  rankling  sense 
of  wrong.  The  hon.  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy (Sir  George  Campbell),  whose  views 
were  of  great  value  on  this  question,  said 
that  the  claim  of  the  small  Irish  tenant 
did  not  rest  solely  on  economic  g^unds, 
but  on  history  and  tradition;  but  that  the 
large  farmer  was  comparatively  a  new- 
comer, who  was  a  creature  of  pure  con- 
tract, with  claims  resting  on  purely  eco- 
nomic grounds.  He  would  next  ask  the 
Government,  whether  the  distinction  be- 
tween present  tenants  and  future  ten- 
ants was  one  that  could  be  supported  ? 
If  it  were,  a  new  class  of  tenants  would 
be  created  in  Ireland,  and  the  titles  to 
land  would  consequently  be  confused. 
They  must  either  do  what  the  Bess- 
borough  Commission  told  them  to  do — 
namely,  treat  the  present  and  future 
tenants  alike — or  they  must  do  what  The 
O'Conor  Don  in  his  minority  Report  pro- 
posed— namely,  confine  the  Bill  to  the 
present  tenants.  Before  concluding,  he 
wished  to  refer  to  one  aspect  of  this 
Question,  which  to  him  was  nearest  and 
aearest  of  all.  He  wished  to  say  a  word 
or  two  on  behalf  of  that  much-abused 

goddess,  political  economy.  From  his 
on.  Friend  the  Member  for  Southwark 
(Mr.  Thorold  Rogers)  he  had  expected 
to.  hear  something  in  favour  of  that 
science ;  but,  as  far  as  he  could  make 
out  from  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member, 
he  seized  half  a  brick  and  hurled  it  at 
political  economy.  He  had  great  respect 
for  the  opinion  of  his  hon.  Friend ;  but 
he  must  absolutely  decline  to  accept  what 
he  said  with  regard  to  the  connection 
of  political  economy  with  this  Bill.  If 
the  House  accepted  the  Bill,  it  must 
make  up  its  mind  to  accept  it  as  an  ex- 
ception to  all  the  laws  and  rules  of 
political  economy.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
written  a  pamphlet,  in  which  he  proposed 
that  the  rents  of  the  smedl  tenants  should 
be  fixed  now  and  for  ever ;  but  that  was 
yexT  different  from  the  proposal  of  the 
Bill,  that  there  should  be  a  rent  Court 
always  existing  and  always  interfering 


between  landlord  and  tenant,  which,  he 
(Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  maintained, 
was  a  distinct  violation  of  political  eco- 
nomy. It  was  true,  as  had  oeen  said  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dun- 
dalk  (Mr.  C.  Russell),  that  the  late  Pro- 
fessor Caird  argued  that  certain  propo- 
sitions of  political  economy  might  be 
brought  forward  in  defence  of  a  Bill  of 
this  kind ;  but  he  contented  himself  with 
saying  that  it  might  be  done,  and  failed 
to  show  that  it  could  be  done.  Coming 
to  the  question  of  the  institution  of  a 
Land  Court,  he  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice) would  urge  the  House  not  to 
conceal  from  itself  mat  the  powers  which 
the  Bill  would  give  to  such  a  Court  were 
terrible  and  gigantic.  They  might  be 
necessary,  but  they  were  enormous. 
Looking  at  the  question  from  the  point 
of  view  of  the  future  prosperity  and  wel- 
fare of  Ireland,  he  expressed  astonish- 
ment that  the  Representatives  of  Irish 
constituencies  should  select  that  moment, 
when,  according  to  their  own  view,  a 
new  era  of  prosperity,  self-government, 
and  independence  was  beginning  for 
Ireland,  to  say  that  Irishmen  were  in- 
capable of  making  their  own  contracts. 
Nobody  would  expect  from  him  a  defence 
of  the  Land  League,  far  from  it ;  but  he 
believed  that,  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
Agricultural  Labourers'  Union  in  Eng- 
land did  g^d  work  by  teaching  the 
labourers  to  look  their  employers  in  the 
face,  and  make  their  own  contracts,  the 
Land  League — had  done  this  good  work 
— it  had  taught  the  small  tenant  farmers 
that  by  combining  together  they  could 
secure  for  themselves  freedom  of  con- 
tract ;  and  if  they  would  only  combine 
peaceably  and  lawfully,  and  refrain  from 
outrages  such  as  those  which  had  latterly 
disgraced  the  country,  the  Land  League, 
so  far  from  having  done  harm,  would 
have  done  the  best  thing  that  heid  been 
done  in  Ireland  for  years.  It  was  a  pity 
they  could  not  learn  the  lesson  without 
violating  order  and  committing  outrages. 
As  regarded  freedom  of  contract,  he  be- 
lieved the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
was  right  in  saying  that  the  tenant 
farmers  in  many  parts  of  Ireland  were 
incapable  of  taking  care  of  themselves ; 
but  if  there  was  one  class  more  incapable 
at  the  present  time  of  taking  care  of  it- 
self in  that  respect  than  another  it  was 
that  unfortunate  and  much-abused  class, 
the  Irish  landlords.    He  did  not  wish  to 

IFourih  N%ghi,1 


1899 


Land  Law 


(COMMONS) 


(:&'0land)  BiU. 


1900 


be  understood  as  saying  anything  dis- 
agreeable or  hostile  to  the  Bill  when  he 
said  that  he  should  have  been  glad  if 
the  Government  had  decided  to  make 
the  peasant  proprietary  part  of  the  mea- 
sure the  strongest  part  of  it.    He  wished 
that  had  been  put  in  the  front  of  the 
battle.     He  believed  the  economic  con- 
ditions of  Ireland  were  such  that  if  a 
scheme  had  been  set  on  foot  for  capital- 
izing the  large  sums  of  money  recklessly 
paid  for  farms,   they  would   be    able, 
without    robbing   the    landlords    of   a 
single  farthing,  easily  to  establish  a  very 
large  number  of  small  proprietors.    Mr. 
Senior,  a  high  authority  on  such  sub- 
jects, had  said  that  a  country  without  a 
peasant  proprietary,  but  with   capital, 
could  get  on,  and  that  a  country  in  the 
reverse  condition  could  get  on ;  but  that 
a  country  that  had  neither  a  peasant 
proprietary  nor  capital,  was  a  country 
that  was  essentially  unsound.    And  that 
was  the   state  of   Ireland  now.     The 
establishment  of  a  cottier  or  peasant 
proprietary  was  the  first  step  towards 
the   political   scdvation   of    a    country; 
but  he  regretted  that  the  Government 
had  not  based  their  scheme  upon  the 
distinction  between  the  large  farmers  on 
the  one  hand  and  the  small  occupiers  on 
the  other.     Some  scheme  of  that  kind 
would,  in  his  opinion,  have  been  less 
oflFensive  and  complicated,  and  far  better 
than  the  Chinese  puzzle  which  the  Qo- 
vemment  had  placed  before  them.  Hav- 
ing spent  a  fiul  month  in  the  study  of 
the  Bill,  he  was  all  the  more  cdarmed  at 
its  complexity.     Its  eflPect  would  be  to 
make  the  village  attorney  and  the  vil- 
lage solicitor  the  lo^ds  and  masters  of 
Ireland.  There  were  really  two  schemes 
in  the  Bill,  and  these  were  parallel  the 
one  to  the   other— he   alluded  to    the 
scheme  known  as  the  "  three  F's,"  and 
next  to  the  scheme  as  to  compensation. 
These    were    constantly    cropping   up ; 
and    in   the   result,  while    me    tenant 
on    the  one    hand  would    go    to    the 
village  lawyer — should  go — for  if  the 
Bill  were  put  into  liis  hands  he  could  in 
no  wise  understand  it,  and  ask  which  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  would  be  most 
likely  to  benefit  him,  the  landlord,  on 
the  other  hand,  would  go  to  his  lawyer 
and  ask  which  of  these  provisions  he 
could  bring  to  bear  upon   the  tenant. 
He  confessed  that  he  could  not  conceal 
from  himself  that  not  merely  with  re- 
gard to  the  Irish  Land  Question,  but  in 
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Ireland,  speaking  generally,  they  were 
in  the  presence  of  a  tremendous  crisis. 
They  were  on  the  brink  of  events  the 
magnitude  of  which  it  would  be  folly  to 
underrate.    They  must  not  imagine  that 
after  dealing  with  this  Irish  Land  Qaes- 
tion,  they  could  g^  to  sleep  saying— 
''Thank  God,  we  are  done  wiUi  be- 
laud !  "    He  saw  articles  every  day  in 
English  newspapers  on  the  subject,  and 
he  often  wrung  his  hands  in   despair 
when  he  read  them.     When  they  had 
settled  the  Land  Question,  even  if  they 
could  do  so  on  the  lines  of  the  present 
Bill,  it  would  assume  more  portentous 
proportions,  and  they  should  make  up 
their  minds  to  deal  in  a  thoroughly  satis- 
tory  manner  with  many  other  questions 
which  would  arise.     One  effect  of  the 
Bill  would  be  to  enormously  weaken  the 
influence  of  the  ''  English  grandson  "  in 
Ireland;  but  when  they  had  done  so, 
they  must  look  forward  to   something 
that  would  supply  its  place.     He  hoped 
the  result  would  be  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  would  become  prosperous  aud 
contented,  and  that  sentiments  of  gprad- 
tude  and    affection    towards    England 
would  be  widely  entertained  by  them. 
That  was  the  hope  and  expectation  with 
which  statesmen  had  proposed  the  re- 
peal of  Irish  disabilities;  but  they  ought 
not  to  be  blind  to  the  fact  that  those  hopes 
and  expectations  had  been  disappointed. 
The  anti-English  feeling  in  Ireland  was 
strong,  and  it  was,  moreover,  as  strongnow 
as  it  had  been  at  any  time  in  the  course  of 
the  present  century.    [*'  Oh,  oh !  "]  An 
hon.  Member  near  him  dissented  from 
this  proposition,  and  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  right;  bnt  it  was  im- 
possible to  conceal  from  themselves  that 
there  was  a  great  deal  to  be  said  on  both 
sides  of  the  question,  and  that  the  ques- 
tion with  which  Parliament  had  to  deal 
was  both  important  and  portentous.  He 
might  be  told  that  he  was  that  most  dis- 
agreeable of  persons — a  prophet  who  pro- 
phesied disagreeable  things.     This  was, 
perhaps,  true;  but  he  sincerely  hoped 
that  his  prophecies  would  be  falsified, 
and  that  every  fear  which  possessed  him 
might  turn  out  to  be  founded  in  error. 
He  hoped  that  in  the  days  to  come  Ireland 
mi^ht  be  free,  great,  and  prosperous; 
and  he  should  hold  the  same  view  if  his 
family,  which  had  been  for  200  years  in 
Ireland,  had  at  once  to  serer  its  connec- 
tion with  the  country.     At  the  same 
time,  he  had  thought  that  he  could  not 
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better  express  the  love  which  he  bore  to 
the  country  than  by  frankly  expressing 
the  feelings  which  animated  him  in  re- 
ference to  this  particular  question.  Al- 
though he  gave  the  utmost  credit  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  for  the  immense 
pains  and  trouble  which  they  had  taken 
with  the  Bill,  and  although  he  was  con- 
vinced it  was  their  earnest  desire  to  do 
everything  which  was  right  and  just  for 
Ireland,  he,  nevertheless,  felt  that  they 
were  debating  under  the  shadow  of  a 
tremendous  crisis,  and  great  dangers 
coming  on ;  and  that  it  required  the 
utmost  patriotism  and  the  utmost  good 
sense  on  the  part  of  every  Member  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  if  those  dangers 
were  to  be  prevented  from  becoming  so 
ereat  as  to  shake  and  impair,  and  even 
destroy,  that  which  he,  at  least,  believed 
had  been  of  untold  advantage  to  the 
people  of  both  England  and  Ireland — 
he  meant  the  Union  which  connected  the 
Kingdoms  of  Qreat  Britain  and  Ireland. 
LoED  JOHN  MANNEE8 :  I  do  not 
propose  to  follow  the  powerful  and  argu- 
mentative speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who 
has  just  sat  down  (Lord  Edmond  Fitz- 
maurice)  ;  but  I  do  not  think  that  any- 
one who  has  listened  to  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord,  would  have  believed  that 
he  was  a  supporter  of  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  nad  he  not  told  us  so  in  his 
opening  sentences.  In  the  very  eloquent 
peroration  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tip- 
perary  (Mr.  P.  J.  Smyth)  the  other 
night,  this  Bill  was  described  as  a  solemn 
temple  of  union  and  concord ;  but  I  look 
in  vain  for  signs  of  that  union  and 
concord,  whether  I  cast  my  eyes  across 
the  Channel  or  watch  what  is  trans- 
piring in  the  House.  I  would  ask,  in 
the  mrst  place,  whether  Ireland  was  in 
a  better  or  worse  position  before  the  Co- 
ercion Act  was  passed  than  she  is  at  this 
moment?  Are  there  fewer  murders? 
Are  there  fewer  outrages  of  any  kind  at 
this  moment  than  there  were  six  months 
ago  ?  I  believe  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  is  imable  to 
answer  the  question  in  the  negative. 
This  Bill  has  now  been  for  nearly  a 
month  under  the  consideration  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  and,  so  far  as  we 
know,  the  only  result  has  been  the  pro- 
clamation of  the  Capital,  the  arrest  and 
imprisonment  of  the  Colleague  (Mr, 
DiUon)  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  P.  J. 
Smyth),  who  spoke  with  so  much  elo- 


quence the  other  night ;  and  a  Vote  of 
Censure  impending  over  the  heads  of 
the  Government,  to  be  proposed  by  an 
hon.  Member  below  the  Gangway  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy).  Well,  Sir,  what  I 
wish  to  ask  is  what  is  the  real  evil  we 
have  to-  meet,  and  to  which  Parliament 
should  apply  its  serious  attention?  In 
answering  that  question,  I  agree  very 
much  with  what  fell  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  County  of  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor 
Power)  in  the  course  of  the  observations 
which  he  has  addressed  to  the  House 
this  evening.  I  say,  the  real  evil  we 
have  to  meet  in  respect  to  that  part  of 
Ireland  which  we  really  have  to  con- 
sider is  this — that  you  have  a  redundant 
population,  dependent  for  its  subsistence 
and  employment  upon  the  cultivation  of 
a  .not  very  fertile  soil,  under  humid 
skies,  and  dependent  for  its  food  upon 
that  one  crop  which,  of  all  others,  is 
liable  to  sudden  and  total  destruction. 
I  think  that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
have  some  belief  that  ikat  is  to  a  great 
extent  the  evil  they  have  to  meet,  be- 
cause I  notice  with  satisfaction  the  pro- 
posals they  make  in  the  fifth  part  of 
the  BlQ.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
has  properly  described  the  condition  of 
things  when  he  says  that  tens  of  thous- 
ands of  people,  particularly  in  the  West 
and  South  of  Ireland,  are  dependent  for 
support  and,  indeed,  existence,  upon  the 
cultivation  of  a  land  which  cannot  and 
never  could  be  made  to  support  them. 
Well,  Sir,  with  the  exception  of  the  fifth 

Eart  of  the  Bill,  upon  which  I  propose 
y-and-bye  to  say  a  few  words,  I  con- 
tend that  the  whole  scope  and  tendency 
of  the  measure  is  directed  towards  in- 
creasing and  perpetuating  the  very  evil 
we  ought  to  meet.  The  very  object,  as 
it  seems  to  me,  of  this  Bill  is  to  stereo- 
type and  aggravate  that  dependence  of 
the  poorer  classes  of  the  tenantry  of 
Ireland  on  that  soil  which  cannot  and 
will  not  maintain  them.  The  noble  Lord 
who  has  just  sat  down  dealt  at  some 
length,  not  only  with  the  Court  by  which 
the  provisions  of  the  first  part  of  the 
Bill  are  to  be  brought  into  operation, 
but  also  upon  the  scheme  which  the  Bill 
contains.  I  do  not  propose  at  this  late 
hour  to  follow  the  noble  Lord  in  detail 
into  that  branch  of  the  subject.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  say  that  the 
foundation  of  all  improvement  in  respect 
of  the  land  in  Irisland  is  that  there 
should  be  a  Government  valuation  of 
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land.  Well,  that  is  a  very  grave,  and  a 
very  delicate,  and  a  very  Berious  pro- 
poBal  to  make.  The  noble  Lord  has 
dwelt  lai^ely  upon  its  delicacy  and 
danger.  I  admit  the  delicacy,  and  I 
admit  the  danger ;  but  for  the  sake  of 
argument  I  will  assume  that  the  Go- 
vernment have  proved  thoir  case  by  the 
Beporta  of  the  Commieaiona,  and  that 
tbenecesaity  of  some  interference  on  the 
part  of  the  Legislature  may  he  conceded ; 
but  I  demur  to  the  conclusioos  which 
the  Government  have  drawn  from  that 
statement  of  the  caae.  I  deny  that  it 
is  necessary  to  proceed  further  in  that 
direction  in  providing  for  the  free  sale  of 
land  and  the  perpetuity  and  continuity  of 
the  lease.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  bases  the  legislation  he 
proposes  upon  the  recommendations  of 
the  Buke  of  Bichmond's  Commissioil; 
but  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  Commission 
carefully  guarded  themselves  against 
being  supposed  to  be  favourable  to  the 
other  two  schemes  set  out  in  the  Bill, 
and  restricted  themselves  to  the  more 
moderate  suggestion  that  legislative  in- 
terference might  be  necessary  with  re- 
spect to  the  fixing  of  fair  rents.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
made  a  great  point  by  connecting  fair 
rents  with  the  other  two  "  F's  " — fixity 
of  tenure  and  free  sale.  In  my  opinion, 
however,  if  free  sale  ia  to  be  given  un- 
limited, as  is  now  proposed,  you  cannot 
stop  there.  The  justification  far  fair 
rents  and  free  sale  ia  simply  this,  as  tt 
was  put  just  now  by  the  nobis  Lord, 
that  the  Irish  tenant  is  unable  to  pro- 
tect himself  againat  the  landlord.  But 
if  that  be  so  —  if  the  Irish  tenant  is 
in  that  unfortunate  position  when  you 
grant  free  sale— you  must  protect 
him,  by  a  parity  of  reasoning,  againat 
other  dangers  than  those  wUch  arise 
from  the  superiority  of  his  landlord. 
What  does  it  matter  to  the  incoming 
poor  tenant,  if  be  has  to  pay  what  is 
substantially  a  rack  rent  to  two  per- 
sons instead  of  to  one  ?  As  the  Bill 
stands,  the  perfect  freedom  of  sale  which 
tt  gives  must  be  restricted  in  some  way 
or  other,  or  elae  the  incoming  tenant, 
who  might  arrange  to  pay  a  fair  rent  to 
the  landlord,  wiU  have  to  pay  what  is 
Bubstantially  a  rack  rent  in  consequence 
of  the  large  sum  of  money  he  may  have 
to  pay  the  outgoing  tenant,  and,  still 
worse,  the  interest  he  may  be  forced  to 
pay  the  local  usurer  from  whom  he 
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interests  of  the  labourers.  That,  I  say, 
is  the  indirect  influence  of  the  Bill  upon 
the  labourers ;  but  in  other  respects  the 
interests  of  the  labourers  are  directly 
prejudiced  by  the  provisions  of  the  mea- 
sure. According  to  the  fifth  part  of  the 
Bill,  the  landlord  is  to  sell  his  property 
to  his  tenant.  Upon  the  property  so 
sold  are  the  cottages  and  allotments  of 
the  labourers.  But  by  a  subsequent 
provision  of  the  Bill  the  moment  the 
tenant  becomes  the  proprietor,  by  an 
exemption  contained  in  the  last  page  of 
the  Bill,  he  becomes  the  absolute  lord  of 
the  labourers,  their  cottages,  and  their 
allotments  on  the  farm,  on  which,  per- 
haps, they  were  bom.  I  do  not  know 
whether  it  is  an  omission  or  not ;  but, 
undoubtedly,  as  the  Bill  is  drawn,  and  as 
I  am  advised,  this  exemption  would  place 
the  labourers  completely  at  the  mercy  of 
the  new  peasant  proprietor.  I  know  it 
will  be  said  that  in  two  clauses  of  the  Bill 
there  is  some  slight  mention  made  of  the 
labourer.  But  how  ?  The  landlord  is  to 
have  the  power  of  resuming  possession 
of  a  portion  of  the  farm  for  the  benefit 
of  the  labourer.  But  when  ?  When  he 
raises  the  rent  of  the  farm ;  but  not 
until  then.  I  believe,  if  that  clause  is 
read  with  the  only  other  one  in  which 
the  labourer  is  mentioned,  it  will  be 
found  that  even  this  very  Hmited  and 
illusory  relief  is  put  off  for  a  period  of 
15  years.  Therefore,  I  say  that,  as  far 
as  the  Irish  labourer  is  concerned,  both 
directly  and  indirectly,  he  is  prejudiced 
by  the  whole  scope  of  the  Bill.  I  be- 
lieve that  all  the  Members  of  this  House 
have  received  a  very  remarkable  letter, 
signed  '*  Edward  Eichards,"  which  bears 
on  this  branch  of  the  question,  and  I 
would  ask  leave  to  read  a  few  words 
from  it.  Mr.  Eichards  gives  his  name 
and  address.     He  says — 

"In  defence  of  a  much  maligned  class,  and 
as  a  duty  I  owe  to  the  public,  I  must  say  that 
the  most  powerful  case  of  eviction  I  ever  heard 
of  was  that  of  a  poor  tenant  farmer." 

The  story  is  too  long  to  tell ;  but  suffice 
it  to  say  that  Mr.  Eichards  found  him- 
self the  champion  of  the  poor  tenant 
affainst  a  rich  neighbouring  farmer — 
tleo  his  own  tenant — and,  failing  all 
other  means  of  obtaining  redress,  he  be- 
came the  defendant  in  a  Chancery  suit. 
And  while  the  poor  tenant  was  turned 
into  the  road,  the  rich  farmer,  having 
crashed  the  poor  tenant,  became  a  lead- 
ing member  of  the  local  Land  League, 


and  now  refused  to  pay  a  farthing  of 
rent  for  the  perpetuity  farms  which  he 
held.     What  justice  or  mercy  could  the 
labourers  expect  from  farmers  or  peasant 
proprietors  of  that  kind  ?    This  Bill,  un*- 
just  as  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just 
sat  down  knows  it  to  be,  acting  most 
prejudicially  upon  the  interests  of  the 
landlords   as   a  body,   might    possibly 
have  been  accepted  in  some  of  its  main 
provisions  by  them,  in   the  miserable 
and  disturbed  condition  in  which  Ire- 
land now  finds  herself,  owing  very  much, 
as  I  maintain,  to  the  mixture  of  arro- 
gance and  weakness  displayed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government — the  landlords,  I 
say,  might  possibly  have  been  content 
to  accept  some  of  the  many  provisions 
of  the  measure,  if  the  Government  could 
hold  out  anything  like  a  reasonable  ex- 
pectation that  the  measure  would  really 
settle  the  Land  Question  in  Ireland.     I 
do  not  ask  the  Government  to  say  whe- 
ther they  intend  the  measure  to  be  a 
settlement ;  because,  after  what  has  oc- 
curred, their  intentions  go  for  very  little. 
But  can  the  Government  point  to  any  facts 
which  can  in  the  least  justify  them  in 
the  expectation  that  the  Bill  would  settle 
the  question  ?    We  have  heard  to-night 
a  very  able  speech  from  the  hon.  Gende- 
man  the  Member  for  Mayo.     He,  like 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  is   going  to 
vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill ; 
but  what  was  the  whole  tone,  tenour, 
and  scope  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  ?    It  was  this — **  If  you  will 
insert  in  this  Bill  all  the  Amendments 
which  I  suggest,  and  the  whole  of  the 
1 8  Amendments  suggested  by  the  Eoman 
Catholic  Prelates  of  Ireland,  then  I  and 
my  Friends  will  continue  to  support  the 
measure,  and  we  will  hope  that  it  may 
be  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland."      We 
have  the  assurance  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  that  he  will  not  assent  to  the  pro- 
positions made  by  the  Eoman  Catholic 
Prelates ;  and  we  must  assume,  until  we 
hear  to  the  contrary,  that  he  will  refuse 
his  assent  to  the  still  wider  proposals 
we  know  are  in  store  for  us  from  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway.    Well, 
then,  what  hope  have  we  that  this  Bill, 
so  deficient  as  I  have  shown  it  to  be, 
with  respect  to  the  largest  and  poorest 
class  now  suffering  in  Ireland — this  Bill 
which  fails  to  receive  the  support  of 
those  Gentlemen  by  whose  labours  it 

has  been  mainly  produced,  and  to  gratify 
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and  satisfy  whom  it  may  be  reasonably 
supposed  to  have  been  suggested  to  the 
House — what  hope  have  we  that  this 
measure  will  in  any  degree  be  regarded 
or  received  as  a  settlement  of  the  Land 
Question  ?  But,  then,  while  I  object  to 
the  whole  of  the  first  part  of  this  mea- 
sure as  being  essentially  unjust,  and 
while  I  hold  that  it  does  not  contain 
within  itself  any  reasonable  ground  for 
regarding  it  as  a  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion, I  freely  admit  that  there  are  other 
proposals  which  do  seriously  deserve  the 
consideration  of  the  House;  and  I  agree 
with  the  noble  Lord  that  it  is  a  pity 
these  proposcds  have  not  been  submitted 
in  a  more  substantial,  clear,  and  en- 
larged shape  for  our  consideration.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  has  shown  that 
with  respect  to  the  reclamation  of  land 
the  scheme  is  very  misty,  and  that  the 
Government  proposals  are  drawn  in  a 
manner  which  is  not  in  the  least  likely 
to  attract  a  sufficient  amount  of  capital 
to  enable  them  to  be  carried  into  effect. 
The  whole  scope  and  tenour  of  the  Bill 
appear  to  me  almost  intended  to  drive 
capital  away  rather  than  to  induce  it  to 
flow  into  Ireland.  There  were  some 
sentiments  expressed  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law)  which 
somewhat  favoured  that  view.  He 
seemed  quite  annoyed  that  anybody 
should  suggest  that  the  introduction  of 
fresh  capital  thrown  into  Ireland  was 
really  one  of  the  wants  of  the  country. 
**  Want  of  capital !  ''  said,  in  effect, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
'*  No ;  the  sinews  and  muscle  of  the 
tenant  farmer  who  cultivates  the  soil — 
that  is  capital  sufficient.  Only  give  him 
a  little  more  security  in  regard  to  the 
occupation  of  small  farms — that  is  the 
sort  of  capital  that  is  wanted  for  the 
restoration  of  the  prosperity  of  Ireland." 
Now,  I  greatly  doubt  that.  I  believe, 
with  everybody  who  has  hitherto  sifted 
the  question,  that  it  is  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  capital  in  Ireland,  and  to  the 
development  of  her  industrial  resources, 
that  you  must  look  in  the  long  run  for 
that  prosperity  which  we  all  equally 
wish  should  be  the  fortune  of  that  coun- 
try. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  has  based  this  measure 
to  a  great  extent  upon  the  recommen- 
dations of  the  Duke  of  Eichmond's  Com- 
mission. I  have,  I  think,  already  shown 
that    the    right    hon.   Gentleman    has 
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greatly  exaggerated  and  alto^ther  mis- 
to.ken  the  recommendations  or  that  Com- 
mission ;  but  before  any  recommenda- 
tion on  the  subject  of  tenure  in  the 
Duke  of  Bichmond's  Commission,  stood 
a  recommendation  on  the  subject  of 
public  works,  which  I  propose  shortly 
to  read  to  the  House.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Tipperary  (Mr.  P.  J.  Smyth)  asked 
what  has  become  of,  and  where  is  the 
development  of  the  industrial  resources 
of  Ireland  ?  I  would  answer  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  this  way.  I  was  looking) 
a  few  months  ago,  to  a  remarkably  able 
letter  written  on  this  subject,  to  which 
his  own  signature  was  appended,  and  to 
which  I  would  refer  him  for  an  ex- 
haustive statement  on  the  subject;  and 
I  find  this  reference  to  the  industrial 
resources  of  Ireland  in  the  Report  of  the 
Duke  of  Bichmond's  Commission — 

<*  The  employment  of  capital  and  labour  in 
the  development  of  the  resoarces  of  the  comitry 
by  arterial  drainage,  the  construction  of  rail- 
ways and  other  public  works,  and  the  encou- 
ragement of  fisheries,  is  also  urg^  upon  us  by 
the  witnesses  as  one  of  the  best  remedies  for 
the  present  depression  and  to  prevent  the  recur- 
rence of  the  existing  distress.  It  will  be  seoi 
from  the  evidence  that  from  the  want  of 
reg^ular,  continuous  employment  for  the  people, 
the  condition  of  these  claraes  is  deplorable,  and 
the  consequent  sufferings  and  privations  which 
they  and  their  families  have  periodically  to 
endure  demand  the  serious  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  of  Parliament.*' 

That  is  my  answer  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tipperary  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo ;  and  I  say  that  in  the  first  recom- 
mendation of  the  Duke  of  Bichmond's 
Commission  I  find  a  justification  for  the 
Amendment  which  I  am  precluded  from 
moving,  but  in  the  spirit  of  which  I 
desire  to  make  a  few  further  remarks. 
This  is  no  new  idea.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  said,  and  it  was  the  only  part 
of  his  speech  which  was  liable  to  com- 
plaint, to  mv  great  amazement,  that  the 
Tory  Party  nave  only  one  policy  for  Ire- 
land, and  that  is  coercion  and  proscription. 
How  any  Gentleman,  who  is  going  to  sup- 
port Her  Majesty's  Government  on  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill,  could  presume 
to  lecture  the  Tory  Party  on  the  subject 
of  coercion  I  confess  I  am  unable  to  im- 
derstand.  It  would  seem  as  though  the 
Tory  Party  have  never  before  now  pro- 
posed any  measure  for  the  real  material 
advantage  of  Ireland.  For  myself,  I 
take  my  stand  to-night  on  precisely  the 
same  ground  as  that  on  wnich  the  late 
Lord  George  Bentinck  took  his  34  yeaxs 
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ago.  I  venture  to  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  this  question — How  was  it  that 
that  great  scheme,  which  now  everybody 
connected  with  Ireland  admits  would 
have  been  greatly  for  the  benefit  and 
would  largely  have  contributed  to  the 
prosperity  of  that  country,  came  to  be 
rejected?  It  was  rejected  because  the 
political  Predecessors  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mayo,  in  the  so-called  Liberal 
representation  of  Ireland,  at  that  time 
preferred  their  Party  to  their  country, 
and  threw  out  the  Bill.  Lord  George 
Bentinck  said — 

"  Thero  has  been  no  inquiry  made  by  Parlia- 
ment, in  which  the  result  has  not  been  a  recom- 
mendation that  the  difficulties  of  Ireland  should 
be  sought  to  be  overcome  by  stimulating  the 
employment  of  her  people." — \hHan9ardy  Ixxxix. 
776.] 

Well,  Sir,  I  say  that  that  is  as  true  now 
as  it  was  true  then,  and  it  is  the  justifica- 
tion and  the  vindication  of  the  course 
which  I  presume  to  recommend  for  the 
adoption  of  the  House.  We  have  heard  a 
great  deal  about  the  Devon  Commission 
of  1847  ;  but  I  will  refer  to  a  Commis- 
sidn  which  sat  even  10  years  before  that 
— namely,  the  Land  Commission  of  1836. 
That  Commission  recommended  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Irish  people  that  railways 
should  be  assisted  by  the  Government. 
I  will  venture  now,  in  a  very  few  words, 
to  indicate  some  of  the  public  works  to 
which  the  attention  of  the  Government 
might  beneficially  be  directed.  In  the 
first  place,  there  is  arterial  drainage, 
which  is,  perhaps,  at  the  root  of  the  real 
improvement  of  the  soil  of  Ireland.  I 
do  not  know  whether  any  hon.  Member 
is  prepared  to  dispute  that  proposition  ; 
bu^  if  so,  I  would  refer  him  to  a  state- 
ment by  Professor  Baldwin.  He  says — 
"  I  think  it  is  the  foundation  of  the  per- 
manent improvement  of  the  agriculture 
of  Ireland.*'  Now,  I  would  venture  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  what 
has  been  done  of  late  years  in  promot- 
ing the  arterial  drainage  of  Ireland  ?  I 
beHeve,  according  to  the  best  evidence 
which  can  be  obtained,  that  at  the  nor- 
mal rate  at  which  the  arterial  drainage 
of  Ireland  has  been  g^ing  on  it  womd 
take  about  1,000  years  to  perfect  that 
drainage.  There  you  have  a  very  great 
Bubjeot  for  your  favourable  considera- 
tion,  and  a  subject  on  which  there  is 
no  considerable  difference  of  opinion. 
Perhaps  it  may  be  said  that  in  the  fifth 
part  of  the  Bill  there  is  some  reference 


to  drainage,  and  that  '^  drainage  "  may 
be  held  to  include  arterial  drainage.  I 
do  not  know  how  that  is  ;  but  I  would 
ask  how  is  it  proposed  that  the  drainage 
should  be  carried  out  ?  Why,  by  the 
formation  of  companies.  The  Govern- 
ment are  not  to  be  authorized  to  give 
assistance  unless  and  until  a  company  is 
formed.  [An  hon.  Member:  That  is 
the  law  now.]  Then,  what  I  say  is,  that 
that  which  is  now  suggested  by  the  pre- 
sent Bill  is  not  sufficient  for  the  pur- 
pose. I  would  wish  to  go  much  further 
than  the  present  law,  and  I  presume 
that  the  Government  intended  to  go  fur- 
ther by  the  clause  of  the  Bill  to  which  I 
refer.  Otherwise,  why  is  it  inserted  in  the 
Bill  ?  I  am  pointing  out  now  that  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  are  insufficient, 
and  that  they  are  really  illusory.  I 
would  ask  what  prospect  the  Govern- 
ment have  that  those  companies  would 
be  formed,  to  which  they  would  be  will- 
ing to  advance  the  money,  so  that  arte- 
rial drainage  might  be  carried  out  ?  I 
am  satisfied  that  the  whole  scope  and 
tenour  of  the'  measure  is  such  as  to  deter 
and  not  to  induce  the  flow  of  capital  into 
Ireland.  Well,  then.  Sir,  there  is  an- 
other question  which  was  very  much  de- 
bated in  this  House  last  year,  and  in  the 
discussion  of  which  I  took  a  part — I 
mean  the  promotion  of  fisheries  in  Ire- 
land. I  cannot  conceive  any  work  more 
important  at  the  present  moment  to 
Ireland  and  the  future  prosperity  of 
Ireland  than  the  development  of  the 
fisheries.  There  was  last  year  absolute 
unanimity  among  the  Irish  Members  on 
that  question.  I  had  the  pleasure  of 
supporting  the  proposal,  both  by  my 
speech  and  by  my  vote.  It  was  sug- 
gested that  there  should  be  a  large  in- 
crease in  the  money  already  voted  to 
the  Irish  fisheries  and  the  Insh  fisher- 
men for  the  purpose  of  restoring  that 
which  before  the  Famine  of  1846  was 
a  very  important  and  lucrative  source 
of  employment  to  large  numbers  of  the 
Irish  people.  A  development  of  this 
industry  would  be  a  source  of  great 
relief  to  large  numbers  of  the  Irish 
people,  especially  on  the  Western  coast, 
where  there  has  been  great  suffering. 
Under  the  system  established  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Gloucestershire  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach),  I  believe  about  £5,000  a-year 
is  now  voted  in  loans  to  fishermen.  Sir, 
I  propose  that  this  should  be  largely 
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increased,  and  that  all  the. fishermen 
who  ask  for  grants  under   proper  cir- 
cumstances should  receive  them.     For 
this  purpose,  I  consider  about  £15,000 
annually  would  be  sufficient.     But  then 
comes  the  other  important  question  of 
fishery  piers  and  harbours ;  and  there, 
also,  a  great  work  is  to  be  accomplished, 
for  no  work  in  Ireland,  I  am  certain, 
could  be  undertaken  by  this  House  or 
any  Commission  which   Her  Majesty's 
Government  might  appoint,  which  would 
be  more  beneficial  and  productive,  and 
which  would  tend  more  to  further  the 
improvement  of   the  condition  of  the 
maritime  population  of   that  country. 
Since  Lord  Q-eorge  Bentinck  made  his 
proposal,  private    enterprize    has    un- 
doubtedly done  much  to  supply  Ireland 
with  main  lines  of  railway,   and  it  is 
therefore  unnecessary  to  propose  any 
great  scheme  of  that  kind.     But  there 
are  many  small  lines  of  what  might  be 
termed    mountain    railway  which    are 
much   wanted    in  Ireland,   and  which 
would  tend  to  develope   the    dormant 
agricultural  resources  of   great   tracts 
of  land   in    that   country.     I   suggest, 
therefore,  that  the  Government  should 
undertake  to  give  increased  facilities  for 
the  construction  of  these  smaller  lines 
of  railway.     It  will    then    be    asked, 
**How  is  the  money  to  be  found  ?**   Sir, 
I  cannot  conceive  that  the  Irish  Church 
Fund  could  be  better  applied  than  in 
promoting  works  of  the  character    to 
which  I  have  alluded.     I  do  not  say 
that  I  have  given  anything    like    an 
exhaustive  list  of  those  works  of  the 
character  I  have  indicated  which  may 
be  beneficially  promoted ;   but  I  repeat, 
that  I  cannot  conceive  any  more  bene- 
ficial objects  to  which  the  Irish  Church 
Surplus  could  be  devoted.     Following 
out  the  line  of   argument  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  pursued,  I  go 
one  step  further,  and  say,  if  it  be  ne- 
cessary to  supplement  that  fund  by  a 
draft  of  money  from  the  Imperial  Trea- 
sury, either  by  way  of  loan  or  as  a  gift, 
I  would  far  rather  adopt  that  course ; 
and,  in  so  doing,  expiate,  if  need  be,  the 
sins  of  the  forefathers  of  the  present 
House  of  Commons  in  destroying  the 
Irish  manufacturing  trades.  That  course 
appears  to  me  much  preferable  to  the 
scheme  which  finds  favour  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Southwark,  who  told   us 
that  we  are  bound  to  do  penance  for  the 
sins  of  our  forefathers,  and  expiate  them 
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at  the  expense  of  the  Irish  laadlorda, 
who,  like  the  rest  of  the  Irish  population, 
were  injured  by  the  unjust  legislation  of 
the  English  House  of  Commons.  I 
regret  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
taking  the  sense  of  the  House  upon  my 
Amendment,  as  distinguished  from  that 
of  my  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Elcho) ;  but  I 
feel  very  strongly  that  this  Bill  is  not 
the  proper  solution  of  the  Land  Ques- 
tion, and  as  we  have  had  no  indication 
from  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment  that 
they  are  prepared  in  any  way  to  miti- 
gate its  injustice  or  modify  its  injurious 
provisions,  no  other  course  is  left  to  me 
than  to  vote  for  the  Amendment  of  my 
noble  Friend.  If  this  Bill  could  be 
made  more  consonant  with  justice,  and 
deprived  of  those  harsher  features  which 
alarm  and  perplex  the  public  mind,  it 
would  not  be  a  measure  of  which  I  should 
feel  disposed  to  say  that  it  ought  not  to 
receive  the  sanction  of  this  House ;  and 
I  will  still  hope,  amidst  all  the  difficulties 
of  the  position,  that  Parliament  may 
devote  itself  to  the  consideration  of  the 
question  how  the  real  evils  and  wants  of 
Lreland  may  be  best  met.  Sir,  there  is 
no  Boyal  road  to  national  prosperity, 
but  there  may  be  many  humble  paths 
which,  taken  together,  lead  to  that 
result ;  and  I  trust  we  shall  not  finally 
part  with  this  question  without  having 
devised  some  schemes  which  will  be 
beneficent  in  their  effects,  and  contri- 
bute to  the  lasting  peace  and  prosperity 
of  Ireland. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.'' 
— {Mr.  Errington.) 

SiK  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  what  would 
be  the  course  of  Public  Business  ?  He 
was  unable  to  understand  why  the 
debate  should  be  adjourned  at  that 
early  hour  (12.30),  unless  it  was  for  to 
give  the  hon.  Member  for  Gloucester 
(Mr.  Monk)  an  opportunity  of  bringing 
on  his  Motion,  which  had  miscarried  on 
Tuesday  last,  on  account  of  a  misunder- 
standing on  the  part  of  the  Whips.  If 
the  Motion  for  adjournment  were  as- 
sented to  with  that  object  he  should 
certainly  oppose  it. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  the  Motion 
for  the  adjournment  of  this  debate  is  no 
matter  of  arrangement  or  any  aotof  oorif 
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and  I  do  not  know  that  we  should  be 
justified  in  opposing  it.  Yet  I  hope  the 
House  will  now  beg^n  to  think  of  some 
arrangement  for  drawing  the  debate 
upon  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  now 
before  us  to  a  close.  It  is  a  matter  of 
very  great  urgency  that  the  judgment  of 
the  House  should  be  taken  on  the  main 
principles  of  the  Bill ;  and  we  learn  to- 
night from  the  Opposition  Bench  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire  is  to  be 
supported  from  that  Bench.  The  dis- 
cussion upon  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord  will  necessarily  occupy  some 
time,  and  it  is  a  perfectly  fair  and  straight- 
forward Motion.  But,  Sir,  I  think,  ^ter 
four  nights'  debate,  it  is  not  unreason- 
able to  express  a  hope  that  we  may  now 
very  soon  reach  the  conclusion  of  this 
stage  of  the  Bill.  The  limit  of  time  ne- 
cessary for  this  purpose  I  will  not  under- 
take precisely  to  fix  ;  but,  as  far  as  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  concerned,  we 
hope  the  debate  will  be  brought  to  a 
close  within  what  I  think  will  be  a  liberal 
extension  of  time — namely,  the  two  Go- 
vernment nights  of  next  week. 

Sib  8TAFF0ED  NORTHCOTE :  Sir, 
it  is,  no  doubt,  very  desirable  that  we 
should  make  progress  with  Business,  and 
get  on  with  such  an  important  Bill  as 
that  under  discussion.  At  the  same 
time,  it  cannot  be  wondered  at  that  a 
measure  of  such  great  importance  and 
of  such  complication  should  encounter  a 
very  considerable  amount  of  discussion. 
The  Bill  raises  a  large  number  of  ques- 
tions, and  I  am  well  aware  that  there 
are  many  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are 
anxious  to  take  part  in  the  discussion 
upon  the  principles  of  the  measure.  One 
thing,  I  believe,  would  tend  very  much 
to  the  limitation  of  the  debate,  and  that 
is  that  the  Government  should  give  us, 
in  a  clearer  and  more  intelligible  form 
than   we  have  yet  received,  some  ex- 

Slanation  of  the  7th  clause.  A  great 
eal  turns  upon  this.  The  question  was 
raised  at  the  very  beginning  of  the  dis- 
cussion by  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dublin  Univer- 
sity (Mr.  Gibson),  and  so  much  hinges 
upon  it  that  we  are  entitled  to  have  with 
regard  to  it  a  clear  and  intelligible  ex- 
planation. With  that  assistance  on  the 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  I 
think  it  may  be  found  possible  to  con- 
clude the  debate  upon  the  second  reading 
within  a  reasonable  time  ;  but  that  assist. 


anoe  is  quite  essential.  It  will,  I  am 
convinced,  save  time  in  the  long  run, 
that  those  who  have  strong  opinions  on 
the  subject,  and  wish  to  bring  forward 
their  views  in  the  course  of  the  discussion 
upon  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  doing  so. 

Lord  KiNDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
desired  to  point  out  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  that,  in 
showing  what  appeared  to  be  rather 
undue  impatience  that  the  debate  upon 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  should 
close,  he  had  somewhat  forgotten  the 
extraordinary  course  which  the  debate 
had  taken  from  its  commencement.  It 
must  not  be  forgotten  that  the  debate  on 
the  first  night  practically  collapsed  owing 
to  the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  made  on  that  occasion  a  speech, 
in  which  he  put  certain  questions  to  the 
Government  apparently  of  so  difficult  a 
character  that  the  Chief  Secretciry  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  was  quite  unable  to 
make  any  answer  to  them.  It  ought  also 
to  be  borne  in  mind  that  one  of  the 
events  of  that  first  night's  discussion, 
which  occurred  on  that  day  when  the 
House  met  after  the  Easter  Eecess,  was 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government,  as  he 
believed,  tried  to  snatch  a  division,  be- 
cause the  only  occupant  of  the  Treasury 
Bench,  after  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  concluded,  was  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  who 
cried  * '  Divide ! "  On  another  night  of  the 
discussion,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
very  gratuitously  put  down  a  Motion 
which  had  raised  a  controversy  that 
occupied  two  hours.  On  the  previous 
occasion  there  had  been  a  discussion  of 
great  length,  chiefly  owing  to  the  re- 
markable opinions  held  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  with  regard  to  a  matter  on 
which  they  found  themselves  unable  to 
agree  with  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House — namely,  the  war  in  Afghan- 
istan. Looking  at  cdl  these  events,  he 
could  not  but  think  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  far  too  sanguine  in  think- 
ing that  the  debate  was  likely  to  close 
within  the  period  he  had  indicated. 

Mr.  LITTON  said,  there  were,  un- 
doubtedly, many  Irish  Members  as  well 
as  himself  who  desired  to  speak  upon 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  He  had 
attentively  listened  to  the  debate  during 
the  four  nights  which  it  had  occupied ; 
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and  although  he  wished  to  address  the 
House,  he  had  failed  to  catch  the  eye  of 
Mr.  Speaker.     He  was  at  all  times  in- 
disposed to  press  any  observations  of  his 
own,  if  the  House  considered  that  the 
subject  had  been  sufficiently  discussed ; 
but  he  did  not  feel  himself  bound  to 
yield  to  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  give  up  the  right  which  he 
claimed  of  speaking  upon  this  question. 
Mr.  SHAW  said,  he  had  remarked 
since  the  commencement  of  the  debate 
that  English  Members  had  absorbed  a 
great  deal  of  the  time  spent  in  discussion. 
But  there  were  Irish  Members  who  also 
desired  to  take  part  in  the  debate.     He 
knew  that  Gentlemen  who  sat  behind 
him,  and  many  Irish  Members  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  had  risen  re- 
peatedly, but  had  failed  to  catch  the  eye 
of  Mr.  Speaker.    Although  the  Bill  was 
said  to  be  of  very  great  importance  to 
English  Members,  it  had  struck  him  that 
they  had,  in  the  course  of  the  discussion, 
advanced  very  little  argument.     Under 
the  circumstances,  probably  Irish  Mem- 
bers might  be  allowed  to  occupy  more 
time  in  discussing  the  Bill  during  the 
next  two  nights.     The  nights  they  had 
already  devoted  to  this  subject  had  been 
very  much  interfered  with ;  but,  no  doubt, 
if  the    next    two    Government    nights 
were  given  to  it,  it  might  be  possible 
to  close  the  debate  within  that  time.  But 
he  understood  there  was  a  subject  upon 
the  Paper  for  discussion  on  Monday, 
which  might  give  rise  to  a  great  deal  of 
controversy ;  and  therefore  he  suggested 
that  the  matter,  which  was  not  one  of 
pressing  importance,  should  be  deferred. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  not  misunder- 
stand him  as  having  the  slightest  wish 
to  interfere  with  any  proper  mark  of  re- 
spect to  the  memory  of  that  great  States- 
man, Lord  Beaconsfield;  but  the  Motion 
was  not  one  of  such  pressing  importance 
as  the  going  into  Committee  upon  this 
Bill.     Even  the  question  referred  to  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  was  one  which  could  not 
be  discussed  so  completely  at  the  pre- 
sent stage  as  in  Committee.     Undoubt- 
edly, the  7th  clause  was  one  which  it 
would  be  found  very  difficult  to  explain. 
Nevertheless,  when  it  was  reached   in 
Committee,  and  dealt  with  as  a  matter 
of  Business,  he  saw  no  reason  why  pro- 
gress should  not  be  made  with  it.     He 
trusted  the  House  would  not  object  to 
the  suggestion  he  had  thrown  out  for 
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poBtponinffthe  Motion  to  which  he  had 
referred.  He  was  quite  sure  they  would 
consider  it  in  a  proper  spirit,  and  arrive 
at  a  just  decision. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  that,  no  doubt, 
Irish  Members  should  take  a  prominent 
part  in  the  debate;   but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  would  point  out  that  the  Bill 
contained  a  principle  that  the  Prime 
Minister  had  said  was  quite  as  much 
English  as  Irish,  for  in  1870  the  rifht 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  in  his  hearmg 
— '*  This  is  quite  as  much  an  English  as 
an    Irish   Land  Bill."    Therefore,  he 
hoped  he  might  be  allowed  to  say  a 
word  for  English  Members,  who  also 
desired  to  take  part  in  the  discussion. 
He  should  be  sorry  to  say  anything  dis- 
appointing to  the  Prime  Minister ;  but, 
as  far  as  he  had  been  able  to  ascertain 
the  views  and  wishes  of  hon.  Members 
on  that  (the  Conservative)  side  of  the 
House — ^Irish  as  well  as  English  Mem- 
bers— he  did  not  think  there  was  the  re- 
motest chance  of  the  debate  beingfinished 
in  the  course  of  two  more  Government 
nights  next  week.     He  had  heard  Mem- 
ber after  Member  signify  his  intention  to 
take  part  in  the  debate,  and  he  remem- 
bered that  the   right  hon.   Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gladstone),  at  the  very  commence- 
ment, had  said  that  this  was  the  meet 
serious  question   that  had  ever  arisen 
in  his  time.     He  (Mr.  Chaplin)  agreed 
with  his  noble  Friend  below  him  (Lord 
Eandolph  Churchill),  that  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister was  over  sanguine  if  he  thought 
that  five  or  even  six  days  were  sufficient 
for  the  discussion  of  the  Bill  on  second 
reading.     The  days  which  had  been  de- 
voted to  the  debate  had  only  been,  so  to 
speak,  half  days,  for  a  great  deal  of 
time  had  been  taken  up  on  those  occa- 
sions by  the  consideration  of  other  mat- 
ters.  Take,  for  instance,  to-night,  when 
the  Afghan  Question  had  been  consi- 
dered, and  very  few  Members  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  speaking  on  the  Bill. 
With  regard  to  what  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  below  him  (Sir  Staf- 
ford Northcote),  it  was  a  fact  that  no 
answer  had  been  given  to  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson).     Not  only 
was  the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  insufficient ;  but 
when  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
was  pressed  across  the  Table  by  a  right 
hon.   Gentleman  on    this   side  of  the 
House,  he  said — "Oh,  dear,  no!  lam 
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not  going  to  be  entrapped  into  any  off- 
hand statement  of  this  kind."  If  the 
Government  thought  they  were  going  to 
get  rid  of  the  second  reading  in  two 
more  days,  they  would  find  themselves 
very  much  mistaken.  It  would  last  a 
great  deal  longer  than  they  seemed  to 
suppose. 

LoBD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  procrastinate  or  prolong 
the  second  reading  of  the  measure ;  but 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  County  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Shaw)  had  said  that  if  they  got 
into  Committee  on  it,  it  would  then  be 
very  easy  to  settle  what  was  the  mean- 
ing of  Clause  7.  He  would  venture  to 
suggest  to  the  Prime  Minister,  however, 
that  nothing  would  tend  more  to  facili- 
tate the  discussion,  and  probably  the 
conclusion,  upon  the  second  reading  than 
a  clear  definition  from  the  Government 
as  to  what  was  the  meaning  of  Clause  7. 
Speaking  as  one  tolerably  conversant 
with  the  Ulster  Custom,  which  it  was 
proposed  to  extend  all  over  Ireland  by 
this  Bill,  he  said  that  the  whole  prin- 
ciple and  the  whole  purport  of  the  first 
part  of  the  measure  depended  upon  the 
interpretation  to  be  put  upon  Clause  7. 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had 
not  attempted  to  dispute  the  contention 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dub- 
lin ;  in  fact,  he  had  expressly  declined  to 
explain  the  meaning  of  certain  clauses, 
lest  he  should  be  drawn  into  a  wrangle. 
**No,  noI'H  The  right  hon.  and 
earned  Gentleman  had  said — but  he 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  would  not 
enter  into  a  dispute  with  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  question,  because  there 
was  really  no  answer  g^ven  to  the  argu- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dundalk  had  confirmed 
the  construction  put  upon  the  clause  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
The  Chief  Secretary  had  told  them  that 
the  interpretation  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  did  not  convey  the  intention  of 
t&e  Government ;  then,  all  he  would  ask 
was  that  they  should  put  up  someone — 
say,  the  Solicitor  Generid  for  Ireland, 
whose  answers  were  not  wanting  in  in- 
telligibility— to  tell  them  what  were  the 
intentions  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
as  to  Clause  7  ;  and  if  the  words  which 
were  now  in  the  clause  were  insufficient 
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to  adequately  explain  their  intention, 
what  words  could  be  employed  in  order 
to  make  their  object  perfectly  clear. 

Mr.  GOEST  only  wished,  for  a  mo- 
ment, to  correct  a  misapprehension  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin),  which,  bethought,  injus- 
tice to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  ought 
to  be  corrected ;  and  he  was  not  sure 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  North  Devon  had  not  fallen  into  a 
somewhat  similar  mistake.  They  had 
both  stated  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  given  no  answer  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin ; 
but  that  was  not  correct — it  was  an  injus- 
tice to  the  Government.  The  Government 
had  given  three  answers  to  that  speech. 
The  first  was  g^ven  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant ;  the  second  was  g^ven 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Dundalk ;  and  the  third  was 
g^ven  by  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land ;  and  the  peculiarity  of  the  case 
was  this — that  all  three  answers  were 
entirely  inconsistent  with  one  another. 
If  the  Government  would  allow  so 
humble  an  individual  as  himseK  to  g^ve 
them  a  piece  of  advice,  with  a  view  to 
bringing  this  discussion  to  a  satisfactory 
close,  he  would  suggest  that  they  should 
make  up  their  minds  what  they  really 
did  intend  to  mean  by  Clause  7.  If  they 
would  state  to  the  House  what  their 
real  intention  was,  the  House  would  be 
able  to  debate  the  Bill. 

Mr.  MAC  IVER  would  not  like  the 
Motion  for  adjournment  to  pass  without 
saying  a  word  on  behalf  of  a  class  of 
Members  who,  he  thought,  had  a  riffht 
to  be  heard — namely,  those  Members  wno, 
though  representing  English  boroughs 
or  counties,  still  had  a  large  number  of 
Irish  constituents.  He  was  one  of  those 
Members,  though,  it  was  probable — and 
he  admitted  it  at  once  —  thatj  at  the 
last  General  Election,  did  not  get  one 
vote  from  these  Irish  constituents.  None 
the  less,  however,  did  he  wish  to  urge 
in  the  strongest  manner  possible — and, 
no  doubt,  many  Members  from  Ireland 
and  those  who  sat  on  the  Conservative 
Benches,  and  probably  some  who  sat 
opposite,  would  agree  with  him — that 
tlie  Government  should  pass  some  mea- 
sures which  would  really  be  of  advan- 
tage to  Ireland.  He  referred  to  matters 
such  as  those  which  had  only  been  referred 
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to  briefly  by  the  noble  Lord  who  spoke 

i' ust  now  (Lord  John  Manners) .  He  had 
istened  to  all  the  speeches  of  impor- 
tance on  the  Land  Bill ;  but  felt  that 
questions  which  had  been  put  from  that 
side  of  the  House  had  not  yet  been 
answered  by  the  Government — conse- 
quently, that  the  time  had  not  come 
when  be  would  wish  to  place  his  view  of 
the  subject  before  the  attention  of  the 
House.  If  he  did  not  divide  the  House 
upon  the  Amendment  which  stood  in  his 
name,  it  would  not  be  from  any  lack  of 
intention  to  do  so,  but  from  lack  of  the 
opportunity. 

Mb.  DAWSON  had  given  three  weeks 
for  the  discussion  of  this  measure  on 
variousplatforms,  andhe  must  be  anxious 
to  know  the  result ;  therefore,  it  would  be 
interesting  to  them  and  to  the  Qovem- 
ment  to  learn  what  instructions  the  Lish 
Members  had  received  from  their  oon- 
fitituents  on  this  question.  It  could  do 
no  harm  to  hear  the  opinions  of  English 
Members  on  the  matter,  for  then  not  only 
would  the  Government  learn  the  view  of 
the  Irish  constituencies,  but  also  the  Eng- 
lish view. 

Mb.  HEALY  said,  that  as  one  anxious 
to  speak  on  the  question  he  desired  to 
make  a  suggestion  which  the  Govern- 
ment might,  perhaps,  think  valuable. 
The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Shaw)  complained 
that  no  time  had  been  allowed  to  Irish 
Members  to  speak  on  the  question,  and 
that  the  time  had  been  taken  up  by  a 
number  of  English  Members  who,  pre- 
sumably, the  hon.  Member  intended  to 
insinuate,  like  a  good  many  Irish  Mem- 
bers, did  not  know  anything  about  the 
matter.  He  would  suggest  a  course  for 
which  the  Government  had  a  good  pre- 
cedent. The  Bill,  they  were  told,  was 
very  necessary  for  Ireland,  and  the  same 
was  said  of  the  measure  to  enable  the 
Executive  to  put  Irishmen  into  prison. 
They  must  be  as  anxious  to  press  for- 
ward a  measure  for  the  protection  of  the 
farmers  as  they  were  to  press  forward 
the  other ;  therefore,  to  enable  them  to 
get  out  of  the  difficulty  he  would  pro- 
pose that  they  should  take  one  or  two 
All-night  Sittings. 

Sib  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  that 
one  reason  why  it  occurred  to  him  that 
this  debate  was  not  likely  to  close  as 
early  as  the  Premier  seemed  to  antici- 
pate was  this — that  at  the  beginning  of 
the  debate,  j  udg^ng  from  the  Irish  papers, 
the  Land  League  Convention  and  meet- 
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ings  held  in  Ireland  had  granted  per- 
mission to  those  Irish  Members  who  sat 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
to  decide  what  course  they  should  take 
on  this  measure.  Having  given  to  the 
Bill  all  the  attention  his  capacity  en- 
abled him  to  do,  he  had  been  under 
the  impression  that  its  leading  principle 
could  oe  more  fairly  and  properly  dis- 
cussed in  Committee  and,  under  such 
circumstances,  that  the  second  reading 
could  be  terminated  in  a  short  time. 
But,  to-night,  they  had  heard  from  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Shaw)  that  the  old 
arrangement  had  been  changed,  and 
that,  within  a  very  short  period,  the  ideas 
that  had  heretofore  prevailed  as  to  the 
manner  of  dealing  with  it  had  been  set 
aside,  and  that  an  Amendment  had  been 
put  upon  the  Paper — an  Amendment  not 
meeting  the  Bill  with  a  direct  negative, 
but  which  certainly  would  not  contribute 
to  its  receiving  such  a  good  reception 
'^  elsewhere,''  when  it  passed  out  of  this 
House,  as  he  could  have  wished  it  to 
receive.  Under  the  circumstances,  he 
could  not  but  suppose  that  the  Resolution 
had  been  put  forward  as  a  mere  hrutum 
fulmen.  He  hoped  hon.  Members  would 
not  content  themselves  with  putting  crude 
ideas  on  paper,  but  would  give  that  ex- 
planation which  the  House  was  anxious 
to  have  as  to  the  reason  why  this  Reso- 
lution had  been  brought  forward.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  if  hon.  Members 
were  to  explain  that  Resolution,  and  the 
House  was  to  receive  the  benefit  of  their 
views  on  the  measure  of  the  Government, 
and  on  other  matters  connected  with  the 
subject,  the  second  reading  stag^  would 
not  be  likely  to  terminate  so  early  as  the 
Prime  Minister  anticipated. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE 

BILL.— [Bill  136.] 

{Mr.  Flayfair,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Erehequer, 

Lord  Frederick  Cavendish.) 

COMMITTES. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  (Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Committee  on  this  Bill  be 
deferred." — {Lord  Frederick  Cavendith.) 

Mr.  R.  N.  fowler  wished  to  know 
whether  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish)  could  tell  him  when  the  Bill 
would  really  oome  on  ? 
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Lord  FREDEEIOK  CAVENDISH : 
If  the  hon.  Member  will  be  good  enough 
to  tell  me  when  the  debate  on  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Bill  will  come  to  an 
end,  I  will  give  him  the  information  he 
see&B 

Mb.  EITCHIE  :  WiU  it  be  the  first 
Order  of  the  Day  ? 

LoBD  FEEDERIOK  CAVENDISH : 
No  doubt  it  will  be  the  main  Business  of 
the  Day  on  which  it  is  taken. 

Question  put,  and  agr$td  to. 
Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

INDIA    OFFICE    AUDITOR    (SUPER- 
ANNUATION)  BILL.— [Bill  140.] 
{The  Marquess  of  ffartington.  Lord  Frederick 

Cavendish.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (The  Marquess  of  Hariington,) 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  he 
could  not  allow  the  Bill  to  go  forward 
without  offering  one  or  two  observations 
with  regard  to  it.  The  Bill  set  forth 
that  according  to  a  previous  Act  pro- 
vision was  made  for  the  appointment  of 
an  India  OfEce  Auditor,  and  that,  al- 
though provision  was  made  for  the  pay- 
ment of  an  annual  salary,  no  provision 
was  made  for  the  superannuation  of 
that  officer  when  his  period  of  ser- 
vice had  expired.  That  Bill  was  dis- 
cussed in  1858,  and  in  the  course  of 
the  discussion  an  hon.  Member  said 
he  did  not  know  on  what  ground  it 
was  proposed  to  appoint  a  separate  au- 
ditor, and  the  then  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  replied  that  it  would  intro- 
duce great  improvement  and  a  better 
system  of  audit  than  then  prevailed,  and 
that  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  incur 
serious  expense.  The  Bill  was  finally 
agreed  to.  Well,  how  did  this  appoint- 
ment result  in  an  improvement  of  the 
audit  service  ?  There  was  no  improve- 
ment of  any  kind  or  description  ;  in  fact, 
there  was,  practically,  no  reliable  audit 
of  the  Indian  accounts.  He  hardly  liked 
to  detain  the  House  at  this  hour — I 
o'clock  a.m. — with  lengthy  extracts  from 
the  Blue  Book  bearing  upon  the  ap- 
pointment ;  but  he  did  think  that  some 
of  the  evidence  given  before  the  Select 
Committee  on  finance,  in  1872,  was  so 
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important  that  it  ought  to  be  laid  before 
the  House  before  it  consented  to  the 
superannuation  of  the  officer  who  for  so 
many  years  had  occupied  the  post  of 
auditor.  Mr.  Harrison,  who  was  exa- 
mined before  the  Select  Committee, 
was  asked  this  question — 

"  Then,  is  there  any  person  in  this  Depart- 
ment who  possesses  any  power  of  auditing  the 
expenditure  in  the  sense  of  heing  able  to  object 
to  expenditure  as  contrary  to  law  or  contrary  to 
the  rules  and  orders  of  the  Secretary  of  State  P" 

And  the  witness's  answer  was  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Department  to  check 
all  expenditure  which  was  not  warranted 
by  the  Government  of  India.  The  ques- 
tion was  then  put — 

"  The  Department  of  Audit  does  not  look  be- 
yond the  fact,  so  that  there  is  no  audit  authority 
in  India  which  is  able  to  exercise  an  independent 
check  upon  the  expenditiire  of  money  by  the 
Local  GoveiTmient  in  that  country?  If  the 
Governor  General  in  Council,  therefore,  orders 
any  payment  that  is  final  as  regards  the  Audit 
Department  P  " — A.  "  I  consider  that  to  be  so." 

In  reply  to  a  further  question,  he  said — 

"  It  would  be  the  duty  of  an  officer  of  his  De- 
partment to  bring  to  notice  any  expenditure  he 
had  reason  to  believe  not  warrantee!. *' 

Mr.  Gay  was  also  examined  before  the 
same  Committee,  and  he  said  there 
was,  practically,  no  audit  whatever  to 
be  relied  upon.  What  had  been  the 
consequence  of  the  want  of  efficient 
audit  control  over  the  accounts  of  India  ? 
It  had  been  the  financial  blunder  and 
scandal  which  attracted  so  much  atten- 
tion recently.  The  Committee  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  system  of  keeping 
accounts,  and  into  the  relations  between 
the  military  accounts  and  the  Controller 
General,  made  a  Beport,  which  strongly 
bore  out  his  contention.  It  traced  the 
financicd  dilemma  in  India  to  the  absence 
of  anything  like  an  official  audit,  and  it 
was  pointed  out  that  the  audit  of  the  ac- 
counts in  India  was  always  lamentably 
in  arrear.  The  House  ought  to  pause 
before  assenting  to  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  unless  the  Government  could 
show  them  some  very  good  reason  for 
enlarging  the  provisions  made  in  1858. 
The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON 
regretted  that  in  consequence  of  the 
noise  in  the  House  he  had  been  unable 
to  catch  the  greater  part  of  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor).  He  was  not 
aware  from  what  Committee's  proceed- 
ings the  hon.  Gentleman  was  reading ; 
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but  if  the  hon.  Gentleinan  would  com- 
municate with  him  he  would  carefully 
examine  the  evidence,  and,  if  necessary, 
he  might  be  able  to  afford  him  some 
satisfactory  explanation.  As  far  as  he 
was  able  to  gather  from  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  he  complained  of 
the  inefficient  audit  in  India.  Under 
the  Act  of  1 858  it  was  simply  an  audit 
of  the  accounts  of  the  Qt)Temment  of 
India  at  home  which  was  appointed. 
Whether  the  audit  of  the  accounts  in 
India  was  sufficient  for  the  purpose  was 
a  subject  altogether  separate  from  the 
present  Bill.  The  audit  of  the  Home 
accounts  was  a  subject  which  had  not 
been  neglected.  It  came  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Public  Accounts  Com- 
mittee, and  some  changes  had  been 
made.  The  last  Eeport  of  that  Com- 
mittee stated  that  the  auditor  of  the 
India  Office  had  been,  in  consequence  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  Committee, 
altogether  relieved  of  the  duties  formerly 
imposed  upon  him,  and  was  now  enabled 
to  carry  out  an  entirely  independent 
audit.  He  would  not  say  that  the  sub- 
ject of  the  accounts  in  India  was  not  one 
worthy  of  consideration ;  but  he  would 
submit  to  the  House  that  it  was  entirely 
separate  from  the  present  Bill,  and  it 
would  be  almost  irregular  to  discuss  it 
now.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was  clearly 
set  forth  in  the  Preamble,  and  the  House 
would  see  there  was  no  reason  why  the 
Bill  should  not  be  passed. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  he  had  given 
Notice  of  opposition  to  the  Bill ;  but  he 
did  so  when  the  Bill  was  not  printed. 
Having  seen  the  Bill,  however,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  allow  it  to  pass.  It 
did  seem  unfair  that  a  body  of  officials 
should  be  precluded  from  any  pension 
on  account  of  what  might  very  properly 
be  called  a  technicaliiy — on  account  of 
there  being  no  mention  of  their  offices 
in  the  Act  of  1858. 

Me.  DAWSON  had  no  wish  to  oppose 
the  Motion  for  the  superannuation  of 
these  officials ;  but  he  thought  the  thanks 
of  the  House  were  due  to  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  for  having  called 
attention  to  the  lamentable  want  of 
regularity  in  the  keeping  of  accounts  in 
India.  It  was  evident  the  deficiencies 
which  the  taxpayers  in  this  country  were 
called  upon  to  supply  might  have  been 
prevented. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  had  no  wish  to  delay 
Business;    but  it  seemed  to  him  the 
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audit  of  the  Indian  aoooonts  was  per- 
formed in  an  absiird  and  inefficient 
manner.  It  would  be  well  that  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  perusing 
the  Beports  which  criticized  unfavour- 
ably the  conduct  of  the  auditors  to  whom 
it  was  now  proposed  to  make  an  allow- 
ance ;  and  in  order  that  such  an  oppor- 
tunity should  be  afforded  the  noble 
Marquess,  he  begged  to  move  that  the 
debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Mb.  HEALY  seconded  the  Motion. 
He  desired  to  point  out  the  inconvenience 
of  bringing  on  the  Bill  at  this  hour  of 
the  morning.  No  one  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  offer  any  remarks  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  and  it  appeared  to  him  that  if  there 
was  any  desire  on  the  part  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
to  save  the  time  of  the  House,  they  would 
not  press  Bills  of  this  importance  at  this 
late  hour..  If  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  persisted  in  his 
Motion  he  should  certainly  divide  with 
him. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned."— 
{Mr,  Biggar,) 

Thb  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  would 
not  press  his  Motion,  for  the  Bill  related 
to  the  audit  of  the  Home  accounts  ;  and 
the  hon.  Member  must  see  that  it  was 
impossible  that  the  Indian  accounts 
should  be  audited  by  the  Auditor  Gene- 
ral. As  matters  stood,  the  auditors  had 
no  superannuation,  because,  although 
a  few  of  them  who  had  retired  had  re- 
ceived grants  equal  to  superannuation 
by  virtue  of  the  authority  in  the  Indian 
Council,  they  had  no  legal  right  to  su- 
perannuation. It  was  desirable  that 
superannuation  should  be  established  by 
law 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  the 
very  thing  he  wished  to  elicit  had  been 
shown  by  the  noble  Marquess  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India.  For  instance, 
there  had  alreadv  been  several  auditors 
in  the  position  of  the  official  whose  case 
was  being  dealt  with.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
had  found  the  means  of  providing  for 
them,  and  had  placed  a  charge  on  the 
Revenue  of  India  which  was  not  just 
The  noble  Marquess  had  himself  ad- 
mitted the  fact.  He  said  the  system 
was  not  one  to  be  recommended,  and 


CUSTOMS   (OTTTPORT  OFFICERS). 

Select  Committee  appointed,  "  to  inquire  into 
the  conditions  of  service  and  the  rates  of  pay  of 
the  Customs  Out-door  Officers  at  the  Outports, 
with  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records,  and  to  report  to  this  House."— (ilfr. 
Ifonoood.) 

POST   OFFICE   (land)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Fawcett,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  with  respect  to  the  acquisition  of  Land 
and  the  execution  of  Instruments  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Post  Office,  ordered  to  be  brought 
m  by  'hir.  Fawcett  and  Lord  FaEDERicK 
Cavendish. 

BiHpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  150.] 

House  adjoomed  at  half  after 

One  o'clock. 
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now  he  wanted  the  House  to  pass  a  Bill 
providing  superannuation  of  an  auditor, 
while  stating  that  in  previous  instances 
such  a  step  had  not  been  considered  ne- 
cessary. It  appeared  to  him  that  that 
fact  alone  was  sufficient  to  show  that 
the  audit  of  Indian  accounts  in  England 
was  in  an  unsatisfactory  condition.  The 
Auditor  General  had  not,  he  maintained , 
done  what  he  ought  to  have  done.  He 
ought  to  be  the  Financial  Adviser  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  to  enlighten  him 
upon  any  shortcomings  in  the  system  of 
audit  in  this  country,  or  in  India.  The 
shortcomines  in  the  system  in  India  had 
been  most  flagrant,  and  had  resulted  in 
what  was  really  little  short  of  a  public 
di^race  and  a  public  scandal.  The 
aucutor  had  not  done  his  duty  in  such 
a  way  as  to  warrant  a  special  Bill  being 
passed  in  his  favour.  It  was,  however, 
useless  to  disguise  the  fact  that  the 
sense  of  the  House  was  in  favour  of  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill ;  and  he 
would,  therefore,  appeid  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  to 
withdraw  his  Motion.  At  the  same 
time,  he  trusted  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess would  favour  the  House  in  a  short 
time  with  his  views  as  to  what  steps 
should  be  taken  for  dealing  with  this 
subject. 

Ma.  BIGGAE,  on  the  appeal  of  his 
hoU.  Friend  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor), 
who  seemed  to  be  the  only  Member  of 
the  House  who  understood  the  question, 
begged  leave  to  withdraw  the  Motion. 
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Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 
for  Monday  next. 


MOTIONS. 


LOCAL  OOVBRKMENT  PROVISIONAL  OBDERS 
(BRENTFORD   UNION,    &C.)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibrert,  Bill  to  confirm 
certain  Proviaional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  relating  to  the  Kural  Sanitary 
District  of  the  Brentford  Union,  the  Bromley 
and  Beckenham  Joint  Hospital  District,  the 
Local  Government  District  oi  Burgess  Hill,  the 
Eoral  Sanitary  District  of  the  Cuckfield  Union, 
the  Local  Government  District  of  Houghton-lo- 
Sprin^,  the  Special  Drainage  District  of  Hurst- 
perpoint,  the  Local  Government  District  of 
Marple,  the  Stourhridge  Main  Drainage  Dis- 
trict, and  the  Rural  Sanitary  District  of  the 
Whitehaven  Union,  ordered  to  he  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Hibbekt  and  Mr.  Dodsox. 

Bill^^«fn^^<^,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  149.] 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bill— Second  Beading  ^ 
Municipal  Franchise  (Scotland)  (65). 

GTIS  IMPERIAL  MAJESTY 
THE  EMPEROR  OF  ALL  THE  RUSSIA8. 

H.R.I.H.    THE     DUCHESS    OF     EDINBURGH'S 
ANSWER  TO   MESSAGE   OP   CONDOLENCE. 

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  reported. 
That  his  Grace  and  the  Duke  of  Bed- 
ford waited  on  Her  Koyal  and  Imperial 
Highness  the  Duchess  of  Edinburgh, 
Grand  Duchess  of  Eussia,  with  the  mes- 
sage of  the  15th  of  Inarch  last,  and 
that  Her  Royal  and  Imperial  Highness 
had  returned  the  following  answer ; 
viz. : — 

My  Lord  Dukes, 

I  receive  the  message  of  condolence  which 
the  House  of  Lords  has  charged  you  to  present 
to  me  with  sincere  gratitude. 

May  1  ask  you  to  have  the  goodness  to  offer 
to  the  House  in  return  my  heartfelt  thanks, 
and  to  say  that  I  am  deeply  sensible  of  the 
manner  in  which  it  has  expressed  its  sympathy 
towards  me  in  my  heavy  affliction. 

FRANCE  AND  TUNIS— OCCUPATION  OF 

KEF,  &c. 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Earl  DE  LA  WAER  said,  that  with 
the  permission  of  the  noble  Earl   tho 
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Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
he  would  put  a  Question  to  him  rela- 
tiye  to  what  was  nowpassing  in  Tunis. 
He  wished  to  know,  Whether  the  noble 
Earl  could  give  any  information  relative 
to  affairs  in  the  Kegency  of  Tunis,  more 
especially  as  regarded  the  occupation  of 
Kef,  Tabarca,  and  Bizerta  by  French 
troops,  and  the  contemplated  advance  to 
Porto  Farina,  Beja,  and  other  places  in 
the  interior  of  the  country,  in  opposition 
to  the  protest  of  the  Bey,  and  without 
any  intimation  of  change  in  the  pre- 
viously existing  friendly  relations  be- 
tween France  and  Tunis!?  He  feared, 
judging  from  imformation  on  which  he 
could  rely,  that  there  would  be  further 
occupation  unless  there  were  some 
understanding  or  intervention  in  the 
case 

Eakl  GRAJmLLE  :  My  Lords,  the 
information  which  reaches  us  from  Tunis 
and  Paris  is  frequently  not  in  accord. 
There  appears  to  be  no  doubt  that  the 
French  have  crossed  the  Frontier  and 
occupied  Kef  and  Tabarca,  and  I  believe 
3,000  men  have  been  landed  at  Bizerta, 
in  order,  as  is  stated,  to  maintain  a 
cordon  of  troops.  I  may  mention  inci- 
dentally that  H.M.S.  Monarch  and  a  gun- 
boat have  been  stationed  opposite  Tunis, 
in  the  interest  of  British  subjects,  in 
case  there  should  be  any  popular  dis- 
order, of  which  I  hope  there  is  no 
chance.  It  does  not  appear  unreason- 
able that  the  French  should  resent  out- 
rages within  the  Algerian  Frontier,  and 
should  take  measures  to  prevent  the  re- 
currence of  such  outrages.  The  French 
Oovemment  have  constantly  given  us 
assurances  that  they  have  no  intention 
to  annex  territory ;  and  yesterday  they 
formally  and  distinctly  authorized  Lord 
Lyons  to  assure  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  there  was  no  idea  of  conquest 
or  annexation  with  regard  to  Tunis. 
My  Lords,  we  are  not  jealous  of  the 
legitimate  influence  which  a  gpreat  coun- 
try like  France  may  exercise  over  a  weak 
and  much  less  civilized  neighbour,  as  long 
as  that  influence  is  not  exercised  to  the 
injury  of  our  Treaty  rights  or  the  po- 
sition of  British  subjects  trading  or  re- 
sidine  in  Tunis.  I  need  not  say  that 
it  will  be  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gt>vemment  to  carefully  wateh  that  any 
arrangements  which  may  arise  out  of 
the  operations  now  going  on  do  not 
clash  with  those  rights. 

^arl  1)0  La  Warr 


SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  TBANSVAAL- 

THE  SURRENDER  OF  POTCHEF- 

STROOM.— OBSERVATIONS. 

LoBD  WAVENEY,  seeing  the  Colo- 
nial Secretory  in  his  place,  wished  to 
say  a  word  with  regard  to  the  Transvaal, 
although  he  could  hardly  expect  a 
reply.  Whether  or  not,  he  ooiild  not 
refrain  from  making  a  suggestion  to 
the  noble  Lord.  After  the  defenders 
of  Potehefstroom  had  surrendered,  the 
Boers  stated  that  they  would  return  the 
arms  taken,  and  allow  the  garrison  to 
be  replaced  ;  but,  althous^h  half  a  regi- 
ment had  been  detached  for  the  pur- 
pose, it  had  not  yet  reached  the  citaidel, 
the  arms  had  not  yet  been  restored, 
and  there  was  an  avowed  determination 
— so  far  as  popular  rumour  could 
justify  the  assertion— on  the  part  of  the 
Boers  to  prevent  that  restoration.  He 
was  aware  of  the  unwillingness  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  interfere  with 
the  discretion  of  the  Colonial  officials; 
but  he  thought  this  was  an  occasion 
when  the  Government  would  do  well  to 
take  steps  to  support  the  garrison  by  a 
strong  column  of  troops. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBEBLEY:  My 
Lords,  I  must  point  out  to  my  noble 
Friend  that  it  is  rather  inconvenient  to 
introduce  a  matter  of  considerable  inte- 
rest without  reg^ar  Notice.  I  do  not, 
at  the  present  moment,  feel  disposed  to 
enter  into  the  subject  further  than  to 
say  that  we  have  every  confidence  in  Sir 
Evelyn  Wood,  who  will  take  whatever 
military  precautions  may  be  necessary 
and  adapted  to  the  occasion. 

MUNICIPAL    FRANCHISE    (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— (No.  66.) 
{Th$  Earl  of  Camperdoum,) 
SECOND   BEADIKQ. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Thb  Earl  of  OAMPEEDOWN,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  the  Bill  was  another 
step  in  the  direction  of  the  emancipation 
of  women.  Its  object  would  be  found 
in  the  Preamble — 

**  Whereas  in  the  Act  thirty-two  and  thiit^- 
three  Victoria,  chapter  fifty-fire,  it  is  piorided 
that  in  that  Act,  and  other  Acta  of  Parliament 
therein  recited,  whenever  words  occur  which 
import  the  masculine  gender,  the  same  shall  be 
held  to  include  females  for  all  purposes  con« 
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nested  vritli  uid  having  Tefarenc*  to  the  right 
to  vote  in  the  election  of  Town  CoanciUorB  in 
England ;  and  whereas  it  ie  exj^edient  that  in 
this  respect  the  mimicipal  franchise  in  ScoUand 
shall  be  aBsimila.t«d  to  that  of  England." 

He  knew  of  no  reason  whj  the  females 
of  Scotland  should  be  placed  in  an  in- 
ferior poaition  to  the  females  of  Eng- 
land ;  tiierefore  he  asked  their  Lordships 
to  give  the  measure  a  second  reading. 
He  might  add  that  there  had  been  no 
opposition  to  the  measure  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament. 

Moved,  "That  theBill  be  now  read  2V" 
—{Tka  Earl  of  Campirrdoum.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  eommilfgd  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

NAVAL  EDUCATION. 
QITESTION.       OBSEBTATtOMS. 

Loao  MOI^EAOLE  rose  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  con- 
sidered the  advisability  of  raising  the 
limit  of  age  for  the  admission  of  cadets 
to  the  Navy  ?  He  would  also  take  occa- 
sion, as  this  was  a  naval  matter,  to  oak 
if  the  Qovernment  possessed  any  further 
information  with  respect  to  the  sad  loss 
of  Her  Majesty's  ship  Dottrel  ?  With 
regard  to  the  subject  of  the  Question  of 
which  he  bad  given  Notice,  it  was  stated 
that  cadets  should  be  taken  at  an  early 
age  because  there  was  so  much  to  learn, 
and  further,  because  the  service  was  so 
disagreeable  and  the  pay  was  bo  bad 
that  if  the  officers  did  not  join  at  a  very 
early  ago  we  should  never  get  them  at 
all.  The  latter  argument  was  almost 
beneath  the  dignity  of  the  House  to 
consider.  He  hoped  it  had  not  come  to 
this — that  a  great  nation  like  England 
should  have  to  decoy  officers  into  one  of 
the  most  important  Services  at  an  age 
when  they  did  not  know  what  they  were 
doing,  in  the  hope  that  they  would  per- 
force have  to  remain  in  the  Service, 
because  when  they  came  to  the  years  of 
discretion,  and  other  men  were  entering 
into  life  and  selecting  their  professions, 
they  would  be  so  handicapped  that  ^ey 
would  be  unable  to  leave  the  Seivice  and 
take  any  other  path  in  life.  In  his  opinion, 
the  limit  of  age  was  at  present  too  low, 
and  the  system  of  education  after  the 
admission  of  cadets  was  unsatisfactory. 
After  their  admission  they  were  put  on 
board  the  BriUmnia  for  two  years,  during 


which  time  they  were  instructed  in  the 
theoretical  or  scientific  part  of  their  naval 
education.  Then  they  were  sent  afloat 
for  five  years  for  practical  education, 
after  which  they  were  sent  to  the  Naval 
College  at  Greenwich,  where  they  had 
theoretical  instruction,  which  was  little 
more  than  a  repetition  of  what  they  had 
received  on  board  the  Britannia.  He 
thought  it  was  a  mistake  not  to  have  the 
theoretical  and  practical  instruction  com- 
bined in  one  educational  course.  If  boys 
could  enter  the  Navy  at  the  age  of  IS 
or  15}  years  instead  of  between  13  and 
13,  they  could  go  to  public  schools,  and 
in  them  obtain  a  more  liberal  education 
before  entering  the  Naval  Service  as 
cadets,  and  on  their  entry  they  could  at 
once  commence  their  practical  education. 
He  trusted  that  the  matter  would  be 
taken  into  consideration  by  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  his  Col- 
leagues. 

Viscount  8IDM0UTH,  while  think- 
ing that  the  noble  Lord  who  had  brought 
forward  this  subject  was  entitled  to  the 
thanks  of  those  who  took  an  interest  in 
the  Naval  Profession  for  having  intro- 
duced this  question,  hoped  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  would  carefully 
consider  the  matter  in  consultation  witii 
his  Naval  Advisers  before  he  adopted 
the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Lord.  He 
thought  he  spoke  the  opinion  of  all 
naveil  officers  of  high  standing  when  he 
said  that  nothing  tended  to  form  the 
character  of  our  naval  officers  more  than 
the  early  age  at  which  they  entered  the 
Service.  Sending  a  lad  afloat  early 
inured  him  to  the  hardships  of  naval 
life,  and  enabled  him  to  leam  what  was 
still  more  essential  than  scientific  know- 
ledge. It  gave  him  habits  of  discipline, 
and  afforded  him  as  opportunity  of 
acquiring  a  knowledge  of  the  wants  and 
wishes  of  the  sailor.  It  was  the  opinion 
of  the  most  distinguished  naval  officers 
that  no  one  ever  could  become  a  thorough 
seaman  unless  he  went  to  sea  early.  The 
Admiralty  had  proceeded  in  a  wrong 
direction  when  they  made  cadets  pass  a 
long  period  in  the  Naval  ColleM  at 
Greenwich,  when  they  ought  to  be  at 
sea.  The  proximity  of  Greenwich  to 
London  made  a  residence  at  that  College 
pemiciouB  to  young  men. 

The  Eabl  of  DALHOUSIE:  My 
Lords,  this  is  not  a  Party  question ;  and 
as,  I  believe,  my  noble  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Admiralty  is  anxious  that 
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it  should  be  discussed,  I  will  ask  to  be 
allowed  to  make  a  few  observations. 
There  are  several  things  which  ought  to 
be  borne  in  mind  whenever  this  ques- 
tion is  considered.  One  is,  that  the 
entire  system  of  training  young  officers, 
to  which  we  stUl  adhere  in  the  British 
Navy,  is  a  thing  by  itself.  It  is  totally 
unlike  that  of  every  other  nation  in  the 
world.  Of  course,  we  may  be  wiser  than 
the  rest  of  the  world.  But  when  we  find 
that  America  and  Bussia,  France  and 
Germany,  Sweden  and  Denmark,  have 
all  of  them  adopted  systems  of  naval 
education  which  in  some  degree  resemble 
each  other,  and  are  all  of  them  widely 
diflPerent  from  ours,  I  think  we  should 
best  show  our  wisdom  by  carefully  con- 
sidering this  matter.  Another  point  is, 
that  on  two  occasions,  at  least,  within 
the  last  eight  years,  we  have  been 
seriously  contemplating  fundamental 
changes  in  it  ourselves.  If  Mr.  Goschen 
had  remained  longer  at  the  Admiralty, 
I  believe  he  would  have  dealt  very 
thoroughly  with  this  question.  And  1 
know  that  when  the  late  Admiral  Sir 
Hastings  Yelverton  held  the  Office  of 
First  Sea  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  under 
Mr.  Ward  Hunt,  he,  too,  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  entire  system  of  en- 
tering and  training  young  naval  officers 
ought  to  be  recast.  But  his  illness  and 
re&ement  from   Office    postponed  the 

?uestion  for  the  second  time.  Again, 
think  that  when  we  find  that  our 
system,  besides  differing  entirely  from 
all  others  with  which  it  can  be  com- 
pared, is  in  itself  of  so  peculiar  and 
anomalous  a  nature  that  any  unpreju- 
diced person  approaching  it  for  the  first 
time  would  assuredly  condemn  it  on 
general  grounds,  the  presumption  in 
favour  of  its  modification  is,  at  least,  as 
strong  as  that  in  favour  of  its  retention. 
Moreover,  I  believe  that  the  officers  of 
the  Navy  are  themselves  by  no  means 
generally  satisfied  with  the  present  state 
of  things.  I  know  that  the  minds  of 
some  of  our  best  officers,  from  Sir 
Thomas  Symonds  downwards,  have  been 
for  years  past  considerably  exercised  on 
this  subject.  I  frequently  hear  it  said 
that,  at  all  events,  naval  officers  agree 
as  to  its  cardinal  feature — namely,  that 
boys  should  be  sent  to  sea  as  early  as 
possible.  But,  my  Lords,  that  is  not 
the  case.  I  have  already  mentioned  the 
name  of  the  late  Sir  Hastings  Yelverton, 
who,  I  may  say,  is  generally  admitted 

The  Marl  of  Dalhoxme 


by  naval  men  to  have  been  one  of  the 
most  accomplished  officers  that  the  Bri- 
tish Navy  has  produced  in  modem  times, 
as  disapproving  the  present  system  of 
naval  education.  Now,  among  other 
things,  he  was  in  favour  of  raising  the 
age  of  entry.  And  he  was  not  alone  in  his 
opinion.  Admiral  Sir  G^oflfrey  Hornby, 
who  only  the  other  day,  and  at  a  very 
critical  time,  was  Commander-in-Chi^ 
in  the  Mediterranean,  and  is  now  Presi- 
dent of  Greenwich  College,  holds,  I  be- 
lieve, similar  views.  And  Admiral  Fan- 
shaw,  who  for  some  time  held  the  ap- 
pointment of  President  of  the  Naval  Col- 
lege at  Greenwich,  and  was  afterwards, 
only  the  other  day,  Commander-in-Chief 
at  Portsmouth,  has  expressed  himself 
very  strongly  on  this  point.  I  could 
mention  other  names,  only  that  their 
owners  might  object  to  my  doing  so 
without  permission.  But  I  have  said 
enough  to  show  that  I  have  good  rea- 
son for  asserting  that  our  best  officers 
are  by  no  means  unanimous  as  to  the 
advisability  of  sending  boys  to  sea  as 
soon  as  possible.  On  other  points  opi- 
nions differ  still  more  widely.  Some 
officers  think  that  cadets  should  not  only 
be  entered  later,  but  that  they  should  be 
systematically  taught  both  the  theoreti- 
cal and  practical  parts  of  their  Profession, 
as  much,  at  least,  as  they  require  to 
know  in  order  to  perform  its  ordinaiy 
duties,  before  they  are  sent  to  do  the 
work  of  officers  in  sea-going  ships.  I 
will  presently  endeavour  to  show  your 
Lordships  that  this  plan  would  be  pre- 
ferable to  the  present  arrangement.  But, 
first,  I  will  describe  what  the  present 
arrangement  is.  Cadets  enter  the  Bri' 
tannia  by  limited  competitive  examina- 
tion between  the  ages  of  12  and  ISi. 
Many  of  them  are  then  mere  children. 
Some  are  almost  babies.  But  all  are 
far  too  young  to  choose  a  profes- 
sion for  themselves;  and  they  are  too 
young,  also,  for  a  competitive  examina- 
tion to  be  a  satisfactory  test  of  their 
intellectual  ability.  They  enter  the 
Navy,  some  because  in  their  simplicity 
they  fancy  it  offers  the  nearest  escape 
from  lessons  and  from  school;  others 
because  their  imaginations  have  been 
fired  by  Feler  Simple  and  MtdihipvMn 
Easy ;  but  the  greater  number  because 
their  parents  are  anxious  to  get  their 
children  off  their  hands — and  uie  Navy 
offers  the  earliest  and  oheapeet  oppor- 
tunity of  being  rid  of  tliem.     Having 
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passed    the   examination,   they  go  for 
two  years  to  the  Jiritannia,  the  training- 
ship  at  Dartmouth.     I  may  say,  in  pass- 
ing, that  it  is  only  by  courtesy  that  the 
Britannia  can  be  called  a  ship.     It  is  not 
really  a  ship  at  all.     It  is  only  a  hulk, 
or  rather  two  hulks,  securely  moored  in 
Dartmouth  Harbour,  and  as  steady  as 
any  house.     There  are  no  masts,  except 
a  jury  foremast  and  bowsprit;  and  the 
internal  fittings  and   arrangements  do 
not    resemble,    in    any   way,   those  of 
a  man-of-war.     The  course  of  instruc- 
tion "embraces  elementary  mathematics, 
French,  navigation,  and  such  seaman- 
ship as  can  be  taught  by  books  and 
models.      All  this  could,  of  course,  be 
better  taught  on  shore.     But  that  is  a 
mere  matter  of  detail,  although  I  must 
say  it  is  a  very  expensive  one  to  the 
country.     On  passing   out  of  the  Bri- 
tannia,  cadets  go  to  a  sea-going  ship  as 
officers,  for  a  time  varying  from  4^^  to  5 J 
years.     Now,  I  especially  wish  to  call 
my  noble  Friend's  attention  to  those  five 
years  of  sea  service  as  midshipman,  be- 
cause, next  to  the   early  age  of  entry, 
this  point  is,  to  my  mind,  the  weakest  in 
our   present  system.     The  life   that  a 
midshipman  leads,   although  I  myself 
thought  it  a  very  jolly  life  at  the  time, 
is  a  curiosity  in  its  way.     From  an  edu- 
cational point   of    view,  looking  at  it 
merely  as  a  moans  of  training  young 
officers  in  the  duties  of  their  Profession, 
it  seems  to  me  now,  now  that  I  am  able 
to  look  back  upon  it  with  more  know- 
ledge and  experience,  to  involve  a  very 
great  and  unavoidable  waste  of  time.  It 
is  about  as  ill- organized  and  as  unpro- 
fitable, even  from  a  purely  professional 
foint  of  view,  as  can  well  be  conceived, 
t  combines  the  maximum  of  hard  work 
with   the  minimum  of  opportunity  for 
acquiring  professional   knowledge  and 
experience.    And  chiefly  for  this  reason, 
that  a  midshipman  is  expected  to   do 
both  the  duties  of  an  officer  and  the 
lessons  of  a  schoolboy — two  things  which 
are  absolutely  incompatible  with  each 
other.     He  has  to  lead,  as  it  were,  a 
double  life ;  and  except  in  those  ships 
where  the  naval  instructor  is  a  man  of 
exceptional  zeal  and  ability,  or  .where 
the  captain  of  the  ship  takes  a  great 
interest    in  the  midshipmen,   only  the 
oleverest  and  most  energetic  boys  sue* 
ceed    in    performing    that    feat    satis- 
factorily.     The  teaching  staff  of   the 
British  Navy  is  probably  nearly  equal 


in  number  to  that  of  all  the  other  Navies 
in  the  world  ;  but  it  is  impossible  to  ex- 
pect that  all  the  72  naval  instructors 
whose  names  are  on  The  Navy  List  should 
be  men  of  exceptional  ability.  Neither 
can  every  captain  of  a  ship  find  time  to 
look  very  closely  after  his  midshipmen. 
I  know  that  an  average  boy  in  an 
average  ship  finds  it  very  up-hill  work, 
and  makes  little  progress  in  anything, 
partly  because  his  time  is  so  broken  up, 
and  partly  because,  owing  to  the  age  at 
which  he  left  school,  he  has  not,  gene- 
rally speaking,  been  sufficiently  grounded 
in  anything.  First,  as  to  his  officer's 
duties.  He  is  generally  in  four  watches 
— that  is  to  say,  he  has  to  be  on  deck  for 
six  hours  out  of  the  24,  and  on  three 
nights  out  of  every  four  he  has  a  four 
hours'  night-watch,  either  from  8  to  12, 
12  to  4,  or  4  to  8.  Then  he  has  his 
quarters — I  mean  his  division  of  guns — 
to  attend  to.  The  cleaning  and  inspec- 
tion of  these,  and  the  inspection  of  the 
men  belonging  to  them,  together  with 
their  rifles  and  cutlasses,  give  him,  on 
an  average,  another  hour's  work  every 
day.  He  has  also  to  keep  lists  of  all 
the  clothes  of  the  men  belonging  to  his 
division,  and  to  help  the  lieutenant  of 
the  division  to  inspect  periodically  the 
men's  kits  and  bedding.  He  has  to 
attend  all  drills  and  evolutions  aloft, 
and  all  the  general  drills  of  great  g^ns 
and  small-arm  companies,  besides  being 
drilled  himself  for  his  own  instruction. 
When  on  watch  his  duties,  though  use- 
ful and  even  necessary  for  the  discipline 
and  cleanliness  of  the  ship,  are,  gene- 
rally speaking,  not  very  improving  to 
himself.  I  might  almost  say  that,  un- 
less the  ship  is  at  sea  under  sail,  or  under 
steam,  and  in  company  with  other  ships, 
these  duties,  so  far  as  the  acquirement 
of  professional  knowledge  and  expe- 
rience go,  are  scarcely  better  than  waste 
of  time.  There  is  little  more  to  be  learnt 
from  them  than  habits  of  obedience  and 
tact  in  the  management  of  men — two 
things  which,  if  he  is  made  of  the  right 
sort  of  stuff,  an  English  boy  does  not 
require  five  years  to  learn.  He  has,  of 
course,  at  all  times  to  see  that  the  officer 
of  the  watch's  orders  are  carried  out, 
and  sometimes,  no  doubt,  he  learns  a 
^ood  deal  by  doing  so.  Then  at  night 
he  has  to  go  the  rounds  periodically, 
generally  once  every  half-hour,  in  com- 

Sany  with  the  ship's  corporal.     In  the 
ay-time  he  has  to  see  that  the  decks 
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are  properly  swept  and  Bonittbed,  and  i  well-knovii  fact  when  I  say  that  it  is 
tho  brasBwock  properly  poliehed.  When  |  the  general  complaint  among  officers  in 
'  ■  '  '  the  higher  ranks  of  the  Navy  that,  what- 
ever be  the  cause,  midshipmen  are  less 
useful  as  officers,  and  that  they  leara 
less  seamanahip  now-a-days  than  for* 
merly.  Here  is  a  statement  made  by 
Admiral  Byder,  who  is  now  Cammander< 
in-Chief  at  Portsmouth,     He  says — 


these  performances  are  going  on  it 
the  midshipman  of  the  watch's  duty  to 
act  as  a  sort  of  house-maid  superin- 
teadeat.  I  should  not  object  to  his 
doing  this  if  only  he  had  already  learnt 
the  rudiments  of  his  Profession  instead  of 
having  them  still  to  learn,  and  no  time 
to  learn  them  in.  Some  of  your  Lord- 
ships may,  perhaps,  have  seen  the  bur- 
lesque called  n.h.S.  Pinafo 
the  opening  scene  of  that  burlesqu< 
really  not  much  of  a  caricature.  It  is 
a  tolerably  accurate  representation  of 
what  takes  place  on  board  a  man-of-war 
eveiy  morning.  I  need  not,  therefore, 
describe  in  detail  those  bite  of  routine. 
Neither  will  I  enlarge  upon  their  educa- 
tional value.  I  will  leave  your  Lord- 
ships to  judge  of  that;  and  I  feel  sure 
that  when  my  noble  Friend  has  time  to 
look  into  this  question  of  naval  educa- 
tion, and  to  e3:amine  it  for  himself,  he 
will  agree  that  it  is  a  mistake  that  young 
officers  should  be  compelled  to  give  so 
much   time   to   the   superintendence  c 


21  or  22— for  die  rank  of  lieutonant." 
Well,  my  Lords,  if  there  is  any  falling 
off  in  respect  of  seamanship,  it  is  s 
serious  thing.  To  my  mind,  no  amount 
of  theoretical  and  mathematical  know- 
ledge could  make  up  for  any  falling  oS 
in  the  ready  practical  instinct  which  is 
supposed  to  be,  and  ought  to  be,  charac- 
teristic of  a  naval  ofKcer.  But  how  would 
,      .  ,  -    .         ,  -  „  the  case  stand,  my  Lords,  if,  instead  of 

much  time  to  the  supermtendenee  of  gaining  a  great  deal  of  theoretical  know- 
mere  deta.la  of  routine,  at  a  time  of  life  if^j  %  \^^  sacrifice,  it  should  turn 
when  they  ought  to  be  employed  in  f>"-        ■  ■'    ■  ■     ■■  .         -     ..       ^ 

quiring  knowledge  that  would  be  of  i 
to  them  afterwards.  In  addition  to  thi 
duties,  a  midshipman  is  expected  to  study 


>  couple  of  hours,  at  least,  every 
forenoon,  and  in  some  ships  again  in 
the  afternoon  as  well,  with  the  naval 
instructor.  It  ia  becoming  more  and 
more  the  custom  to  relieve  midshipmen 
from  their  watch  on  deck,  in  order  tha*  ^"^"i^J^Vin^ 
they  may  attend  school,  as  it  is  called  ■  ■ 
and 


out  that  ia  the  great  majority  of  casee 
"  gain  is  almost  nothing,  and  in  some 
^  cases  even  a  minus  quantity  P  What  do 
the  highest  authorities  say  on  this  point? 
Admiral  Sir  Cooper  Key  says  in  evi- 
dence— 


"  We  know  that  the  course  of  Btud3r  at  sea  il 
very  dcsultor;  and  irregular,  and  that  the  mid- 
shipmen, therefore,  lose  a  great  deal  of  what 


'  as  President  of 


to  such  an  extent  is  this  carried  |^«  ^J««  says   speaking  s 
o„„-a-days,  that  a  captain  of  a  ship  no»  '  ^¥  ^^"^  GoM^H^,  and  referring  to  the 
in  commission  applied,  not  many  weeks  i«;.^  °"^''"^«  '"'"'^^  through  which  mid- 


I  do  midship- 


ipmen,  orrather  acting  sub-lieutenants, 
have  to  go  after  completing  their  five 


duties,  because  his  midshipmen  p®""' ^""''^^  **  ^^*- 

were  constantly  down  below  with  the  '  "All  wo  teach,  or  nearly  all  we  leech  Ihem, 
naval  instructor.  I  know  that  many  i  t^^J'  ""K*"*  *^  ^»'«  known  when  they  left  the 
officers  think  that  this  change  is  not  for  , ' 


the  bettor,  though  that  ia  not,  I  bel: 

the  general  opinion,  nor,  under  the 

cumstances,  is  it  mice.      But  I  admit 

that  it  is  very  possible  that  midshipmi 

may  thus  lose  much  of  the  practical  e: 

perience  which  is  the  main  object  of  i  one  of  the  NavalTnBtructoTS  of  the  Col- 

"    '     being  sent  to  sea,  and  that  it  is  |  lege,  Mr.  Obom,  aays — 


Dr.  Hurst,  the  Director  of  Studies,  saji 
;-  that  this  examination  for  sub-lieutenaDla 
is  almost,  if  not  quite,  as  simple  as  the 
examination  which  they  passed  as  naval 
cadets  on  leaving  the  BrilttnHut.     And 


paratively  little  theoretical  knowledgi 
to  make  up  for  that  loss,  owing  to  tht 
many  hindrances  to  study  which 


"  Speaking  in  a  very  genenl  way,  they  hiit 
forgotten  ererything  nearlv;  bat,  of  coonci 
there  are  exceptions.  I  thii^  yon  may  nytUt 
they  have  forgotten  everything." 


separable  from  ship  life.    As  to  the  first  i  Ur.   Laughton,    tb«   eenior  Naval  In- 
of  thess  two  points,  I  am  only  stating  a  stnictor  at  Qreonwich,  aays — 
The  Earl  of  DaXUww 
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"  They  have  so  utterly  forgotten  what  they 
learnt  in  the  Britannia^  that  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  say  that  they  had  learnt  anything." 

The  Committee,  in  their  Report,  com- 
mentiDg  on  this  evidence,  remark,  with 
a  simplicity  which  seems  almost  ironi- 
cal— 

**  It  is  unsatisfactory  that  these  young  officers, 
after  having  been  six  years  at  sea,  mostly  under 
naval  instructors,  and  after  the  half-yearly 
examinations  on  board  ship,  should  have  to 
recover  at  the  College  the  knowledge  which 
they  had  carried  with  them  when  they  left  the 
Britannia  y 

Well,  my  Lords,  this  evidence,  I  think, 
proves  pretty  conclusively  that  a  mid- 
shipman^s  studies  in  a  sea-going  ship — 
except,  as  I  have  already  said,  in  the 
case  of  men  of  unusual  energy  and  ability, 
or  placed  in  exceptionally  favourable 
circumstances — are  a  snare  and  a  delu- 
sion. And  this  is  precisely  what  any 
unprejudiced  person  acquainted  with  the 
internal  economy  of  a  man-of-war  would 
expect.  For  what  sort  of  a  school  do 
you  suppose,  my  Lords,  is  it  possible  to 
set  up  on  board  of  a  man-of-war  ?  Why, 
even  under  the  most  favourable  circum- 
stances, when  the  captain  gives  up  his 
cabin,  as  he  sometimes  does,  to  be  used 
as  a  school-room,  it  must  still  be  vastly 
inferior  to  a  school  on  shore.  In  bad 
weather  it  collapses  altogether,  and  in 
fine  weather  it  is  impossible  to  escape 
from  the  noise  of  work  on  deck  and 
from  the  word  of  command  of  the  drill 
instructors.  And  apart  from  these  hin- 
drances there  is  not  much  work  to  be 
got  out  of  an  average  boy  of  1 6  or  1 7 
who  has  had  a  four-hours*  watch  the 
night  before.  Therefore,  I  say  that  the 
attempt  to  set  up  a  good  school  on  board 
ship  is  futile,  and  ought  to  be  discon-  j 
tinned.  No  regulations  that  my  noble 
Friend  may  issue  will  enable  an  average 
boy  to  learn  as  much  book  work  in  three 
years  on  board  a  sea-going  ship  as  he 
could  learn  in  one  year  on  shore.  Why, 
then,  persist  in  a  system  which  involves 
so  great  a  waste  of  power,  and  of  which 
officers  in  the  higher  ranks  of  the  Service 
complain  that  it  costs  too  great  a  sacri- 
fice of  practical  experience  ?  Whether 
it  be  regarded  as  a  means  of  acquiring 
practical  knowledge  of  seamanship,  or 
as  a  means  of  acquiring  scientific  and 
theoretical  knowledge,  I  am  convinced 
that  these  five  years  sea  service  as  half 
officer  and  half  schoolboy  are  eminently 
unsatisfactory.     And  I  must  confess  that 


for  some  time  past  it  has  been  a  mystery 
to  me  how  it  is  that  such  evident  and 
palpable  waste  of  power  and  time  should 
still  go  on.  There  is  another  point  to 
which  I  should  like  to  call  my  noble 
Friend*s  attention.  In  our  present 
system  of  naval  training  there  is  no 
provision  whatever  for  training  officers 
in  what  I  may  call  the  A  B  C  of  prac- 
tical seamanship.  By  practical  seaman- 
ship I  mean  dexterity  in  the  art  of 
handling  ships  in  every  variety  of  cir- 
cumstances, coupled  with  a  certain 
faculty  of  judgment  in  such  matters  as 
wind  and  weather.  Your  Lordships  will 
understand  that  it  requires  long  ex- 
perience at  sea  to  make  a  really  accom- 
plished seaman;  but  there  is  a  great 
deal  in  the  beginning  which  can  be  taught 
and  ought  to  be  taught,  and  which  is 
taught  in  every  Navy  except  our  own. 
Our  midshipmen  are  expected  to  pick  it 
up  for  themselves,  even  if  the  whole  of 
their  five  years'  sea  service  should  be 
spent,  as  it  sometimes  is,  in  an  iron-clad. 
Nothing,  my  Lords,  can  be  more  un- 
reasonable than  this.  You  might  as 
well  expect  a  boy  to  learn  to  swim  on 
dry  land  as  expect  that  he  will  become 
a  seaman  by  serving  in  an  iron-clad. 
Practically,  seamanship  can  only  be 
learnt  at  sea ;  and  it  would  be  learnt 
more  thoroughly  and  quickly  if  it  were 
systematically  taught.  But  I  complain 
not  only  that  no  pains  are  taken  to  teach 
young  officers  this  branch  of  their  Pro- 
fession, but  also  that  so  many  of  them 
do  not  even  get  a  fair  chance  of  picking 
it  up.  For  it  is  the  custom  now-a-days 
that  midshipmen  should  be  only  ap- 
pointed to  ships  which  carry  naval  in- 
structors, and  a  great  many  of  these  are 
iron-clads,  which  rarely  move  out  of 
harbour,  and  never  go  on  a  long  cruise. 
Other  Navies  have  sea-going  training 
ships  for  their  young  officers;  but  we 
only  have  them  for  our  men.  Perhaps 
my  noble  Friend  will  remind  me  that, 
not  very  long  ago,  we  did  have  sea-going 
training  ships  for  naval  cadets,  but  that 
they  were  found  a  failure,  and  were  given 
up  in  consequence.  That  is  perfectly 
true.  But  there  were  reasons  for  that 
failure,  with  which  I  need  not  trouble 
your  Lordships,  but  which  fully  ac- 
counted for  it.  I  will  only  sav  that 
these  training  ships  never  had  a  chance. 
Under  the  circumstances  they  were 
bound  to  fail,  and  they  did  fail.  My 
Lords,  after  having  said  so  much,  I  feel 
that  lam  bound  to  make  souie  suggestion. 
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I  fear  that  I  shall  be  thought  presump- 
tuous ;  but  I  must  run  the  risk  of  that. 
The  first  thing  to  bo  done  is  to  endeavour 
to  make  sure  of  getting  the  right  sort  of 
material  for  making  good  officers  before 
going  to  the  expense  of  working  it  into 
shape.  That  is  one  of  the  things  that 
it  is  utterly  impossible  to  do  now  owing 
to  the  ago  of  entry.  No  human  being 
can  say  what  sort  of  a  man  a  boy  of  1 2 
will  grow  into.  I  cannot  say  that  I 
have  any  faith  in  nomination,  because 
I  know  that  during  the  two  and  a-half 
years  that  I  served  as  commander  on 
board  the  Britannia  it  did  not  exclude 
many  unpromising  boys.  Nor  have  I 
much  faith  in  competition  either  in  the 
case  of  boys  of  12  and  13.  But,  on  the 
whole,  I  think  it  is  the  best  of  the  two. 
In  theory  I  grant  that,  in  some  respects, 
nomination  is  charming ;  but,  in  prac- 
tice, boys  are,  for  the  most  part,  nomi- 
nated by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
who,  however  great  his  ability  as  an  ad- 
ministrator may  be,  can  have  no  personal 
knowledge  of  the  boys  nominated,  and 
is,  consequently,  in  ignorance  of  the  im- 
portant point  as  to  whether  or  not  they 
are  likely  to  make  good  officers.  The 
opinions  of  fathers  and  mothers,  and  re- 
lations and  friends,  are  not  to  be  trusted. 
For  that  reason,  and  for  other  reasons 
of  a  general  and  obvious  character,  I 
would  abolish  nomination  entirely,  and 
raise  the  age  of  entry  to  15  or  16,  when 
competition  would  be  less  objectionable. 
By  that  time  a  lad  would  be  able  to 
judge  for  himself  whether  the  Navy  was 
likely  to  suit  him  or  not,  and  the  Civil 
Service  Examiners  might  then  be  fairly 
asked  to  select  the  ablest  boys.  Then, 
as  personal  fitness  for  the  Service  seems 
to  me  to  be  undoubtedly  the  most  im- 
portant point  of  all,  the  newly  entered 
cadets  should  be  tested  at  once.  I  would, 
therefore,  send  them  straight  to  sea  in  a 
training  sliip  for,  say,  five  or  six  months, 
in  order  that  they  might  get  over  their 
sea-sickness,  see  something  of  the  ships 
of  the  Fleet,  and  generally  make  ac- 
quaintance with  naval  life.  During 
that  time  they  should  be,  as  it  were, 
on  probation  ;  and  at  the  end  of  the 
cruise  all  those  who  find  the  life  too 
hard  or  too  irksome,  or  were  evidently 
unfitted  for  it,  should  be  allowed  to  go. 
The  remainder  should  be  sent  to  a  Col- 
lege or  naval  school  for  18  months  or 
two  years.  During  that  time  they 
shoald  learn  all  the  mathematics  and 

The  Earl  of  Dalhousie 


tlieoretical  navigation  that  they  would 
require  for  the  ordinary  duties  of  a 
naval  officer,  together  with  such  seaman- 
ship and  knowledge  of  steam  machinery 
as  can  be  taught  with  the  help  of  books, 
and  models,  and  diagprams.  They  would 
learn  far  more  book  work  during  those 
two  years  than  they  now  do  during  the 
five  years'  sea  service  as  midshipmen. 
At  the  end  of  the  College  course  they 
should  go  to  sea  for,  say,  one  year  in  a 
sea-going  training-ship.  Daring  the 
first  half  of  that  time  they  should  work 
with  the  men;  during  the  latter  half 
they  should  perform  officers'  duties ;  and 
during  the  whole  of  that  time  they 
should  receive  practical  instruction  in 
the  working  of  steam  machinery.  At 
the  end  of  that  year,  after  going  through 
a  short  course  of  gunnery,  in  order  to 
learn  their  drills,  I  would  send  them  to 
sea- going  ships  as  midshipmen.  The 
youngest  would  then  be  over  17,  the 
oldest  under  19.  After  two  years' 
service  as  midshipmen,  during  which 
time  they  should  take  a  certain  number 
of  nautical  observations,  they  should 
pass  an  examination  in  seamanship  for 
the  rank  of  sub-lieutenant.  But  they 
should  be  required  to  serve  at  least  one 
more  year  at  sea  before  being  eligible 
for  promotion  to  the  rank  of  lieutenant. 
That  is  an  outline  of  the  course  of  train- 
ing I  should  like  to  see  adopted.  It 
would  not  be  any  longer  than  the  present 
course.  It  differs  nrom  it  in  that  it 
would  not  begin  almost  in  the  nursery ; 
and  as  it  would  only  attempt  to  teach 
one  thing  at  a  time,  it  might  fairly  be 
hoped  that  something,  if  not  everything, 
would  be  thoroughly  weU  taught.  It 
would  avoid  the  unhappy  and  impossible 
combination  which  midshipmen  now-a- 
days  are  made  to  attempt,  and  it  would 
certainly  provide  for  a  far  better  prac- 
tical training  than  is  now  given.  Of 
course,  it  would  require  a  great  deal  of 
careful  consideration  to  put  it  into  shape. 
Nevertheless,  I  am  convinced  that  some 
such  plan  as  I  have  indicated  must  be 
ultimately  followed,  if  our  naval  officers 
are  ever,  as  a  body,  to  make  full  use  of 
the  ample  opportunities  for  higher  eda- 
cation  which  the  Naval  College  at  Green- 
wich affords,  and  are,  at  the  same  time, 
to  regain  the  dexterity  in  practical  sea- 
manship which  so  many  people  think  is 
gradually  disappearing.  I  will  even  go 
farther,  and  say  that  U.  our  officers  are, 
in  future  years,  to  hold  their  own  with 
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the  highly-trained  officers  of  foreign 
Navies,  some  such  changes  as  I  have 
advocated  must  be  introduced.  But 
without  making  any  radical  change  at 
all  in  the  plan  of  our  present  system, 
the  noble  Earl  would  greatly  improve 
its  working  if  he  could  see  his  way  to 
adopt,  in  some  degree,  the  suggestion  of 
my  noble  Friend.  Suppose  the  age  of 
entry  were  raised  by  a  year  and  a-half, 
or  even  a  year  only.  Surely  that  is 
not  a  very  alarming  suggestion.  Its 
effect  would  be  this — It  would  allow  the 
standard  of  examination  both  for  pass- 
ing into  and  out  of  the  Hritaymia  to  be 
slightly  raised,  and  cadets  would  get  a 
fair  hold  of  mathematics,  navigation, 
physics,  and  general  book  work,  which 
the  majority  now  do  not  get ;  they  would 
afterwards  require  less  study  during 
their  five  years'  sea  service  in  order  to 
keep  them  up  to  it,  and  would  arrive  at 
their  sub-lieutenant's  examination  at 
Greenwich  better  prepared  than  they  are 
now.  In  addition  to  this  they  would 
have  more  leisure  when  at  sea  in  which 
to  exercise  their  powers  of  observation, 
and  to  gain  practical  experience  as  offi- 
cers, than  they  have  now.  No  new  ma- 
chinery would  be  required,  and  no  ex- 
pense incurred.  Of  course,  I  know  well 
what  will  be  urged  against  even  this 
change.  In  the  first  place,  it  will  be 
said  that  the  chief  defect  in  young  officers 
of  the  present  day  is  want  of  experience 
in  handling  ships,  and  want  of  practical 
knowledge  of  the  details  of  a  seaman's 
duty,  and  that  this  defect  is  not  to  be 

fat  right  by  an  additional  year  at  school, 
n  that  I  agree.  But  while  I  admit  the 
defect,  the  remedy  is  not  the  one  I  pro- 
pose. My  remedy  is  to  give  young  offi- 
cers more  actual  sea  experience  than 
they  have  now  by  relieving  them  of  some 
of  their  schoolboy  work  while  they  are 
at  sea.  Moreover,  I  would  require  every 
officer  to  serve  a  certain  length  of  time 
as  sub-lieutenant  in  addition  to  his  five 
years'  service  as  midshipman.  I  do  not 
think  that  anyone  should  be  allowed  to 
reach  the  rank  of  lieutenant  before  the 
age  of  22  or  23  at  the  very  earliest. 
The  average  age  would  be  a  year  or  two 
later.  It  seems  to  me  quite  unreason- 
able to  suppose  that  because  in  the  days 
of  Nelson  a  naval  officer  was  considered 
qualified  to  hold  that  rank  at  the  age  of 
19,  he  should,  therefore,  be  considered 
equally  qualified  to  do  so  now,  when  so 
much  more  is  required  of  him.    Those 


who  object  to  the  age  of  entry  being 
raised  invariably  say  the  same  thing — 
what  is  the  use  of  entering  boys  at  1 4  or 
15,  instead  of  at  12  or  13,  when  all  you 
want  out  of  the  majority  of  them  is  that 
they  should  become  good  practical  sea- 
men ?  Well,  even  admitting,  which  I, 
however,  do  not,  that  an  average  naval 
officer  need  be  nothing  more,  I  must 
point  out  that  people  who  argue 
this  assume,  in  an  entirely  arbitrary 
and  unreasonable  manner,  that  if 
officers  are  entered  later  than  12 
or  1 3,  they  must  necessarily  have  a  less 
thorough  practical  training  than  they 
now  have.  But  I  have  already  disposed 
of  that  point.  And  I  have  shown,  more- 
over, that,  as  matters  stand,  our  young 
officers  have  scarcely  any  practical  train- 
ing at  all.  My  Lords,  I  am  as  far  as 
possible  from  wishing  that  all  naval 
officers  should  be  men  of  science  rather 
than  practical  seamen.  It  is  desirable 
that  there  should  be  a  few  here  and 
there  with  high  scientific  attainments. 
But  to  my  mind  it  is  enough  if  the  gene- 
ral run  of  them  are  thorough  seamen, 
with  sufficient  scientific  knowledge  and 
intelligence  to  have  a  general  under- 
standing of  the  ships  and  the  weapons 
with  which  they  may  have  to  fight,  and 
whose  general  culture  includes  the 
knowledge  of  one  modem  language.  It 
is  one  of  the  faults  of  our  present  sys- 
tem of  naval  education  that,  by  at- 
tempting too  much  training,  or  rather 
too  many  things  in  too  short  a  time,  it 
achieves  nothing  satisfactorily.  Another 
well-worn  objection  that  is  sure  to  be 
urged  against  my  noble  Friend's  pro- 
posal is,  that  lads  who  are  16  years  old 
when  they  pass  out  of  the  Britannia 
would  be  unprepared  for  the  rough  and 
uncomfortable  life  they  would  experience 
during  their  first  few  years  at  sea,  and 
would  not  be  able  to  stand  it.  Well; 
my  Lords,  judging  from  my  own  expe- 
rience and  my  own  recollection  of  what  a 
midshipman's  life  was,  I  do  not  believe 
that.  But  the  real  answer  to  it  is,  that 
those  who  cannot  stand  a  certain  amount 
of  hardship  are  not  the  sort  of  stuff  out 
of  which  naval  officers  should  be  made. 
Men  have  gone  to  sea  a  great  deal  older 
than  16,  and  have  done  very  well.  The 
finest  seaman  that,  perhaps,  the  Navy 
ever  possessed — Lord  Dundonald — was 
nearly  1 8  when  first  he  went  to  sea,  and 
in  those  days  the  hardships  of  a  sea  life 
were  worth  talking  about,  which  now 
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they  are  not.  Far  too  much  importance 
is  attached  to  the  supposed  roughness 
and  discomfort  of  a  sea  life.  Things  are 
very  different  now  from  what  they  were 
50  years  ago.  But  even  supposing  the 
hardships  were  as  great  as  many  people 
seem  to  fancy,  I  should  still  feel  confi- 
dent that  in  these  days,  when  the  sons 
of  rich  men,  and  even  of  noble  Lords  in 
this  House,  are  seeking  employment  in 
the  backwoods  of  Canada  and  in  the 
Western  States  of  America,  we  should 
be  able  to  get  an  ample  supply  of  young 
men  willing  enough  to  face  the  discom- 
forts of  ship  life.  Again,  I  have  some- 
times heard  it  said  that  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  instil  into  lads  of  the  age  of  16 
the  habit  of  implicit  and  ready  obedience 
to  superiors,  and  the  knowledge  of  the 
character  of  seamen,  which  are  necessary 
to  fit  a  man  for  command  at  sea.  Well, 
my  Lords,  I  cannot  agree  in  that  opinion. 
It  is  based  on  no  reason  that  I  can  see. 
But  as  it  is  only  an  opinion,  and  not  a 
fact,  it  is  extremely  difficult  to  disprove 
it.  It  is  said,  too,  that  the  ways  and 
habits  of  seafaring  life  can  rarely  be 
adopted  except  at  a  very  early  age.  My 
Lords,  I  doubt  that  very  much,  and  I 
certainly  do  not  believe  for  a  moment 
that  one  year  or  a  year  and  a-half  would 
make  all  the  difference.  Boys  are  not 
boys  at  15,  and  old  men  at  16.  If  it  be 
true  that  naval  officers  should  begin  so 
very  young,  how  is  it  that  every  other 
nation  on  the  face  of  the  earth  not  only 
thinks,  but  acts  differently  in  regard  to 
this  particular  point  ?  Is  it  that  Eng- 
lishmen have  less  aptitude  for  the  sea 
than  the  men  of  other  nations?  I  trust, 
my  Lords,  I  have  shown  the  reasonable- 
ness of  my  noble  Friend's  suggestion. 
I  trust,  too,  that  I  have  shown  some 
reason  for  the  dissatisfaction  with  which 
I  regard  the  entire  system  of  training 
young  officers — if,  indeed,  that  can  be 
called  a  system  which  is  so  very  unsyste- 
matic— and  for  the  changes  I  have  advo- 
cated. But  my  case  will  seem  stronger, 
perhaps,  if  your  Lordships  will  allow  me 
to  quote  from  a  Eeport  on  this  subject, 

Presented  to  the  Senate  of  the  United 
tates  about  a  year  ago  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  United  States  Navy.  It  was 
drawn  up  by  an  American  naval  officer 
who  was  sent  to  Europe  for  the  express 
purpose  of  examining  into  the  systems 
of  naval  education  pursued  in  England, 
I^nce,  Germany,  and  Italy.  It  is  an 
exhaustive  document,  and  I  have  it  here 

The  Earl  of  Dalhousit 


bound  in  the  shape  of  a  book.  After 
devoting  no  less  than  88  pages  to  a 
minute  examination  into  the  details  of 
naval  education  in  the  English  Navy,  he 
sums  up  his  criticism  in  the  following 
words : — 

"  In  the  English  Service  there  BecmB  to  be  a 
theory  that  a  naval  officer  is  a  creature  of  a 
delicate  and  sensitive  organization,  whose  re- 
gard for  his  Profession,  and  whoso  zeal  for  a 
high  standard  of  professional  attainment  must 
be  stimulated  by  surrounding  him  internally 
with  all  its  minor  details,  to  an  extent  unknown 
in  any  other  walk  of  life.  To  make  a  sailor,  he 
must  begin  at  12  or  13,  even  though  he  does  not 
go  to  sea  for  two  years,  to  accostom  him  early 
to  his  duties.  During  these  two  years  he  must 
live  on  board  a  ship,  and  be  able  to  climb  the 
rigging,  to  familiarize  himself  with  details, 
though  the  ship  lies  at  anchor  in  the  river,  a 
few  yards  from  the  shore,  and  carries  no  span 
but  her  foremast  and  headbooms.  He  must 
sleep  in  a  hammock  to  inure  himself  to  hard- 
ship. In  the  opinion  of  a  majority  of  officers, 
he  must  have  his  College  for  mgher  instruction 
in  a  naval  port,  or  he  will  forget  his  duties,  and 
ho  must  pursue  his  scientific  researches  in  a 
Dockyard,  because  he  will  be  surrounded  by 
officers  engaged  in  the  work  of  the  Profession, 
with  whom  he  can  discuss  articles  in  the  pro- 
fessional magazines.  If  the  Naval  Profession 
has  become  what  many  enlightened  officers  of 
the  present  day  would  have  us  believe,  an  occu- 
pation involving  accurate  scientific  knowledge, 
the  system  of  training  in  England  has  a  ten- 
dency to  grasp  the  shadow  while  losing  the  sub- 
stance. The  expedients  adopted  with  reference 
to  the  higher  education  of  voluntary  students, 
and  the  admirable  courses  of  instruction  for 
officers  who  have  taken  up  one  branch  of  the 
Scr\-ice,  notably  in  the  Excelknt  and  Vernon^  do 
much  to  remedy  the  inherent  defects  of  the 
system.  And  the  promotion  in  two  grades  by 
selection  excludes  the  most  incompetent  officers 
from  positions  of  great  responsibility.  But  it 
seems  impossible  that  the  injurious  effects  of 
the  method  of  training  pursued  with  young 
officers  during  the  first  ei^t  years  of  their  pro- 
fessional life  should  not  be  felt  by  the  Mist 

majority  throughout  their  whole  career 

The  fatal  defect  of  this  system  has  been  aptlv 
set  forth  in  a  remark  of  one  of  the  GreenwicK 
Professors  in  his  evidence  before  the  Commission, 
where  he  says  that  the  standard  for  sub-lieu- 
tenants is  that  for  cadets  in  the  Britannia  ;  but 
the  essential  difference  lies  in  the  fact  that  at 
Greenwich  the  students  actually'  reach  the  stan- 
dard,  while  at  Dartmouth  they  do  not .  No  one 
who  has  had  much  experience  in  educational 
methods  will  deny  that  such  a  system  must  be 
productive  of  harmful  results  when  applied 
rigorously  to  the  training  of  a  bodj-  of  young 
men ;  and  one  is,  therefore,  led  to  the  conclusioa 
that  the  high  scientific  and  professional  attain* 
ments  of  many  English  offici^rs  are  not  in 
consequence,  but  in  spite  of  their  early  edu- 
cation." 

I  have  trespassed  far  too  long  on  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House,  and  fear  that  I 
have  sadly  wearied  your  Lordships.  My 
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best  and  only  ezouse  for  doing  so  is  that 
this  question  is  one  of  the  very  greatest 
importance  to  the  Navy,  and  I  am  deeply 
impressed  with  the  conviction  that,  in 
regard  to  it,  we  have  hitherto  taken  an 
entirely  wrong  road.  I  am  aware  that 
my  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Ad- 
miralty wished  that  this  question  should 
be  fully  ventilated  and  discussed.  But 
I  can  assure  your  Lordships  that  nothing 
would  have  induced  me  to  address  this 
House  at  such  length  but  a  sincere  and 
strong  desire  to  do  my  duty  to  the 
Service. 

Lord  SUDELEY  said,  that  the  noble 
and  gallant  Earl  who  had  just  spoken 
had  done  so  with  so  much  weight,  with 
such  a  clear  and  intimate  knowledge  of 
the  subject,  acquired  from  having  been 
for  two  years  and  a-half  commander 
of  the  Britannia^  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  follow  him  in  this  discus- 
sion without  a  considerable  amount  of 
diffidence.  But  having  always  taken 
great  interest  in  the  question,  and 
having  served  for  some  years  in  the 
Navy,  he  trusted  their  Lordships  would 
allow  him  to  make  a  few  remarks.  The 
noble  Earl  had  rightly  said  that  the 
training  of  our  young  officers,  and  all 
matters  connected  with  their  age  of 
entry  and  their  subsequent  education, 
were  of  the  greatest  possible  importance 
— indeed,  they  could  not  overrate  it.  It 
was  undoubtedly  of  the  first  consideration 
that  they  should  get  the  most  qualified 
officers  and  the  best  instructed  it  was  pos- 
sible to  obtain  at  any  cost.  During  the  last 
80  years  our  Navy  had  been  quite  revo- 
lutionized, and  it  was  day  by  day  becom- 
ing more  and  more  imperative  that  our 
officers  should  be  thoroughly  educated, 
not  only  in  seamanship,  but  that  they 
should  be  well  versed  in  every  science 
and  every  art  it  was  possible  for  them  to 
acquire.  When  they  remembered  that 
they  had  ships  like  the  Inflexible ^  with 
80  or  40  steam  engines  on  board,  costing 
nearly  £750,000  ;  when  they  considered 
the  complications  of  gunnery,  with  its 
hydraulic  apparatus,  together  with  the 
mysteries  of  torpedoes  ;  and  when  they 
reflected  on  the  greatly  enhanced  diffi- 
culty of  managing  these  enormous  me- 
chanical ships,  it  was  impossible  not  to 
recognize  the  fact  that  the  officers  who 
were  to  become  the  captains  of  these 
vessels  must  be  highly  trained  and  of 

freat  cultivation  and  capacity.     So  far, 
e  was  cordially  with  his  noble  Friend, 


and  agreed  with  him  that  no  pains 
ought  to  be  spared  in  the  training  of 
our  officers  to  fill  these  difficult  posts. 
We  had  of  late  years  made  enormous 
strides  in  this  direction,  and,  so  far  as 
the  advanced  education  was  concerned, 
for  the  older  officers,  they  had  in  Green- 
wich College  all  that  could  be  desired  ; 
but  he  quite  concurred  that  there  was 
very  much  to  be  done  to  improve  the 
early  training  between  the  time  of  entry 
and  the  period  of  going  to  Qreenwich 
College.  He  could  not,  however,  agree 
with  the  noble  Earl  in  his  main  conten- 
tion, that  the  remedy  was  in  altering 
the  age  of  entry,  and  that  anything 
would  be  gained  by  leaving  the  boys  at 
the  public  schools  until  they  were  about 
1 6.  The  idea  was  that  they  would  thus 
acquire  a  more  general  knowledge  and 
a  higher  moral  standard,  instead  of 
being  brought  up  in  narrow  professional 
subjects.  The  noble  and  gallant  Earl 
believed  that  at  that  age  their  minds 
would  be  more  developed,  and  that  they 
would  have  a  far  greater  guarantee  of 
personal  fitness  than  they  now  had. 
Now,  he  maintained  that  this  supposed 
advantage  of  public- school  training  ap- 
plied to  the  Navy  was  an  utter  fallacy. 
In  the  first  place,  he  was  convinced  that 
they  could  not  make  a  greater  mistake 
than  to  postpone  the  age  of  entry  to  1 6. 
Whatever  might  be  the  merits  of  a 
public  school,  it  had  hitherto  been  con- 
sidered one  of  the  gpreatest  boons  to  the 
Service  to  obtain  young  cadets  at  an  age 
when  they  were  plastic  and  could  easily 
be  moulded  into  the  shape  they  wished 
the  raw  material  to  take.  It  was  an 
age  when  habits  of  strict  discipline  could 
easily  be  acquired,  which  was  absolutely 
essential.  In  early  boyhood  they  could 
train  their  lads  to  stand  the  roughness 
and  encounter  cheerfully  the  hardships 
which  undoubtedly  belonged  to  a  naval 
life.  Public-school  training  was,  no 
doubt,  of  the  greatest  value  in  civil  life, 
and  boys  obtained  not  only  an  amount 
of  general  knowledge,  but  by  the  time 
they  reached  17  or  18  they  acquired  a 
high  tone,  and  their  character  had  been 
formed.  But,  however  good  this  might 
be  in  civil  life  at  the  age  of  18,  surely 
he  was  right  in  saying  that  if  they  took 
the  boy  away  at  16  from  the  public 
school,  what  he  had  gone  through 
actually  tended  rather  to  unfit  him  for  a 
naval  life.  During  that  time  he  had 
learnt  to  know  how  to  make  himself 
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comfortable,  if  not  luxuriouB,  and  to  have 

an  idea  and  opinion  of  his  own  position 

which  must  be  unlearnt  in  the  Navy. 

He  might  contrast  the  life  of  an  Eton 

boy  with  that  of  a  midshipman  in  the 

Navy.  The  Eton  boy  had  his  little  room, 

his  fires,  his  comforts,  his  all-night  in,  his 

constant  holidays  to  a  luxurious  home  ; 

while  the  midshipman  had  his  hammock, 

he  had  to  wash  on  his  chest,  and  to  dress 

himself  with  the  minimum  of  privacy,  with 

night  watches,  long  periods  away  from 

home,  and  with  innumerable  privations 

and  disagreeables  to  encounter.  His  firm 

belief  was  that  this  discomfort  would,  at 

16,  be  felt  so  intolerable  that  not  one 

out  of  10  would  remain  in  the  Service, 

and  those  that  did  would  be  discontented 

and  unhappy.   It  was  a  well-known  fact 

that  very  few  naval  officers  would  not 

admit  that  if  they  entered  the  Service 

at  16  they  would  in  a  very  short  time 

have  tried  to  leave  it.     But,  looking  at 

this  matter  from  another  point  of  view, 

he  would  ask,  was  the  education  given 

at    public    schools  up   to   the    age  of 

16    such    as  they    would   select  for  a 

boy  ^oing  into  the  Navy?    Surely  he 

was  nght  in  saying  that,  except  in  very 

rare  instances,  Latin  and  Ghreek  were  the 

main  elements  of  knowledge  at  public 

schools, whereas  mathematics  and  foreign 

languages,  which  they  specially  required 

a  boy  to  be  well  gprounded  in  in  the 

Navy,  were  utterly  neglected.     In   the 

Beport  of  the  Committee  which  sat  in 

1875   on  the   Britanfiia  system  this  is 

stated  very  clearly — 

"  At  the  principal  schools  in  the  country  far 
more  attention  is  paid  to  Latin  and  Greek  than 
to  geometry  and  algebra.  For  every  hour  given 
to  the  latter  four  or  five  are  devoted  to  transla- 
tions and  composition ;  and  jSIr.  Uayward,  ma- 
thematical master  at  Harrow,  when  asked  if 
Harrow  boys  at  the  age  of  16  could  work  the 
mathematical  paper  set  at  the  final  examination 
in  the  Britannia,  stated  that  only  a  very  small 
proportion  would  be  likely  to  obtain  half  marks 
in  them." 

He  could  not  help  thinking  that  these 
reasons  were  conclusive  against  the  pro- 
posal ;  but,  supposing  for  one  moment 
they  altered  the  age  and  brought  the  boy 
at  16  from  a  public  school,  how  would 
they  proceed?  The  noblo  and  gallant 
Earl  would  send  him  to  sea  first  for  six 
months  to  test  his  fitness,  and  after  that 
he  would  make  him  go  through  four  or 
five  years  of  College  life,  interspersed  with 
cruises  in  training  ships  for  obtaining 
the    necessary    knowledge   in   soaman- 

Zord  8udcUy 


ship.    That  plan  would  diflsooiate  the 
midshipman   entirely  from  man-of-war 
life  until  he  came  on  board  finally  as  a 
trained  officer,  and  would  be  of  g^reat 
harm,  not  only  to  the  boy,  but  a&o  to 
the  Navy.     It  had  been  the  bright  spot 
in    our    Navy    that   the    seamen   had 
always    looked    up    to     their    officers, 
knowing    that    they    had    learnt    all 
the    practical    duties    of    the    Profes- 
sion from  early  childhood  in  the  same 
school    and    ship    life    as    themselves. 
Would  there  not   be  g^eat  danger  of 
losing  that,  and  also  that  practical  eye 
for  wind  and  weather,  that  ready  re- 
source, and   that    rapid  and  unerring 
judgment,  which  could  only  be  acquired 
by  a  life  spent  constantly  at  sea  ?    The 
system    suggested   might   undoubtedly 
g^ve  well    read,    well    cultivated,  and 
highly  scientific  men ;  but  they  would  be 
theoretical  and   not   practical  seamen. 
Seamanship  was  as   necessary  now  as 
ever,  and  it  would  be  an  evil  day  when 
we  allowed  our  officers  to  sink  to  so  low 
an  ebb  in  practical  seamanship  as  he 
often  heard  it  was  in  other  countries. 
His  noble  and  gallant  Friend  pointed  to 
foreign  Navies  as  a  reason  why  we  should 
adopt  this  system,  and  especially  to  the 
American  Navy,  and  quoted   some  re- 
marks made  by  Mr.  Soley,  an  American 
gentleman,  who  had  written  a  most  ad- 
mirable Beport  on  the  system  pursued 
in  other  Navies.    So  far  as  America  was 
concerned,  he  doubted  very  much  if  we 
ought  to  take  it  as  an  example.     In  the 
first  place,  he  understood  that  of  those 
who  entered  in  America  at  16  or  17, 
no    less   than    two-thirds   left    in    the 
first  two  or  three  years,   and  of  those 
who   remained    he    much    doubted  if 
they  turned   out   as   practical    seamen 
as  our  officers  became.     He  was  lately 
informed  by  a  distinguished  naval  offi- 
cer, who  had  served  in  a  high  post  on 
that   station,  but  whose   name  for  ob- 
vious reasons  he  could  not  give  to  the 
House,  that  constantly  when  he  had  dif- 
cussed  the  rival  systems  with  American 
naval   officers,  they   had    one   and  all 
stated  their  conviction  that  the  fault  of 
their   system   was   that   it    gave    them 
theory,  but  far  too  little  practical  sea- 
manship,  and   that  they  preferred  our 
plan    of    entering    cadets    young   and 
lotting  them  become  practical  water-rati. 
As  to  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Soley,  it  must 
not  be  forgotten  that  it  was  that  of  a  pro- 
fessor and  not  of  a  sailor.    But  we  n*i 
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liad  our  owa  OommitteM,  and  yre  tad 
two  Eeporta,  one  in  1B70  and  the  other 
in  1875.  That  of  1B76  reported  in  the 
Btrongeet  way  againet  any  alteration  of 
the  syetem — 

"  We  ara  unable  to  approve  of  entering  boyi 
at  IS  or  16  from  schools,  for  the  reaeon  tMt  the 
jroung  officer  shoald  eommence  liie  active  sea 
service  at  the  earlieet  poeaible  age.  We  concur 
in  the  necessity  for  a  three  years'  course  of  train- 
ing before  going  afloat,  but,  in  our  opinion,  ia  a 
reason  for  entering  even  younger  than  at  prc- 

And  the  Beport  of  1870  was,  though  not 
BO  strongly,  to  the  same  effect.  Surely 
we  neea  not  go  to  foreign  Karies  to 
Bee  what  our  ofBcera  ought  to  be.  He 
had  always  thought  that  our  Navy 
was  a  model  to  all  foreign  countries,  and 
he  was  certain  that  our  officers  were 
equal  inknowledge  and  experience  to  any 
they  might  come  in  contact  with.  Above 
all,  it  was  an  undoubted  fact  that  our 
offioera  had  the  reputation  of  being 
thorough  practical  seamen.  His  noble 
and  gallant  Friend  had  alluded  to 
S.M.8.  Pinafore.  If  he  was  not  afraid 
of  offendingagainst  the  dignity  of  their 
Lordships'  Uouae,  he  should  be  much 
inclined  to  remind  his  noble  and  gallant 
Friend  of  the  jocular  advice  given  in 
H.M.8.  Pinafore— 


But  while  so  opposed  to  altering  the  eige 
of  entering,  he  fully  concurred  with 
muoh  that  his  noble  and  gallant  Friend 
had  -stated  as  to  improvements  which 
ought  ta  be  effeoted.  There  were  many 
reoommendations  in  the  Beport  of  1876 
which  ought  to  be  carried  out.  In  the 
first  place,  the  Britannia  system  was  not 
oomplete  until  they  had  proper  training 
ships  attached  and  the  two  years  ex- 
tended to  three,  so  that  tbe  lads  might 
have  sea-cruizing  and  have  seamanship 
properly  taught  tliem.  Then,  again,  as 
to  the  four  anda-half  years'  man-of-war 
life  between  this  preliminary  stage  and 
tbe  time  when  the  young  officers  went  to 
Greenwich,  there  was  no  doubt  that 
there  was  much  force  in  what  had  been 
said  as  to  the  little  school  work  done 
with  the  naval  instructor,  though  il 
must  not  be  forgotten  that  the  know- 
ledge acquired  in  the  Britannia  was  kept 
np.  The  remedy  seemed  to  he  to  shorten 
this  period,  first  by  the  extra  year  in  ses 
oruising  attached  to  the  Britannia,  and 


also  by  increasing  the  time  a  sub-lieu- 
tenant spent  at  Greenwich  from  sis 
months  to  12  months.  "  Naval  instruc- 
tors "  might  in  this  case  be  very  well 
dispensed  with,  except  in  flag-ships  for 
examination  purposes,  and  the  money 
should  be  applied  to  the  training  ships. 
He  trusted  that  the  noble  Earl  at  the 
head  of  the  Admiralty  would  say  that 
he  had  no  intention  of  radically  altering 
our  present  system  by  altering  the  age, 
but  that  be  would  improve  and  amend  it 
as  he  had  ventured  to  suggest.  His 
noble  and  gallant  Friend  deprecated  the 
Britannia  system  in  no  measured  terms. 
Now,  ho  would  bring  forward  the  noble 
and  gallant  Earl  as  a  living  witness 
against  himself.  The  noble  and  gallant 
Earl  had  gone  through  the  whole  oourae, 
and  certainly  the  finished  article  was  a 
credit  to  the  system.  Of  this  he  waa 
confident — that  if  the  Britannia  con- 
tinued to  produce  officers  ao  well  trwned, 
BO  polished,  and  so  able  as  his  noble  and 
gallant  Friend,  no  one  would  regret 
more  than  their  Lordships  that  a  change 
such  as  he  desired  should  be  made. 

The  Earl  of  NORTHBEOOK  said, 
he  would  first  answer  the  Question  which 
had  been  asked  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Monteagle)  as  to  the  sad  loss  of  the 
Dottrel.  He  had  only  to  say  that  the 
whole  of  the  information  received  by  the 
Admiralty  consisted  of  two  telegrams, 
which  had  been  communicated  to  the 
public  Press.  With  respect  to  the  ques- 
tion which  had  been  under  disiiussion, 
none  could  be  of  greater  importance  to 
Her  Majesty's  Naval  Service  than  the 
entry  and  training  of  officers,  and  there 
was  none  which  deserved  more  fully  the 
candid  consideration  of  their  Lordships. 
He  was,  therefore,  exceedingly  glad  that 
his  noble  Friends  behind  him  nad  dis- 
cussed the  question  so  ably  and  fully.  It 
struck  him  that  those  who  criticized  the 
present  system  of  the  entry  and  educa- 
tion of  the  officers  of  Her  Majesty's 
Navy  had  omitted  to  lay  the  grounds 
which  should  be  laid  for  that  criticism, 
for  they  had  not  pointed  out  in  what 
manner  the  otticers  who  liad  entered  and 
'  been  trained  under  the  present  system 
I  had  failed  in  performing  the  duties  they 
wore  put  to  discharge,  or  were  wanting 
in  those  high  qunHlications  which  were 
I  at  present  required  in  conHcqucnce  of 
I  the  vast  improvements,  if  so  they  might 
bo  called,  or,  at  all  events,  the  vast 
I  alterations,  in  our  men-of-war,  and  in 
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the  conditions  of  naval  warfare.  None  of 
the  noble  Lords  who  had  criticized  the 
system  had  denied  that  we  possessed 
officers  at  present  in  the  Navy  who  were 
fit  to  hold  their  own  in  respect  of  scien- 
tific requirements  with  officers  of  the 
Eoyal  Artillery  and  Engineers,  though 
the  latter  entered  at  a  later  age  by  public 
competition,  and  had  received  a  different 
class  of  training.  If  he  might  venture 
to  express  an  opinion  on  such  a  subject, 
not  being  a  professional  man,  but  being 
in  a  position  of  responsibility  with  re- 
spect to  the  Navy,  he  would  venture  to 
assert  that  the  system  which  now  existed, 
if  capable  of  improvements,  had  pro- 
duced a  body  of  most  able  scientific  offi- 
cers, among  whom  there  were  many 
who  would  compare  favourably  with  the 
officers  of  any  other  Service  in  the 
world.  He  agreed  with  the  noble  Vis- 
count opposite  (Viscount  Sidmouth)  that 
it  would  be  rash  to  make  any  changes  in 
the  training  of  the  Cadets  without  con- 
sulting the  constitutional  advisers  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  He  might, 
therefore,  state  that  the  subject  had  been 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Board  of 
Admiralty,  which  consisted  of  men  pecu- 
liarly well  qualified  to  form  an  opinion 
upon  it,  and  that  all  his  three  Naval 
Colleagues,  Sir  Cooper  Key,  Lord  John 
Hay,  and  Admiral  Hoskins,  concurred 
in  thinking  it  undesirable  to  raise  the 
age  of  entering  into  the  Service.  There 
was  probably  no  officer  in  the  Service 
who  was  better  qualified  to  express  an 
opinion  upon  the  subject  than  Sir  Cooper 
Key,  who,  in  addition  to  his  distinguished 
services,  was  an  officer  of  high  scientific 
acquirements,  and  had  constantly  pro- 
moted the  scientific  instruction  of  naval 
officers.  Other  officers  with  whom  he  had 
communicated  had  expressed  the  same 
views.  The  arguments  on  either  side  had 
been  plainly  stated— on  the  one  hand, 
that  the  suggested  change  would  intro- 
duce to  the  Navy  cadets  of  increased  scho- 
lastic acquirements;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  that  older  boys  would  not  so  readily 
gain  habits  of  discipline  and  a  complete 
knowledge  of  the  Service.  The  balance 
of  professional  opinion  was  decidedly  in 
favour  of  the  earlier  as  compared  with 
the  later  age.  It  had  been  said  by  the 
noble  and  gallant  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Dalhousie)  that  foreign  nations,  while 
they  all  differed  from  us,  agreed  among 
themselves  in  the  adoption  of  another 
Bystem.     They  certainly  did  differ  from 
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us ;  but  he  most  demur  to  the  statement 
that  they  were  agreed  among  themselves 
as  to  the  proper  age  of  entiy  into  the 
Naval  Service.    The  fact  was  that  there 
was  every  variety  in  foreign   systems. 
In  France  boys  were  entered  between 
the  ages  of  1 5  and  1 7 ;  they  were  two 
years  on  board  a  stationary  ship,  and 
one  in  a  sea-going  ship.    In  It^y  the 
age  of  entry  was  from   1 3  to  1 7  years, 
and  the  cadets  spent  three  years  in  a 
naval  school.    In  Germany  Uie  age  of 
entry  was  17,  and  the  cadet  first  went  to 
sea  for  six  months,  and  then  to  a  training 
ship  for  a  like  period,  after  which  he 
went  to  sea  in  the  ordinary  course.    In 
the  United  States  boys  were  entered 
from  14  to  18,  and  spent  four  years  at 
College,  and  three  on  board  a  training 
ship.    The  House  would   observe  that 
there  was  every  variety,  both  as  to  the 
age  of  entry  and  as  to  the  subsequent 
system  of  training.     But  he  did  not 
think  they  were  to  be  bound  or  guided 
by  the  action  of  any  nation  in  the  world 
in  this  particular  matter,  bat  should, 
from  time  to  time,  be  guided  by  the 
experience  and  advice  of  the  first  officers 
of  our  own  Service.     His  noble  and 
gaUant  Friend  had  alluded  to  the  Ame- 
rican Professor  Soley's  Heport,  and  had 
quoted  it  as  condemnatory  of  our  system 
of  naval  training.     He  fully  admitted 
the  ability  of  that  Eeport,  which,  by  the 
way,  contained  some  words  of  praise  for 
the  results  of  our  system ;  but  he  was 
informed  that  the  American  authorities 
were  dissatisfied  with  the  naval  training 
in  the  United  States,  and  were  now  pro- 
posing to  send  cadets  to  sea  at  the  age 
of  16,  which  was  about  the  same  age  at 
which  they  went  afloat  in  our  own  Ser- 
vice.    He  believed  those  responsible  for 
the  training  of  naval  officers  were  less 
satisfied  with  the  training  of  young  offi- 
cers during   the  five  years   after  they 
leave  the  Britannia  than  witt  any  other 
part  of  our  present  system ;    and  the 
House  might  rely  that  the  possibility  of 
remedying  the  defects  would  not  be  lost 
sight  of.     With  regard  to  the  critidsms 
that  had  been  passed  on  the  education 
of  officers  when  they  enter  the  Naval 
College  at  Greenwich,  it  was  to  be  re- 
membered that  Sir  Cooper  Key,  whose 
opinion  had  been  quoted,  had  written 
seven  years  ago  that    since  that  time 
many  improvements    had  been  made, 
and  that  the  gallant  officer's  words  were 
not  applicable  to  the  existing  state  of 
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things.  He  thought  that  Mr.  Goschen 
had  done  wisely  in  promoting  the  esta- 
blishment of  the  College,  and  he  was 
heartily  clad  that  the  services  of  so 
distinguished  an  officer  as  Sir  Geoffrey 
Hornby  had  been  secured.  Without 
entering  particularly  into  the  details  of 
the  various  plans  which  had  been  sug- 
gested, he  might  state  that  he  did  not 
consider  that  a  year  or  a  year  and  a- 
half  could  make  such  a  difference  in  the 
plan  of  education  as  his  noble  Friend 
suggested,  nor  was  it,  in  his  opinion,  of 
the  value  which  he  attached  to  it ;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  they  might,  by  adopt- 
ing that  change,  cause  considerable  prac- 
tical deterioration  in  the  quality  of  their 
Naval  officers.  The  Board  of  Admiralty 
were  not  insensible  to  the  necessity  of 
making  such  changes  in  the  regulation 
of  the  Service  from  time  to  time  as  were 
deemed  most  advisable ;  and  in  making 
such  alterations  they  would  be  directed 
not  only  to  the  scientific  attainments  of 
the  officers,  which  were  necessary  in  a 
certain  proportion,  but  more  especially 
to  the  maintenance  of  those  practical 
acquirements  which  could  only  be  gained 
by  the  constant  exercise  of  professional 
duties. 

The  Duke  of  SOMERSET  trusted 
that,  as  the  two  young  Princes  were  re- 
ceiving a  Naval  education,  the  system 
was  a  g^od  one ;  but  its  merits  had  been 
questioned  by  the  noble  and  gallant  Earl, 
who  differed  from  the  authorities  both 
as  to  the  time  of  entry  and  as'  to  the 
general  method  of  education.  As  he 
understood  the  noble  and  gallant  Earl, 
neither  competition  nor  nomination  was 
satisfactory,  but  a  compromise  between 
the  two  was  preferable.  There  was  a 
difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  compara- 
tive advantages  of  education  in  a  ship 
in  harbour  and  in  a  College  on  shore. 
They  ought  to  give '  a  lad  an  education 
proper  for  the  profession  which  he  was 
afterwards  to  follow  ;  and  it  was  no  use 
to  give  him  a  smattering  of  Latin  and 
Greek.  It  was  far  more  important  that 
he  should  have  a  knowledge  of  modern 
languages,  and  of  the  practical  science 
specially  required  in  tlie  Navy.  At  all 
events,they  ought  not  to  begin  by  sending 
him  to  Eton  or  some  other  public  school 
where  classical  subjects  were  taught, 
and  scientific  studios  comparatively  neg- 
lected. At  such  schools,  too,  he  would 
get  expensive  habits  and  notions  which 
were  wholly  inconsistent  with  service  in 
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the  Navy.  He  did  not  wish  to  prolong 
this  discussion ;  but  he  must  express  his 
belief  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty had  decided  rightly.  It  had  been 
truly  said  that  unless  boys  were  sent  to 
sea  early  they  did  not  get  web-footed. 
He  should  be  glad  to  see  an  improve- 
ment in  the  education  ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  trusted  the  minds  of  boys  would 
not  be  strained  too  much  by  severe  com- 
petitive examinations  when  they  came 
to  enter  the  Naval  Service. 

Hou8e  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Seven 

o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 
Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  6th  May,  1881. 


MINUTES.] — Supply — constdend  in   Commit^ 

tee — Committee — r.  p  . 
Public  Biiaa— Motion  for  JtVA— Parliamentary 

Oaths,  debate  further  adjourned. 
Ordered— lAnd  Drainage  Provisional  Orders  *. 
Ordered— First  £eadinff— Merchant  Shipping* 

[1611 
Third  Heading— Bndges  (South  Wales)  ♦  [129], 

and  passed. 

QUESTIONS. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— MR. 

BLAKE. 

Me.  HBALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  language  reported  to  have  been 
used  by  Mr.  Blake,  paid  resident  magis- 
trate at  Tuam,  when  refusing  an  appli- 
cation for  a  licence  under  the  Arms 
Act,  to  the  effect  that  he  would  never 
grant  a  licence  to  a  member  of  the  Land 
League  ;  whether  the  Government  ap- 
prove of  this  ground  of  refusal;  whether 
he  is  aware  of  the  habit  of  Mr.  Blake 
when  trying  cases  on  the  bench  to  put 
queries  of  a  hurtful  nature  to  supposed 
members  of  the  Land  League ;  and, 
whether  this  official's  *'  Letters  of  Ter- 
ence McGrath"  have  been  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  Government  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  ;  Sir,  with  re- 
spect to  the  first  Question,  I  have  been 
furnished  with  a  report  of  the  obser- 
vation made  by  Mr.  Blake  on  the  occa- 
sion referred  to ;  and  he  is  the  licensing 
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ofBoer  appointed  by  law  to  grant  the 
use  of  arms  in  the  diHtrict.  With  the 
obaervationa  Ur.  Blake  ie  reported  to 
have  made  I  have  no  fault  to  find,  and, 
so  far,  I -think  they  were  right  under 
the  circumstanoes.  Hr.  Blake  informs 
me  he  has  never  made  any  ohservationB 
offensive  or  hurtful  to  the  Land  League, 
or  to  any  one  of  its  membere  brought 
before  him  judicially.  With  regard  to 
the  third  Question,  I  am  not  aware  that 
an  offender  has  been  brought  before 
Mr.  Blake  who  has  connection  with  the 
League.  With  regard  to  the  last  Ques- 
tion, I  believe  there  is  an  amusing  book 
which  has  the  title  described  in  the 
Queation  ;  biit,  unfortunately,  I  have 
not  had  time  to  read  it. 

Ur.  HEALY  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  whether  it  was  not  a  fact 
that  a  very  severe  caution  had  been 
given  to  Kr.  Blake  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment for  having  written  articles  of  a 
political  nature? 

Me.  W.  E.  F0E8TEE  said,  that  he 
had  better  ask  the  Qnestion  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  late  Oovermnent. 

MINES  — MINING   IN  FOREIGN  COTJN. 

TRIES  —  REPORT    OF    RESIDENTS 

ABROAD. 
Mb.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Eiret 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  considering  the 
•  great  need  there  is  (.in  order  to  lessen 
ttie  sacrifice  of  life)  for  diminishing  the 
risks  to  those  engaged  in  and  carrying 
on  the  coal,  iron,  and  other  mining  in- 
dustries, by  obtaining  all  possible  infor- 
mation bearing  upon  the  scientific  im- 
provement in  mining  in  all  its  branches 
from  all  mining  Countries,  as  well  as 
our  Colonies,  Whether  he  will  direct 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs to  instruct  our  Embassies,  Lega- 
tions, and  Consuls  to  Countries  where 
mining  operations  are  prosecuted,  to 
embody  in  their  Trade  Beports  any 
valuable  improvements,  and  the  cause 
or  causes  of  explosions  and  other  mining 
disasters,  where  such  may  have  been 
ascertained,  which  may  occur  in  the 
various  Countries  where  they  are  situ- 
ated, so  that  full  and  reliable  know- 
ledge may  be  obtained  in  furtherance 
of  this  object? 

Sra  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir, 
Earl  Granville  isiwilling  to  comply  with 
myhoQ.  Friend's  request,  and  has  given 
Instructions  that  the  information  for 
which  he  asks  respecting  mines  abroad 

^r.  W.  £.  Fortttr 
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rived  at  any,  and  what,  decision  as  to 
the  issue  of  new  writs  in  the  cases  of  any 
of  the  Boroughs  now  vacant  owing  to 
the  decision  of  Election  Petitions  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henrt  James)  :  Sir,  I  stated  some  time 
ago  that  it  would  be  necessary  for  the 
Government  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  deal 
with  the  seven  boroughs  in  which  cor- 
rupt practices  had  prevailed.  That  Bill 
will  be  introduced  at  the  first  convenient 
opportunity,  and  it  would,  therefore,  be 
premature  for  me  now  to  state  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Government. 

BANKRUPTCY    BILL— ESTATES    IN 
LIQUIDATION. 

Sir  EARDLEY  WILMOT  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  he 
would  consider  the  expediency  of  ex- 
tending the  provisioDs  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Bill  to  estates  now  in  liquida- 
tion? 

Mr.  chamberlain  :  Sir,  the  sub- 
ject raised  by  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
jBaronet  is  one  of  great  importance,  and 
it  has  already  engaged  my  careful  at- 
tention. I  did  not  propose  to  deal  with 
it  in  the  Bankruptcy  Bill,  because  I 
was  afraid  of  overloading  that  measure. 
When,  however,  the  Bill  reaches  the 
Committee  stage,  I  shall  be  glad  to  con- 
sider any  Amendments  that  may  be  pro- 
posed with  this  object. 

ARMY  (CHANGES  IN  ORGANIZATION)— 
REGIMENTAL  ORGANIZATION. 

Sir  EARDLEY  WILMOT  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
in  the  changes  in  regimental  organisa- 
tion which  are  to  come  into  force  on 
the  Ist  July  next,  all  the  captains  who 
are  now  serving  in  regiments,  and  who 
will  be  at  that  date  over  forty  years  of 
age  will,  with  the  exceptions  given  in 
page  11  of  the  Memorandum  presented 
to  Parliament,  bo  passed  over  in  filling 
up  the  regimental  ranks  and  be  retired 
on  pensions  or  on  half-pay  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  Sir,  my  hon.  Friend 
has  put  to  rao  a  Question  which  I  am 
not  sure  that  I  quite  understand  ;  but  if 
he  will  speak  to  me  privately,  I  shall,  I 
hope,  be  able  to  give  him  a  satisfactory 
answer. 

CROSSED    CHEQUES    ACT,    1876  —  COR- 
PORATION BONDS. 
Mr.  JACKSON  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,    Whether    the    provisions    of 


*'The  Crossed  Cheques  Act  1876,"  as 
regards  the  crossing  of  cheques,  are  ap- 
plicable to  the  bearer  coupons  issued 
with  the  bonds  of  Corporations  such  as 
Leeds,  Liverpool,  Birmingham,  and  Not- 
tingham ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James)  said,  the  hon.  Member 
had  only  within  the  last  few  minutes 
furnished  him  with  a  copy  of  the  cou- 
pon ;  and,  as  far  as  he  was  able  to  form 
an  opinion  at  so  short  a  notice,  the  cou- 
pon did  not  come  within  the  Act,  and 
would  not  be  protected  by  the  provision 
referred  to. 

PORTUGAT^THE    LORENZO -MARQUES 

TREATY. 

Mr.  W.  CARTWRIGHT  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  he  could  state  when  the  pro- 
mised Papers  relating  to  the  negotia- 
tions connected  with  the  Lorenzo-Marques 
Treaty  will  be  in  the  hands  of  Members  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir, 
a  Report  upon  this  subject  which  Mr. 
Morier  was  called  upon  to  furnish  has 
just  been  received,  and,  with  other  re- 
cent Papers,  will  be  added  to  the  corre- 
spondence which  is  already  in  print  and 
in  a  forward  state.  The  Paper  must  be 
submitted  to  Mr.  Morier  before  it  can  be 
laid  on  the  Table,  so  that  it  is  difficult 
to  name  any  exact  day  for  doing  so ; 
but  no  unnecessary  delay  will  occur. 

BANKRUPTCY  AND  INSOLVENCY 

(IRELAND)    ACT,     1867— PAYMENT     OF 

CLAIMS  OF  SERVANTS. 

Mr.  HEALY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether,  under 
the  249th  section  of  **The  Irish  Bank- 
rupt and  Insolvent  Act,  1857,"  the  ser- 
vant, clerk,  labourer,  or  workman  of  any 
bankrupt  or  insolvent  is  not  entitled  to 
have  his  debts  (not  exceeding  six  months' 
wages,  and  not  exceeding  £30,  in  the 
case  of  a  servant  or  clerk,  and  not  ex- 
ceeding £5  in  the  case  of  a  labourer  or 
workman)  paid  to  him  in  full  by  the 
Court  of  Bankruptcy  out  of  the  estate  ; 
whether,  notwithstanding  this  section, 
the  official  assignees  of  the  Court  of 
Bankruptcy,  in  cases  where  an  arrang- 
ing debtor  compounds  with  his  creditors 
under  the  protection  of  the  Court,  do 
not  refuse  to  allow  the  servant,  &c.  of 
such  arranging  debtor  to  prove  for  more 
i  than  the    amount  of    the    compositioil 


i 


a  K  !i 


THE  EXCISE— TRADINO  BY  EXCISE 

OFFICERS. 


1 950       Monument  to  the  late        [  COMMONS )     Ewrl  of  BeaeamfiM.,  K.  G.    1960 

offered  to  the  other  oteditors ;  whether  said,  that  in  the  absence  of  the  Prime 

the  official  assignees  so  acting  act  legally;  Minister,  from  indisposition,  he  would 

if  so,  whether  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the  postpone  the  Question  until  Monday. 

Law  puts  the  servants,  &c.  of  an  arrang-  Mb.  GBANT  DUFF :  In  the  absence 

ing  debtor  in  a  far  worse  position  than  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  I  have  been 

the  servants,  &c.  of  an  actual  bankrupt ;  directed  to  answer  the  hon.  and  learned 

and,  whether  in  that  case  the  Gk)vem-  Gentleman's  Question, 

ment  will  take  steps   to    redress    this  Ma.  WAKTON:   No,  thank  you;  I 

anomaly,  by  inserting  a  special  Olause  would  prefer  to  have  it  answered  by  the 

dealing  with   Ireland  in    the  English  Prime  Minister  on  Monday. 
Bankruptcy  Bill,  or  otherwise  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Under  the  Act 
in  question^  persons  in  the  position  re- 
ferred to  have  no  absolute  right  to  pay-  Mb.  ELLIOT  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
ment  of  their  claims  in  full,  as  the  Ques-  of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  is  aware  that 
tion  appears  to  suppose ;  but  the  Court  it  is  the  practice  of  excise  officials  em- 
has  power  to  make  an  order  to  that  ployed  in  breweries  to  solicit  orders  for 
effect  if  it  thinks  fit.  The  provisions  of  saocharometers  and  the  like  from  brewers; 
the  Act  do  not  apply  to  cases  of  ar-  and,  whether  he  considers  such  a  prac- 
rangement,  the  terms  of  which  are  left  tice  conducive  to  the  public  interest,  and 
to  the  parties  themselves.     I  cannot  pro-  will  take  steps  to  put  an  end  to  it  should 

mise  any  special  legislation  on  the  subject,    it  be  found  to  exist  ?  

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 

PUBLIC  HEALTH— 8MALL.P0X  Sir,  such  a  practice  as  that  described  in 

(METROPOLIS);—  HOSPITAL  TENTS.  the  Question  is  distinctly  prohibited  by 

Colonel  MABINS  asked  the  Secre-  *^®  printed  instructions  given  to  every 

tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  ^^<^^^%  officer.   I  learn  that  the  Board  of 

If  he  will  give  to  the  House  the  result  I°la»d  Revenue  is  unaware  of  any  case 

of  his  inquiries  on  the  subject  of  the  ^^  ^^^^  *  departure  from  this  rule  has 

Smallpox  Tents  in  the  Imperial  Road,  occurred ;  and  any  such  departure,  if 

Fulham?  made  known  to  the  Board,  would  be 

Mb.  DODSON  :  Sir,  Dr.  Bridges,  one  T!^^*?^  ^^*^  *  v^'J  ^^^^^  "^^rk  of  their 

of  the  Inspectors  of  the  Local  Govern-  displeasure, 
ment  Board,  visited  the  place,  and  found 

that  there  are  two  tents,  surrounded  by  MONUMENT  TO  THE  RIGHT  HON.  THE 

a   high   wooden   paling,   placed  on  the  LATE    EARL    OF    BEACONSFIELD, 

river  bank  on  a  piece  of  waste  land.  K.G.— THE  INSCRIPTION 

f?«%"^n?4ll^a«  P^nU'^n?!.3i'<,nn  Mb.  MACDONALD  said,  that,  in  the 
™tl, T^n*  Th«  SSil  f-  S  th!  absence  of  the  First  Lord  of  th^  Trea- 
A  t"£pelia  E^TwMch.  he  be!  bu^,  he  begged  to  aak  ^e  noble  Mar- 
lieves,  belong;  to  the  Fulham  Board  of  J.^f^  •  ^.^^^  t  ®****  ***^  ^'"^'' 
Works ;  but%ith  the  exception  of  the  Se^tT^rSofCrsJrfo; 
Hospital,  there  are  no  buildinsrs  what-  r,.  .  .  ^  *  "* -^''"^""o""*"  a"*^ 
ever  ther^e.  It  is  right  to  add  that  the  ^«  f^^.^eB  to  the  Country  and  its  de- 
tents have  been  erected  to  meet  a  press-  P/f  ^encies  has  yet  been  prepared ;  and, 
;«™  «»<..»^.»„  —J  *»,»  T ^  if  80,  will  he  inform  the  House  the  na- 

XnhTth7r;lsLf  utef^ri  *-  ^T  ^-^T "'  *Vft *'r/' 

for  the  complaint  against  their  pSrition.  ??  ^^  ^^^.  ^^"^^  T°  *^\^aW«  "^  **>« 

^          ^                   '^  House  pnor  to  the  time  when  he  moves 

COLONIAL  GOVERNORS.  ^^®   Resolution  for  the  erection  of  the 

jur^  wA-Drnrkxr      X.    u  J  XI.    rii  monument?     He  wished  to  add  that  his 

^  Mr.  WARTON,  who  had  the  foUow-  Question  had  been  so  mutilated  that  he 

ing  Question  on  the  Paper  :—  scarcely  recognized  it.     But  no  doubt 

"To  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasuiy,  the  noble  Marquess  had  seen  it  in  the 

Whether  there  is  any  instance  of  a  colony  in  newspapers. 

which  the  appointment  of  its  governor,  even  in  AyT^    "PT^T  Axrrka   «i        j     •     j  ^        \. 

those  cases  where  that  office  had  heen  hereditary  .    ^^'  KlLiAJNDB  also  desired  to  ask. 

wp  elective,  has  not  heen  originally  made  by  the  ^^  reference  to  this  subject,  whether,  in 

^^^^  ^ "  view  of  the  importance  of  the  Iridi  Land 
Mr,  Mealy 
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Bill,  the  Government  would  be  good 
enough  to  postpone  the  Motion  relative 
to  the  Beaconsfield  monument  until 
after  that  Bill  had  been  read  a  second 
time? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
Sir,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  being  slightly  un- 
well, and  unable  to  be  in  his  place  to- 
day, has  desired  me  to  answer  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  StaflPord 
TMr.  Macdonald).  I  must  say,  in  the 
nrst  place,  that  I  have  not  seen  any 
other  version  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Question  than  that  which  stands  on 
the  Paper,  and  that  I  am  not  aware  in 
what  respect  it  has  been  altered.  In 
reply  to  his  Question,  I  have  to  state 
that  the  view  of  the  Government  is  that 
the  words  of  the  inscription  should  very 
closely  follow  the  terms  of  the  Address 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  will  move 
on  Monday  next.  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands),  I 
have  to  state  that  it  is  impossible  for  me 
to  answer  his  Question  in  the  absence  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister. 
I  can  only  say  that  I  believe  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  has  fully  considered 
the  time  when  his  Motion  should  be 
brought  on,  and  I  do  not  think  that  he 
will  be  disposed  to  adopt  any  suggestion 
for  its  postponement. 

Mr.  macdonald  wished  to  know, 

whether  the  inscription  would  contain 

any  reference  to  the  political  services  of 

the  late  Lord  Beaconsfield  as  the  head 

.  of  a  Party? 

The  Marqitess  of  HARTINGTON : 
Sir,  I  can  only  refer  the  hon.  Member 
to  the  terms  of  the  Address  of  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  gave  Notice  yester- 
day. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  1881— ARMS  LICENCES. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  the  magistrates 
at  Ballineen,  county  Cork,  have  refused 
arms  licences  to  all  Catholic  farmers 
and  others  even  when  the  applications 
were  supported  by  the  local  police  con- 
stable; whether  licences  trere  granted 
to  all  Protestants;  whether  the  local 
rector  sat  on  the  bench  to  back  up  the 
applications  of  his  own  people ;  whether 
all  the  magistrates  on  the  bench  are 
Protestants ;  and,  whether  a  periodical 
Betum  can  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of 


the  House  showing  the  number  of  cases 
in  which  arms  licences  have  been  granted 
in  the  proclaimed  districts,  the  number 
in  which  they  have  been  refused,  the 
reason  of  the  refusal,  and  the  religion  of 
the  applicant  in  each  case  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  informed  that  all  licences  to  Ca- 
tholic farmers  in  the  locality  named  had 
not  been  refused,  but  some  of  them  had 
been  postponed ;  nor  was  it  true  that  all 
Protestant  applications  were  granted. 
It  was  true  that  the  Rector  had  a  seat 
upon  the  Bench  and  bore  witness  in  a 
few  cases  to  the  character  of  his  parish- 
ioners. It  was  not  true  that  all  the 
magistrates  were  Protestants,  because  the 
Resident  Magistrate,  who  had  most  in- 
fluence in  such  matters,  was  a  Catholic. 
He  could  not  grant  the  Return  asked  for 
by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  to  be  un- 
derstood as  saying  that  all  those  who 
received  licences  were  not  Protestants  ? 
Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  thought 
he  had  already  answered  that  Question 
when  he  said  it  was  not  true  that  all  the 
Catholic  farmers  were  refused  licences. 

Mb.  HEALY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House,  a  Return  showing  the  value 
claimed,  and  the  amount  paid  upon, 
arms  surrendered  in  the  proclaimed  dis- 
tricts of  Ireland  up  to  the  30th  April ; 
and,  whether  there  is  any  objection  to 
furnish  a  similar  Return  periodically 
during  the  continuance  of  the  Arms  Act 
in  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  Sir,  I  think 
the  information  as  to  the  value  of  arms 
surrendered  in  Ireland  ought  to  be  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and  I  hope 
to  be  able  to  lay  it  on  the  Table  when 
the  Estimates  are  brought  forward.  I 
do  not  think  that  a  periodical  Return  ii 
necessary,  or  any  Return,  until  the  Act 
has  been  in  operation  for  some  time. 

THE  NEW  HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE— 
ACCOMMODATION  FOR  THE  BAR. 

Mb.  GRANTHAM  asked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether  the 
room  intended  for  the  use  of  the  Bar  at 
the  new  High  Court  of  Justice  is  now  to 
be  devoted  to  another  purpose ;  and,  if 
so,  if  he  will  state  what  accommodation  it 
is  intended  to  devote  for  the  uie  of  the 
Bar  in  exchange  for  such  room  ? 
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Mk.  SHAW  LEFEVEE :  Sir,  a  room  I  colnshire    in    a   manner  calculated  to 


will  be  provided  for  the  accomiaodation 
of  the  Bar  above  that  which  was  origin- 
ally intended  for  them. 

CONTROVERTED      ELECTIONS  —  THE 
PARLIAMENTARY    ELECXrONS    ACT, 
IBSa,    THE     PARLIAMENTARY     AND 
CORRUPT  PRACTICES  ACT,  1879,  AND 
THE    PARLIAMENTARY    AND    COR- 
Bl'PT    PRACTICES    ACT.    1880  — THE 
BOSTON  ELECTION. 
Mb.  UELLOR  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  hie  attention  has  been 
called  to  another  article  of  the  "  Boston 
Independent "   newspaper,    extensively 
circulated,  in  which  the  following  pas- 
sage appears:— 

"Let  the  Attorney  General  do  evonJianded 
justice,  and  do  not  let  his  TJctims  be  selected  to 
gralifj'  party  apito  or  appcaso  party  pii«Bion  ;  " 
whether  thia  is  the  same  newspaper  as 
that  referred  to  in  the  evidence  before 
the  fioatou  Election  CommiBsionero, 
page  59a,  given  by  Mr.  E.  W.  MU- 
lingtOQ,  as  follows ; — 

"  On  the  day  before  the  polling,  or  perhaps 
two  days  before,  an  intimation  was  made  to  my 
partner  that  the  proprietor  of  the  '  Indi'pendent ' 
newspaper  thought  that  a  donation  should  bo 
given  to  him  for  the  support  which  had  been 
(uod  wa«  about  to  be  given  to  the  CooBorvative 
causa.  It  was  at  once  referred  to  ilr.  Garfit. 
He  naked  our  opinioo  about  it.  I  myself  was 
present  with  my  partner  on  that  occasion,  and 
we  thought  the  amouDt  asked  (£1^0)  was  a 
reasonable  one.  The  grounds  for  the  subscrip- 
tion alleged  were  that  the  proprietor  had  lately 
been  the  editor  of  the  opposition  paper,  the 
Liberal  newspaper,  and  that,  in  consequence  of 
his  having  gone  over  with  ccrtaio  of  hia  staff, 
he  encountered  a  good  deal  of  opposition,  and 
that  he  was  likely  to  lose  possibly  some  appoint- 
ments as  agent  for  other  newspapers,  and, 
altogether,  we  thought  it  was  a  proper  pay- 
ment to  make,  and  Mr,  Oarflt  was  advised  to 
sanction  it,  that  is,  the  promise  of  it.  The 
money  has  not  yet  been  paid.  I  distinctly 
swear  that  in  advising  Mr.  Garfit  to  give  the 
money  I  had  not  in  view  the  lujing  of  the  vote 
of  the  proprietor  of  the  paper.  That  voto  we 
counted  on  as  a  certninty  : 

"  Question :— Then  it  was  a  pure  gift.  Did 
you  during  the  election,  whenever  there  were 
meetings,  buy  certain  numbrrs  of  the  news- 
paper  and  pay  for  them  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 

"  And  you  also  paid  for  your  advertisements  P 
— Tes  ;  wo  also  paid  for  our  advoitisements. 
"  In  the  ordinary  way  f  —  Yea." 

and,  whether  he  will  direct  inquiries  to 
be  made  as  to  who  the  persons  are  who 
have  found  the  money  for  and  caused 
ailiclee  of  this  newspaper  to  be  re- 
printed and  ojrculated  throughout  Lin- 


affect  the  course  of  justice  ?  In  putting 
the  Question,  he  asked  to  be  allowed  to 
make  a  short  personal  statement.  On 
Monday  last,  when  he  put  a  similar  Ques- 
tion, the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bridport  (Mr.  Warton)  made  a  remark 
which  he  did  not  hear.  He  had,  how* 
ever,  been  told  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  asked  whether  it  was 
proper  that  such  a  Question  should  ha 
put  by  a  Gentleman  who  was  counsel 
for  the  prosecution.  As  this  suggestion 
had  been  made,  he  wished  to  say  that 
he  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
prosecution.  He  aimply  put  the  Ques- 
tions as  the  HepresentatiTe  of  a  lincoln- 
shire  constituency  which  was  interested 
in  the  subject. 

Mr.  WABTON  said,  he  believed  on 
Monday  that  the  hon.  Member  was  at 
that  time  retained  for  the  prosecution ; 
but  he  found  he  was  mistaken.  He 
wished  to  ask  the  Attorney  General 
what  was  the  date  of  the  article  referred 
to  in  the  Question,  and  whether  he  was 
aware  that  the  paper  mentioned  was 
very  small  and  circulated  in  Boston  onlv  F 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  Jaues),  in  reply,  said,  he  be- 
lieved the  date  was  not  a  recent  date, 
and  the  article  had  not  been  published 
since  the  hon.  Member's  previous  Ques- 
tion. He  knew  nothing  of  the  size  or 
circulation  of  the  paper  ;  but  the  parti- 
cular article  had  been  widely  circulated 
among  the  class  from  whom  the  jury- 
men would  probably  be  drawn,  and  sUp 
copies  had  been  sent  to  himself  and  to 
other  Members  of  the  House.  The  paper 
was  the  paper  referred  to  in  evidence. 
It  was  painful  to  him  to  have  to  take 
such  proceeding  of  the  kind  pending, 
and  the  only  object  of  the  Qovemment 
was  to  uphold  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice. 

PROTECTION  OF  PERSON  AND 
PROPERTY  ACT,  1881— KILMAINHAM 
PRISON. 
Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Wbetheritis  necessary  for  any  of  thepui- 
poses  of  the  Irish  Coercion  Act  that  tbs 
following  rules  should  be  enforced  in  KU- 
mainham  Prison: — 1.  The  rule  that  no 
person  detained  on  suspicion  under WB^ 
rant  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  shall  receives 
visit  anywhere  but  in  the  cell  or  "cage" 
eressed  by  the  iron  gratings,  which  in- 
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tervene  between  the  visitor  and  the  pri- 
soner ;  2.  The  rule  which,  by  prescrib- 
ing this  * '  cage  "  alone  as  the  place  for  the 
reception  of  visits,  precludes  the  general 
body  of  prisoners  from  seeing  their 
friends  and  relatives  while  any  one  pri- 
soner is  receiving  a  visitor;  whether 
these  rules  might  not  be  relaxed  so  far  as 
to  allow  the  prisoners  to  receive  visits  in 
an  ordinary  cell  or  room ;  whether  several 
such  cells  or  rooms  might  not  be  pro- 
vided for  the  purpose,  so  as  to  allow  of 
several  persons  being  visited  at  one  time, 
and  thereby  relieve  the  friends  and  re- 
latives of  prisoners,  who  often  come  long 
distances  to  see  them,  from  being  obliged 
to  stand  for  hours  outside  the  door  of 
the  jail,  exposed  to  the  stares  and  com- 
ments of  policemen ;  and,  whether  the 
purposes  of  the  Coercion  Act  are  not 
satisfied  by  detention  without  the  in- 
fliction of  any  painful  humiliation  upon 
prisoners  or  any  distressing  inconve- 
nience upon  those  who  come  to  visit 
them? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  I  only 
saw  the  Notice  of  the  Question  this 
morning,  therefore  I  have  not  had  time 
to  inquire ;  but  I  have  to-day  received 
some  information  which,  I  think,  will 
enable  me  to  answer  the  Question.  With 
respect  to  visiting  rooms,  there  are  two 
which  are  always  available,  and  another 
one  is  being  fitted  up.  Some  modifica- 
tion will  be  made  in  the  so-called  '^cage," 
which,  I  think,  will  be  considered  rea- 
sonable. There  is  no  waiting-room  for 
visitors,  and  the  accommodation  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Governor  does  not  permit 
of  a  waiting-room  being  provided.  Ac- 
commodation will  probably  be  provided 
at  the  Court-house  close  by ;  and  the 
Irish  Government  are  at  present  in  com- 
munication with  the  Grand  Jury  of  the 
County  of  Dublin  on  the  subject.  Pri- 
soners in  the  hospital  are  allowed  to 
receive  visitors  subject  to  the  approval 
of  the  medical  ofiS.cer. 

NAVY— DESTRUCTION  OF  H.M.S. 
"DOTEREL." 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  should 
like  to  ask  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  a  Question  of  which  he 
had  given  him  private  Notice — namely. 
Whether  there  is  any  foundation  for  the 
suggestion  contained  in  a  letter  in  the 
**  Standard "  of  to-day,  that  the  acci- 
dent to  the  "Doterel "  might  have  been 
caused  by  a  Whitehead  torpedo  lost  by 


the  "Shah"  when  practising  at  Sandy 
Point  some  time  ago  ?  He  had  no  doubt 
about  it  in  his  own  mind ;  but  it  would 
be  satisfactory  if  they  could  hear  from 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  some  in- 
formation on  the  question. 

Mb.  TREVELYAN  :  Sir,  the  letter  in 
The  Standard  of  to-day  from  the  late 
signalman  of  the  Shah  is,  so  far  as  the 
fact  goes  that  a  torpedo  was  lost  from 
the  Shah  at  Sandy  Point  in  1878,  quite 
correct.  But  that  torpedo  was  unloaded, 
and  was  only  used  for  experimental 
practice,  and  being  such  it  was  picked 
up  a  short  time  ago  by  a  man  who  was 
handsomely  rewcurded,  and  it  was  sub- 
sequently brought  home  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ship  Opal, 

AFGHANISTAN  —  REPORTED    RUSSIAN 
MISSION  TO  CABUL. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  begged  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  a  Question  of  which  he  had  ffiven 
him  private  Notice — namely,  Whether  it 
is  true,  as  stated  in  the  **  Standard,"  that 
another  Russian  Mission  has  just  been 
despatched  from  St.  Petersburgh  to 
Cabul ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  take  any  steps  in  the 
matter  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
On  seeing  the  statement  in  the  news- 
papers to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
refers,  I  telegraphed  to  the  Governor 
General  of  India  asking  him  whether 
there  was  any  foundation  for  it.  As  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  only  just  given  me 
Notice  of  the  Question,  I  cannot  give 
him  a  full  reply ;  but  from  the  answer 
which  I  have  received  from  the  Governor 
General  of  India,  I  gather  that  he  has 
not  received  any  information  which  con- 
firms the  statement.  I  think  it  is  also 
stated  that  the  Government  of  India 
have  received  several  communications 
from  the  Ameer,  Abdurrahman,  with 
reference  to  communications  that  had 
taken  place  between  them  and  the  Rus- 
sian authorities  on  the  subject  of  the  re- 
turn of  the  Ameer's  son  from  Russia  to 
Cabul.  The  Ameer,  so  far  as  they  were 
aware,  had  asked  the  advice  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  in  regard  to  all  these 
communications.  So  far  as  I  am  aware, 
no  Russians  have  accompanied  the 
Ameer's  son  beyond  Mazar-i-8heriff,  in 
Afghan  Turkestan.  Further  inquiries 
wiU  be  made ;  but  the  House  will  see 
that  the  subitance  of  the  reply  of  the 
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Governor  General  does  not  confirm  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Me.  BOUEKE  :  Can  the  noble  Lord 
state  whether  there  is  there  any  British 
Agent  now  at  Cabul,  Native  or  other- 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
There  is  no  accredited  Agent. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  I  may, 
perhaps,  be  allowed  to  supplement  the 
statement  of  my  noble  Friend  with  some 
information  which  has  been  received  at 
the  Foreign  Office  from  St.  Petersburgh 
on  the  subject.  On  the  7th  of  February, 
Lord  Dufferin  was  informed  by  the 
acting  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs  that 
General  Kauffmann  had  given  the  ladies 
of  the  family  of  Abdurrahman  an  es- 
cort as  far  as  the  Russian  Frontier,  who 
had  returned,  by  one  of  the  Sirdars,  an 
answer  of  simple  compliment  for  the 
attention  thus  shown.  That  statement 
is  inconsistent  with  what  has  since  ap- 
peared in  the  newspapers,  and,  there- 
lore,  further  inquiries  will  be  made. 

PUBLIC  BUSINESS— MORNING  SITTING 
FOR  TUESDAY. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  gave  Notice 
that  in  the  event  of  the  Prime  Minister 
on  Monday  moving  that  there  should  be 
a  Morning  Sitting  on  Tuesday,  he  would 
oppose  the  Motion. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 

SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 


AGRICULTURAL  LABOURERS'  HABI- 
TATIONS (IRELAND). 

BESOLUTION. 

Mr.  CALLAN,  in  rising  to  call  at- 
tention to  the  condition  of  agricultural 
labourers  in  Ireland,  and  to  the  pressing 
necessity  that  existed  for  affording  faci- 
lities for  the  erection  of  cottages  and 
providing  suitable  garden  plots  for  them, 
and  to  move — 

"That, in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  ex- 
pedient  and  necessary  that  measures  should  be 
taken  in  the  present  Session  of  Parliament  to 
improve  the  condition  of  agricultural  labourers' 
habitations  in  Ireland ;  " 

Baid,  the  question  intimately  concerned 
a  large  majority  of  the  population  of 
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Ireland,  and  indirectly  affected  the  whole 
nation.  Therefore,  it  was  unnecessary  to 
dilate  on  its  importance,  which  was,  in- 
deed, self-evident.  As  far  back  as  1843, 
on  the  representations  of  Mr.  Sharman 
Crawford,  a  Royal  Commission  was  is- 
sued to  inquire  into  the  subject.  Major 
O'Reilly,  a  resident  proprietor  in  County 
Down,  gave  evidence  that  nothing  could 
be  more  distressing  than  the  condition 
of  the  labourers,  mainly  in  consequence 
of  the  landlords  requiring  that  the  cottier 
tenements  should  be  got  rid  of,  and 
wherever  grazing  farms  were  the  condi- 
tion of  the  labourers  was  most  wretched. 
The  evidence  of  Mr.  Sharman  Crawford, 
County  Down,  before  the  Devon  Commis- 
sion, and  also  that  of  Mr.  William 
Smyth,  County  Limerick,  showed  that 
the  condition  of  the  labourers  and  their 
dwellings  was  wretched  in  the  extreme. 
Upon  the  evidence  the  Devon  Commis- 
sion reported  that  the  Irish  labourers 
were  '*  the  worst  fed,  worst  clothed,  and 
worst  housed  in  Europe."  That  was 
published  in  1846  or  1847  ;  and  what 
had  since  then  been  done  by  the  British 
Parliament  to  remedy  the  g^evances  of 
the  Irish  labourer  ?  Nothing,  until  they 
came  within  a  measurable  distance,  as 
the  present  PrimeMinister  expressed  it,  of 
civil  war.  In  introducing  the  JJand  Act  of 
1870,  the  Prime  Minister  referred  to  the 
position  of  the  Irish  labourer,  remark- 
ing that  between  the  years  1849  and 
1860  there  was  a  g^eat  and  general  in- 
crease of  wages  throughout  Ireland; 
but  that  from  1860  up  to  1870  the  rate 
of  wages  there  had  not  advanced ;  and, 
alluding  to  the  evictions  which  had  oc- 
curred, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  some  of  those  evictions  were  of  the 
most  painfull,  some  of  the  most  indefen- 
sible, and  some  even  of  the  most  guiltj 
character.  Another  process,  he  ex- 
plained, had  been  going  on  in  Ireland 
— namely,  the  conversion  of  tillage  land 
into  pasturage,  the  result  being  a  large 
increase  in  pauperism.  At  the  present 
time  all  the  labouring  population  of  Ire- 
land, if  not  in  absolute  receipt  of  poor 
relief,  would  be  in  receipt  of  such  mief 
i^  the  Irish  Poor  Laws  were  admin- 
istered with  something  like  the  hu- 
manity and  liberality  which  attended  the 
English  Poor  Law  system.  The  Prime 
Minister,  in  introducing  the  Act  of  1870, 
however,  scdd  that  the  GK>venimeiit  hid 
done  for  the  Irish  labourer  what  theci^ 
oumstances  of  the  oaae  would  permil^ 


1969     A^euitural  ZaboursTB^      [May  6,  1881}        Eabitatmis  (Ireland).      1970 


they  allowed  the  tenant  to  divide  and 
sub-let  for  cottages  and  gardens  to  be  let 
to  the  labourers  employed  on  the  hold- 
ing ;  and  they  offered  from  public  funds 
facilities  for  the  acquisition  of  land  in 
small  quantities.  The  Land  Bill  of 
1870  emerged  from  that  House  with  a 
clause  in  it  affecting  the  labourer;  but 
that  clause  was  unwisely  and  unchari- 
tably expunged  by  the  House  of  Lords. 
The  Bill  came  back  to  the  House  of 
Commons  with  a  number  of  other 
clauses  disagreed  to  by  the  Lords,  and 
it  became  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  consider  whether  they  should  agree 
or  disagree  with  the  Lords'IAmendments. 
They  moved  the  House  or  Commons  to 
disagree  with  several  of  the  Lords' 
Amendments.  Three  or  four  Divisions 
were  taken,  but  they  threw  a  sop  to 
Cerberus.  They  threw  over  the  Irish 
labourers — the  Government  threw  over 
the  Irish  labourers.  He  (Mr.  Callan) 
wished  very  much  they  would  make  an 
example,  and  throw  over  somebody  else 
now,  and  if  they  did  so  he  might  say 
they  would  confer  an  inestimable  boon 
upon  the  country.  The  Lords'  Amend- 
ment affecting  the  labourers  came  be- 
fore the  House  on  the  12th  of  July — a 
fated  day  for  Ireland — and  Mr.  Chi- 
chester Fortescue  said,  he 

"Moved,  That  tho  House  do  agree  to  the 
Lorda'  Amendment,  by  which  certain  exceptions 
from  the  general  effect  of  the  clause  which  were 
intended  to  give  the  tenant  the  power  of  setting 
aside  pieces  of  land  for  the  purpose  of  building 
labourers'  cottages,  were  struck  out.  If  he  were 
simply  to  consult  his  own  wishes,  he  should 
prefer  the  BUI  as  it  dealt  with  that  point  in  its 
original  shape;  but  the  matter  was  one  with 
regard  to  which  he  did  not,  for  the  reason  stated 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  tho  Go- 
vemment,  think  it  would  be  wise  to  insist  by 
dissenting  from  the  Amendment." — [3  Hansard, 
ociii.  125.] 

The  Government,  however,  promised 
that  the  following  year  a  measure  should 
be  introduced  dealing  with  the  entire 
question  of  labourers.  The  House  met 
late  in  1871,  and  on  March  24th,  Sir 
William  Henry  Gregory  moved — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  ex- 
pedient that  measures  should  be  taken  in  the 
present  Session  of  Parliament  to  improve  the 
condition  of  the  agricultural  labourers'  habita- 
tions in  Ireland ;  ** 

and,  in  doing  so,  said — 

"  He  wished  to  bring  under  the  notice  of  the 
House,  and  of  the  Government,  the  condition  of 
the  most  helpless  and  most  hopeless  class  in 
the  United  Kingdom-— namely,  the  agricultural 


labourers  in  Ireland.  Last  year,  during  the 
passing  of  the  Land  BiU,  he  had  been  anxious 
to  make  some  provisions  for  the  encouragement 
of  the  erection  of  suitable  habitations  for  these 
unfortunate  people,  but  was  unable  to  do  so. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue)  who  had 
charge  of  the  Bill,  opposed  the  proposal  made 
by  him  (Mr.  W.  H.  Gregory),  not  on  the  merits 
or  demerits  of  tho  proposal,  but  because  the 
subject  was  too  large  to  be  fully  and  fairly 
entered  into  in  a  Land  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  admitted  that  the  subject  deserved 
tho  fullest  consideration,  and  gave  the  House 
to  understand  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  legislate  in  the  coming  Session 
for  the  evils  which  he  fully  acknowledged.*' — 
[Ibid.  ccv.  675.] 

The  Motion  to  which  he  had  alluded 
was  proposed  by  Sir  William  Henry 
Gregory,  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway, 
and  no  Land  Leaguer,  which  was  se- 
conded by  Sir  Frederick  Heygate,  a 
Conservative,  the  Representative  of  Lon- 
donderry County.  He  trusted  the  pre- 
sent Member  for  the  constituency  (the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland)  would  be 

?uite  as  sensible  of  the  interests  of  the 
rish  labourers  as  his  Predecessor.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  who 
had  then  been  recently  appointed  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
said — 

"  Were  it  not  for  technical  reasons  he  did  not 
know  that  he  should  have  thought  it  necessary 
to  ask  his  hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  the  Motion. 
However,  as  it  had  taken  the  form  of  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker  do  leave 
the  Chair,  he  hoped,  in  the  event  of  his  being 
able  to  give  a  satisfactory  assurance  on  the 
subject,  his  hon.  Friend  would  withdraw  the 
Amendment  and  be  content  to  leave  the  matter 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government.'*  —  [Ibid. 
590.] 

If  he  (Mr.  Callan)  to-day  got  across  the 
floor  of  the  House  a  similar  assurance, 
he  would  withdraw  his  Motion  ;  but  if 
he  did  not  get  some  such  assurance,  he 
should  consider  himself  bound  in  honour 
to  go  to  a  division.  But  if  that  assur- 
ance were  given,  he  hoped  it  would  not 
be  unfulfilled  as  on  the  previous  occa- 
sion. He  appealed  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  to  use  his 
influence  in  the  interest  of  the  Lrish 
labourer ;  and  he  would  ask  the  noble 
Lord  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  also 
to  use  his  influence  to  have  the  promises 
which  had  been  made  on  this  question 
carried  out,  and  the  pledges  which  he 
had  given  redeemed.  In  May,  1871| 
Mr.  McCarthy  Downing  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  when  he  expected  to  be  able 


Id71     A§rieuUural  LaUwm'      {COMMONS}        EalUaium%  {Irelani).        1972 


to  lay  on  tlie  Table  a  Bill  for  the  iiu- 
provement  of  the  -condition  and  habita- 
tions of  labourers  iu  Ireland,  which  had 
been  promised?     The  noble  Lord  said, 
in  reply,  that  he  had  been  in  commu- 
nication with  the  Board  of  Works  in 
Ireland,  and  he  would,  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible, lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House  a 
Bill  for  the  improvement  of  the  condi- 
tion of  labourers  and  their  habitations. 
He  could  not  promise  that  it  should  be 
done  before  Whitsuntide.      Why,    the 
name  of  the  Board  of  Works  was  a  by- 
word in  Ireland,  and  so  it  would  remain 
until  it  was  swept  away.     Nothing  was 
done  in  1871.     Then  they  came  to  1872, 
and  no  Bill  was  introduced.     Mr.  Ma- 
guire   asked  when  a  Bill   on  the  sub- 
ject of  improving  the  condition  of  the 
Irish   labourers  would  be  brought  in, 
and  the  Chief  Secretary,  in  reply,  said 
the  subject  was  one  which  had  long  en- 
gaged the  attention  of  the  Government. 
That  was  true,  for  the  subject  had  en- 
gaged attention  for  30  years.     P*  Hear, 
hear !  **]     He  heard  an  hon.   Member 
opposite  say  **  Hear,  hear !  '*  but  nothing 
had  been  done.     The  noble  Lord  (the 
Marquess  of  Ilartiugton),  in  1872,  added 
that  he  trusted  to  be  able  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  extend  the  operation   of  Sir 
William  Somerville*s  Act ;  but  he  was 
not  able  to   say  whether  he  would  be 
able  to  introduce  it,   though  he  hoped 
the  day  would  not  be  long.      Formerly, 
when  it  was   the    practice   to    execute 
prisoners    after    sentence  they   used  to 
cry  out — **  Give  me  a  long    day,   my 
lord."     If  any  such  prisoners  had  had 
as  long  a  day   as  the  Irish    labourers 
on  this  subject,  they  might  be  alive  till 
now.     Sir  Frederick  Heygate  each  Ses- 
sion renewed  his  questions  and  remon- 
strances.    Early  in  the  Session  of  1 863 
Sir  Frederick  Heygate  asked  a  question 
about  the  promised  Bill,  and  the  noble 
Lord  said  he  hoped  to  bring  in  such  a 
Bill ;  but  before  he  did  so  it  would  be 
well  that  the  House  should  be  in  posses- 
sion of  cert£iin  Heturns.     The  Hetums 
were  duly  forwarded,  but  no  Bill  was 
forthcoming.'    On  the  16th  of  June  the 
same  year.  Sir  Frederick  Heygate  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  if  he  had  given  up 
the  intention  of  bring  in  the  Bill,  and 
the  noble  Lord  replied  that  he  feared  he 
should  not  have  an  opportunity  of  bring- 
ing in  the  Bill  that  Session.     He  must 
do  the  noble  Lord  the  justice  to  say, 
while  referring  to  these  repeated  pro- 

Mr.  Callan 


mises  which  remained  unfulfilled,  that 
he  did  thoroughly  sympathize  with  the 
Irish  labourers  in  their  wretched  con- 
dition. But  still  nothing  was  done.  The 
noble  Lord  had  presided  over  a  Select 
Committee  which  sat  on  the  subject,  and 
had  thus  become  well  acquainted  with 
the  condition  and  the    wants    of   the 
Irish  agricultural  labourer.      In  1873, 
on   the  3 1st  of  July,  Mr.  Bruce,  who 
was  then  Home  Secretary,  said  that  as 
soon  as  the  Betums  of  the  Inspectors 
had  been  received,  they  would  be  care- 
fully   considered  by  the   Government, 
with  a  view  to  legislation.     In  the  fol- 
lowing year  a  Conservative  Ministry  was 
in  Office,  and  he  wished  to  do  them  the 
justice  of  acknowledging  that  they  had 
broken  no  promises,  for  they  made  none, 
and,  in  fact,  treated  the  question,   as 
they  treated  every  Irish  question,  with 
neglect.    But  there  were  ample  Betums 
for  the  year  1869-70,  upon  which  the 
Government  might  have  acted.      The 
Returns  made  by  the  Inspectors  of  many 
counties  of  Ireland  were  unanimous  in 
describing  the  habitations  and  manner 
of  living  of  the  agricultural  labourers 
as  wretched  beyond  description,  and  the 
labourers    as  thoroughly    discontented 
with  their  lot.     Their  condition  was  a 
standing   disgrace   to   Christianity  and 
civilization.     But,  notwithstanding  the 
degrading  circumstances  in  which  the 
Irish  poor  were  compelled  to  live,  large 
families  of  both  sexes  and  all  ages  hud- 
dled together  night  and  day  in  one  room, 
the  modesty  and  purity  of  their  lives 
were  proverbial  among  the  nations  of 
Europe.     Mr.  Lane  Joint,  a  gentleman 
of  high  authority  on  this  subject,  who 
was  well  known  to  memy  Members  of 
the  House,  expressed  a  strong  opinion 
that  the  farmers  should  be  assisted  in 
providing  suitable  cottages  for  the  farm 
labourers  ;  and  his  suggestion  was  that 
the   assistance   should  come   from   the 
Board  of  Works  in  the  shape  of  ad- 
vances at  a  low  rate  of  interest,  the  re- 
payment to  be   extended  over  a  long 
period.  That  opinion  was  expressed  and 
that  suggestion  made  in  the  year  1851, 
and  since  that  time  the  condition  of  the 
agricultural  labourer  had  changed  for 
the  worse.     The  Bessborough  Commis- 
sion, of  which  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  county  of  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw) 
was  a  Member,  had  ^ven  attention  to 
this  very  important  subject.   Mr.  Kavi- 
nagh,  himseu  a  large  landed  proprietor, 
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was  also  a  Member  of  the  Commission, 
and  the  Commissioners,  all  of  whom  were 
landlords,  reported  that  the  subject  of 
the  condition  of  the  agricultural  labourer 
**  demanded  speedy  consideration,  for  the 
sake  of  the  country  as  well  as  for  the 
sake  of  the  labourers  themselves.**  Be- 
tween 40  and  50  witnesses  were  examined, 
and  on  their  evidence  the  Eeport  in 
question  was  founded.  One  witness, 
named  Butler,  who  resided  in  the  county 
of  Kilkenny  and  stated  that  he  had  been 
a  farm  labourer,  but  was  then  a  large 
farmer,  replying  to  Mr.  Kavanagh,  stated 
that  he  considered  the  labourers*  dwel- 
lings in  his  district  to  be  unsuitable  for 
human  habitations,  being  badly  lighted, 
badly  ventilated,  without  out-houses  or 
gardens.  The  witness  added  that  the 
labourers  were  left  without  help  from 
the  landlord,  and  that  there  was  no  one 
to  raise  a  voice  on  their  behalf.  The 
next  witness  was  a  Conservative  land- 
lord, lately  a  Member  of  that  House, 
(Colonel  King-Harman),  who,  replying 
to  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Shaw)  stated 
that  the  farm  labourers  were  badly 
housed  and  badly  paid.  Mr.  Bolster, 
an  extetisive  farmer,  deposed  that  the 
labourers'  question  was  one  which  pressed 
for  immediate  settlement.  He  also  said 
the  Irish  labourers  were  the  worst  treated 
men  in  any  part  of  the  world.  Slaves 
in  South  America  were  bettor  off  as  far 
as  food  and  lodging  were  concerned, 
while  the  slaves  were  better  paid,  better 
housed,  and  better  clothed.  Other  wit- 
nesses— men  who  spoke  from  experience 
and  with  authority — stated  that  the  la- 
bourers were  being  cleared  from  the 
land,  and  that  the  subject  was  one  which 
the  Government  ought  to  take  without 
delay  into  their  serious  consideration. 
He  would  not  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  by  going  through  the  evidence, 
which  he  had  merely  skimmed,  because 
he  thought  he  had  made  out  his  case. 
On  the  introduction  of  the  Land  Bill  he 
took  occasion  to  express  his  regret  that 
no  provision  was  contained  in  it  to  im- 

Erove  the  condition  of  the  agricultural 
ibourer.  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land said  that  the  Government  had  very 
much  at  heart  the  sufferings  of  a  very 
large  number  of  the  population — suffer- 
ings borne  with  unexampled  patience — 
but  that,  in  the  view  of  the  Government, 
it  would  be  inexpedient  to  overload  the 
measure  with  a  matter  which  could  be 
dealt  with  separately ;  adding  that  he 


folt  no  doubt  as  to  the  fact  that,  if  suffi- 
cient time  were  afforded,  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  very  glad  to  deal  with 
the  question  in  a  separate  measure. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  Solicitor 
General  knew  a  great  deal  about  the 
subject,  and,  as  he  was  a  rapid  drafts- 
man, there  could  be  no  doubt  that,  if 
leisure  were 'afforded  to  him,  he  would 
in  a  fortnight  produce  a  measure  dealing 
in  a  satisfactory  manner  with  the  whole 
question.  He  hoped  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  would 
be  content  to  disconnect  himself  from  a 
small  question  of  this  kind,  and  leave  it 
to  the  Solicitor  General  to  deal  with. 
He  could  not  but  think  it  a  somewhat 
Machiavellian  suggestion  that  to  attempt 
to  deal  with  this  question  in  the  Land 
Bill  would  be  to  overload  the  measu  re 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  said 
he  sympathized  with  the  labourers.  No 
doubt  he  did,  and  perhaps  he  also  sym- 
pathized with  the  ''village  ruffians,**  as 
his  sympathies  were  of  a  very  large  cha- 
racter. Now,  the  Chief  Secretary  at  the 
time  stated  that  it  would  be  for  the 
House  to  consider  most  carefully  how 
the  condition  of  the  agricultural  labourers 
could  be  improved,  and  he  (Mr.  Callan) 
submitted  that  now  was  the  time  for  the 
Government  to  take  the  matter  in  hand. 
He  had  just  returned  from  his  native 
country,  and  the  10  days  he  spent  there 
had  been  the  greater  part  of  them  ab- 
sorbed in  visiting  the  farmers  and  la- 
bourers. He  saw  how  their  hopes  were 
excited  by  the  promised  Land  Bill.  He 
saw  their  miserable  condition.  He  knew 
them,  and  he  respected  them.  He  would 
rather  do  something  to  serve  the  poor 
labourers  of  Ireland  than  any  Prince  or 
Nobleman  in  the  land  ;  and  now,  in  the 
strict  performance  of  his  duty,  and  hav- 
ing stated  his  case  without  any  attempt 
at  exaggeration  from  official  records,  he 
asked  the  House,  in  view  of  the  Report 
of  the  Devon  Commission  in  1843,  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  in  1 87 1 , 
and  the  Report  of  the  Bessborough  Com- 
mission, to  accede  to  the  Motion  stand- 
ing in  his  name. 

Mh.  DALY  said,  he  had  great  plea- 
sure in  seconding  the  Resolution.  The 
necessity  for  the  speedy  amelioration  of 
the  condition  of  the  Irish  ag^cultural 
labourers  had  been  so  fully  placed  before 
the  House  by  his  hon.  Fnend  that  he 
would  not  detain  the  House  long  with 
any  remarks    of   his  own.     His  hon. 
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Friend  bad  contended,  and  with  perfect 
correctness,  that  the  Irish  labourers 
were  the  worst  housed  and  fed  labourers 
not  only  in  Europe,  but  in  the  civilized 
worid.  Stronger  testimony  as  to  their 
deplorable  condition  could  not  be  af- 
forded than  that  given  by*Colonel  Gor- 
don, better  known  as  Chinese  Gordon, 
who  stated  that'during  all "^ his  travels, 
even  in  the  lowest  condition  of  life  in 
China  and  Africa,  he  had  never  met  a 
human  being  in  as  barbarous  and  miser- 
able a  condition  as  the  Irish  labourer. 
These  poor  labourers  had  received  a 
promise  from  the  English  Government 
in  1871  that  their  wants  would  be  at- 
tended to  and  their  grievances  remedied ; 
but  that  promise  had  never  been  fulfilled. 
These  men  were  no  isolated  portion  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects,  for  they  num- 
bered nearly  500,000.  Their  condition 
had  been  aggravated  by  the  fact  that 

English  Law  had  suppressed  manufac- 
tories, and  so  compelled  a  large  number 

to  take  to  the  fields  or  deport  themselves 

to  other  countries.     Many  of  these  men 

could  read,  and  many  of  them  knew  that 

£20,000,000  had  been  expended  by  the 

British  Parliament  for  emancipating  the 

Blacks  ;  and  they  also  knew  that  in  more 

recent  times  over  £17,000,000  had  been 

spent  for  the  rectification  of  the  scientific 

Frontier' in  Afghanistan.  And  they  knew 

that  although  money  was  spent  in  similar 

objects,  and  that  although  in  the  lowest 

depths  of  wretchedness,    their    crying 

wants  were  ignored,  many  of  the  sons 

of  these  labourers  had  swelled  the  ranks 

of  the  British  Army,  and  had  very  ma- 
terially helped  to  gain  those  victories  of 

which  Englishmen  boasted.     He  would 

remind  those  who  deplored  the  agitation 

in  Ireland  that  the  Irish  labourers  were 

the  backbone  and  sinew  of  the  agitation. 

There  was  no  other  class  of  labourers 

who  had  waited  so  patiently  for  justice 

as  had  these  men  ana  their  families ;  and 

now  were  they  to   be   told  that  their 

wants  were  .not  to  be  relieved,   whilst 

millions  were  spent  in  emancipating  the 

Blacks  of  another  land?     He  had  no 

hesitation  in  telling  this  House  that  no 

legislation    ameliorating    the  relations 

between  landlord  and  tenant  would  be 

complete  which  did  not  provide  for  the 

amelioration  of  the  condition  of  the  Irish 

labourers.     That  was    as  true   as  the 

Gospel  of  Almighty  God.     The  Govern- 
ment might  violate  every  law  of  political 

economy,  in  bringing  forward  a  measure 

Mr.  Daly 


for  the  amelioration  of  the  relations  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant,  and  carry 
out  their  system  to  the  fullest  extreme ; 
but  the  agitation  by  Irish  labourers 
would  not  cease  one  jot  or*one  iota  unless 
their  claims  were  attended,  and  they  in- 
deed required  immediate  attention,  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  There  could 
be  no  subject  more  worthy  of  the  atten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Government  than 
that  which  had  been' introduced  to  the 
notice  of  the  House  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Louth. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the  wordi 
'*  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  expedient 
and  necessary  that  measures  should  be  taken  in 
the  present  Session  of  Parliament  to  improve 
the  condition  of  agricultural  labourers*  habita- 
tions in  Ireland," — (J^r.  Callan,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ^'That  the  words 

8 reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
iuestion." 

Mr.  a.  MOOEE  remarked,  that  it  was 
very  refreshing  to  see  the  noble  Jjord  the 
late  Postmaster  General  in  his  place  on 
that  occasion.  The  position  of  the  Tory 
Party  in  reference  to  the  Irish  question 
reminded  him  of  the  old  lines — 

''  When  the  devil  was  sick,  the  devil  a  munk 
would  be ; 
When  the  doril  got  well,  the  devil  a  monk 
was  he.** 

If  the  Tory  Party  returned  to  power, 
they  would  do  nothing  on  behalf  of  the 
Irish  labourer.  He  (Mr.  A.  Moore)  was 
sure  they  were  all  indebted  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan)  for  the 
very  great  care  and  studv  he  had  brought 
to  bear  upon  this  subject.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  this  was  the  moment  to 
strike.  They  were  now  engag^  in  con- 
ferring great  rights  upon  certain  classes 
in  Ireland — the  farming  classes — and 
this  was  the"  time  to  also  deal  with  the 
condition  of  [the  Irish  agricultural  la- 
bourers. He  would  not  dilate  upon 
their  condition,  as  that  had  already  been 
sufficiently  done  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  spoken.  He  had  only  to 
say  that  nothing  could  be  more  deplor- 
able than  their  condition,  not  only  in  the 
West  of  Ireland,  but  in  the  more  pros- 
perous districts.  They  lived  in  wretched 
cabins,  without  a  foot  of  ground  attached 
to  them,  and  they  paid  extravagan 
rents  for  their  dwellings.     Numbers 
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them  onl J  reoeiyed  about  6s,  a-week ;  and 
he  had  lately  come  across  a  servant  of 
a  local  politician  in  Ireland — who  was 
probably  engaged  in  denouncing  land- 
lords—  who  only  received  3*.  a-week 
and  two  meals  a-day  of  sour  milk  and 
potatoes  from  his  patriotic  master.  He 
denied  that  the  labourers  had  approved 
the  land  agitation,  for  their  indignation 
at  the  consequences  which  that  agitation 
had  brought  upon  them  knew  no  bounds. 
They  were  starving.  [^Cheers.']  Hon. 
Members  might  cheer  that  observation ; 
but  he  was  not  going  to  join  them  in 
their  Quixotic  attempt  to  oppose  the 
Bill  which  the  Government  had  brought 
in  at  the  express  desire  of  the  whole  na- 
tion. He  earnestly  desired  the  amelio- 
ration of  the  Irish  labourers ;  but  he  did 
not  wish  to  leave  them  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Land  League.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  the  Commission  established  by  the 
Bill  ought  to  have  enlarged  powers  so 
as  to  deal  with  these  labourers.  If  the 
tenant  farmers  were  made  secure  in 
their  holdings,  without  provision  being 
made  for  the  labourers,  the  latter  would 
be  placed  at  the  mercy  of  the  former. 
He  questioned  whether  it  would  not  be 
wise  to  put  a  stop  to  conacre  by  Act  of 
Parliament,  because  there  was  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  the  poor  labourer 
taking  a  quarter  of  land  at  the  rate  of 
£16  an  acre,  and  expending  his  labour 
upon  it,  paid  for  his  potatoes  twice  as 
much  as  he  could  get  them  for  at  the 
nearest  town.  The  effect  of  such  a  pro- 
hibition would  be  to  induce  the  farmers 
to  grow  an  abundance  of  food  supply. 
They  could  not  hope  to  deal  practically 
with  the  labourers'  question  unless  they 
revised  the  Poor  Law.  There  was  no 
question  that  the  Poor  Law  in  Ireland 
was  in  a  very  unsatisfactory  condition. 
In  England,  if  a  man  left  his  home  his 
wife  and  children  were  enabled  to  re- 
ceive relief  from  the  rates ;  but  it  was 
not  80  in  Ireland.  That  House  was  well 
aware  that  a  large  number  of  Irish  la- 
bourers came  to  England  annually  to 
save  the  harvest,  and  during  their  ab- 
sence their  wives  and  children  were 
absolutely  at  the  mercy  of  the  winds. 
Then,  again,  they  had  to  meet  the  im- 
portant question  of  electoral  rating. 
Thev  should  alter  the  law  with  regard 
to  electoral  rating,  because  the  present 
incidence  of  that  law  afforded  a  direct 
inducement  to  the  clearance  of  large 
estates.    Upon  the  whole,  the  law  as  it 


stood  at  present  very  largely  affected 
the  labourers'  question,  and  before  they 
could  hope  to  obtain  a  satisfactory  settle- 
ment of  the  question  they  should  remove 
the  differences  which  existed  between 
the  English  and  the  Irish  Poor  Law. 
There  was  not  a  single  one  of  those  fine 
patriotic  maxims  mey  had  heard  at 
Land  League  meetings  throughout  Ire- 
land that  did  not  apply  d  fortiori  to  the 
Irish  labourer.  They  had  seen  upon 
platforms  and  banners  the  motto—"  The 
land  for  the  tiller  of  the  soil."  The 
legitimate  outcome  of  that  was  that  the 
labourer  was  entitled  to  the  first  consi- 
deration. St.  Paul  had  been  quoted  as 
laying  down  that  the  husbandman  must 
first  be  partaker  of  the  fruits,  and  if  the 
maxim  had  any  application  to  Ireland  at 
all  it  applied  to  the  Irish  labourer.  He 
trusted  that  the  Government  would  not 
neglect  the  great  opportunity  now  af- 
forded them  of  dealing  thoroughly  and 
satisfactorily  with  this  vital  question. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAJ^  said,  he  was  a 
Member  of  that  House  for  seven  years, 
and  he  never  rose  with  greater  pleasure 
to  support  any  Motion  than  he  did  at 
present  to  support  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Louth.  He  believed 
that  in  the  civilized  world  there  was  no 
class  of  people  in  so  miserable  a  con- 
dition as  the  labourers  of  Ireland.  It 
was  a  well-known  fact  that  in  place  of 
having  homes,  as  they  should  have, 
throughout  the  country,  and  as  they  had 
previous  to  1847,  they  were  driven  into 
the  towns  and  forced  to  live  in  crowded 
and  ill-ventilated  lodging-houses.  Fre- 
quently 10  or  12  persons  were  huddled 
together  in  a  miserable  apartment  for 
which  they  paid  a  most  exorbitant  rent. 
That  state  of  things  caused  a  loss  to  the 
farmers  as  well  as  to  the  unfortunate 
labourers  themselves,  because,  if  they 
were  scattered  throughout  the  country 
on  the  different  farms,  a  sympathy  would 
exist  between  them  and  the  farmers ; 
they  would  be  always  on  the  spot  to 
perform  their  work,  and  their  families 
ready  to  enter  into  service.  In  most 
cases  there  was  no  sympathy  existing 
at  present  between  the  farmers  and 
labourers  in  Ireland,  in  consequence  of 
their  separation,  and  of  the  residence 
of  the  latter  in  the  towns  and  villages 
instead  of  on  the  different  farms  through- 
out the  country.  He  need  not  tell  the 
House  that  in  addition  to  the  other  evil 
results  the  forced  residence  of  these  poor 
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labourers  in  the  towns  injured  their 
health,  caused  great  demoralization  and 
detriment  to  society,  and  to  the  welfare 
of  the  country.  That  system  was  com- 
menced on  a  large  scale  in  1847,  and 
was  carried  out  largely  by  the  landlords, 
because  the  Union  rating  in  Ireland  in- 
duced them  to  rid  their  estates  as  much 
as  they  could  of  the  population.  After 
giving  them  some  trifling  sum  of  money 
they  tumbled  down  their  houses,  and 
the  poor  people  were  obliged  to  take 
refuge  in  the  towns.  According  to  the 
old  divisional  rating,  they  were  not 
charged  to  the  place  where  they  lived 
all  their  lives,  but  to  the  small  towns  to 
which  they  had  come,  and  in  which  they 
had  lived  for  12  or  18  months.  He 
thought  there  were  many  defects  in  the 
Land  Bill,  particularly  that  which  ex- 
cluded leasehold,  and  also  that  which 
restricted  the  repayment  of  the  money 
advanced  to  too  short  a  period;  but 
of  all  the  defects,  and  of  all  the  short- 
comings of  the  Land  Bill,  there  was 
none  which  showed  so  much  want  of 
sympathy  with  the  bulk  of  the  Irish 
people  as  the  omission  of  any  proposal 
to  settle  the  labourers'  question.  He 
might  tell  the  Government  that  no  matter 
how  much  the  Land  Bill  might  serve  the 
farmers  of  Ireland,  there  never  would  be 
peace,  happiness,  or  contentment  in  Ire- 
land until  the  grievances  of  the  labourers 
were  redressed  as  well.  There  was  another 
great  consideration  in  the  settlement  of 
the  labourers*  question.  If  the  farmers 
had  the  labourers  on  their  farms,  they 
would  be  able  to  perform  much  more 
work  than  they  did.  At  present,  to  his 
own  knowledge,  farmers  had  to  walk 
three  or  four  miles  in  the  morning  to 
employ  labourers,  and  when  they  re- 
membered that  these  men  had  to  walk 
out  two  or  three  miles  before  they  com- 
menced work,  and  to  walk  back  the  same 
distance  in  the  evening,  it  was  quite  im- 
possible that  they  could  perform  a  proper 
day's  labour.  During  the  winter  he  at- 
tended 15  or  16  public  meetings  through- 
out the  counties  of  Limerick  and  Cork, 
and  there  was  not  a  single  meeting  he 
attended  at  which  resolutions  were  not 
passed  urging  a  settlement  of  the  la- 
bourers' question.  He  just  happened  to 
have  with  him  a  resolution  passed  at  the 
Shanagolden  land  meeting  in  December, 
and  it  was  in  the  following  terms : — 
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.  ,  "^^^  the  labouring  classes  have  as  good  a 
nght  to  live  by  the  land  as  the  fanners  and 
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landlords,  and  that  no  settlement  of  the  Land 
Question  will  bring  either  peace  or  aati^ction 
to  Ireland  until  the  labourers  are  placed  ai 
firmly  on  the  soil  as  the  farmers.'* 

That  was  only  one  of  hundreds  of  simi- 
lar resolutions  passed  throughout  the 
country.     In  the  Heport  of  the  Devon 
Commission  of  1845,  he  found  that  spe- 
cial attention  was  called  to  the  miser- 
able and  disgraceful  condition  of  the 
labourers  ;  but,  though  nearly  40  years 
had  elapsed  since,  he  regretted  to  say 
that  no  steps  had  been  taken  by  any  of 
the  various  Governments  to  remedy  the 
grievance.     He  knew  the  question  was 
a  very  difficult  one  to  deal  with ;  but  he 
would  throw  out  a  suggestion  which 
might  be  made  the  basis  of  some  settle- 
ment.    He  would  make  it  compulsory 
that  upon  every  farm  valued  at  £50  per 
annum  or  upwards  there  should  be  one 
labourer's  cottage.     He  mentioned  £50, 
because  he  considered  that  any  man 
holding  a  farm  worth  £50  per  annum 
must  require  at  least  one  labourer  every 
day.     Whether  they  made  the  landlord 
or  the  farmer,  or  both,  jointly  build  the 
cottage,  he  thought  that  no  farm  valued 
at  such  a  sum  should  be  without  it. 
Then,  for  every  farm  valued  at  £100 
and  upwards,   he  would  suggest  that 
there  should  be  two  cottages,  and  so  on 
in  proportion.     He  proposed  that  there 
should  be  attached  to  each  cottage  half 
a  statute  acre  of  land,  which  should  be 
given  to  the  labourer  occupying  it  at  the 
same  rate  as  that  paid  by  the  tenant,  or, 
if  the  tenant  was  owner,  at  the  Qt>vem- 
ment  valuation.     He  proposed  that  the 
rent  of  the  cottage  should  not  exceed  a 
sum  of  5  per  cent  per  annum  on  the 
capital  sum  which  it  cost  to  build  the 
cottage.    If  such  a  plan  were  adopted 
it  would  diffuse  new  life  into  many  parts 
of  the  country.     In  his  own  district,  and 
in  the  midland  grazing  counties,  whole 
tracts  of  land  afforded  employment  only 
to  a  few  herdsmen,  and  he  believed  that 
pernicious  mode  of  dealing  with  the  land 
was  adopted  because  it  was  the  easiest 
way  for  making  money.     But  he  main- 
tained that  if  the  fine  lands  of  Limerick 
and  Tipperary  wore  devoted  to  ordinary 
agricultural  purposes,  it  would  pay  the 
owners  far  better,  it  would  give  employ- 
ment to  the  people,  and  it  would  bring 
peace  and  prosperity  to  the  country.  He 
trusted  the  House  would  not  allow  the 
Land  Bill  to  pass  without  dealing  with 
this  question,  because  it  was  a  fearful 
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thing  to  contemplate  that  500,000  or 
600,000  persons  were  left  in  a  condition 
more  wretched  and  miserable  than  any 
class  on  the  fcuie  of  the  earth. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  difference  of  opinion 
about  the  condition  of  the  agricultural 
labourer  in  Ireland.     It  is  very  bad. 
Still,    notwithstanding   what   the    hon. 
Member  for   Louth   (Mr.   Callan)   has 
stated,  I  maintain  it  is  not  so  bad  as  it 
was  25  years  ago.    It  was  then  very  bad 
indeed.      I   think   it  is  the  opinion  of 
every  Member  of  the  House  that  what 
can  be  done  should  be  done.    The  hon. 
Member  for  Louth  thinks  it  would  be 
an  unpleasant  task  for  me  to  have  to  do 
something  to   benefit   the   agricultural 
labourers  of  Ireland.     If  that  were  so, 
I  should  be  an  exception  to  every  Mem- 
ber in  the  House,  for  I  believe  there 
can    be   no   more    pleasant   task   than 
to  do  everything  for  the  Irish  labourer 
that  can  be  done.      But  this  is  not  a 
very   easy  matter  to  deal   with.      The 
tenure  of  land  will  require  amendment, 
and  I  hope    that  by   an  alteration  of 
the  law  in  that  respect  the  position  of 
the  tenant  will    be  greatly  improved. 
The  position  of  the  labourer  after  all  is 
very  much  owing  to  the  smallness  of  his 
earnings.     If  the  position  of  the  tenant 
were  improved,  the  labourer  would  get 
better  employment.  But  there  is  another 
matter  which  has  been  discussed   and 
which  holds  out  rather  more  hope,  and 
that  is  legislation   with   regard  to  la- 
bourers' dwellings.     I  am  very  careful 
about  what  I  say,  because  I  know  the 
position  of  these  poor  people,  and  I  do 
not  wish  to   hola  out  hopes  to  them 
which  may  not  be  justified.     Therefore, 
hon.  Members  must  not  do  injustice  to 
the  Government  because  of  my  reticence, 
for  if  I  do  not  speak  as  much  as  they 
expected,  it  is  not  to  be  imagined  that 
we  are  not  desirous  to  do  what  we  can 
in  the  matter ;  but  we  must  be  guided 
by  possibilities.     The  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  has   given   me   and  the   House 
some  information  with   regard   to   the 
Land  Act  of  1870  which  is  very  use- 
ful.    I  have  looked  at  the  Land  Bill  of 
1870  as  brought  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  I  find  there  was  a  clause  in 
it  which  was  to  this  effect — that,  as  re- 
gards disturbance,  the  tenant  should  not 
lose  the  right  to  compensation  on  account 
of  sub-letting,  if  that  sub- letting  pro- 
yided  a  dwelling  for  a  labourer.     I 


cannot  understand  why  that  was  struck 
out  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  the  fact 
that  such  a  proposal  was  made  in  1870 
proves  that  it  is  not  intended  to  overlook 
the  case  of  the  labourers.    I  am  sure  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister, 
if  he  were  present,   would  agree  with 
me  in  that.   I  understood  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr. 
Villiers- Stuart)  to  say  that  he  intended 
to  raise   the  question   also.     I  do  not 
mean  to  say  that  we  care  so  little  about 
the  matter  that  we  intend  to  leave  it  to 
private  Members  to  devise  schemes ;  but 
it  would  be  a  help  to  us  to  see  Amend- 
ments of  that  kind  on  the  Notice  Paper. 
We  cannot  do  more  than  express  our 
great  anxiety  to  do  what  can  be  done 
both  as  regards  labourers'  dwellings  and 
as  regards  allotments.     I  believe  that 
allotments  are  of  the  greatest  possible 
advantage  ;  they  have  been  found  to  be 
so  in  England,  and  no  doubt  it  would 
be  the  same  in  Ireland ;  though  how  to 
arrive  at   allotments  by  law  I  do  not 
exactly  see.     It  is  true  that  the  Land 
Bill  is  a  very  difficult  and  complicated 
question,  and  it  is  undesirable  that  it 
should  be  overweighted  more  than  can 
be  helped.     On  the  other  hand,  I  admit 
that  we  ought  not  to  allow  the  Land  Bill 
to  pass  without  provisions  properly  ger- 
mane to  it,  if  we  can  rightly  insert  them. 
More  than  that  I  can  hardly  say.     My 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Clonmel 
(Mr.  A.  Moore)  has  alluded  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Poor  Law.     I  fear  it  is  im- 
possible for  us  to  deal  with  that  question 
this  year.     I  confess  I  have  not  been 
personally  as  strong  an  advocate  of  out- 
door relief  as  many  other  persons ;  but, 
after  all,  there  is  a  very  strong  argu- 
ment for  it,  and  apparently  a  very  great 
feeling  in  Ireland  in  favour  of  out-door 
relief.   Then,  with  regard  to  Union  rat- 
ing, I  see  a  great  reason  why  we  should 
have  Union  rating.   That  matter  would, 
however,   come  more   under  the  Local 
Government  Department;  and  if  it  could 
be  brought  on  this  year  we  should  bo 
glad  to  do  it.     The  indisposition  of  my 
right  hon  Friend  is,  I  hope,  slight ;  but 
the  House  will  feel  that  in  his  absence 
I  cannot  pledge  the  Government  as  to 
the  time  of  action,  nor  pledge  him,  as  he 
has  charge  of  the  Land  Bill,  to  Amend- 
ments.    But  I  may  say  this  much,  that 
we  shall  look  most  carefully  to  the  Land 
Bill  itself  and  to  what  was  proposed  in 
the  Land  Act  of  1870,  as  well  as  to  tho 
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suggestions  that  have  been  made  and 
the  information  that  we  have  obtained, 
and  we  shall  see  whether  we  can  pro- 
pose anything  ourselves  in  the  Bill.  In 
any  case,  we  shall  thoroughly  consider 
Amendments  which  may  be  suggested. 
I  think  it  may  be  expedient  to-  pledge 
the  House  to  the  proposition  that  mea- 
sures should  be  taken  to  improve  the 
condition  of  the  dwellings  of  agricultural 
labourers  in  Ireland,  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Louth  would  consent  to  leave 
out  of  his  Hesolution  the  words  "in  the 
present  Session  of  Parliament.''  But  I 
could  not,  in  the  absence  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  pledge  myself  more  posi- 
tively. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  that,  after  the  very 
candid  and  satisfactory  answer  he  had 
received  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  explanation  he  had  given  of  the 
reason  why  he  proposed  that  the  words 
'*  in  the  present  Session  of  Parliament " 
should  be  struck  out  of  the  Resolution, 
he  would  not  insist  on  retaining  those 
words.  As  he  had  obtained  substantially 
the  end  for  which  he  had  laboured,  he 
felt  himself  fully  justified  in  accepting 
the  very  fair  proposition  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made;  and  he  hoped 
that,  although  the  Government  was  not 
pledged  to  bring  forward  the  question 
this  Session,  it  yet  might  be  dealt  with 
this  Session,  or,  at  all  events,  at  the 
very  first  opportimity  next  year. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed, 

"That  the  words  *in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  it  is  expedient  and  necessary  that  mea- 
sures should  be  taken  in  the  present  Session  of 
Parliament  to  improve  the  condition  of  agricul- 
tural labourers'  habitations  in  Ireland,'  be  there 
added." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said 
proposed  Amendment,  to  leave  out 
the  words  ''in  the  present  Session 
of  Parliament." — {Mr,  fFilliam  Edward 
Forster.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 

Mr.  GIVAN  was  exceedingly  glad 
that  the  discussion,  which  had  been  so 
ably  conducted  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth,  had  resisted  in  a  termination 
which  he  thought  they  should  consider 
exceedingly  creditable  to  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary.   But,  suppose  the  words  "in 
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the  present  Seesioiit  &o."  were  left  oat, 
and  that  the  Land  Bill  was  passed  in  its 
present  shape,  the  land  would  be  tied 
up  in  the  hands  of  the  tenants  for  15 
years,  and  there  would  be  no  power  to 
take  any  land  for  the  labourers.  Then, 
if  the  Government  refused  to  insert  the 

E revisions  proposed  respecting  the  lease- 
olders,  the  leaseholders,  even  if  they 
wished  it,  would  not  have  power  to  give 
land  for  the  accommodation  of  labourers, 
because  in  most  of  the  cases  they  were 
absolutely  prevented  by  the  terms  of 
their  leases  from  erecting  labourers' 
dwellings.  He  felt  very  strongly  on 
this  question,  because  although  residing 
in  the  North  of  Ireland,  where  the  la- 
bourer was  perhaps  in  a  better  condition 
than  in  the  South  or  West,  yet  he  knew 
from  experience  that  even  in  the  North 
of  Ireland  the  labourers  were  in  a  most 
deplorable  condition,  having  dwellings 
that  were  unfit  for  human  habitation. 
He  would,  therefore,  strongly  suggest 
that  some  provision  should  be  introduced 
into  the  present  Land  BUI  to  improve 
their  condition.  If  the  tenants  were  per- 
mitted to  borrow  money  independently 
of  the  landlords,  upon  exceedlingly  low 
terms,  to  enable  them  to  erect  labourers' 
cottages,  the  expense  of  which  the  la- 
bourers themselves  would  be  able  to 
pay  by  a  very,  very  small  rent,  he  be- 
lieved the  farmers  would  be  willing  to 
take  the  money,  and  would  thems^ves 
co-operate  with  the  labourers  in  im- 
proving their  condition.  For  these 
reasons  he  would  suggest  that,  instead 
of  putting  off  the  matter  till  another 
Session,  something  should  be  done  im- 
mediately, and  that  they  should  deal 
with  the  whole  question  during  this 
Session. 

Sib  EAEDLEY  WILMOT  expressed 
the  satisfaction  with  which  he  had  heard 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Forster)  state 
that  this  matter  would  receive  at  no 
very  distant  period  the  attention  of  the 
Government.     He  had  hoped,  however, 
that  so  pressing  a  subject  might  hafe 
been  dealt  with  effectually  in  the  pre- 
sent Session;  and  he  earnestly  trusted 
that  it  would  be  taken  up  by  Her  Mi-     I 
jesty's  Ministers  at  the  earliest  possible     I 
moment,  and  he  suggested  that  if  the    j 
words  **  in  the  present  Session  of  Pa^    I 
liament  "were  to  be  omitted,  there  slwiU    I 
be  substituted  for  them  ''  at  the  earlill    J 
possible  moment."     As  to  the  right  hoiiM 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secoretary,  who  had  j 
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been  depreciated  by  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway.  No  man  who  had  care- 
fully watched  the  career  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  could  deny  that  he  had  de- 
served well  of  his  country  for  the  efforts 
he  was  making  to  elevate  the  state  of 
Ireland.  He  should  probably  not  have 
an  opportunity  of  giving  expression  to 
his  views  on  the  Land  Bill;  but  there 
was  one  part  of  that  measure  to  which 
he  wished  to  refer. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
cannot  on  this  Motion  discuss  the  Land 
Bill. 

Sir  EARDLEY  WILMOT  said,  as  it 
was  really  so  difficult  to  get  an  oppor- 
tunity of  speaking  in  that  House,  he 
thought  he  might  take  that  opportunity 
of  saying  something  ahout  the  Bill.  As 
to  the  Irish  labourers,  there  was  no  doubt 
that  their  condition  was  a  disgrace  not 
only  to  the  civilization  of  England,  but 
to  that  of  Europe.  It  was  the  bounden 
duty  of  the  Government  to  take  the 
question  of  the  Irish  labourer  into  its 
serious  consideration  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible moment.  Our  French  neighbours 
expressed  their  astonishment  that  we  so 
wealthy,  and,  as  they  themselves  acknow- 
ledged, so  liberal  a  nation,  who  had 
generously  given  £20,000,000  to  eman- 
cipate our  West  India  slaves,  could  not, 
in  the  day  of  her  distress,  contribute  a 
few  millions  out  of  our  superabundance 
to  raise  tlie  prostrate  and  suffering  con- 
dition of  Ireland.  It  must  be  recollected 
that  that  country  laboured  under  im- 
mense disadvantages.  In  England  was 
the  principal  centre  of  expenditure,  and 
the  seat  of  Government  with  its  neces- 
sary cost  and  outlay.  What  was  the 
difference  between  the  English  and  the 
Irish  labourers  ?  It  was  not  that  Eng- 
land had  such  a  good  soil  or  good  climate, 
but  it  was  because  the  Government,  with 
its  Dockyards,  its  arsenals,  and  its  public 
works,  opened  out  a  field  of  employment 
to  the  English  labourer  which  the  Irish 
labourer  did  not  possess.  Let  them  con- 
sider the  case  of  this  unfortunate  class, 
and  let  them  act  in  a  manner  worthy  of 
themselves  and  of  the  great  country  to 
which  they  belonged. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  he  did  not  see 
why  some  attempt  should  not  be  made 
in  the  Land  Bill  to  improve  the  condi- 
tion of  the  labourers,  although  he  did 
not  suppose  they  could  do  much  by  direct 
legislation  as  regarded  the  labourers 
themselves.     The  fundamental  reason 
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why  the  condition  of  the  labourers  in 
Ireland  and  England  was  so  bad  was 
because  it  was  quite  impossible  for  them 
to  become  owners  of  land.  The  la- 
bourer had,  practically  8peaking,  under 
the  territorial  system  in  England  and 
Ireland,  nothing  but  the  workhouse 
before  him,  and  if  he  worked  hard  and 
made  a  little  money  ho  had  nothing  in 
which  he  could  inve&t  it.  If  he  could 
hope  that,  as  the  result  of  his  labour, 
he  could  obtain  a  piece  of  land,  an  in- 
centive would  be  held  out  to  the  la- 
bourer which  was  not  now  in  existence. 
If,  therefore,  the  Land  Bill  was  capable 
of  being  made  to  work  to  bring  about  a 
large  number  of  small  occupiers  of  land 
in  Ireland,  he  would  have  thought  the 
ultimate  result  of  that  Bill  would  be  a 
great  blessing  to  the  Irish  labourer. 
But,  in  the  mem  while,  there  was  some- 
thing which  they  could  do  for  the  la- 
bourer by  direct  legislation,  and  which, 
he  submitted,  the  Irish  labourer  was  en- 
titled to.  The  Irish  labourer  was  en- 
titled to  be  placed,  at  all  events,  in  an 
independent  position  as  regarded  his 
house  and  a  small  bit  of  land  for  grow- 
ing vegetables  and  other  food  for  his 
family.  There  was  no  reason  why  they 
could  not  provide  for  this  matter  in  the 
Land  Bill.  If  they  gave  the  Com- 
mission power  to  buy  land  for  the  pur- 
pose  of  allotting  it  in  small  portions 
among  the  labourers,  and  to  help  in  the 
building  of  little  houses  on  the  land, 
which  the  labourers  could  build  them- 
selves, under  the  system  described  by 
Professor  Baldwin  before  the  Boyal 
Agricultural  Commission  —  if  they  did 
this  they  would  place  the  labourer  in  an 
independent  position  as  regarded  enter- 
ing into  contracts  for  labour  with  the 
farmer.  As  far  as  any  immediate  bene- 
fit by  legislation,  that  was  the  only  thing 
that  appeared  to  him  to  hold  out  any 
hope  of  doing  good.  The  labourers 
would  also  require  to  be  in  an  independent 
position  as  regarded  their  houses,  that 
the  houses  should  be  waterproof  and 
tolerably  habitable,  and  they  should 
also  be  in  an  independent  position  as  re- 
garded a  little  bit  of  land  for  growing 
food  for  themselves  and  their  families — 
say  from  half  to  three-quarters  of  an 
acre.  They  would  then  be  independent 
of  the  farmers  and  landlords,  and  neither 
the  farmers  nor  the  landlords  had  shown 
in  the  past  they  deserved  to  have  the 
future  of  the  labourers  under  their  coui 
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trol.  Before  lie  left  home  in  Ireland  to 
come  to  that  House  he  had  a  visit  from 
a  labourer,  who  said  to  him — **The 
farmers  are  the  worst  men  in  the  world 
as  regards  the  labourers.  They  will 
grind  them  down  and  do  nothing  for 
them,  and  make  them  exist  on  starva- 
tion wages."  He  would  suggest  to  the 
Government,  if  they  wanted  to  prevent 
the  uprising  of  another  agitation  in  Ire- 
land such  as  the  present,  to  consider 
whether  they  coula  not  give  power  to 
their  Commissioner  to  buy  land  in  suit- 
able localities  and  allocate  it  in  small 
portions  to  the  labourers  of  the  country. 
It  would  not  be  necessary  to  interfere 
with  the  tenant  right  of  tenants.  There 
was  plenty  of  land  from  which  the 
tenants  had  been  cleared,  and  where  the 
tenant  right  had  been  appropriated  by 
the  landlords,  and  he  submitted  it  would 
be  fair  that  the  labourers  should  have 
some  chance  of  getting  an  allotment  of 
this  land.  In  that  way  they  would 
avoid  any  contact  between  the  tenant 
fieumers  and  the  labourers ;  and  the  la- 
bourers would  be  placed  in  the  in- 
dependent position  which  was  so  neces- 
sary for  their  welfare. 

Mb.  JOHN  BRIGHT:  Sir,  I  must 
make  an  observation  or  two  after  the 

Seech  we  have  just  heard  from  the  hon. 
ember  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell).  It  has  always  been  one  of  the 
misfortunes  of  discussions  of  this  nature 
that  hitherto  no  plan  has  been  laid  be- 
fore the  House  which  appeared  practical, 
or,  being  practical,  was  likely  to  answer 
the  purpose.  Now,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  suggested  a  plan  which  is  the  only 
origincd  scheme  I  have  heard  of;  and  I 
think  the  way  he  put  it  before  the  House 
was  in  itself  sufficient  to  condemn  it,  be- 
cause, if  I  understand  him  aright,  the 
Commission  to  be  appointed  under  the 
Land  Bill  is  to  be  allowed  to  purchase  or 
possess  itself  of  plots  of  land  here  and 
there  throu&^hout  the  country — it  may  be 
any  particular  farm  in  a  neighbourhood, 
or  tne  junction  of  two  or  three  farms 
— and  build  as  many  cottages  as  are 
wanted  for  the  labourers  of  that  imme- 
diate locality,  and  each  house  shall  have 
its  half-acre  or  acre — ^I  do  not  remember 
that  the  hon.  Member  was  exact  as  to 
the  amoomt— of  land  attached  for  the 
purpose  of  g^wing  vegetables,  which 
is  like  a  little  garden  allotment.  The 
hon.  Member  says  that  then  the  labourer 
would  thus  be  independent  of  the  farmer  | 
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and  the  landowner.    [Mr.  Pabnxll  :  So 
far  as  the  allotment  goes.]    So  far  as  the 
amount  of  food  that  he  would  grow  on 
the  plot  of  land  which  he  had  in  his 
possession.    Well,  the  House  will  see 
that  this  tends  to  bring  back  the  condi- 
tion of  Ireland  to  that  in  which  it  was 
before  the  abolition  of  the  40«.  free- 
holders.     You    now   complain  of  the 
smallness  of  the  holdings  in  the  West. 
When  a  bad  harvest  comes  the  small 
farmers  are  in  a  state  of  suffering  and 
ruin.     K  this  plan  were  adopted,  and 
you  had  another  condition  of  things, 
which  drove  the  small  tenant  of  ^is 
allotment  to  endeavour  to  subsist  upon 
his   allotment    rather    than   upon  the 
wages    which  he    might   obtain  from 
the  neighbouring  farmer,  you  would,  it 
seems  to  me,  have  built  up  another  state 
of  things,  another  class,  quite  as  bad  as 
anything  you  already  have  in  Ireland, 
and  probably  much  worse.    I  am  quite 
as  anxious  as  anybody  in  this  House  for 
the  improvement  of  the  condition  of  the 
Irish  labourers;  but  it  is  quite  a  mistake 
to  suppose  that  the  Irish  labourer  is  the 
only  labourer  who  is  so  badly  off.    The 
hon.  Member  for  South  Warwickshire 
(Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  says  that  the  con- 
dition of  the  Irish  labourer  is  a  disgrace, 
not  to  this  country  alone,  but  in  the 
eyes  of  Europe  also.     I  believe  that. 
I  have  seen  labourers'  cottages  in  the 
West  of  Scotland  as  bad  as  anything 
that  can  be  found  in  Ireland.     I  re- 
collect also  that  during   the  time  we 
were    endeavouring   to    carry  the   re- 
peal of  the  Com  Laws  it  was  proposed 
by  the  Council  of  the  Anti  Com  Law 
League  that  they  should  bring  bodily  a 
labourer's  cottage  from  Wales  and  set  it 
up  in  this  City,  and  invite  the  people  of 
London  to  come  and  see  what  sort  of 
places  the  Welsh    labourers'   families 
lived  in.     I  could  tell  some  sorrowful 
and  dreary  stories  of  the  state  of  things 
I  have  seen  in  Scotland.    In  Scotland 
labourers  are  not  able  to  g^t  plots  of 
land.     Ireland  is  far  more  favourable  to 
the  labourer  than  either  England  or  Scot- 
land in  that  particular,  because  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland,  as  a  rule,  a  labourer 
cannot  obtain  a  piece  of  land  for  his 
own  possession.    He  cannot  even  obtain 
a  piece  to  rent,  whereas  in  Ireland  the 
farms  are  so  small  that  a  labourer  who 
has  saved  a  £10  note  can  compete  for  a 
farm,  and  in  all  probability  obtain  one. 
In  England  or  Scotland  it  is  10  times 
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more  difficult  for  a  labourer  to  obtain 
possession  of  a  small  farm  than  in  Ire- 
land. The  fact  is,  there  is  no  kind  of 
conjuring  by  which  you  can  improve  the 
condition  of  the  labourer  except  by 
stimulating  the  industry  of  the  country. 
I  would  agree  to  any  plan  Irish  Mem- 
bers may  propose  that  would  have 
even  a  probability  of  being  useful  to 
the  Irish  labourers.  Labourers'  wages, 
as  everyone  knows,  have  greatly  in- 
creased within  the  last  30  or  40 
years.  The  Irish  labourer  at  this 
moment  is  obtaining,  when  he  works, 
three  times — I  am  sure,  at  least,  more 
than  double  the  wages  he  had  when  I 
first  went  to  Ireland,  30  years  ago.  In 
England  there  has  been  no  alteration  in 
the  law,  no  new  mode  by  which  the 
labourers  could  have  better  cottages  or 
plots  of  land,  yet  the  labourers'  wages 
in  England  have  nearly  doubled  since 
that  time.  I  saw  a  letter  the  other  day 
— it  is  a  matter  that  excites  feelings 
which  one  cannot  express  now  —  the 
letter  published  I  think  since  the  death 
of  Lord  Beaconsfield  was  one  which  he 
had  written  to  Mr.  Heath,  who  sent 
him  a  book  he  had  written  on  the  con- 
dition of  the  agricultural  labourers,  a 
book  which  I  have  the  pleasure  to  pos- 
sess myself,  and  Lord  Beaconsfield  said 
he  thought  that  Mr.  Heath  took  too 
much  of  a  discouraging  view  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  labourers  in  the  South  and 
West  of  England,  because  in  his  own 
county  of  Buckingham  wages  in  the 
time  to  which  Mr.  Heath  referred  had 
risen  40  percent.  The  increase,  I  believe, 
has  been  greater  than  that,  for  I  know 
that  in  Buckinghamshire  30  years  ago 
labourers  received  only  7s.  or  8«.  a-week. 
I  do  not  know  what  they  are  now  ;  but 
I  know  that  not  long  ago  they  were  at 
least  double  that  figure.  Now,  what 
has  caused  that  increase  of  wages  ?  The 
increased  stimulus  which  has  been  given 
to  the  industry  of  the  country,  and  farm 
labourers  have  taken  advantage  of  it  as 
other  labourers  have  done.  What  you 
want  in  Ireland  is  a  stimulus  of  the 
same  kind.  How  is  it  to  come  ?  Not,  I 
presume,  from  cotton  or  other  factories, 
because  you  have  not  got  them,  and 
there  seems  to  be  nobody  in  Ireland 
who  is  able  or  willing  to  turn  to  account 
the  great  resources  of  water-power  in 
that  country.  At  Galway  30  years  ago 
I  recollect  I  was  shown  a  run  of  water 
from  Lough  Gorrib  which  would  have 


been  of  extraordinary  value  for  manu- 
facturing purposes.  Why,  then,  has  no 
manufacturing  industry  been  carried  on 
in  Ireland,  I  should  like  to  know  ?  We 
hear  a  good  deal  in  this  House  of  the 
destruction  of  the  woollen  manufacture 
in  Ireland  by  laws  which  came  to  an 
end  100  years  ago.  I  should  like  to 
know  why,  during  that  1 00  years,  no  at- 
tempt has  been  made  to  establish  or  to 
revive  that  industry  ?  Go  to  the  North, 
to  the  river  which  separates  us  from  Scot- 
land— the  Tweed.  1  do  not  know  how 
long  the  manufactures  have  been  going 
on  there ;  but  you  have  Hawick,  Gala- 
shiels, and  some  other  towns,  among  the 
most  prosperous  towns  in  Great  Britain. 
You  see  that  from  the  condition  of  the 

Eeople,  from  their  cottages,  and  the  good 
ouses  built  round  about  where  the 
manufacturers  live.  Last  October,  at 
the  station  at  Hawick,  a  gentleman 
connected  with  the  manufactures  of  the 
town  to  whom  I  spoke  told  me  that 
trade  there  was  satisfactory  and  good ; 
and  I  believe  there  is  no  part  of  Great 
Britain  in  which  for  many  years  past 
there  has  been  greater  prosperity  than 
on  the  banks  of  the  Tweed.  What  is  it 
they  work  on  the  banks  of  the  Tweed  ? 
Wool.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  wool  is 
chiefly  home-grown  or  imported.  If  it  be 
imported,  Ireland  can  import  wool  quite 
as  well  as  England  or  Scotland.  K  it  be 
home-grown,  Ireland  is  not  very  far 
from  Scotland,  and  Ireland  itself  grows 
a  good  deal  of  wool.  I  do  not  see  why, 
if  there  was  that  spirit  amongst  the 
Irish  people— I  am  not  speaking  of  the 
poor  labourer,  but  of  the  middle  classes 
— why,  in  the  name  of  common  sense,  is 
it  that  during  the  last  100  years  there 
has  not  been  a  single  manufacture  of 
any  importance  established  and  sustained 
in  Ireland  ?  Why  is  nothing  done  with 
the  water  that  runs  from  Lough  Corrib 
into  Galway  harbour?  If  it  were  in 
America  it  would  be  used.  If  it  were 
in  Great  Britain  it  would  be  used.  Why 
it  not  used  in    Ireland?     It  is  no 


IS 


answer  to  say  that  the  Land  Laws  in  Ire- 
land have  been  bad.  Our  Land  Laws 
have  been  bad  also.  What  has  been 
done  in  England  has  been  done  in  the 
teeth  of  our  Land  Laws,  which  have 
been  as  bad,  and  in  some  respects  worse 
than  yours.  I  think  Irishmen  ou^ht  to 
ask  themselves  why  something  is  not 
done  to  utilize  the  vast  stores  of  water 
and  the   many  other  advantages  they 
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baye.    I  do  not  know  ot  any  disad- 
vantage they  have,    except  that    they 
have  not  so  good  a  supply  of  coals  as 
"we  have.     [Mr.  Dawson:    Or  capital.] 
Capital !      Do    you    suppose    that    the 
people    of    Great    Britain,    who    have 
invested    scores,    if   not    hundreds,   of 
their  capital  all  over  the  world  and  lost 
millions  of  it,  would   not   invest  it  in 
Ireland  if  there  was  any  disposition  on 
the  part  of  the  Irish  people  to  utilize  it, 
and;  at  the  same  time,  to  convince  them 
that  it  would  be  secure?    I  am  only 
telling  you   what   I   have  observed  in 
Ireland.     I  recollect  very  well  the  first 
time  I  went  to  Ireland  it  was  said  that 
if  a  man  had  £100  a-year  he  thought 
it   necessary   to    keep    a  jaunting  car, 
and  there  was  the  least  possible  disposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  people  for  trade 
or  industry.     Wherever  I   went  there 
was  not  a  mother  who  did  not  expect 
her  son  to  get  into  the  Constabulary, 
the  Customs,  the  Excise,  or  some  other 
Government  appointment.     It  was    an 
old  habit  I  suppose  ;  but  there  seemed  to 
be  none  of  that  anxiety  to  get  into  busi- 
ness and  to  succeed  in  business  which  is 
universal  with  the  middle-class  in  Great 
Britain.     I  do  not  know  how  it  is.     It 
is  not  for  me  to  find  fault  with  the  Irish 
people.     They  are,  if  anything,  I  think, 
rather  cleverer  than  the  English  or  the 
Scotch.     They  beat  us  in  many  things ; 
but  in  their  own  country  they  do  not 
appear  to  be  interested  very  much  in 
business.     It  is  only  fair  to  say,  at  the 
same    time,    that  the    Irish    labourers 
who  come  to  this  country — and  I  sup- 
pose we  have  1,000,000  of  them — work 
pretty  well.      I  recollect  a  gentleman, 
engaged    in    manufacture    in   Ireland, 
telling  me  not  long  ago  that  owing  to 
the    prevalence     of,     as    he    thought, 
unnecessary  Saints*  days,  his  firm  lost 
£500     a-year    from    the    idleness    to 
which  their  machinery  was  condemned. 
That  is  a  disadvantage  which  the  Irish 
people,  if  they  liked,  could  get  rid  of. 
f  Mr.  Dawson  :  What  about  fast  days  ?] 
I  am  glad  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  has  made  the  speech  that  he 
has,  because  he  has  approached  the  subject 
with  a  proposition  which  we  can  discuss 
and  understand ;  but  if  hon.  Members 
wish  the  Government  to  introduce  some 
clauses  afi^ecting  this  question,  I  would 
recommend  them  to  give  them  careful 
consideration,  and  try  whether  it  is  pos- 
sible to  put  into  two  or  three  clauses 
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some  mode  by  which  the  condition  of  the 
labourers  can  be  improved  in  Ireland. 
Hon.  Members  from  Ireland  have  not 
said  much    about  the  labourers  until 
lately.     I  do  not  know  that  they  said 
anything  until  there  was  a  meeting  of 
labourers  somewhere  in  the  South  of 
Ireland    complaining    that    the    Land 
League  was  not  doing  much  for  them. 
Now,  if  I  understood  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man aright,  he  seemed  to  think  that  the 
worst  friends  of  the  labourers  were  the 
farmers.     According  to  his  theory,  the 
landowners  are  the  great  oppressors  of 
the  tenants,  and  the  tenants  are  the  op- 
pressors of  the  labourers.    I  suppose  that 
the  labourers  have  nobody  below  them, 
or  they  would  be  oppressors  to  some- 
body else.    Now,  is  there  any  possibility 
of  approaching  the  condition  of  the  la- 
bourers except  through  the  tenant  far- 
mers ?    The  farmers  are  the  employers 
of  the  labourers,   who,  if  there  is  no 
manufacturing  industry  in  the  country, 
must  work  on  the  land;    and  if   the 
farmers  are  harsh,  severe,  and  unjust, 
what  is  to  be  done  ?    You  ask,  in  what 
I  should  call  the  extreme  extravagance 
of  your  views,  that  something  should  be 
taken  from  the  landlord  and  conferred 
upon  the  tenant..    Well,  someone  may 
say,  Why  should  not  something  that 
belongs  to  the  farmer  be  conferred  on 
the  labourer  ?    The  question,  therefore, 
is  one  of  extreme  difficulty ;  but  I  think 
hon.  Members  who  come  to  this  House 
from  Ireland — I  will   not  say  for  the 
first  time,  but  for  the  first  time  in  great 
force — and  speak  on  behalf  of  the  Irish 
labourers,  should  be  able  to  show  some 
scheme  by  which  the  Government  can 
aid  the  labourers.     I  should  recommend 
the  House,  however,  not  to  agree  to  any 
plan  which  would  withdraw  the  labourer 
from  employment  to  give  him  a  patch  of 
land  which  would  be  fit  only  to  raise  a 
few  potatoes  for  his  family,  and  which 
would  consign  him  to  a  condition  even 
worse  than  that  in  which  he  is  at  pre- 
sent.  I  admit  frankly  that  in  travelling 
through  the  South  of  Ireland  many  years 
ago,  I  saw  scenes  affecting  enough  to 
make  any  man   weep;  and   as  I  look 
back  now  I  can  see  some  of  the  cottages, 
as  they  are  called,   but  are  no  better 
than  Indian  wigwams,   and  which,  in 
my  opinion,  are  a  disgrace  to  the  coun- 
try.    I  do  not  know  whether  this  is  the 
fault  of  the  Government  or  not.    We 
may,  perha|>8,  divide  the  blame  between 
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the  Government  and  the  people ;  but  if 
the  Irish  Members  can  suggest  any  plan 
which  does  not  rob  anybody  else,  any 
honest  and  practicable  plan,  by  which  the 
condition  of  the  Irish  labourer  can  be 
improved,  depend  upon  it  they  will  find 
none  more  anxious  than  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  no  Member  of  that 
Government  more,  anxious  than  myself, 
to  aid  them  in  promoting  that  object. 

Mr.  CRAIG  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  County  Louth,  in  his  speech,  had 
described  a  state  of  things  which  was 
precisely  similar  to  that  with  which  he 
(Mr.  Craig)  was  acquainted  in  the  North 
of  Northumberland  30  years  ago.  It 
was  not  at  all  unusual  then  for  a  whole 
family  of  10  or  12  to  live  in  one  room, 
and  often  behind  the  box  beds  a  cow 
had  quarters  in  the  same  cottage  house. 
That  was  the  case  both  in  the  mining 
and  in  the  agricultural  districts.  Such 
a  state  of  things  had  happily  given 
place  to  arrangements  which  were  more 
conducive  to  the  moral,  intellectual,  and 
physical  health  of  the  people.  He  had 
had  a  very  long  experience  in  the  estab- 
lishment of  cottage  homes  for  labourers 
in  connection  with  large  industrial  estab- 
lishments— at  least  extending  over  a 
period  of  upwards  of  25  years — and  the 
result  of  his  experience  was  the  convic- 
tion that  there  was  nothing  more  con- 
ducive to  morality,  industry,  and  sobriety 
than  good  homes  for  the  labouring  popu- 
lation. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
had  objected  to  the  views  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Parnell), 
who  advocated  independent  cottages  and 
gardens  for  the  labourers,  giving  them 
an  acre  of  ground  or  more,  and  a  good 
cottage  as  an  allotment.  He  (Mr. 
Craig)  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  perfectly  correct  in  his  objec- 
tion ;  because  it  would  not  be  conducive 
to  the  general  interests  of  the  community 
to  malke  the  labourers  independent  of 
both  the  landlords  and  the  farmers. 
The  fruits  of  their  labour  ought  to  make 
them  independent  of  everything,  except 
the  labour  itself.  He  (Mr.  Craig)  found 
from  experience  in  Staffordshire  that 
those  colliers  who  possessed  their  own 
house  and  a  piece  of  land,  although 
they  were  industrious  and  sober  and 
thrifty,  nevertheless  absented  themselves 
from  their  employment  frequently,  and 
oooasionally  at  very  inconvenient  times. 
He  thought  also  that  one  acre  of  land 


was  too  much  for  a  labourer's  garden. 
What  he  required  was  sufficient  to  oc- 
cupy his  time  during  leisure  hours, 
and  to  afford  him  a  beneficial  pastime, 
which  would  be  the  case  if  he  had 
a  quarter  of  an  acre,  in  connection 
with  a  good  five-roomed  cottage.  He 
was,  however,  disappointed  in  hearing 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  de- 
scribe the  case  as  a  difficult  one,  and 
say  that  there  was  not  a  probability  of 
its  being  settled  in  connection  with  the 
Land  Bill.  His  (Mr.  Craig's)  own  opi- 
nion was  that  it  was  not  so  difficult,  and 
it  was  certainly  a  matter  which  would 
not  involve  a  very  large  amount  of 
money,  having  regard  to  the  enormous 
good  which  would  be  produced.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  in  comparing 
Ireland  with  England,  that  there  was  a 
want  of  will  and  determination  among 
the  Irish  which  prevailed  in  England, 
and  which  was  the  cause,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, of  England's  superior  prosperity. 
The  fact  was,  however,  that  the  will  and 
determination  did  not  exist  owing  to  the 
demoralized  condition  of  the  people,  in 
consequence  of  the  deplorable  homes 
in  which  they  were  compelled  to  live. 
It  was  one  of  those  cases  where  the 
assistance  of  a  superior  power  was 
required,  and  it  was  incumbent  upon 
the  State  to  give  a  start — at  least,  to  set 
an  example — to  the  erection  of  superior 
dwellings.  Now,  he  could  state  as  a 
fact — because  he  had  built  many  hun- 
dreds of  cottages — that  in  their  manu- 
facturing districts  a  five-roomed  house 
could  be  erected  for  £120.  He  did  not 
think  it  would  take  half  that  amount  in 
many  districts  in  Ireland ;  but  even 
supposing  it  took  the  whole  of  that  sum, 
they  could  erect  60,000  cottages  of  five 
rooms  each  for  the  total  amount  of 
£6,000,000,  and  that  would  be  sufficient 
to  accommodate  500,000  people  with 
homes  which  would  be  sufficient  for 
health  of  both  body  and  mind.  Let 
the  Government,  therefore,  put  a  clause 
into  the  Bill,  making  it  compulsory  upon 
tenants  who  purchased  their  own  hold- 
ings, under  the  clause  of  the  Bill,  to 
borrow,  in  addition  to  that  required  for 
the  payment  of  the  price  of  the  holding, 
a  sum  of  money  on  the  same  conditions, 
to  establish,  under  proper  inspection, 
good  five-roomed  cottages  for  the  la- 
bourers who  cultivated  the  land.  And 
let  the  Government  also  offer,  upon  easy 
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terms,  the  amount  necessary  to  build 
cottages  upon  holdings  where  the  pre- 
sent relation  of  landlord  and  tenant 
continued  to  exist.  This  amount  of 
£6,000,000,  in  his  opinion,  would  bring 
about  a  state  of  things  in  Ireland  which 
would  result  in  greater  intelligence 
among  the  people  and  a  higher  state 
of  morality,  which  were  the  necessary 
causes  of  commercial  prosperity.  He 
should  not  be  surprised  if  the  Govern- 
ment took  this  step  and  settled  this 
important  question  in  connection  with 
the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  to  see  a 
similar  condition  of  prosperity  intro- 
duced to  Ireland  to  that  which  had  pre- 
vailed in  England  during  the  last  40 
years. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  was  sorry 
to  find  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
speaking  in  the  same  anti-Irish  spirit 
that  evening  as  he  had  done  26  years 
ago,  and  taunting  the  Irish  Members 
with  never  bringing  forward  any  pro- 
posal of  a  practical  nature.  The  right 
non.  Gentleman,  too,  he  regretted  to  see, 
could  not  refrain  from  di8pla3ring  some- 
what of  a  sectarian  feeling  against  the 
religious  observances  of  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholics in  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  a  varnish  of  religious  tolera- 
tion, but  real  toleration  was  far  from  his 
heart  and  from  his  lips ;  and  now  a 
gratuitous  sneer  was  wantonly  flung  at 
the  Boman  Catholics  by  *'  the  illustrious 
friend  of  Ireland."  At  the  same  time, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  sense  of 
toleration  was  extremel}'  delicate  with 
regard  to  some  people.  He  could  make 
excuses  for  forms  of  belief,  which  need 
not  be  more  particularly  referred  to  in  a 
Christian  Assembly  ;  but,  dealing  with 
the  Catholics  of  Ireland,  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  suggest  that  the  progress  of 
eivilization  might  lead  them  to  give  up 
the  holy  days  of  their  Church,  forgetting, 
apparently,  that  more  time  was  wasted 
by  drunkenness  and  debauchery  in  other 
parts  of  the  world  than  by  strict  adher- 
ence to  the  requirements  of  a  religious 
creed.  But  these  were  some  of  the 
idiosyncrasies  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, and  he  was  not  disposed  to  deal 
hardly  with  them.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  once  more  displayed  his 
utter  ignorance  of  those  rural  questions 
upon  which  he  was  so  fond  of  dilating. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  might,  how- 
ever, have  recollected  the  work  of  Pro- 
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fessor  Kaye,  which  was  full  of  statements 
illustrating  the  advantages  of  enabling 
labourers  to  secure  possession  of  their 
homes  and  gardens.  Speaking  of  Prus- 
sia, Professor  Kaye  stated  that  in  1858 
there  were  800,000  day  labourers  work- 
ing for  wages  who  owned  small  plots  of 
land  ;  and  he  also  spoke  of  the  French 
system,  and  that  which  existed  in  Nor- 
way. After  alluding  to  the  position  of 
single  labourers,  Professor  Kaye  de- 
scribed the  married  labourers  as  living 
on  the  outskirts  of  the  farm  in  cottages 
of  their  own,  containing  generally  four 
rooms  and  glass  windows.  The  leases 
were  for  their  lives,  and  attached  to  each 
cottage  was  a  piece  of  land  capable  of 
producing  enough  com  and  potatoes  to 
supply  the  wants  of  the  occupant.  Con- 
sidering that  men  were  in  many  parts  of 
Europe  in  this  comfortable  position,  it 
was  indeed  strange  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  should  have 
declared  that  the  scheme  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  was  one  which  must  be  at  once 
condemned  by  the  House.  The  presence 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Cabi- 
net was  anything  but  a  guarantee  that 
the  Irish  people  would  again  know  the 
blessing  of  prosperity  while  a  British 
Government  existed  to  blast  their  pro- 
spects. The  action  of  England  had 
strangled  the  national  industries  of  Ire- 
land ;  and  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
dared  to  read  the  people  of  that  country 
a  lecture  upon  the  absence  among  them 
of  manufacturing  industries!  Having 
heard  such  language  from  a  distinguished 
and  eminent  Liberal,  he  had,  at  any 
rate,  the  satisfaction  of  knowing  that  the 
great  sham  of  Liberalism  had  that  night 
exploded  for  ever.  No  longer  would  the 
Irish  people  be  in  danger  of  being 
turned  away  from  its  own  attempts  to 
free  itself  from  the  injustice  of  centuries 
by  the  pro-Irish  sympathies  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  cast  aside  the 
mask,  which  it  had  not  been  difficult  to 
see  through  in  any  case ;  and.  for  his 
part,  he  was  glad  of  it.  The  pro- 
position of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  could  easily  be 
carried  out  by  a  National  Government, 
though  the  execution  of  the  plan  might 
be  beyond  the  intelligence  and  capacity, 
as  it  seemed  certainly  to  be  beyond  the 
good  will,  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster.     The  right  hon 
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Gentleman's  confession  of  incapacity  and 
ill-will  would  go  to  swell  the  number  of 
the  many  existing  proofs  that  the  Im- 
perial Parliament  would  never  promote 
the  welfare  of  the  Irish  people. 

Me.  LITTON  said,  that  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell) 
charged  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  with  showing  sectarian  feeling 
in  his  speech,  the  hon.  Member  must 
have  forgotten  there  was  no  Member  in 
the  House  who  himself  indulged  in 
**  sectarian  flings "  so  often  as  he  did. 
The  hon.  Member  who  did  not  sit  for 
Northampton  could  bear  testimony  to 
that  fact,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan possessed  a  monopoly  in  that 
style  of  argument.  The  warmth  and 
energy  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
had  shown  were  misplaced.  The  ques- 
tion they  were  discussing  was  one  of  the 
greatest  interest  and  importance,  and  it 
was  one  of  eminent  difficulty.  He  had 
failed  to  see  any  practical  way  whereby 
the  condition  of  the  labourer  could  be 
improved  without  inflicting  an  injustice 
on  the  very  class  of  persons  for  whom 
a  struggle  was  being  made  to  free  them 
from  the  incubus  of  excessive  rents,  and 
enable  them  to  manage  their  own  hold- 
ings uncontrolled  and  unfettered.  If 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  was  carried  out  it  should  be 
necessary  to  enact  that  the  labourers  of 
Ireland  should  be  put  in  possession  of 
sufficient  plots  of  land  for  comfort,  and 
to  this  extent  deprive  the  peasant  pro- 
prietors of  so  much  of  their  holding — 
against  their  will,  and  when  they,  per- 
haps, did  not  require  labourers  at  all. 
If  that  was  done  by  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament it  would  be  regarded  by  the 
tenant  farmers  as  the  most  oppressive 
Act  that  this  or  any  Government  could 
inflict.  What  would  be  said  by  the  tenant 
farmers  who  were  now  seeking  to  be 
freed  from  the  incubus  of  heavy  rents  if 
they  found  an  Act  of  Parliament  or  a 
clause  of  an  Act  insisting  that  they 
should  employ  a  labourer,  whether  they 
wanted  hun  or  not;  and  also  be  told 
that  their  dealings  with  the  labourers 
were  to  be  reg^ated  by  the  Act.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  this  sympathy  for 
the  labourers  was  quite  a  new-bom  zeal 
on  the  part  of  the  Land  League.  It  was 
now  the  fashion  to  take  up  the  cause  of 
the  labourer.  But  the  labourers  were 
never  thought  of  until  they  had  broken 
up  a  Land  League  meeting  at  Shana- 


garry  in  the  county  of  Cork  last  autumn. 
The  landlords  had  also  made  advances  to 
the  labourers,  and  it  was  but  a  day  or 
two  ago  the  hon.  Member  for  London- 
depy  (Mr.  Lewis)  had  given  Notice  of 
a  Kesolution  on  their  behalf. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  being  found  present, 

Mr.  LITTON,  resuming,  said,  that 
the  subject  ought  not  to  be  made  a 
stalking  horse  by  either  the  Conserva- 
tive or  the  Home  Itule  Party.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that  a  practical  remeay 
for  the  evils  complained  of  had  not  been 
suggested ;  and  he  thought  that  they 
could  not  deal  with  them  by  the  inser- 
tion of  clauses  in  the  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Bill.  In  conclusion,  he  must  en- 
ter his  protest  against  the  attempts 
made  from  the  Benches  opposite  to 
lead  the  country  to  imagine  that  hon. 
Members  on  his  side  of  the  House  were 
indifl^erent  to  the  welfare  and  happiness 
of  the  Irish  labourers. 

Mr.  SEXTON  desired  to  give  a  most 
direct  contradiction  to  the  statement  that 
the  interest  felt  by  the  Irish  Members 
in  Irish  labourers  arose  from  a  new-bom 
zeal.  The  question  had  been  the  subject 
of  many  speeches  and  resolutions  at 
meetings  held  in  Ireland;  but  it  ap- 
peared to  be  obvious  that  the  improve- 
ment of  the  condition  of  the  labourers 
depended  largely  upon  the  previous  im- 
provement of  the  condition  of  the  far- 
mers, and  that  one  would  follow  the 
other. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  being  found  present, 

Mr.  SEXTON  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton) 
had  ineffectually  attempted  to  defend 
the  speech  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  against  the  attack 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell),  which  betrayed  Hie  vehe- 
mence of  just  anger.  From  either  a  re- 
ligious or  a  political  point  of  view  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
equally  deserving  of  condemnation ;  and 
the  Government  must  by  this  time  re- 
gret that  the  discussion,  so  far  as  they 
were  concerned,  was  not  allowed  to  dose 
with  the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary, 
who  approached  the  question  in  a  calm, 
practical  spirit,  and  professed  his  desire 
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to  avail  himself  of  any  useful  eugg^es- 
tion.      The    sperch    of    his    Colleague 
offered  a  most  painful  contrast,  and  was 
devoid  of  the  humanity  and  the  friendli- 
ness  towards   Ireland   with  which   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  always  been 
credited.     Why  did  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman go  out  of  his  way  to  sneer  at  the 
religion  of  the  Irish  nation  ?     He  spoke 
of  the  number  of  Saints'  days  observed 
in  Ireland.     Why,  the  wisest  observers 
and  soundest  critics  of  modern  civiliza- 
tion were  of  opinion  that  if  holidays 
were  increased  it  would  be  well  for  this 
country.      No  doubt,  there  were  more 
religious  holidays  in  Ireland  than  in 
England ;    and,   perhaps,   if  the  Irish 
people  were  less   devoted  to  their  re- 
ligion— if  they  had  less  of  the  patience 
and  hope  which  ranked  so  high  among 
the    Christian    virtues  —  the     English 
method  of  rule  in  Ireland,  but  for  the 
influence  of  that  religion,  would  have 
been  treated  by  the  people  in  such  a 
way  as  even  the  intellect  and  the  re- 
sources  of  the  right   hon.   Gentleman 
would  have  found  it  difficult  to  contend 
against.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  eloquent  on  the  subject  of  manu- 
factures ;  but  he  altogether  ignored  the 
fatal  system  of  English  legislation  which 
in  former  days  crushed  out  the  manu- 
factures of  Ireland.    Manufacture  was  a 
plant  that  did  not  grow  in  a  single  day. 
The  interests  of  the  English  people  in 
manufactures,  as  in  every  other  regard, 
had  been  carefully  cherished  by  the  Le- 
gislature ;   but  in  Ireland  an  opposite 
course  had  been  followed,  and  the  life 
of  Irish  manufactures  had  been  crushed 
out  with  such  completeness  as  to  render 
impossible  any  chance  of  their  reviving. 
How   could   manufactures    revive,    and 
how  could  the  necessary  funds  be  ap- 
plied, in  a  country  where  society  was  dis- 
located ?    In  Ireland  society  consisted  of 
two  classes — the  one  embarrassed  and 
needy,  descendants  of  a  race  of  spend- 
thrifts, seeking  only  to  draw  the  last 
penny,  were  the  miserable  tillers  of  the 
soil.  How  could  such  a  class  find  money 
for  manufactures  ?     Tiiey  could  not  find 
money  enough  for  their  own  miserable 
wants  and  extravagances.     As  to  the 
other  class,  the  poor  tenant  farmers,  the 
fruit  of  their  labour  went  to  the  land- 
lords.    How,  then,  in  this  condition  of 
society,  could  they  expect  manufactur- 
ing capitalists  to  spring  into  life?    It 
was  impossible,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
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tleman,  while  he  talked  so  eloqnently  of 
the  growth  of  manufactures  in  England, 
and  while  he  pandered  to   England's 
nationality  and  vanity,  quoted  only  the 
primer  history,  and  entirely  ignored  its 
philosophy.     His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
had  attempted  to  point  out  how  the  con- 
dition of  the  Irish  labourer  could  be  im- 
proved, and  he  had  no  doubt  that  such 
a  plan  was  well  within  the  reach  of 
human  ingenuity.      But  if  there  were 
any  defects  in  the  plan,  it  did  not  lie  in 
the  mouth  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  emphasize  them  as  he  had  done  in 
his  tart  and  severe  speech  of  that  even- 
ing.    They  were  there  as  Representa- 
tives of  the  people,  to  explain  the  wants 
of  the  people,  and  to  insist  upon  the 
direction  in  which  remedy  should  pro- 
ceed.    The  obligation  did  not  lie  upon 
them  to  prepare  schemes  of  reform  in 
the  fulness  of  detail.     It  was  enough 
for  them  to  point  out  the  particulars  in 
which  the  Government  had  failed ;  and 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  criti- 
cized the  scheme  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork,  he  felt 
entitled  to  reply  to  him  that  when  the 
State  appointed   a  Government,  when 
the  State  selected  the  best  ability  at  its 
disposal,    and  when  the   State  offered 
large  practical  inducements  to  the  men 
whom  it  took  into  its  service,  to  employ 
their  ability  for  the  g^d  and  advantage 
of  the  people,   it  was  for   them,  and 
not  for  private  Members,  to  elaborate 
schemes  of  reform  and  progress.    Bat 
it    did    not  well   become    experienced 
statesmen  to   endeavour   to   give   only 
the  cold  shoulder  to  such   schemes  of 
reform  and  progress  as  might  be  intro- 
duced by  private  Members.     Therefore, 
he  had  heard  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  witn  regret.     He  be- 
lieved the  unfortunate  condition  of  Ire- 
land with  regaiHl  to  tlie  farmers,  la* 
bourers,  and  in  many  other  partictJan, 
could  be  traced  to  causes  bearing  di- 
rectly or  indirectly  upon  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country  by  England,  and 
not  to  any  cause  that  was  prejudicial  or 
disgraceful  to  the  character  of  the  Iriak 
people.     He  was  extremely,  sorry  that 
when   the    subject    had    been  already 
wisely  and  patiently  dealt  wit^  by  ont 
of  his  Colleagues  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster), 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thought  fit  to 
interfere  without  improving  the  oondi* 
tion  of  the  question,  to  iogure  his  own 
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character  in  Ireland,  and  to  add  to  the 
discredit  of  a  Government  whose  cha- 
racter was  already  irretrievably  da- 
maged. If  he  were  to  live  for  60  years, 
and  were  at  the  end  of  that  time  to  look 
for  an  example  of  the  spirit  of  British 
Philistinism,  he  would  refer  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
It  was  a  speech  which  was  singularly 
marked  by  an  un perceptive  spirit — it 
was  singularly  deficient  in  the  dramatic 
sympathy  which  should  be  one  of  the 
first  attributes  of  a  statesman,  and  it 
was  singularly  distinguished  by  the 
spirit  of  arrogance  and  self-sufficiency 
which  was  very  frequently  to  be  found 
displayed  in  the  British  character,  and 
which,  while,  perhaps,  it  supplied  the 
secret  of  the  success  of  the  English 
people  in  attending  to  their  own  inte- 
rests, also  suggested  the  explanation  of 
the  opinion  with  which  English  rule 
had  been  regarded  since  ever  it  began 
to  have  sway  over  Ireland. 

Mr.  ARTHUE  AENOLD  thought 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken 
had  somewhat  misunderstood  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  [An  hon. 
Member  :  But  you  did  not  hear  it  all.] 
The  Land  Bill,  as  a  great  measure  for 
the  benefit  of  agriculture,  must  improve 
the  condition  of  the  labourers.  The 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  was  ob- 
viously open  to  the  objection  that  it 
might  import  a  large  quantity  of  labour 
where  it  was  not  wanted.  At  the  same 
time,  he  hoped  conditions  would  arise 
under  the  Land  Bill  which  would  be 
taken  advantage  of  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Irish  labourer.  Where  large  or 
small  areas  of  land  were  reclaimed  by 
the  agency  of  Companies  or  under  baro- 
nial guarantees,  there  was  nothing  to 
prevent  the  Land  Commission  entering 
into  engagements  for  allotments  to  la- 
bourers. He  reminded  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  that  it  was  impossible  to 
separate  the  welfare  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  generally  from  the  Bill  of  the 
Government.  He  had  noticed  lately  that 
the  value  of  shares  in  certain  Irish 
banks  had  increased — which  was  pro- 
bably due  to  the  introduction  of  the 
Land  Bill,  and  might  be  held  to  prove 
that  the  greater  security  given  to  the 
property  of  the  people  of  Ireland  would 
naturally  be  followed  by  an  increase  in 
the  value  of  capital  in  that  country. 
With  regard  to  the  observations  of  lus 


right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  they  had  been  mis- 
represented. He  understood  his  right 
hon.  Friend  to  refer  simply  to  a  fact, 
but  to  draw  no  inference  from  it. 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  would  set 
themselves,  might  he  say,  dutifully 
to  support  the  Land  Bill  and  to  intro- 
duce Amendments,  they  would  not  only 
promote  the  welfare  of  the  Irish  far- 
mers, but  would  bring  a  large  amount  of 
happiness  to  the  labouring  class,  which 
had  hitherto  been  greatly  neglected. 

Mr.  DAWSON  said,  his  opinion  was 
that  if  they  improved  the  social  condi- 
tion  of  things  in  Ireland   each    class 
would  benefit  of  necessity  the  class  be- 
low it.    Therefore,  without  any  fictitious 
bolstering  up,  when  they  improved  the 
state  of  one  class  they  would  improve 
that  of  the  other.     Every  attempt  had 
been  made  to  draw  away  the  labourers 
from  the  side  of  the  farmers  in  the  pre- 
sent agitation  ;  but,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton)  had  shown, 
the  labourers  had  too  much  acumen  to 
be   led   astray.     They  saw  that  if  the 
number  of  employers  was  increased  the 
demand  for  labour  would  be   also  in- 
creased,  and  the  labourers  would  be 
able  to  make  their  own  terms.     It  ap- 
peared from    evidence    taken    by    the 
Devon  Commission  that  at  that  time 
there  was  a  waste  land  society,  which 
bought  up  half  the  side  of  a  country, 
and  settled  upon  it  labourers  who  were 
before  periodically  in  a  state  of  famine, 
giving  them  31  years'  leases.     The  fa- 
milies so  treated  emerged  from  their 
poverty,  and  before  half  the  term  was 
over  they  had  a  smiling  in  place  of  a 
barren  land.     If,  therefore,  they  were 
to  plant  Ireland  again,  ho  must  protest 
against  its  being  planted  by  English- 
men, or  any  others  than  Irishmen,  who 
were   both  willing  and   able  to  work. 
Indeed,   the  cause    of    the    labourers, 
whether  English  or  Irish,  ought  to  ap- 
peal to  their  hearts.     The  English  la- 
bourer was  not  a  bit  better  ofiP  than  the 
Irish  labourer.     Mr.  G.  F.  Heath  had 
written  a  book  in  which  he  told  us  that 
the  honey  suckled  cottages  of  the  English 
labourers  were  but  whited  sepulchres. 
It  could  be  seen,  too,  from  the  corre- 
spondence in  The  Times  and  other  papers, 
that  the  labouring  population  of  Eng- 
land was  in   a  fearful  state.     Coming 
now  to  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
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(Mr.  John  Bright),  whom  Irishmen  had 
looked  upon  as  a  friend,  upon  what 
grounds  had  he  thrown  in  the  face  of 
Ireland  that  it  had  no  capital  and  no 
manufactures?  Was  not  that  like  the 
robber  upbraiding  the  man  he  had 
robbed?  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  his  reference  to  Saints'  days, 
had  made  another  most  unfortunate  re- 
mark— a  remark  which  he  was  com- 
pelled to  describe  as  of  the  lowest  and 
most  unworthy  character.  He  protested 
against  such  sneers  at  the  holy  days  of 
the  Church,  and  preferred  days  conse- 
crated by  religious  customs  to  holidays 
appointed  by  Act  of  Parliament.  For 
himself,  if  the  inconvenience  of  solemn 
days  was  to  be  discussed,  he  might  ob- 
serve, as  an  Irish  trader,  that  the  fast 
days  in  Scotland  occasionally  delayed 
his  mercantile  transactions.  However, 
he  would  refrain  from  criticisms  on  such 
matters,  and  only  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  regret  his  sug- 

festion  that  the  nine  days  observed  as 
oly  in  Ireland  were  a  hindrance  to  the 
prosperity  of  the  country.  The  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  exhibited 
in  a  striking  manner  his  utter  want 
of  knowledge  and  sympathy  in  dealing 
with  the  Irish  people. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  when  he  had  left 
the  House  a  couple  of  hours  ago,  he 
thought  the  discussion  was  about  to 
come  to  an  amicable  conclusion ;  but,  on 
entering  again,  he  found  that  it  had 
taken  rather  an  unpleasant  turn.  He 
could  gather  from  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  had 
said  something  that  Irish  Members 
seemed  to  have  a  right  to  complain 
of.  Well,  he  must  say  that  if  he  had 
done  so  it  was  the  first  time  during  his 
long  political  life  that  he  had  ever  said 
anything  in  reference  to  Ireland  that 
had  not  been  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland. 
He  always  felt  that  when  a  friend  of 
long  standing,  of  venerable  years,  whose 
sympathies  and  feelings  he  knew  to  be 
good,  said  anything  severe,  it  was  wrong 
to  lose  one's  temper  over  it ;  but  that 
one  should  take  it  home  and  think  over 
it.  He  believed  it  came  from  the  fact 
of  a  man  speaking  during  the  dinner 
hour,  when  the  House  was  empty. 
He  might,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to 
say  one  or  two  words  as  to  the  em- 
ployment of  labourers  in  Ireland,  and 
as  to  the  conditions  under  which  he 
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carried  on  his  industry  there.  Some- 
thing had  been  said  about  Saints'  days 
and  holidays.  He  could  not  tell  ex- 
actly the  number  of  Saints'  days  and 
holidays,  he  was  sorry  to  say — [Mr. 
Sexton  :  Nine  altogether  in  the  year.] 
At  all  events,  he  coidd  say  that  they  had 
a  very  large  number  in  their  employ- 
ment, 99  per  cent  of  whom  were  Catho- 
lics, and  he  believed  they  never  lost  an 
hour  on  ordinary  working  days  owing  to 
their  absence  on  those  holidays.  They 
had  in  the  City  of  Cork  a  Prelate  of 
great  wisdom,  and  a  clergy  of  great 
experience  and  great  piety,  and  they 
had  come  to  them  and  told  them  that 
they  knew  very  well  the  immense  loss 
that  would  be  caused  to  their  business 
establishment  by  a  cessation  of  work  on 
those  days,  and  they  had  special  ser- 
vices in  their  churches  for  the  workers  in 
their  mill.  The  workers  went  there,  and, 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  they  could  do  their 
business  as  well  and  as  successfully  in 
their  mill  as  in  any  mill  in  Belfast,  and 
they  were  as  little  interfered  with  by 
these  Saints'  days  and  holidays.  As  to 
the  aptitude  of  the  Irish  people  for 
manufactures,  that  was  a  very  different 
question.  Manufacturing  aptitude,  like 
other  habits,  became  localized,  and  he 
believed  the  habit  of  industry  must  be 
born  with  a  people.  Unfortunately, 
industry  had  been  interfered  with,  tuai 
he  could  speak  with  practical  expe- 
rience of  the  almost  insuperable  diffi- 
culty of  starting  a  new  industry  in 
a  country.  He  felt  himself  this  Land 
Question  would  do  an  immense  deal  of 
good  to  the  labourers  of  Ireland.  Bat 
he  believed  it  was  only  one  of  the 
means  that  they  should  look  to  for  ele- 
vating the  working  classes.  If  thej 
gave  the  tenant  farmer  a  hold  of  hii 
farm,  enabled  him  to  drain  his  land  sad 
make  improvements,  and  let  him  feel 
that  those  improvements  were  his  own, 
he  believed  that  in  two  years  they  wonU 
not  have  a  single  able-bodied  man  in 
Ireland  in  want  of  employment.  In  the 
South  and  West  of  Ireland  there  was  a 
great  want  of  industrial  establishments, 
and  if  they  could  only  get  these,  employ- 
ment would  be  found  for  thousands  of 
persons,  and  they  would  be  spared  ths 
necessity  of  emigrating.  If  they  could 
get  some  industrial  manofactuxes  and 
less  oratory  by  slow  degrees  and  bt 
patience  the  very  greatest  good  mm 
be  done  to  the  country.     He  h^^  melt 
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respect  for  the  man  who  laboured  day 
after  day  to  plant  some  industry  in  Ire- 
land than  for  all  the  eloquence  and 
writings  about  the  progress  of  the 
country.  He  knew  of  cases  of  extra- 
ordinary success  attending  men  who  had 
striven  to  establish  some  small  industry 
in  the  South  of  Ireland.  He  knew  of 
instances  of  working  mechanics  amass- 
ing small  fortunes  by  patience,  thrift, 
and  sobriety.  They  required  more  in- 
dustries, and  if  they  could  settle  down 
they  would  very  soon  get  them.  As  to 
the  agricultural  labourers,  the  experience 
of  the  Land  Commission  taught  him 
there  was  nothing  more  disgraceful  than 
the  condition  of  three- fourths  of  these 
people.  Their  houses,  pay,  food,  and 
prospects  were  wretched ;  their  children 
were  a  burden  to  them,  and  soon  as  they 
got  old  enough  for  service  they  left 
home,  and  it  was  miserable  to  see  the 
poor  men,  with  hardly  any  prospect 
before  them  in  their  old  age  but  the 
poor  house.  He  believed  they  could, 
if  not  in  this  Bill,  by  another  Bill, 
make  it  obligatory  on  country  sani- 
tary authorities  to  see  that  where 
labourers  were  employed  they  should 
be  well  housed.  The  people  of  the 
South  of  Ireland  could  engage  in  in- 
dustrial occupations  as  well  as  the  in- 
habitants of  any  part  of  the  world; 
and  if  some  rich  persons  would  come 
over  there  and  plant  their  industries — 
[**No,  no!"] — -No!  that  was  certainly 
an  interruption  he  did  not  expect.  He 
repeated,  if  some  persons  could  be  in- 
duced to  come  over  to  Ireland  with  their 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  pounds,  and 
plant  their  industries  in  the  country, 
they  would  find  as  good  workers  and  as 
honest  workers,  and  they  would  make 
as  much  money,  as  in  any  part  of  the 
Three  Kingdoms.  As  to  any  people 
interfering  with  or  injuring  their  capital, 
the  investor  would  find  his  capital  as  safe 
in  Cork  as  in  Manchester. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  that  he 
had  risen  to  address  the  House  more 
than  two  hours  ago,  when  his  remarks 
would  have  occupied  only  a  very  few 
minutes;  but  since  the  speech  of  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
the  debate,  which  had  been  business- 
like and  conciliatory,  had  been  less 
8tricti[v  confined  to  the  question  before 
the  Mouse.  He  would  first  make  one 
or  two  observations  on  what  had  fallen 
from  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 


County  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw).  His  hon. 
Friend  had  referred  to  the  great  amount 
of  effort  which  had  been  diverted  from 
practical  work  to  political  questions.  The 
feeling  of  every  Irishman  was  that  every 
talent  and  all  the  energy  of  thousands 
of  Irishmen  must  be  thiown  into  the 
work  of  bringing  Ireland  into  compe- 
tition with  the  other  civilized  countries 
of  the  world.  Why  was  so  much  energy 
wasted  in  political  struggles  ?  Because 
this  country,  already  overburdened  with 
its  own  responsibilities,  insisted  upon 
managing  the  affairs  of  Ireland,  with 
which  it  was  not  competent  to  deal.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  referred  to  the  majority 
of  the  sanitary  authorities  exerting  them- 
selves on  behalf  of  the  poor  in  their 
dwellings.  The  fact  was,  the  sanitary 
authorities  did  nothing.  Beggars  went 
from  village  to  village,  carrying  often 
with  them  the  germs  of  disease,  which 
were  scattered  broadcast  over  the  coun- 
try, and  the  sanitary  authorities  did 
nothing  to  prevent  it.  The  police,  in- 
stead of  preventing  such  things  happen- 
ing, were  engao^ed  in  looking  after  ima- 
ginary politicsd  offenders.  He  would 
next  refer  to  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster,  which  was  an  ex- 
tremely offensive  speech.  In  a  calm  dis- 
cussion he  had  got  up  and  had  gone  off 
into  one  of  his  general  sermons  upon  the 
faults  of  the  Irish  character  and  the  vir- 
tues of  the  English,  sermons  which  were 
more  easy  to  deliver  than  they  were 
agreeable  to  listen  to.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  referred  to  the  Saints' 
days  in  Ireland  ;  he  apparently  did  not 
know  that  there  were  only  nine  alto- 
gether, and  that  as  the  four  Bank  Holi- 
days were  scarcely  observed  at  all  there, 
this  left  only  five  days  more  of  holidays 
in  Ireland  than  there  were  in  England. 
But  he  believed  that  in  Lancashire,  and 
particularly  in  Bochdale,  a  general  ces- 
sation of  manufacturing  operations  took 
place  in  Whit  week.  When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  attributed  the  holidays 
of  the  Irish  people  to  their  religion,  it 
was  simply  because  the  bigotry  in  his 
nature  must  find  some  expression.  Ever 
since  he(Mr.T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  thought 
upon  political  subjects,  he  had  conceived 
a  ^eat  contempt  for  the  views  of  the 
middle  classes  in  England  upon  political 
questions,  which  were  narrow  and  in- 
sular. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
an  extremely  good  representative  of  the 
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middle  classes.  He  had  the  highest 
respect  for  the  riglit  lion.  Gentleman, 
and  had  carefully  read  his  speeches ; 
and  in  reading  the  speeches  which  he 
delivered  30  years  ago  with  his  recent 
ones,  he  found  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's mind  had  not  widened  one  inch. 
There  was  not  a  single  new  idea,  and 
they  too  often  expressed  prejudices  in 
which  he  had  been  brought  up,  instead 
of  statesmanlike  breadth  of  thought.  It 
was  too  often  the  case  that  tlie  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  words  were  the  result 
of  temper  instead  of  the  expression  of 
the  workings  of  his  own  clear  intelli- 
gence. One  of  the  most  frequently- 
quoted  passages  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  once  been  his  remark 
that  **  the  Irish  people  w^ereidle  because 
they  were  Catholic,  and  were  poor  be- 
cause tliey  were  idle."  If,  however, 
the  Irish  Representatives  would  only 
consent  to  represent  English  opinions 
and  not  Irish,  ho  thought  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  forget  all  the 
unkind  things  he  had  ever  said  about 
Ireland,  and  would  give  them  what  they 
did  not  desire,  a  patronizing  benediction, 
which,  no  doubt,  would  niako  them  all 
very  happy.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  asked  how  it  was  that  there  was  no 
commerce  in  Ireland,  while  there  was 
commerce  in  America,  and  also  why 
English  capital  did  not  find  its  way  into 
Ireland  ?  He  would  answer  the  last 
question  first.  There  was  a  mistaken 
idea  abroad  that  capital  was  insecure  in 
Ireland.  Capital  was  certainly  much 
safer  invested  in  Ireland  than  in  Turkey 
or  in  the  South  American  Republics. 
Certainly  property  in  Ireland  was  much 
safer  from  robbery  than  it  was  in  Eng- 
land. It  was  thought,  too,  that  public 
peace  and  security  were  not  so  well 
established  in  Ireland  as  in  England. 
Such  peace  and  security  could  never 
be  established  till  the  present  system 
of  government  was  altered  root  and 
branch,  and  the  Irish  were  enabled  to 
exercise  self-government.  And  if  com- 
merce did  not  flourish  in  that  country^ 
whose  fault  was  it?  In  America  the 
Irish  were  as  successful  in  commerce  as 
any  people.  The  fault,  therefore,  lay 
with  England.  The  mis-government  of 
England  had  compelled  the  Irish  to  de- 
vote energies  to  political  questions  which 
could  more  profitably  be  directed  to  com- 
mercial pursuits.  He  could  quote  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  in  sup- 
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port  of  what  he  said ;  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  himself  drawn  a  power- 
ful contrast  between  the  Irish  in  Ireland 
with  the  Irish  in  America,  showing  the 
energy  and  industry  which  they  could 
display  when  a  fair  field  was  opened. 
He  understood  the  proposal  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  to  be  to  advance 
money  to  Companies  for  the  reclamatioa 
of  waste  lands  ;  but  that  plan  had  been 
condemned  by  Professor  Baldwin,  who 
instanced  the  failure  of  the  Galtee  ex- 
periment. 

Mb.  SPEAKER  pointed  out  that  the 
hon.  Member  was  travelling  beyond  the 
Question  before  the  House. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  was 
endeavouring  to  show  the  true  way  of 
benefiting  the  material  condition  of  the 
labourers  of  Ireland,  and  he  was  going 
on  to  show  that  was  by  the  reelamatioa 
of  waste  land.  If  they  wanted  waste 
land  reclaimed,  they  must  trust  to  labour 
for  it,  and  not  to  capital.  The  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Parnell)  had  been  misunderstood. 
What  he  would  like  would  be  that  the 
Commission  should  have  the  power  to 
buy  up  waste  or  semi- waste  land,  and 
that  it  should  be  given  rent  free  for 
some  years  to  a  certain  number  of  la- 
bourers. An  important  experiment  of 
that  kind  had  been  made  by  Mr.  Pitt 
Kennedy,  who  had  charged  Is.  per  an- 
num per  acre  to  the  labourers  for  the 
first  year,  adding  Is.  per  acre  each  year 
up  to  21  3'ears.  They  were  now  paying 
14«.  per  acre  for  the  land,  and  it  was 
flourishing  and  valuable.  He  believed 
that  was  the  true  solution  of  the  diffi- 
culty for  getting  rid  of  the  surplus  agri- 
cultural population  ;  but  with  regard  to 
the  other  portions  of  the  population,  he 
was  not  prepared  to  make  any  sugges- 
tions. 

SiK  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  regretted 
that  so  much  time  should   have  been 
wasted  by  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
in  attacking  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancas- 
ter, instead  of  informing  tlie  House  of 
their  views  upon  the  question  of  th« 
agricultural  labourer,  whose  hopes  thej 
had  been  instrumental  in  exciting.    He 
rose,  however,  in  order  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  not  to   postpone 
to  another  3'ear,  as  had  been  suggested, 
the  subject  raised  by  thia  Motion.    The 
expectations  of  the  labourers  of  Irdatti 
had  been  raised  by  the  promises  wbiok 
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had  been  made ;  and  they  wonld  suffer 
bitter  disappointment  if  they  found  that, 
after  the  part  they  had  taken  in  the  agita- 
tion in  favour  of  the  tenant  farmers,  they 
were  told  that  nothing  could  be  proposed 
at  present  for  the  benefit  of  the  agri- 
cultural labourers.     They  were  told  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  that  they  were 
to  trust  to  economic  laws !    But  that  was 
because  it  was  a  difficult  question  that 
was  to  be  faced.     It  would  be  amusing, 
were  it  not  so  sad,  to  observe  how  the 
labourers  had  been  imposed  upon  by  the 
members  of  the  Land  League — at  every 
meeting  an  unmeaning  resolution,  em- 
bodying no  statement  of  intended  action, 
was  passed  sub  ailentio  at  the  end  of  the 
proceedings,  somewhat  in  the  same  man- 
ner as  the  toast  of  **  The  Press  "  was 
proposed,  as  a  matter  of  form,  at  the  tail 
end  of  public  dinners ;  and  now,  after 
strong  hopes  had    been   excited,   they 
were  told  by  Gentlemen  opposite  that  one 
thing  only  could  be  done  at  a  time ;  that 
they  should  wait  till  the  tenant  question 
was  settled  before  their  case  could  be 
considered — a  kind  of  **  live  horse,  and 
you  will  get  grass  "  sort  of  advice,  as  it 
occurred  to  him  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien). 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  had  said  that  the  land- 
lord **  sat''  on  the  tenant,  and  the  tenant 
performed  the  same  operation   on  tlie 
agricultural  labourers ;    but    he    made 
suggestions  which    required   attention, 
although  he  thought  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's plan  would  be  somewhat  inade- 
quate.    For  his  own  part,  he  thought 
some  plan  might  be  devised  for  carrying 
out  the  capital  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.   Craig),    as    regards  the 
building  of  cottages,  and  also  of,  in  cer- 
tain cases,  granting  small  gardens  to  the 
labourer.  Where  so  much  was  proposed 
to  be  done  for  the  tenant,  he  could  not 
object  to  making  this  small  concession  to 
the  labourer  who  tilled  his  farm.  What- 
ever was  done  for  the  labourers,  at  all 
events,  would,  he  trusted,  be  done  with- 
out delay.      He  would   only  add  that 
although,   no  doubt,   there  were  blots 
upon  the  Land  Bill,   it  would    confer 
great  benefits  upon  the  tenant  farmers, 
and  he  hoped  the  Prime  Minister  would 
not  relinquish  any  of  its  provisions. 
•  Ma.    NEWDEGATE    said,   he    was 
•orry  to  say  that  the  condition  of  the 
agricultural  labourer    in   Ireland    had 
been  entirely  overlooked  in  the  legisla- 
tion of  that  House ;  and  would  suggest 


that  in  the  improvement  of  the  Poor 
Law,  and  the  making  it  more  in  accord- 
ance with  the  system  which  prevailed  in 
England,  the  most  practical  remedy  for 
the  recurrence  of  famine  in  the  case  of 
that  class  of  the  population  was  to  be 
found.  He  should  like  to  point  out,  he 
might  add,  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
that  the  late  Lord  Mayo,  in  a  debate  on 
the  milling  trade  in  Ireland  in  1851, 
showed  that  since  the  ]ep:islation  of 
1846,  for  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  mainly  responsible,  that  trade 
had  rapidly  decreased.  He  was  sur- 
prised, therefore,  to  hear  the  language 
with  respect  to  the  promotion  of  manu- 
factures in  Ireland  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  indulged.  He 
did  not  know,  he  might  add,  any  specific 
for  all  the  ills  of  Ireland  ;  but  he  might 
observe  that  they  seemed  to  be  some- 
what analogous  to  those  which  prevailed 
in  the  Pontifical  States  before  their 
emancipation. 

Mr.  LAING  said,  that  he  had  recently 
spent  some  time  in  the  South-West  of 
Ireland,  and  must  state  that  the  condi- 
tion of  the  labouring  classes  there  had 
impressed  him  with  a  feeling  of  most 
profound  and  intense  pity.  No  words 
could  exaggerate  the  lamentable  and 
deplorable  condition  in  which  the  great 
mass  of  the  population  existed.  That 
part  of  the  country  contrasted  strongly 
with  the  respectable  and  comfortable 
circumstances  of  the  peasantry  in  the 
North-West  of  Sutherlandshire — a  dis- 
trict that  greatly  resembled  the  South- 
West  of  Ireland  in  physical  conforma- 
tion. He  must  confess  that  he  came 
away  from  Ireland  with  a  much  larger 
feeling  of  toleration  towards  the  excesses 
of  the  Land  League,  and  the  gentleman 
who  might  go  to  excesses  of  agitation  in 
that  direction.  He  had  met  men  in  Ire- 
land who  were  glad  to  dig  in  most  diffi- 
cult ground  and  to  remove  boulder  stones 
for  Is.  a-day.  According  to  a  reasonable 
calculation,  the  earnings  of  such  men 
could  not  exceed  200«.  a-year.  The 
things  that  were  wanted  lor  the  la- 
bourers were  constant  employment  and 
better  wages.  The  Land  Bill,  he  thought, 
would,  in  a  measure,  supply  these 
wants.  It  would  cause  an  increase  in 
the  demand  for  labour;  and,  conse- 
quently, more  labourers  would  obtain 
employment,  and  their  remuneration 
would  be  greater.    If  the  ooudition  of 
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the  stratum  of  society  next  above  the 
labourer — namely,  the  farmer — were  im- 
proved, there  must,  he  maintained,  be 
more  demand  for  agricultural  labour. 
But  in  over-populated  districts  no  remedy 
would  be  effectual  unless  the  demand  for 
labour  could  be  increased  and  the  supply 
diminished.  He  must  express  his  con- 
victions. The  best  means  of  reducing 
the  supply  was  by  establishing  a  well- 
organized  scheme  of  emigration,  which 
would  also  be  a  boon  to  the  female  po- 
pulation. In  America  and  elsewhere, 
girls  could  find  employment  without 
ifficulty  at  remunerative  wages,  and 
their  chances  of  matrimony  were  greater 
than  at  home.  It  seemed  to  him  almost 
inhuman  to  interpose  any  obstacle  in 
the  way  of  emigration.  At  the  same 
time,  he  was  quite  of  opinion  that  it 
ought  to  be  voluntary.  He  would  con- 
clude with  one  appeal  to  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, and  another  to  the  Government. 
He  appealed  to  the  former  to  co-operate 
with  the  Liberal  Party  in  facilitating  the 
progress  of  the  Irish  Land  Bill.  There 
was  far  more  sympathy  with  their  cause 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House  than 
the  Irish  Members  had  any  idea  of;  and, 
therefore,  he  hoped  that  they  would  not 
throw  any  obstacles  in  the  way  of  the 
Government  by  pursuing  a  policy  of 
exasperation.  He  would  also  appeal  to 
the  Government,  and  ask  them  to  throw 
a  little  more  energy  into  their  proceed- 
ings for  the  passing  of  the  Bill.  A  good 
many  days  had  already  been  wasted  in 
skirmishing  upon  the  second  reading ;  and 
no  little  dissatisfaction  was  caused  by  the 
fact  that  measures  of  minor  importance 
should  be  allowed  to  impede  the  progress 
of  a  Bill  of  so  vital  a  character.  He 
must  also  condemn  the  bringing  on  of 
the  Motion,  of  which  Notice  had  been 
given  for  next  Monday.  ["  Question ! "] 
Mr.  SPEAKEE  intimated  to  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  was  not  discussing  the 
Question  before  the  House. 

Mr.  LAING  said,  he  regretted  having 
inadvertently  trangressed  the  Bules,  and 
begged  to  apologize. 

Mr.  lewis  desired  to  call  attention 
to  the  action  of  the  Government  in  re- 
ference to  the  Eesolution  before  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
had  stated  on  behalf  of  the  Government 
that  they  were  prepared  to  accept  the 
Resolution,  save  as  to  that  part  of  it 
which  said  that  the  subject  should  be 

Mr  Laing 


dealt  with  during  the  preeent  Sesnon  of 
Parliament.  Well,  he  had  been  in  the 
House  long  enough  to  remember  the 
objections  which  Members  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  taken  to  the 
passing  of  abstract  Besolutions ;  and  he 
thought  nothing  could  be  more  improper 
than  that  they  should  bind  themselves 
down  to  the  acceptance  and  carrying  out 
of  the  abstract  Eesolution  before  mem. 
The  fact  should  be  borne  in  mind  that 
the  House  had  not  yet  had  any  state- 
ment on  the  part  of  the  Government 
as  to  their  entire  policy  with  respect  to 
the  Land  Question  in  Ireland.  But  the 
present  Eesolution  was  only  a  part  of 
the  Land  Question,  affecting,  as  it  did, 
a  large  class  of  the  agricultural  popu- 
lation of  Ireland,  whose  existence  had 
been,  so  far  as  the  Land  Bill  was  con- 
cerned, totally  ignored  by  the  Gbvem- 
ment,  and  of  whom,  indeed,  nothing 
had  been  heard  until  a  certain  great 
meeting  had  been  held  in  their  inte- 
rest. Now,  however,  the  new-bom  zeal 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gkmgway 
had,  like  an  epidemic,  spread  to  the 
Treasury  Bench.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  (Mr.  Callan)  sought  to  bind  the 
House  to  a  proposal  as  to  the  practical 
details  or  resultis  of  which  neither  the 
Government  nor  the  House  had  had  any 
explanation  afforded  to  them.  They 
were  asked  to  assent  to  two  propositions, 
the  first  of  which  was  that  it  was  matter 
of  pressing  necessity  that  facilities  should 
be  afforded  for  the  erection  of  cottages, 
and  the  providing  of  garden  plots  for 
agricultural  labourers.  At  whose  ex- 
pense was  that  to  be  done  ?  Had  the 
Government  the  least  idea  how  the  pro- 
posal thus  made,  and  to  which  they  had 
assented,  was  to  be  carried  out  ?  Was 
the  cost  to  come  out  of  the  property  re- 
maining to  the  landlord  after  the  passing 
of  the  Land  Bill,  or  was  it  to  be  borne 
out  of  the  property  of  the  landlord  which 
was  to  be  conferred  upon  the  tenant 
under  the  proposed  legislation?  The 
second  portion  of  the  Eesolution  pledged 
the  Government  to  take  steps  to  improve 
the  condition  of  theag^cultural  labourer, 
a  duty  which  would  very  soon  come 
home  to  roost.  He  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  there  had  been  a  great  deal  of 
sound  and  a  great  deal  of  hollowness  in 
the  speeches  which  had  been  made  upon 
this  question.  When,  he  asked,  didthii 
zeal  on  behalf  of  the  Irish  agricultural 
labourer  begin?  When  the  Land Leapn 
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agitation  commenced  nothing  was  heard 
of  the  agricultural  labourer.  The  only 
questions  raised  were  how  injury  could 
be  inflicted  upon  the  landlords,  and  how 
the  tenants  could  become  proprietors  of 
the  soil.  But  the  labourer  caught  the 
prevailing  spirit,  thinking  that  if  the 
farmer  could  possess  himself  of  a  por- 
tion of  his  landlord's  property  he  might 
fairly  try  to  become  possessed  of  a  shoe 
of  that  which  belonged  to  the  farmer. 
Then  the  great  meeting  of  which  they 
had  heard  was  held,  and  the  Land 
League  thought  it  prudent  to  take  up 
the  cause  of  the  labourer.  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  however,  had  no  notion  of 
the  sort  in  their  minds  when  they  issued 
their  Land  Commission,  or,  if  they  had, 
why  did  it  not  form  part  of  the  scheme 
of  the  Commission  or  of  their  Bill?  Were 
they  to  deal  with  this  question  of  the 
Lish  land  piecemeal,  and,  if  not,  why 
had  not  the  Government  possessed  the 
House  of  their  entire  policy?  In  his 
opinion,  the  Government  did  not  know 
their  own  land  policy.  What  was  likely 
to  be  the  effect  of  the  present  debate  when 
it  became  known  all  over  L*eland  that  the 
House  of  Commons  had  passed  a  Beso- 
lution  that  agricultural  labourers  were 
to  have  cottages  built  for  them  and  allot- 
ments of  land  made  to  them  ?  Was  it 
right  to  give  rise  in  the  minds  of  an  ex- 
citable people  to  hopes,  which  more  or  less 
must  prove  delusive,  unless  the  Govern- 
ment were  prepared  to  follow  up  the 
passing  of  the  Besolution  by  the  pro- 
posal of  a  practical  measure  to  give  it 
effect  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  the  County 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw),  with  an  amount  of 
complacency  which,  under  the  circum- 
stances, was  almost  astounding,  asked 
why  rich  English  manufacturers  did  not 
set  up  manufactories  in  Lreland?  His 
answer  was  that  they  were  not  so  foolish 
to  do  so  under  the  patronage  and  pro- 
tection of  a  Liberal  Government.  They 
had  had  the  painful  experience  of  know- 
ing that  for  months  together  life  and 
property  were  at  the  mercy  of  men  whose 
conduct  appeared  to  be  patronized  for 
the  time  being  by  the  Government, 
which  allowed  the  reig^  of  the  law  to  be 
Bubdued  and  overridden  by  the  reig^  of 
the  mob.  Everyone  who  knew  Ireland 
knew  that,  save  in  a  few  counties  in  the 
North  of  Ireland,  there  was  no  protection 
for  English  capital  in  Ireland.  They 
had  heard  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Galway  (Mr,  T.  P,  O'Connor)  that  *'  no 


public  peace  would  there  be  in  Ireland 
until  the  entire  system  of  government 
was  uprooted."  What  encouragement, 
then,  he  asked  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
County  of  Cork,  was  there  for  the  in- 
vestment of  English  capital  in  Irish  in- 
dustries ?  A  discussion  like  the  present 
merely  presented  a  false  and  delusive 
aspect  of  a  great  social  question  to  a 
large  portion  of  the  ignorant  population 
of  Ireland.  If  the  Government  did  not 
intend  to  give  effect  to  the  Besolution, 
they  woidd  only  be  adding  another 
serious  difficulty  to  the  pacification  of 
Ireland.  While  he  thought  it  was 
advisable  on  the  part  of  owners  of 
land  in  Ireland  to  make  great  conces- 
sions in  order  to  prevent  their  property 
entirely  passing  away  from  them,  yet 
he  hoped  that,  after  their  property  was 
reduced,  they  were  not  to  be  called  upon 
to  build  cottages  for  the  labourers  upon 
the  farms  of  their  tenants. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  :  There  is  one 
remark  of  the  hon.  Member  with  which  I 
entirely  concur.  [  Crie^  of  **  Spoken !  "] 
I  have  not  spoken  on  the  present  Motion. 
[(7rw*o/*' Chair!"] 

The  SPEAKEB  :  I  must  remind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that,  having  al- 
ready addressed  the  House,  he  cannot 
speak  again  on  this  question. 

Mb.  HEALY  remarked,  that  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lon- 
donderry (Mr.  Lewis)  had  the  usual 
port  wine  flavour.  The  hon.  Member 
had  endeavoured  to  answer  the  ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  County 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  as  to  the  reason 
why  English  capitalists  did  not  carry 
their  capital  to  Ireland.  He  would 
ask  why  rich  English  solicitors  endea- 
voured to  obtain  Parliamentary  seats  in 
Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  vilifying  the 
country  from  which  they  obtained  some 
share  of  distinction  ?  The  condition  of 
the  Irish  labourers  was  most  deplorable. 
On  the  Devonshire  estate  they  were  paid 
only  8«.  a-week,  and  he  trusted  the  noble 
Marquess  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  would  duly  read  and  digest  the 
Besolution  which  was  about  to  be  ac- 
ceded to  by  the  House. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Resolved,  That,  in  tho  opinion  of  this  House, 
it  is  expedient  and  necessary  that  measures 
should  bo  taken  to  improve  the  condition  of 
agricultural  labourers'  habitations  in  Ireland, 
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STJPPLY.  -COMMITTEE. 

Resolvedf  That  this  House  will  imme- 
diately resolve  itself  in  the  Committee  of 
Supply. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair.'' 

AFFAIRS  OF  GREECE.— RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT.in  rising 
to  call  attention  to  the  action  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  connection  with  the  affairs 
of  Greece,  and  to  move — 

"  That  Her  Majesty's  Grovemment,  by  their 
encouragement  to  the  Greeks  to  mobilize  their 
Army,  by  their  injustice  to  Turkey,  and  by 
their  refusal  to  publicly  advise  Greece  to  mode- 
rate her  excessive  demands,  have  alienated  the 
Mussulman  feeling  of  the  East,  have  imposed 
overwhelming  burdens  upon  the  Greek  Nation, 
and  have  tended  to  disturb  the  peace  of 
Europe," 

Baid :  Sir,  at  the  outset,  I  wish  to  pro- 
test against  the  character  of  the  Papers 
on  the  Greek  Question  issued  by  the 
present  Government.  They  are  of  a 
singularly  meagre  character,  and  from 
the  end  of  January  to  April  there  is  not 
a  despatch  of  any  kind  whatever  amoog 
them.  This  is  without  precedent.  1 
also  wish  to  protest  against  the  manner 
in  which  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
replies  to  Questions  addressed  to  him. 
His  style  and  language  is  certainly  more 
endurable  than  the  vacillating  and  help- 
less answers  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  than  the  verbose,  confusing, 
and  incomprehensible  replies  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  or  than  the  turgid  pro- 
lixity of  the  Postmaster  General.  Thelan- 
guage  is  unobjectionable,  but  the  mat- 
ter is  invariably  inaccurate.  My  charge 
against  the  Government  is  briefly  this — 
that  by  their  unwarrantable  encourage- 
ment to  Greece,  official  and  unofficial, 
they  have  raised  hopes  that  could  not  be 
fulfilled,  that  they  have  been  the  means 
of  involving  that  misguided  State  in 
tremendous  military  preparations  and  a 
crushing  expenditure,  and  all  to  no  pur- 
pose ;  that  they  have  alienated  Turkey 
by  their  unjust  and  unprovoked  persecu- 
tion ;  and  that  they  have  disturbed  the 
whole  East  of  Europe,  and  rendered  a 
general  war,  if  not  imminent,  at  all 
events  possible,  and  perhaps  even  pro- 
bable. They  have  run  this  terrible  risk 
out  of  sheer  waatoimess  and  without  any 


necessity.  They  wished  to  rererse  the 
policy  of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  and  to  dis- 
credit the  action  of  the  late  Government; 
so  they  took  up  the  cause  of  Greece  as 
a  stalking-horse,  without  reflection  and 
without  discretion,  and  they  have  ended 
by  producing  there,  as  everywhere  else, 
general  confusion.  They  have  effec- 
tually got  rid  of  old  allies,  and  they  have 
disgusted  and  acquired  the  hatred  of 
the  people  whose  cause  they  affected  to 
espouse.  For  what  is  the  fact  about  the 
negotiations  between  Greece  and  Tar- 
key  ?  That  now  in  the  month  of  May, 
1881,  they  are  pressing  upon  a  reluc- 
tant Greek  Ministry  the  very  terms 
which  might  have  been  obtained  from 
Turkey  six  months  ago — yes.  and  10 
months  ago—  without  cost  or  risk  of  war. 
They  are  now  obliged  to  do  what  every 
sensible  and  impartial  politician  in  Europe 
has  been  predicting  for  the  last  eight 
months  they  would  have  to  do — urge 
upon  Greece  to  moderate  her  demands 
and  to  be  contented  with  the  very  gene- 
rous offers  of  the  Porte.  Let  hon.  Mem- 
bers read  the  despatch  of  the  Porte  of 
October  3rd,  in  Blue  Book  No.  2,  and 
see  what  Greece  might  then  have  had 
without  trouble.  How  much  has  Greece 
gained  by  the  delay  ?  Advantages,  if 
any,  not  appreciable.  What  has  she 
lost  by  the  month  after  month  of  war- 
fever  and  expense  ?  £6,000,000  at  least 
of  money,  an  amount  as  great  for  her 
scanty  population  as  £250,000,000  would 
bo  for  England  ;  80,000  men  taken  from 
their  natural  industries,  and  kept  in 
enforced  idleness  while  they  are  being 
drilled  into  combatant  machines.  Other 
Powers  warned  Greece  and  warned  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  months  ago,  that 
the  line  suggested  by  the  Berlin  Con- 
ference could  not  be  carried  out.  Yet 
the  British  Cabinet  adhered  to  it  with 
pernicious  obstinacy  through  thick  and 
thin,  and  refused  to  advise  Greece  to 
be  moderate,  until  at  last,  brought  face 
to  face  with  the  almost  certainty  of  war, 
they  have  hurriedly  beaten  a  retreat^ 
reversed  all  their  previous  advice,  and 
done  what  France  did  four  or  fivt 
months  earlier.  Why  had  not  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  followed  the  praise- 
worthy example  of  M.  St.  Hilaire,  ths 
French  Foreign  Minister,  whose  admi^ 
able  Note  to  Greece  of  December  ^1% 
1880,  conveyed  such,  sound  warnings 
and  made  such  a  profound  impressioB 
upon  Europe?     Simply  became  thif 
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were  bo  wedded  to  the  monstrous  off- 
spring of  their  injustice,  the  line  of  their 
ridiculous  Conference  of  Berlin,  that  they 
oould  listen  to  neither  reason  nor  justice. 
In  August  last  the  British  Government 
formally  withdrew  the  advice  of  the  late 
Ministry  against  Greek  mobih'zation.  It 
was  said  that  Great  Britain  was  the  last 
to  take  that  most  foolish  and  disastrous 
step ;  but  what  evidence  could  the  hon. 
Baronet  allege  in  support  of  this  state- 
ment beyond  the  statement  of  M.  Tri- 
coupi,  the  Greek  Minister  ?  Even  if  it 
were  so,  to  withdraw  advice  against  mo- 
bilization was  a  most  unfortunate  step. 
For  what  did  it  mean  ?  It  was  a  practical 
incentive  to  war,  and  so  it  had  acted. 
Governments  do  not  say — '*Arm  and 
attack  your  enemy."  That  is  too  gp'oss 
and  outspoken  a  method  for  modern 
diplomacy.  But  when  one  Government 
Bays  to  another,  **  We  no  longer  advise 
you  not  to  mobilize  your  army,"  its 
practical  effect  is — '*  We  do  not  object 
to  your  going  to  war;"  and  so  the 
Greeks  understood  it.  Even  in  so  se- 
rious an  act  as  this  the  British  Govern- 
ment appear  to  have  allowed  themselves 
to'get  into  some  confusion,  for  they  seem 
to  have  believed  M.  Tricoupi,  that  *  *  mobi- 
lization meant  the  training  of  untrained 
men."  At  all  events,  from  this  moment 
the  Greek  Question  assumed  a  new  and 
menacing  aspect,  as  such  questions  always 
do  when  inflammable  material  in  the 
Bhape  of  large  bodies  of  hostile  and 
armed  men  are  brought  face  to  face. 
This  encouragement  of  Greek  mobiliza- 
tion was  the  chief  blunder  of  the  British 
Government.  Now,  at  last,  they  were 
literally  compelled  to  menace  Greece 
with  all  sorts  of  penalties,  unless  she 
accepted  about  three-fifths  of  the  Berlin 
line,  after  they  had  all  along  urged  her 
to  take  nothing  less  than  that  line.  Was 
it  any  wonder  then  that  the  feeling  in 
Greece  now  should  be,  as  one  of  her 
most  ecstatic  friends,  the  Correspondent 
of  The  Standard^  had  written  on  April  5  th — 

"  European  diplomacy  has  worked  Greece  up 
to  fever  heat,  and  Greece  refuses  to  swallow  the 
palliatives  Europe,  for  its  own  convenience, 
now  proposes  to  administer  ?  '* 

What  had  the  conduct  of  Iler  Majesty ]s 
Government  cost  the  other  party  to  this 
dispute,  the  long-suffering,  reviled, much- 
abused  people  of  Turkey  ?  What  pre- 
parations had  they  been  compelled  to 
make  ?  What  cost  had  their  exhausted 
Treasury  been  put  to  in  consequence  of 
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the  inflammatory  policy  of  the  English 
Cabinet  ?  It  would  be  too  much  to  ex- 
pect the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  con- 
sider any  sufferings  of  Turkey  in  this  or 
any  other  matter ;  but  when  they  wanted 
an  Ally  in  Europe  or  in  Asia,  they  would 
realize  their  folly.  First,  there  was  their 
boasted  concert  of  Europe.  This  is  a 
plausible  phrase  invented  to  satisfy  those 
timid  people  who  never  had  the  courage 
to  have  a  policy  of  their  own.  It  origi- 
nated in  the  attempts  of  the  Liberal 
Party,  in  1878,  to  sugprest  some  counter 
policy  to  tlie  manly  and  successful  action 
of  Lord  Beacons6eld  in  checking  the 
aggression  of  Russia.  It  has  also  been 
very  useful  to  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  as  a  shield  behind  which  to  hide 
the  policy,  or  want  of  policy,  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  to  avoid  giving  plain 
answers  to  inconvenient  Questions.  Any 
real  *'  concert  of  Europe  **  could  not  exist 
at  present,  and  never  had  existed.  When 
the  nations  of  Europe  were  all  armed  to 
the  last  n\an,  watching  each  other  with 
the  utmost  keenness  and  anxiety,  and 
ready,  as  the  past  25  years  had  shown, 
to  take  advantage  of  each  other's  weak- 
ness or  perplexity  for  individual  ag- 
grandizement, what  likelihood  was  there 
of  any  practical  **  concert "  to  accomplish 
any  really  important  results?  A  perusal 
of  the  Blue  Books  would  show  that  there 
never  was  any  real  concert,  that  inde- 
pendent action  was  being  constantly 
taken,  and.  what  was  most  curious,  that 
the  British  Government  had  almost  inva- 
riably been  the  principal  obstacle  in  the 
way  of  '*  concert."  Once,  and  once  only, 
had  there  been  something  approaching 
to  concerted  action.  The  famous  Naval 
Demonstration,  that  never  dared  to  de- 
monstrate, had  united  the  Powers  in  a 
brief  appearance  of  a  common  movement. 
Their  only  achievement  was  the  con- 
spicuous fifiifco  of  Dulcigno.  After  six 
months  of  dospatch-writing,  10  weeks  of 
demonstration  by  20  great  ships  and  135 
enormous  guns,  some  8,000  Albanians 
were  transferred  from  the  rule  of  a 
Sovereign  they  preferred  to  that  of  a 
Prince  they  detested.  That  was,  per- 
haps, the  most  signal  instance  of  dis- 
prijportion  between  the  means  adopted 
and  the  results  achieved.  But  what  was 
the  truth  about  this  flash  in  tho  pan  of 
a  ''concert,"  which  rendered  its  purtici- 
pators,  and  especially  its  originators, 
ridiculous  from  one  end  of  the  world  tQ 
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the  other  ?  Not  that  it  was  a  means  to 
an  end,  and  that  end  the  settlement  of 
the  Montenegrin  Frontier,  as  it  professed 
to  be,  but  that  it  was  an  end  in  itself, 
or  rather  the  means  of  keeping  up  the 
pretence  of  a  concert  which,  did  not  exist. 
This  is  made  dear  in  a  despatch  of  Sir 
Henry  Elliot  to  Lord  Granville,  of  No- 
vember 5th,  in  which  Baron  Haymerle, 
the  Austrain  Minister,  is  reported  to 
have  said  that  the  ''  Dulcigno  Demon- 
stration was  only  necessary  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  concert."  In  other  words, 
it  was  to  gratify  the  caprice  of  the  Prime 
Minister  of  England  that  Turkey  could 
be  bullied  with  impunity,  and  always 

S 'elded  to  force.     The  negotiations  re- 
tive  to  the  Dulcigno  Demonstration 
showed  long  ago  the  hopelessness  of  the 
"  concert."     The  process  by  which  the 
appearance  of  union  was  es^blished  has 
been  laid  bare  by  the  Austrain  Bed  Book. 
First,   Bussia  and  England  put  their 
heads  together  and  agreed  to  try  to 
bring  the  rest  of  the  Powers  into  their 
net.     The  British  Oabinet,  for  the  first 
time  in  history,  played  the  dishonour- 
able rdU  of  henchman  to  the  cruel  des- 
potism of  St.  Petersburg.     Then  they 
got  Italy  with  them,  only  too  glad  to  air 
er  spick-and-span  men-of-war  in  such 
big  company.     The  relations  between 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  and  M.  Gam- 
betta  secured  the  support  of  France,  for 
moral  coercion  at  all  events ;  though,  as 
the    sequel  showed,  when  it  came  to 
action,  the  French  Government  showed 
a  most  desperate  reluctance  to  move. 
This  very  nearly  upset  the  Demonstra- 
tion at  starting.    Tne  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Prime  Minister    and  Bussia 
thus  got  two  other  Powers  more  or  less 
with  tnem,  and  so  put  Austria  and  Ger- 
many in  a  minority.    What  happened  is 
worth  particular    notice.     The  British 
Cabinet  declared  itself  prepared  to  go 
on  with  its  demonstration  with  Bussia 
and  Italy  alone,  France  being  friendly, 
but  not  joining.     Such  a  course  would 
have    been    fatal  to  European    peace. 
Bussia  would  have,  by  hook  or  by  crook, 
succeeded  in  doing  what  she  so  much 
wished — putting  the  torch  to  the  maga- 
zine of  mischief  she  had  so  carefmly 
prepared  throughout  South-Eastem  Eu- 
rope.    Italy  was  by  no  means  averse, 
for  she  has  always  hoped,  in  a  fresh 
scramble,  to  pick  up  some  of  those  tit- 
bits which,  to  ner  bitter  and  unconcealed 
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chagrin,  did  not  fall  to  her  lot  at  Berlin. 
Once  start  this  conflag^tion,  and  Austria 
and  Germany  knew  perfectly  well  it 
would  never  end  without  a  stru^le  of 
nations  such  as  Europe  has,  happily,  not 
seen  since  the  wars  of  the  First  Napo- 
leon. So,  not  being  able  to  prevent  the 
follies  of  ihe  British  Cabinet,  they  joined 
in  the  Demonstration,  to  control  and 
moderate  it.  That  there  never  was  any 
real  concert  is  perfectly  plain  from  the 
disclosures  of  the  Austrian  Bed  Book, 
and  from  the  tone  of  the  whole  German 
and  Austrian  Press  right  through  the 
crisis.  First  of  all,  Austria  distinctly 
refused  to  assent  to  the  Fleets  appearing 
off  Dulcigno,  or  to  armed  ships'  boats 
going  up  the  Boyana  river.  These  pro- 
posal might  fairly  have  been  constnied 
by  Turkey  as  acts  of  war.  They  were 
simply,  as  proposed  by  the  British  Cabi- 
net, the  most  detestable  of  all  modem 
artifices — unofficial  warfare.  In  them 
the  Prime  Minister  took  another  leaf 
out  of  the  book  of  his  favourite  Bussian 
instructors.  Austria  Airther  limited  the 
number  of  each  Squadron  to  two  ships ; 
and  both  Austria  and  Germany  made  a 
distinct  declaration  that  they  would  con- 
sent to  no  active  measures,  either  to 
place  the  Montenegrins  in  Dulcigno,  or 
to  keep  them  there  when  once  they  were 
in  occupation.  Then  followed  the  cou- 
rageous refusal  of  Turkey,  last  October, 
to  be  bullied.  The  friendly  intervention 
of  the  German  Powers,  assisted  hy 
France,  was  a  D&%u  ex  machind  to  the 
British  Cabinet  in  the  forlorn  plight  to 
which  this  open  resistance  of  ^uirkey 
reduced  them.  There  was  no  longer 
any  question  of  demanding  the  im- 
mediate surrender  of  Dulcigno.  The 
Turkish  Government  were  to  have  un- 
limited time.  They  were  not  to  be 
pressed  in  the  least.  And  so  it  came 
about  that  even  after  the  concession 
made  by  Turkey,  owinff  to  the  separate 
action  of  two  Powers,  five  or  six  weeks 
elapsed  before  the  completion  of  the 
transfer.  Let  this  be  marked  by  those 
who  are  disposed  to  crow  over  the  suc- 
cess of  a  coercion  policy,  that  it  was 
only  after  six  months  of  diplomatic  pres- 
sure, three  months  of  actual  demonstra- 
tion, and  volumes  of  Notes,  remon- 
strances, and  oounter-pleas,  that  ''the 
concert"  of  six  Powers  extracted  from 
Turkey — what  ?  Not  a  cession  of  terri- 
tory to  GFreece,  not  reform  in  Armenia, 
not  Constitutional  Qovemnxent,  not  a 
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purified  Administration  at  Constanti- 
nople— none  of  these  things;  but  the 
surrender  of  a  small  Albanian  village 
on  the  Adriatic,  with  a  few  thousand 
inhabitants,  to  the  satellite  and  instru- 
ment of  Eussia !  Then  they  made  the 
Smyrna  proposals,  about  which  so  little 
has  been  made  known.  Austria,  Ger- 
many, and  France  absolutely  refused  to 
have  anything  to  do  with  the  monstrous 
piracy  and  robbery  suggested.  Bussia 
was  most  anxious  to  go  on  with  her 
promising  game,  which  was  to  bring 
about  a  war  with  England  on  the 
wrong  side,  and  so  to  destroy,  in  a 
single  campaign,  the  fruits  of  three 
generations  of  English  statesmanship. 
Then  came,  as  I  have  said,  the  private 
and  separate  influence  of  Germany  and 
Austria  at  Constantinople,  supported  by 
France  in  the  interests  of  peace.  There 
was  no  nonsense  of  *'the  concert" 
about  it.  It  was  simply  friendly  and 
diplomatic  pressure,  exerted  in  the  old- 
fashioned  and  accustomed  way,  inde- 
pendent of  the  Triumvirate  who  were  in 
favour  of  reckless  coercion.  If  the  Porte 
gave  up  Dulcigno  unconditionally,  the 
interceding  Powers  engaged  to  give  up 
the  Demonstration,  and  to  allow  ample 
time  for  the  settlement  of  the  Greek 
Question.  These  Greek  Papers  illustrated 
further  proofs  of  absence  of  **  concert." 
First,  the  proposal  of  England  to  extend 
the  Demonstration  to  the  case  of  Greece 
was  promptly  declined ;  and  even  the  in- 
genious proposition  that  the  squadrons 
*'  should  arrange  a  place  for  call  '*  was 
refused.  In  October,  Austria,  Germany, 
and  France  were  urging  Greece  to  be 
prudent,  and  to  suspend  her  military 
operations.  Lord  Granville  was  in  a 
state  of  the  greatest  surprise,  almost  of 
indignation.  He  hastily  saw  all  the 
Ambassadors  of  Foreign  States,  and 
wished  to  know  the  exact  tenour  of  the 
advice  given  to  the  Hellenic  Govern- 
ment, and  reminded  Prince  Bismarck 
and  Baron  Haymerle  that  they  were 
pledged  to  the  Berlin  Conference.  In  a 
very  humble  -  minded  interview  with 
General  Menabrea  on  November  1 1th, 
Lord  Granville  denied  that  **the  Eu- 
ropean Concert**  was  broken  up,  ''al- 
though it  was  possible  that  it  might  at 
any  moment  terminate.**  All  of  the 
Powers,  meanwhile,  had  given  Greece 
sound  advice.  On  November  3,  Prince 
Bismarck  sent  Herr  Kadowitz  as  Special 
Envoy  to  Athens — 


''  To  explain  to  the  Greek  Government  his 
views  as  to  the  necessity  of  abstaining  from 
precipitate  action.'* 

On  November  8,  Baron  Haymerle  in- 
sisted— 

"  That  the  tension  in  which  Europe  had  been 
kept  should  come  to  an  end.  .  :  .  .  After  the 
experience  we  had  had  of  the  resistance  of  Turkey 
to  the  most  trifling  territorial  cession,  he  would 
deprecate  insisting  upon  farther  sacrifices.  .  .  • 
What  now  was  most  required  was  breathing 
time,  which  would  allow  the  excited  feeling 
throughout  the  East  to  calm  down." 

And  the  Austrian  Envoy  made  strong 
representations  to  this  effect  at  Athens. 
On  November  8,  Lord  Lyons  informs 
Lord  'Granville  that  M.  St.  Hilaire,  the 
French  Foreign  Minister,  had  said  to 
him — 

*''  That  a  Naval  Demonstration  would  be 
wholly  inadequate  to  the  Greek  case,  and  that 
the  French  Government  could  not  consent  to 
any  such  measure ;" 

and,  further  on,  that — 

*'  The  Greeks  were  trying  to  force  the  hand 

of  Europe   by  crossing   the   Frontier 

That  the  French  Government  had  sent  instruc- 
tions to  their  Representative  at  Athens  to  urge 
the  Greeks  in  the  strongest  terms  to  be  patient 
and  quiet." 

Italy  also  gave  like  advice  on  December 
15th ;  and  even  Bussia,  who  all  through 
these  Blue  Books  acted  as  the  warm  ad- 
mirer of  Gladstonian  policy  in  the  East, 
felt  bound  to  warn  Greece  of  her  folly. 
M.  de  Giers  hoped  all  the 

"  Powers  would  impress  on  Greece  the  abso- 
lute necessity  'for  prudence.  Any  rash  step 
might  promote  a  conflagration  the  limits  of 
which  no  man  could  foresee." 

All  this  was  six  months  ago.  Had  Eng- 
land joined  this  concert  of  remonstrance, 
it  would  have  been  effectual.  It  is  not 
surprising  that  the  British  Government 
was  agitated  at  finding  that  the  other 
Powers  were  makinc^  pacific  remon- 
strances at  Athens,  when  we  read  in  a 
despatch  of  November  18,  from  Mr. 
Coroett,  the  British  Minister  at  Athens, 
that— 

*'  In  accordance  with  your  Lordship's  in- 
structions, I  have  scrupulously  abstained  from 
giving  the  Greek  Government  any  advice  as  to 
the  emplojrment  of  force  by  Greece  to  obtain 
possession  of  the  Frontier  recommended  by  the 
Conference  of  Berlin,  though  both  M.  Tricoupi 
and  M.  Coumoundouros  were  anxious  to  ascer- 
tain the  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
on  the  subject,  and  both  showed  a  disposition  to 
be  guided  by  their  advice.*' 

Here  is  the  British  Hepresentative  at 
Athens  actually  forbidden  to  give  Greece 
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the  peaceful  advice  she  almost  craves, 
and  which  Greek  Ministers  "  were 
anxious  to  be  guided  by."  When,  re- 
luctantly. Lord  Granville  affected  to 
concur  in  the  general  peacefulness,  it 
was  with  this  strange  proviso — which 
altogether  nullified  the  good  intentions 
and  neutralized  the  value  of  the  efforts 
of  the  other  Powers — that 

"  Greece  was  to  bo  placed  in  no  worse  posi- 
tion  by  such  advice  than  she  had  held  under 
the  Conference  of  Berlin." 

This  begged  the  whole  question.     The 
object  of  Germany,  Prance,  and  Austria 
was  to  get  the  Hellenic  Government  to 
take  less  than  was  so  foolishly  there 
suggested  for  her.  The  Prime  Minister's 
Cabinet,   blindly   wedded  to  their  -pet 
Conference  and  its  scheme,  held  out  to 
the  last  minute;  and  now,  in  May,  1881, 
are  obliged  ignominiously  to  recommend 
Greece   with   threats  to    accept  three- 
fifths.  Her  Majesty's  Government  stated 
over  and  over  again  that  they  would  not 
withdraw  from  what  they  called  the  de- 
cision— there  really  was  no  decision  at 
all — of  the  Conference  at  Berlin.    In 
a  Note  of  last  October,  the  Ottoman 
Government  declared  that  it  would  eva- 
cuate Dulcigno  only  on  the  following 
conditions  : — First,  that  the  Naval  De- 
monstration was  not   to   be  repeated; 
secondly,  that  Janina  and  Metzovo  were 
excluded  from  the  territory  demanded 
for    Greece ;     and,    further,    that    the 
Porte    should    be    assured    that    the 
Powers  renounced  definitely  the  appli- 
cation then  and  for  the  future  of  all 
forcible  pressure  on  the  Empire.     That 
pressure  has  been  renoimced,  and  I  do 
not  think  it  will  be  again  repeated.     All 
these  points  have  been  since  conceded 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  and  by 
the  Powers.     They  might  have  been  ob- 
tained with  ease  six  months  ago,  but  for 
the  opposition  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment.    Greece  and  Turkey  would  have 
been  saved  great  expense,  and  Europe 
much  alarm,  and  imminent  danger  of 
war.     Then   there  was  the  arbitration 
proposal  of  the  French  Government  in 
December  last,  a  very  sensible  and  pro- 
mising plan  for  bringing  both  parties  to 
refer  their  differences  to  the  five  Powers 
of  Europe,  and  agree  to  be  bound  by 
their  decision.     This  was  immediately 
accepted  by  the  other  Powers.     England 
alone  held  aloof.     Three  times  had  the 
French  Minister  in  London  to  beg  Lord 
Granville  to  join  in  the  "Concert  of 
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Europe  "  on  this  subject.     Week  after 
week  was  Mr.  Corbett  left  without  in- 
structions; and  then,  finally,  when  he 
was  allowed  to  join  the  other  Envoys  in 
their  advice,  it  was  with  the  same  reser- 
vation that  nothing  less  than  the  Con- 
ference Frontier  should  be  recommended. 
Lord   Granville's   first   observation  re- 
garding the  Arbitration  proposal  was 
**  that  there  was  not  much  likelihood  of 
the  Powers"  agreeing  to  it.  Then,  when 
theremarkable  Circularof  M.  St.  Hilaire, 
of  January  7th,  to  the  European  Go- 
vernments was  made  known  to  the  Bri- 
tish Cabinet,  Lord  Granville  sent  a  des- 
patch all  over  Europe,  and  in  it  actually 
denounced  the  arguments  of  the  French 
Government  as  **  Turkish  reasons,"  with- 
out at  all  answeringthem.  M.  St.  Hilaire, 
the  French  Foreign  Minister,  very  pro- 
perly replied  that,  whether  they  were 
Turkish  reasons  or  not,  they  were  sound 
and  valid,  and   he   adhered   to   them. 
That  was  a  sample  of  the  fairness  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  towards  Turkey. 
Finally,  when  arbitration  failed,  owing 
to  the  obstinate  refusal  of  the  Greek  (Go- 
vernment, encouraged  by  the  action  of 
the  British  Government,  to  make  any 
concessions,  Lord   Granville   could  not 
conceal  his  joy.  He  informed  the  French 
Minister,  on  being  told  that  it  had  failed, 
that  **  they  were  not  premature  in  aban- 
doning the  scheme."     So  much  for  the 
**  Concert  of   Europe,"   and  the    part 
played  by  Her  Majesty's  Qt) vemment  in 
that  notable  farce.     In  the  next  four 
months,  we  have  no  information  what- 
ever  afforded  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment.    There  is  the  unique  and  unpre* 
cedented  fact  that  between   the  early 
part  of  January,  1881,  and  the  end  of 
April,  1881,  not  a  single  Paper  has  been 
issued.     The  reason  is  not  far  to  see. 
Doubtless  the  gradual  increase  of  the 
peril,  the  warnings  of  the  Powers,  the 
obstinacy  of  Greece,  the  ruin  and  cost  of 
the  warlike  preparations,  the  slow  and 
painful  process  by  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister of  England  and  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  and  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  were 
brought  to  acquiesce  in  the  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  the  other  Powers  five  months 
before  and  even  longer,  are  too  awkward 
and  unpleasant  reading   for   Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  lay  before  Parlia- 
ment.    The  suppression  of  70  pages  of 
the  Austrian  Red  Book — to  effect  which 
Sir  Henry  Elliot  had  been  sent  poft 
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sary  for  the  reputation  of  tbe  British 
CabJDct  than  the  silence  of  their  new 
Blue  Books.  They  would  not  coufesa 
the  absolute  failure  of  their  Conference 
at  Berlin.  The  first  effort  of  the  new 
Government  waa  that  as  Lord  Beacons- 
field  had  held  a  Congreaa,  so  they  must 
hold  A  Conference.  It  vae  to  settle 
everything  off-hand,  and  do  that  in  a 
fortnight  which  tho  late  Government  had 
failed  to  do  in  as  many  years.  All  went 
Bmoothly  enough  at  first.  By  intriguing 
with  "Republican  Franceandfreeltaly," 
the  Prime  Minister's  Cabinet  got  an 
unusual  majority  for  its  boundary  line. 
Austria  and  Germany  opposed  it,  but 
did  not  long  resist,  feeling  sure  that 
their  time  wovdd  come,  and  that  the 
ridiculous  failure  of  the  exorbitant 
demands  of  the  British  OoTemment 
would  soon  be  made  manifest.  Lord 
Granville's  piteous  despatch  of  April, 
1891,  is  their  practical  confession  of 
failure.  Kead  between  the  lines,  it  is 
the  last  moan  over  the  blighted  off- 
spring of  their  hopes,  the  Berlin  Confer- 
ence, "the  Concert  of  Europe,"  and  the 
Naval  Demonstration.  ' '  The  Turkish 
reasons,"  so  derided,  have  prevailed. 
The  confession  of  failure  ia  embodied  in 
a  despatch  of  April  6th  from  Lord  Gran- 
ville  to  Mr.  Corbett — 

"  The  course  of  events  havo  shovn  that  these 
anticipatioDS  vero  nf  h  sangniao  chamcter. 
The  feeling  of  tho  Albaniaas  crcHted  a  difficulty 
vhieh  would  in  ua  be  overlooked.' ' 

This  is  a  valuable  concession,  for  it  is 
the  first  time  Her  Majesty'sGovernment 
have  admitted  that  Mussulmans  have 
any  feelings  at  all,  or  that,  having  them, 
Buch  feelings  are  entitled  to  the  slightest 
respect ;  but  this  very  Albanian  resist- 
ance was  what  every  impartial  critic 
inside  and  outside  of  Parliament  had 
been  predicting  for  12  months.  The 
cruel  fiatco  of  Uulcigno  has  aroused  a  , 
spirit  of  indignation  throughout  Albania  i 
which  has  lately  culminated  in  open 
rebellion  and  serious  bloodshed.  The 
Bulcigno  Domonstration  did  not  settle, 
it  only  agi^ravated,  the  Albanian  difR- 
oulty.  Again,  the  despatch  goes — "  The 
oppoaitioQ  of  the  Forte  became  more 
marked."  Another  important  admis- 
sion. Formerly,  Turkish  opposition 
counted  for  less  tlian  nothing.  It  only 
existed  to  give  the  British  Premier  a 
chance  of  brioging  the  Porte  down  on 
ita  marrovr-bones  by  main  force. 


'  "  Tt  soon  became  evident  that  all  Europe  wag 
not  prepared  to  insist  on  the   lino  laid  down 

at   the  Berlin  Conference This   line 

could  only  be  acquired  under  present  ciroiim- 
Btuncea  tu  Qrccce  as  tho  result  of  a  successful 
war  against  Turkey.  This  would  ho  ruinous  to 
Turkey,  and  scarcely  leas  fatal  to  Greece.  .  .  . 
Hor  Jlajeaty's  Government,  though  they  would 
have  preferred  a  line  more  nearly  approaching 
tbat  of  the  Conference,  yet  they  feel  it  their 
duty  to  press  upon  Greece  in  the  strongMt 
manner  the  acceptance  of  tie  present  arrange* 

Freciaoly  bo.  But  why  did  they  not 
make  this  discovery  and  press  this  ad- 
vice four,  six,  or  eight  months  before, 
when  they  might  have  saved  their  prO' 
ligi  untold  troubles  and  expense.  The 
indisposition  of  the  Powers  of  Europe  to 
go  to  extremities  was  perfectly  evident 
in  October,  November,  and  December  of 
last  year.  It  is  remarkable  to  notice 
how  closely  the  arguments  used  by  Lord 
Granville  on  April  6th,  1881,  resemble 
those  used  by  M.  St.  Hilaire  in  Decem- 
ber, 1S80,  and  January,  1881,  which  ar- 
guments the  British  Cabinet  denounced 
as  "  Turkish  reasons."  The  French 
Minister  well  retorted  that  they  were 
all  the  same  "  sound  reasons ;  "  and  so 
sound  were  they  that  they  won  the  vic- 
tory in  the  end.  In  this  and  a  preced- 
ing Note  of  April  6th,  there  is  an  at- 
tempt made  to  show  that  the  terms 
finally  offered  to  Greece  were  "  decided 
upon  by  the  Powers,"  and  given  as  "  an 
award."  The  Collective  Note,  however, 
of  the  Ambassadors  at  the  Forte,  dated 
April  19th,  disproves  this.     It  says — 

"  After  a  full  eiamination,  the  BepreMntatirta 
of  the  Powen  at  Constantinople  ananimously 
concluded  that  the  last  proposals  of  the  Ottoman 
Delegates  might  supply  the  basis  of  a  solutioii. 

These  concmsions  are  henceforward 

formerly  substituted  by  the  Powers  for  those  of 
the  Coiuorenco  of  Berlm." 

The  truth  being  that  the  proposal  of  the 
Porte  last  January  to  re-open  the  nego- 
tiations by  a  Conference  of  the  Ambassa- 
dors at  Constantinople — and  denied  at 
the  time  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreigh  Affairs 
for  fear  its  admission  should  seem  to 
throw  a  doubt  on  the  infallibility  and 
irrevocability  of  his  favourite  Berlin 
Conference — had  been  carried  into  effect, 
and,  after  long  negotiations,  the  latest 
offer  of  Turkey  had  proved  acceptable. 
Europe  and  England  thus  formally  urged 
Greece  \a  take  two-fifths  less  than  the 
Berlin  Conference  had  suggested.  The 
efforts  of  the  British  Foreign  Office  to 
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substitute  the  words  "  award  "  and  '*  de- 
cision "  for  those  of  "  mediation  '*  and 
'*  suggestions,"  •and  that  with  regard 
to  boSi  the  Congress  and  Conference, 
are  very  amusing.  In  this  respect  they 
closely  followed  the  example  of  the 
ingenious,  but  not  ingenuous,  Govern- 
ment of  Greece,  who  always  spoke 
and  wrote  of  the  conclusions  of  the 
two  Assemblies  as  if  they  were  ''final 
awards."  The  Turkish  Government, 
however,  alive  to  its  rights,  and  to  the 
facts  of  the  case,  have  never  accepted 
these  assumptions,  and  have  always  re- 
pudiated, quietly  and  with  dignity,  the 
attempt  to  get  in  the  thin  edge  of 
the  wedg^  of  authoritative  interference. 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  and  his 
Friends  were  always  trying  to  assume 
the  right  of  perpetual  interference.  But 
no  such  'power  J"was  conferred  by  ^the 
Treaty  of  Berlin.  This  was  made  per- 
fectly evident  by  the  masterly  argument 
with  which  M.  St.  Hilaire  exposed  the 
fallacies  of  the  Greek  claims  in  his  Cir- 
cular Despatch  of  January  7th,  and  in 
his  Letter  of  December  28th  : — 

"In  both  Assemblies,  that  is,  the  Con^^ress 
and  Oonforence  of  Berlin,  the  Powers  neither 
wished  to  be,  nor  were,  anything  but  mediators ; 
their  intention  was  to  facilitate  negotiations  be- 
tween the  interested  parties  ;  they  had  no  wish 
to  go  and  they  had  not  gone  beyond  this. 
They  had  not,  as  the  Greek  Government  as- 
sumed, a  sentence  to  be  executed,  for  they  had 
no  right  to  take  by  force  that  which  had  not 
been  conceded  by  the  legitimate  proprietor. 
Europe  could  not  dispose  of  Crete,  of  Epirus, 
and  of  Thossaly,  because  Europe  docs  not  pos- 
sess them,  It  had  simply  counselled  Greece 
and  Turkey  to  arrange  a  rectification  of  fron- 
tiers, and  &e  had  indicated  what  seemed  a  prac- 
tical line." 

Then,    quoting    Vattel,   M.  St.  Hilaire 

says — 

^*  A  mediator  is  not  a  judge.  He  is  a  con- 
ciliator. He  must  observe  an  exact  impartiality. 
His  vocation  is  to  procure  peace.  This  is  ex- 
actly what  the  Conference  of  Berlin  did,  and  as 
mediator  it  could  not  do  more.'* 

He  then  proceeds  to  point  out  how 

"Greece  has  interpreted  matters  quite  differ- 
ently, and  persisted  in  this  erroneous  interpre- 
tation." 

He  adds — 

"  Greece  has  not  right  on  her  side,  and  the 
aggr^ion  which  she  meditates  is  nothing  but  a 
gratuitous  attack  on  the  Law  of  Nations.  She  is 
not  even  menaced  by  Turkey,  for  the  Porte  only 
puts  itself  on  the  defensive  against  the  attack 
which  Greece  announces." 


Mr,  AihtMod-BartUtt 


Further  on,  M.  St.  Hilaire,  after  warn- 
ing Greece  of  the  fatal  consequences  that 
will  result  from  her  folly,  ruin  to  her- 
self, and  in  all  probability  a  general 
war,  says — 

<*  The  mediating  Powers  have  never  aocorded 
to  Greece  the  right  to  seize  by  open  force  ^e 
territories  which  have  not  been  legitimately 
conceded  to  it.  Nations  must  g^uard  themselvet 
no  less  than  individuals  against  these  egotistic 
illusions." 

In  the  Circular  of  January  7th,  after 
quoting  in  detail  the  phraseology  of  the 
Congress  and  Conferences,  M.  St.  Hilaire 
says  of  Protocol  13  of  the  Berlin  Treaty, 
which  offered  mediation  to  facilitate 
negotiations — 

**  Nothing  is  clearer  than  the  different  texts ; 
their  sense  *is  not  susceptible  of  the  slightest 
equivocation.  Europe  never  had  any  mten- 
tion  of  reg^ulating  the  property  in  tenitoiiet 
which  did  not  belong  to  it. 

Of  the  Conference  he  writes — 

**  It  had  no  title  to  change  nor  to  modify  any 
of  the  intentions  and  stipulations  of  the  Con- 
gress. But  in  effect  the  Conference  absolutely 
aid  nothing  more  than  execute  the  boievolent 
mediation  offered  by  the  Congress." 

It  suggested  a 

"  Fresh  line  on  the  advice  of  the  International 
Commission,  which  might  prove  more  acceptable 
to  the  two  parties." 

And  so  and  so  forth.  I  recommend 
every  Member  of  the  Greek  Committee 
— and  particularly  the  hon.  Member  for 
Salford  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold) — to  read 
these  two  despatches  of  the  Foreign 
Minister,  and  to  answer  them  if  they  can. 
Nor  does  M.  St.  Hilaire  stand  alone. 
Baron  Haymerle,  on  November  4th, 
said  that  the  Austrian  Gt>Yemment — 

*'  Had  never  assumed  the  responsibility  of 
acquiring  for  her  the  new  frontier  which  had 
been  laid  down,  not  as  a  line  to  be  enforced,  but 
as  one  upon  which  to  mediate,  and  for  the  car- 
rying out'of  which  the  Powers  were  as  little 
pledged  as  to  any  of  the  other  provisions  of  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin." 

In  this  view  Prince  Bismarck  concurred. 
This  lar^o  cession  of  what  Lord  (han- 
ville  cafis  "very  fertile  territory"  to 
Greece,  so  long  offered  by  the  Forte, 
and  now  at  last  accepted,  is,  in  fact, 
an  act  of  pure  grace  on  the  part  of  Tur- 
key, and  one  for  which,  as  made  by  a 
stronger  to  a  weaker  Power,  without  a  war, 
and  without  any  compensating  advan- 
tage, Turkey  deserves  the  gratitude  of 
Europe,  as  made  in  the  interests  of  public 
peace.    The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
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Foreign  AfiTairs  is  distinguished  for  the 
inaccuracy  of  his  replies  in  this  House. 
There  is  his  famous  statement  as  to  the 
recall  of  General  Skobeleff,  introduced  to 
point  his  arguments  in  a  critical  debate, 
which  has  been  disproved.  The  hon. 
Oentleman  made  a  speech  at  Chelsea  in 
December  last,  every  statement  of  which 
relative  to  this  question  was  inaccurate. 
First,  he  said  that  the  French  proposed 
the  Berlin  Conference.  A  reference  to 
these  Papers  will  show  that  the  British 
Government  on  May  4th,  1880,  pro- 
posed an  Identic  Note  to  the  Porte,  and 
on  May  11th  proposed  the  Conference, 
before  France  had  made  any  mention  of 
it.  It  might  be  that  France  had  over  a 
year  before,  and  to  a  different  English 
Government,  made  some  mention  of  a 
Conference ;  but  there  was  no  continuity 
in  the  proposal.  This  was  an  entirely 
fresh  proposition  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  Then  there  is 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  initiative  properly  belonged  to 
France,  and  that  she,  rather  than  Eng- 
land, was  responsible  for  what  had 
happened  owing  to  **the  Concert '*  and 
the  Demonstration.  What  was  the  opi- 
nion of  the  two  French  Foreign  Mi- 
nisters upon  this  extraordinary  assump- 
tion ?  On  August  4th,  M.  de  Freycinet, 
in  refusing  to  draw  up  the  Collective 
Note  to  the  Porte  proposed  by  Great 
Britain,  said — 

*  *  With  respect  to  the  Greek  Frontier  Question 
ho  could  not  admit  that  the  initiative  remained 
with  France.  Her  initiation  entirely  ceased 
from  the  period  of  the  Berlin  Conference." 

And  M.  St.  Hilaire,  on  November  8th, 
in  objecting  to  the  continuance  of  the 
Naval  Demonstration,  writes — 

**  A  Naval  Demonstration  would  he  utterly 
inadequate  in  the  Greek  case,  and  the  French 
Government  could  not  consent  to  any  means 
which  could  he  construed  as  pledging  them  to 
use  their  naval  forces  for  settling  the  question 
of  the  Greek  Frontier." 

Yet,  in  spite  of  these  emphatic  declara- 
tions, the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  did  not  shrink  from 
telling  the  English  public  that  the  chief 
responsibility  rested  with  France,  a  sen- 
timent which  was  re-echoed  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Leeds  (Mr. 
Herbert  Gladstone).  It  was  true  that 
Lord  Granville  himself,  and  through 
his  agents  abroad,  made  frantic  efforts 
to  get  the  French  Government  to  as- 
sume the  lead  and  the  responsibility. 


Mr.  Adams,  the  Charg6  d' Affaires  in 
Paris,  after  stating  what  an  elaborate 
argument  he  had  entered  into  to  per- 
suade M.  de  Freycinet  to  take  the  lead, 
says — 

'*  I  then  made  a  strong  appeal  to  M.  de  Frey- 
cinet in  favour  of  your  Lordship's  request,  and 
I  expressed  the  earnest  hope  mat  the  French 
Government  should  draw  up  the  collective  re- 
joinder." 

Subsequent  attempts  to  entrap  the 
French  Ministers  proved  equally  un- 
fortunate, and  the  Collective  Note, 
which  met  with  such  an  effectual  re- 
buff from  the  Porte,  was  drawn  in 
London.  Then  there  are  the  repeated 
inaccuracies  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  with 
regard  to  the  proportions  of  the  Chris- 
tian and  Mussulman  populations  in  the 
district  proposed  to  oe  ceded  by  the 
Berlin  Conference.  On  one  occasion  he 
stated  that  only  one-seventh  were  Mus- 
sulmans. As  a  matter  of  fact,  at  least 
three-sevenths  of  the  total  are  Mussid- 
mans,  and  of  the  remaining  four-sevenths, 
by  no  means  all  are  anxious  for  union 
with  Greece.  The  assertion  seemed  to 
be  made  on  the  authority  of  Mr.  Kirby 
Green,  who  was  a  sort  of  stalking-horse 
for  the  hon.  Baronet. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  denied 
that  he  had  ever  quoted  Mr.  Kirby  Green 
as  an  authority.  He  had  quoted  others 
— Sir  Lintom  Simmons  and  Captain  Sale 
— but  he  had  not  quoted  Mr.  Green. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  :  I  will 
accept  the  statement ;  but  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, who  has  spent  his  political  life  in 
denouncing  the  civil  and  military  ser- 
vants of  the  Crown,  has  gone  out  of  his 
way  no  less  than  three  times  to  eulogize 
Mr.  Kirby  Green,  and  that  is  enough 
to  make  others  suspicious.  What  per- 
sonal acquaintance  has  Sir  Lintom 
Simmons  with  these  countries?  It  is 
like  the  hon.  Baronet's  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke's)  famous  statement  that  most  of 
the  people  of  Dulcigno  were  ChristianB, 
whereas  there  is  hardly  a  Christian  in 
that  district.  When  challenged  to  give 
details  as  to  the  population  of  certain 
of  the  chief  cities,  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  egregiously  failed,  alleging  as  his 
excuse  that  he  had  the  details  for 
the  whole  districts,  but  not  for  the 
principal  towns.  But  that  was  clearly 
inconsistent,  and  showed  the  unre- 
liability of  all  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
fig^es.  If  any  estimates  would  be 
accurate,  they   might    be    expected    to 
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be  those  for  tbe  large  centres  of  the 
population  whose  amounts  could  bo 
readily  ascertained  and  checked.  The 
Hon.  Baronet  was,  however,  too  wise  to 
give  details.  I  can,  however,  help  the 
hon.  Baronet.  Taking  Larissa  as  one 
of  the  chief  towns  in  which  the  hon. 
Baronet  stated  the  Greek  population  is 
in  a  majority,  I  find  a  Return  of  Mr. 
Consul  Longworth,  which  states  that 
there  are  9,000  Mussulmans,  4,000 
Chr  stians,  and  5,000  Jews  —  figures 
which  are  totally  opposed  to  the  esti- 
mates of  the  Government.  Again,  thehon. 
Baronet  found  grave  fault  in  his  Chelsea 
speech  with  liord  Salisbury,  for  stating 
that  the  entente  cordiale  with  Austria  and 
Germany  had  been  broken  by  the  pre- 
sent Government,  and  that  the  para- 
mount influence  of  Russia  and  of  France 
had  been  substituted.  This  is  a  noto- 
rious fact.  The  Government  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield  had,  in  order  to  secure  the 
carrying  out  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin, 
and  to  preserve  the  balance  of  power  in 
Europe,  and  to  check  the  aggression  of 
Russia,  formed  an  alliance  with  the  only 
two  stable  Powers  of  Europe — the  great 
German  States  of  Central  Europe.  This 
was  an  effectual  guarantee  for  the  peace 
of  Europe  ;  for  no  counter  combination 
could  be  strong  enough  to  defy  such  an 
alliance.  But  no  sooner  had  the  pre- 
sent Government  come  into  Power  than, 
in  their  anxiety  to  overthrow  everything 
done  by  their  Predecessors,  they  at  once 
set  to  work  to  make  fresh  alliances.  The 
admiration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  present  Prime  Minister  for  Russia, 
her  Rulers,  and  everything  connected 
with  her  despotism,  is  notorious.  Then 
there  are  subsidiary  preferences,  such  as 
that  of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  for  an  eminent  French 
statesman.  The  hon.  Baronet  has,  in- 
deed, avowed  his  desire  of  carrying  out 
a  fresh  policy  in  conjunction  with  what 
he  calls  **Free  Italy  and  Republican 
France" — the  old  Republican  tendencies 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  once  more  assert- 
ing themsolves  even  as  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown.  The  influence  of  Russia  has 
been  but  too  evident.  The  British 
Government  wished  to  deal  with  the 
Greek  Question  first  of  all;  but,  in 
deference  to  the  strong  wishes  of  the 
Czar  on  behalf  of  his  interesting  pro<^^^, 
the  Prince  of  Montenegro,  the  least 
important  clause  of  the  Berlin  Treaty 
had   been    put   in    the    forefront,   and 
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the  painful  and  absurd  blunder  of 
Dulcigno  had  been  perpetrated.  In  the 
course  of  the  Greek  negotiations,  the 
only  Power  that  displays  any  cordiality 
towards  the  British  Government  was 
Russia.  They  have  managed  by  their 
weakness  and  injustice  to  alienate  ''Re- 
publican France."  **Free  Italy,"  with 
much  judgment,  holds  aloof  from  the 
complications  their  folly  engendered. 
Russia  alone  is  bursting  over  with  affec- 
tion. **  She  rejoices  to  accede  to  the 
British  proposals."  M.  de  Giers  ex- 
presses **  the  warmest  feelings  of  cor- 
diality towards  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment." *'  The  Russian  Government  are 
most  anxious  to  do  all  in  their  power  to 
act  with  the  British  Ministry  ;  "  and  so 
forth.  As  to  the  changed  feelings  of 
Austria  and  Germany  towards  England, 
since  the  change  of  Government  here, 
they  are  perfectly  well-known.  They  are 
evident  from  the  tone  of  the  whole  Ger- 
man Press,  which  was  enthusiastic  in  its 
admiration  of  Lord  Beaconsfield,  and 
which  is  as  unanimous  in  its  condemna- 
tion of  his  Successors.  Nor  is  it  in  Ger- 
many alone  such  a  feeling  prevails.  In 
East  or  West — in  America,  in  Asia,  as 
well  as  in  Europe,  a  similar  estimate  of 
the  two  Ministries  is  expressed.  It  is  clear 
from  these  Papers,  that  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  that  the  Government  is 
on  perfectly  good  terms  with  Germany 
and  Austria,  is  not  supported  by  any 
evidence.  Austria  and  Germany  have,  in 
a  manner  which  alarmed  Lord  Granville, 
taken  the  initiative  in  advising  Greece 
to  moderate  her  demands.  There  is  not 
a  cordial  word  from  Austria  or  Germany 
to  be  found  in  the  Blue  Books.  The 
poor  opinion  Prince  Bismarck  holds 
of  the  present  Government  is  a  matter 
of  notoriety ;  that  estimate  has  steadily 
got  lower  and  lower  as  he  knows  more 
of  their  incapacity.  He  has  made  it  the 
subject  of  his  common  talk.  I  challenge 
the  hon.  Baronet  to  show  a  single  in- 
stance in  which  the  Austrian  or  German 
Government  have  shown  any  feeling  of 
cordiality  towards  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. I  charge  the  Government 
with  having  needlessly  alienated  the 
Turkish  nation  and  the  whole  Mussul- 
man feeling  of  the  East.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  do  not  reg^t  this  much. 
What  have  they  got  in  exchange, 
however,  for  **  the  600,000  of  Ottoman 
warriors,  who  fought  without  pay  and 
without  reward  ?  "    Do  tliey  expect  the 
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wily  and  commercial  Gbeek,  tbe  savage 
and  truculent  Bulp^arian.the  soft-hearted 
Servian,   the  wild  Montenegrin,    to   be 
their  allies  in  the  future  ?     If  bo,  they 
will  be   grievously  disappointed.     The 
British  people  have  not  now  a  single  Ally 
on  whom  they  can  depend  in  the  troubles 
of  the  future.     The  name  of  Gladstone 
is  associated  throughout  the  whole  East 
with  persecution  of  the  Mahometan  re- 
ligion and  people.      The  course  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  the  Berlin 
Treaty    has    not     tended    to    dissipate 
previous  impressions.     Of  all  the  unful- 
filled clauses  of  the  Berlin  Treaty,  they 
have  fixed  upon  those  only  which  are 
to  the  loss  of  Turkey,  and  have  totally 
neglected  those  which  are  in  her  favour. 
The  Danubian  fortresses  are  still  stand- 
ing ;  Eusso-Bulgarian  gunboats  are  still 
on   the   Danube;  no   tribute   has  been 
paid  to  the  Porte  by  the  Vassal  Princi- 
palities ;  the  Balkan  line  is  still  unoccu- 
pied by  Ottoman  troops ;  the  Mussulman 
population  is  still  oppressed  and  kept 
out  of  the  enjoyment  of  its  property. 
The  mischief  of  this  injustice  is  not  only 
felt  in  Turkey  alone,  but  it  is  working 
throughout  the  whole  East.     Do  not  let 
the  Government  imagine  that  in  these 
days  of  rapid  communicatjpn  all  these 
facts  are  not  known  to  the  Mahometans 
of  India.    The  policy  of  the  Government 
is  having    an    evil    efiPect    among    the 
60,000,000  of  Mussulman  subjects  of  the 
Queen,  and  that  is  not  a  matter  lightly 
to  be  disregarded.     The  Greek  people, 
also,  are  most  indignant  at  having  been 
BO  grievously  misled.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  is  now  as 
unpopular  in  Greece  as  he  is  in  Ireland. 
The  feeling  among  the  Greeks  is  much 
what  the  feeling  of  the  Danes  was  in 
1864  after  a  similar  betrayal  by  a  Liberal 
Ministry.     As  to  the  claims  of  Greece, 
and  the  policy  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  Greece,  I  ask  on  what  grounds 
they  are  based  ?    They  are  based  on  the 
pretended  right  of  Nationality,  and  on 
the  fact  that  the  majority  of  the  popula- 
tion of  the  district  are  said  to  be  anxious 
to  transfer  their  allegiance  to  the  King 
of  Greece.     The  principle  of  Nationality 
is  often  an  extremely  dangerous  prin- 
ciple.     It  is  one   which    has   received 
much  mischievous  development  of  late 
years,    and  has  largely  supplanted  an 
older  and  more  important  principle,  the 
principle  of  liberty.     It  often  proves  to 
be  not    only   injurious    to   the  public 


peace,  but  subversive  of  liberty.    I  am 
disposed  to  ask  what  has  Greece  done  to 
show   herself  worthy   of    the   immense 
claims  she  is  now  making  ?     How  has 
she    used    her    60    years  of    freedom? 
Greece  incurred  a  Debt  40  or  50  years 
ago ;  why  has  she  not  paid  her  Debt  ? 
Why  do  the  Greeks  abroad,  though  roll- 
ing   in   wealth,   not  contribute  to  the 
satisfaction   of  her  honour  by  paying 
their  country's  liabilities?    The  Greek 
Governments  are  little  to  be  relied  upon. 
No  Ministry  exists  in  Greece  more  than 
six  months,  if  it  lasts  so  long.     Greek 
politicians  are  all  dishonest  and  corrupt. 
Only  four  good  roads  exist  in  the  whole 
of  Greece.  The  country  has  been  drained 
to   make   a  beautiful  capital.     I  have 
sympathies  with  the  Greek  people,  and 
should  be  glad  to  see  them  get  a  mode- 
rate  accession    of  territory ;    but   why 
should  gross  injustice  be  done  to  Turkey 
in  order  to  satisfy  the  extreme  demands 
of  Greece  ?  The  only  hope  for  the  future 
of  the  Greeks  is  the  preservation  of  the 
Ottoman   Empire  in  Europe.     If  Tur- 
key is  destroyed,   it  will    not  be  the 
Greek   people   who   will   succeed  her; 
but    it  will   be   the  more  virile    Scla- 
vonian  races.     No    policy    could  have 
been    more    disastrous    to    the    Greek 
race  than  that  of  encouraging  Bussia. 
The  events  of  1876,   1877,   1878,  have 
been  fatal  to  the  progress  of  Greece. 
Previous  to  their  occurrence  Greeks  oc- 
cupied the  highest  position  in  the  Otto- 
man Empire,  and  their  intellectual  supe- 
riority  would    soon   have    given  them 
dominant  influence  throughout  the  Em- 
pire.    But  that  influence  has  been  de- 
stroyed, and  the  Bussians  and  the  Bul- 
garians   have    persecuted    the    Greek 
people,    and    driven  them  out  of  the 
Balkan  Provinces.     The  Blue  Books  of 
the  last  three  years  are  full  of  the  com- 
plaints of  the  Greeks  against  the  Bus- 
sians and  the  Bulgarians.     The  Greeks, 
with  all  their  intellectual  refinement  and 
commercial  ability,  are  deficient  in  the 
virile  qualities  found  in  the  Turkish  and 
even  in  the  Bulgarian  people.   The  Tur- 
kish peasantry  are,  perhaps,  the  finest 
peasantry  in  the  world ;   no  people  are 
so  courageous,  honest,  and  truthful,  and 
religious;    but  I   am  speaking  of  the 
people,    and  not   of   the    Government. 
The  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  laughs  at  that  statement. 
[The  Marquess  of  Hartington  :   I  did 
not  hear  it.]    It  is  to  be  regretted  that 
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the  noble  Marquess  pays  as  little  atten- 
tion to  important  statements— [Zfltt^A^tfr] 
— as  he  does  to  the  speeches  of  his 
own  Colleagues.  I  challenge  anyone 
to  controvert  my  statement  as  to  the 
good  qualities  of  the  Turkish  people, 
the  possession  of  which  is  affirmed  by 
all  who  have  had  dealings  with  them. 
If  the  Ghreeks  succeed  in  annihilating 
the  Ottoman  Empire  in  the  present 
Btruggle,  I  warn  them  that  they  will 
do  away  with  the  only  people  who  can 
assist  them  in  resisting  Sclavonian  ag- 
gression in  the  future.  It  is  only  by  a 
cordial  aUianoe  with  Turkey  that  the 
Gbreek  people  can  hope  to  survive  the 
dangerous  and  difficult  position  in  which 
they  now  find  themselves.  I  am  afraid 
that  I  have  detained  the  House  much 
too  long ;  and  I  thank  it  for  the  patient 
and  attentive  hearing  I  have  received. 
I  regret  that  I  have  not  been  able, 
owing  to  the  late  hour  of  the  evening, 
to  do  justice  to  the  Blue  Books.  I  could 
make  a  very  large  number  of  quotations 
which  would  be  exceedingly  awkward 
hearing  for  Her  Majesty's  Government; 
but  I  will  not  abuse  the  indulgence  of 
the  House.  The  policy  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  has  been  unfortunate  and 
disturbing,  not  only  in  Greece,  but  in 
every  quarter  of  the  globe,  has  alienated 
our  Allies,  has  not  obtained  for  us  a 
single  friend,  and  has  tended  to  disturb 
the  balance  of  power  in  Europe.  The 
Greek  Minister  has,  in  public  speech 
in  the  Parliament  at  Athens,  given  evi- 
dence of  the  disturbing  effect  which  the 
advent  to  power  of  the  present  Ministry 
has  had — 

'  "  The  Party  which  came  into  power  in  Eng- 
land has  publicly  assumed  obligations  towards 
the  English  nation  to  work  on  behalf  of  the 
Greek  Question.  At  once  we  set  oursolyes  to 
work We  gave  orders  for  war  mate- 
rial, and  we  commenced  then  to  negotiate  a 
loan," 

So  it  is  throughout  the  whole  world.  In 
Central  Asia,  the  hasty  retreat  from 
Cabul  and  the  weakening  of  the  gar- 
rison of  Candahar  encouraged  Ayoub's 
march,  and  led  to  the  terrible  disaster 
of  Mai  wand.  In  South  Africa,  the  Boers, 
incited  to  rebellion  by  the  reckless 
harangues  of  Members  of  the  present 
Ministry,  broke  out  into  rebellion,  and 
inflicted  painful  reverses  upon  the  Bri- 
tish arms.  A  war  conducted  with  dis- 
credit has  been  concluded  with  dis- 
honour. Even  at  home  the  same  warlike 
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and  injurious  effects  have  been  pro- 
duced. Ireland  has  been  allowed  to 
arm,  and  that  country  has,  by  the  weak- 
ness, and  worse,  of  the  Ministry,  been 
converted  from  <'  a  state  of  unusual 
peace  and  prosperity  "  into  a  ''  condition 
that  is  a  shame  and  disgrace  to  Eng- 
land in  the  eyes  of  the  civilized  world." 
The  whole  of  the  East  has  been  stirred 
into  action.  From  Kurdistan  to  Albania 
armed  men  have  sprung  into  existence 
like  Deucalion's  crop ;  and  no  one  can 
foresee  the  end  of  thepresent  complica- 
tions. The  policy  of  Her  Majesty^  Go- 
vernment has  produced  anarcny  at  home 
and  disturbance  abroad ;  and  if  Euro- 
pean war  has  been  averted,  it  is  in  no 
way  due  to  their  action,  but  to  the  mo- 
derating influence  of  Austria  and  Ger- 
many. I  beg  to  move  the  Besolution  of 
which  I  have  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"Her  Majesty's  Government,  by  their  encou- 
ragement to  the  Greeks  to  mobilise  their  army, 
by  their  injustice  to  Turkey,  and  by  their  re- 
fusal to  publicly  advise  Greece  to  moderate  her 
excessive  demands,  have  alienated  the  Mumil- 
man  feeling  of  the  East,  have  imposed  over- 
whelming burdens  upon  the  Greek  Nation,  and 
have  tended  to  disturb  the  peace  of  Europe,**— 
{Mr,  Aahmead'-Bartktt,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said, 
he  was  much  astonished  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead-Bart- 
lett)  originally  gave  Notice  of  his 
Amendment;  but  he  was  still  more 
amazed  when  he  found  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman intended  to  bring  it  forward 
that  night,  because  the  statements  of 
the  Amendment  were,  he  was  sorry  to 
say,  of  a  piece  with  the  hon.  Member's 
speech — that  was  to  say,  they  were 
statements  which  most  undoubtedly 
could  not  be  borne  out  in  fact.  The 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  had  been, 
indeed,  very  wide  of  the  Amendment, 
because  he  not  only  discussed  the  trans- 
fer of  Dulcigno,  which  was  not  men- 
tioned in  the  Amendment,  but  he  had 
alluded  to  the  affairs  of  Central  Asia, 
of  the  Transvaal,  of  Ireland,  and  other 
portions  of  the  world.  No  one  could 
obtain  the  slightest  information  as  to 
the  nature  of  his  speech  from  the  words 
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placed  upon  the  Paper.  Neither  was  it 
possible  tor  him  to  understand  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead- 
Barilett)  intended  to  devote  a  great  part 
of  his  remarks  to  a  speech  which  he  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  made  in  Kensington 
in  December  last.  The  hon.  Member 
did  not  inform  him  that  he  intended  to 
refer  to  that  speech ;  otherwise,  he  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  would  have  refreshed 
his  memory.  He  was  the  more  aston- 
ished that  the  hon.  Member  should 
have  brought  forward  that  Amendment 
to-night,  because,  a  few  days  ago,  the 
country  was  addressed  through  the 
Press  by  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
in  that  House ;  and,  although  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  a  most  elaborate 
and  lengthy  attack  on  the  conduct  of 
the  Government,  he  refrained  from  say- 
ing a  single  word  upon  their  conduct  of 
foreign  affairs.  He  rather  gathered 
from  the  tone  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's speech,  which  embraced  not  only 
Colonial,  Home,  and  Irish,  but  other 
questions,  that  he  did  not  omit  foreign 
affairs  from  any  desire  to  omit  them, 
but  because  he  found  no  criticism  which 
he  could  justly  apply  to  them. 

Captain  PEICE  said,  he  must  beg 
the  hon.  Baronet's  pardon.  He  (Cap- 
tain Price)  was  present  at  the  meeting, 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  made  the 
most  distinct  allusions  to  the  affairs  of 
South  Africa. 

Sib  CHAKLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
that  the  Department  he  represented  had 
no  responsibility  for  South  Africa.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Eye,  in  referring  to 
the  speech  to  which  he  had  alluded, 
ascribed  to  him  words  which  certainly 
he  had  never  used.  The  hon.  Member, 
speaking  of  what  he  said  with  respect 
to  Germany  and  Austria  and  our  rela- 
tions with  those  Powers,  told  the  House 
that  we  were  entirely  out  of  harmony 
with  them  and  received  no  friendly 
assurances  from  them. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT  said, 
he  disputed  the  accuracy  of  the  hon. 
Baronet's  representation  of  his  remarks, 
and  would  Hke  him  to  state  what  the 
words  were  which  he  (Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett)  had  quoted  from  the  hon. 
Baronet's  speech.  He  had  merely 
stated  that  there  were  no  friendly 
asaurances  from  the  Powers  contained 
in  the  Blue  Books. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
he  was  unable  to  write  down  all  the 


hon.  Member's  words;  but  the  words 
in  which  he  undoubtedly  misrepresented 
him  were  when  he  said  that  he  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  desired  to  substitute 
an  alliance  with  Italy  and  France  for 
the  general  concord  with  the  European 
Powers.  The  hon.  Member  had  not 
given  the  reference,  and  he  confessed 
that  he  was  unable  to  follow  him. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  said, 
he  had  not  referred  to  that  particular 
speech.  He  could  not  state  the  exact 
date  on  which  the  words  were  used, 
but  they  were  quoted  by  the  corre- 
spondent of  a  Hungarian  newspaper, 
and  also  appeared  in  all  the  English 
papers.  The  words  of  the  hon.  Baro- 
net amounted  to  an  announcement  that 
the  Government  intended  to  pursue  a 
policy  **in  accord  with  Free  Italy  and 
Republican  France." 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
he  had  never  had  any  communication 
with  the  correspondent  of  a  Hungarian 
newspaper,  and  had  never  seen  any- 
thing purporting  to  be  a  report  of  any- 
thing of  tne  kind.  The  hon.  Member 
had  forgotten  the  mode  in  which  the 
last  phase  of  the  Greek  Question  had 
been  approached.  The  present  settle- 
ment of  the  Greek  Question  had,  ac- 
cording to  the  opinion  of  all  the  Powers, 
been  reached  by  an  agreement  at  Berlin 
between  Mr.  Goschen  and  Prince  Bis- 
marck, which  led  to  the  united  action  of 
Germany  and  England.  FMr.  Ashmsad- 
Bartlktt:  When?]  That  was  when 
Mr.  Goschen  returned  to  Constantinople 
and  visited  Berlin  in  the  course  of  his 
journey.  In  the  closing  words  of  his 
speech,  the  hon.  Member  had  used  verv 
unjust  and  ungenerous  language  with 
regard  to  the  Greeks — language  that 
was  out  of  harmony  with  that  of  the 
Leaders  of  the  Conservative  Party,  and 
at  variance  with  the  declarations  of 
several  Members  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment, including  the  late  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  the 
late  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
the  late  Postmaster  General,  and  the 
present  Leader  of  the  Opposition  in 
that  House.  The  statements  of  the 
hon.  Member  did  not  coincide  with 
what  those  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men had  said.  When  uie  hon.  Member 
had  compared  the  conduct  of  Greece 
to  that  of  a  burglar  or  a  footpad — 
[Mr.  Asbmead-Babtlett  dissented.] 
He  had  quoted  the  words  of  the  hon. 
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Gentleman,  which  he  had  taken  down 
at  the  time. 

Mr.  ASHME  VD-BARTLETT  rose, 
amid  loud  cries  of  **  Order!"  and  said, 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  was  misrepre- 
senting him.  He,  therefore,  felt  bound 
to  correct  him,  and  explain  what  it  was 
he  really  had  said.  He  had  said  that 
the  arguments  of  those  who  defended 
the  Greek  claims  on  certain  grounds 
were  arguments  that  might  have  been 
used  by  burglars  or  footpads. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  replied, 
that  those  were  arguments  that  had  been 
used  by  the  late  Government,  who  had 
maintained  that  Greece  deserv?d  the 
consideration  of  her  territorial  claims  on 
accountofherconduct  during  thelate  war. 
The  hon.  Member  had  also  spoken  of 
Greece  in  a  disparaging  manner,  on  the 
ground  that  brigandage  was  still  rife  in 
that  country ;  but  the  fact  was  that,  on 
the  contrary,  Greece  had  earned  credit 
for  having  purged  lierself  of  that 
curse.  [*'  Oh,  oh  !  '*]  At  any  rate,  no 
case  of  brigandage  had  occurred  in 
Greece  during  the  political  recollection 
of  the  hon.  Member.  Again,  the  argu- 
ments of  the  hon.  Member  as  to  the 
present  position  of  Greece  were  at  vari- 
ance with  the  view  taken  by  Baron 
Haymerle,  the  Minister  of  Austria,  his 
favourite  Power,  whose  language  was 
wholly  inconsistent  with  that  of  the  hon. 
Member.  Then,  to  pass  on  to  another 
point.  The  hon.  Member  had,  in  more 
than  one  part  of  his  speech,  made  merry 
over  the  statistics  of  the  Foreign  Office, 
"while  his  own  figures  were  far  less  trust- 
worthy. Ho  had  spoken,  for  instance, 
of  the  massacre  of  1,000,000  of  innocent 
people  in  Bulgaria — a  statement  wholly 
contrary  to  fact,  but  on  a  par  with  the 
romantic  character  of  many  passages  in 
his  speech.  He  was  sorry  that  his  criti- 
cisms on  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
were  necessarily  so  discursive  ;  but  that 
was  unavoidable,  as  the  hon.  ^Member 
had  not  kept  to  the  terms  of  his  Motion, 
but  had  delivered  all  the  speeches  that 
he  ought  to  have  made  on  the  four  oc- 
casions on  which  he  had  had  Notices  in 
the  Order  Book.  It  was  to  be  borne  in 
mind,  however,  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  not  always  been  fortunate  enough 
to  find  an  opportunity  of  bringing  on 
his  Motion,  and  had,  therefore,  been 
compelled,  during  the  hour  in  which  he 
had  given  unmixed  amusement  to  those 
who  sat  opposite  him  and  pain  to  his 
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own  Friends,  to  compress  all  his  speeches 
into  one.  Then  the  hon.  Member  told 
the  House  that  the  result  of  our  policy 
would  be  the  destruction  of  the  Turkish 
Empire,  and  that  the  destruction  of  the 
Turkish  Empire  would  be  the  annihila- 
tion of  the  Turkish  race. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT,  inter- 
posing,  remarked  that  he  did  not  say  it 
was  their  policy. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
took  down  the  words  at  the  time  the 
hon.  Member  uttered  them.  The  hon. 
Member  shook  his  head  when  he  told 
him  that  he  had  spoken  at  considerable 
length  of  the  Dulcigno  incident.  The 
House  was  informed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  there  was  a  ridiculous  dispro- 
portion between  the  force  displayed  and 
the  result  achieved.  In  point  of  fact, 
however,  the  transfer  had  been  success- 
fully accomplished  and  carried  into 
effect.  And  when  the  desired  result 
had  been  achieved,  we  ought  not  to  he 
too  much  disposed  to  talk  about  the  dis- 
proportion of  means  to  ends.  The  hon. 
Member  had  stated  that  many  thousands 
of  Albanians  had  been  transferred  from 
the  Government  which  they  preferred  to 
the  rule  of  a  Government  which  they 
detested.  There  was  no  shadow  of  a  foun- 
dation for  that  statement.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  officially  in- 
formed that  there  was  now  no  portion 
of  the  population  of  Dulcigno  that  had 
permanently  left  the  town  or  the  district 
in  consequence  of  the  transfer.  The 
few  families — under  20  in  number— 
who  left  the  town  in  order  to  avoid 
tlie  transfer  had  now  returned,  and 
nothing  could  be  more  popular  than  the 
Montenegrin  rule  in  the  district  of  Dul- 
cigno at  the  present  time.  Again,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  told  the  House  that  the 
concert  of  Europe  had  broken  down,  and 
that  the  result  was  obtained  by  Austria 
and  Germany,  and  not  by  the  other 
Powers.  It  was  on  record,  however, 
that  it  was  the  proposal  with  regard  to 
the  Smyrna  scheme  that  induced  the 
Porte  to  consent  to  the  Dulcigno  pro- 
position. The  hon.  Member's  account 
of  the  transactions  with  regard  to  the 
Greek  Frontier  was  as  romantic  as  his 
account  of  the  Dulcigno  affair.  In  one 
portion  of  his  speech  the  hon.  Member 
attacked  Her  Majesty's  Government  for 
having  promoted  the  concert  of  Europe, 
and  in  another  for  having  destroyed  it. 
In    regard    to    the    charge    that    Hei: 
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Majesty's  Qovemment  encouraged  tbe 
Greeks  to  mobilize  their  Army  and  went 
beyond  the  other  Powers  in  this  direc- 
tion, he  must  once  more  place  the  real 
facts  before  the  House.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  having  been  informed  that 
the  Greek  Government  intended  to  mo- 
bih'ze  their  forces,  Mr.  Corbett  was  in- 
structed on  the  7th  of  July  last  to  inform 
the  Greek  Government  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  considered  such  a 
step  to  be  premature.  On  the  28th  of  July, 
as  it  appeared  that  all  the  other  Powers 
except  England  had  withdrawn  their 
objections.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  unwilling  to  incurthe  responsibility 
of  imposingtheir  advice  on  the  Greek  Go- 
vernment, and  they  then  ceased  to  press 
them  any  further  to  abstain  from  issuing 
the  proclamation,  if  they  thought  it  ne- 
cessary to  do  so.  The  Greek  Minister 
60  informed  the  Greek  Chamber  on  the 
29th  of  July.  The  same  statement  was 
repeated  to  Mr.  Corbett  on  the  3Cth  of 
July  and  the  3rd  of  August.  M.  Tri- 
coupi  stated  in  the  Greek  Chamber  on 
November  10,  that — 

*'  All  the  Powers  one  after  another  ceased  to 
represent  to  the  Greek  .Government  that  they 
were  opposed  to  the  issue  of  the  mobilization 
decree,  and,  last  of  all,  England  gave  up  its 
representation  concerning  the  postponement  of 
the  mobilization." 

On  January  1,  1881,  Mr.  Corbett  was 
instructed  to  support  the  arbitration 
scheme,  not  only  on  the  ground  of  the 
general  objections  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  a  war, 

"  The  necessity  for  which  might  bo  avoided 
by  peaceable  means,  but  on  the  particular  risk 
and  danger  both  of  war  and  even  of  preparations 
for  war  in  the  present  case.*' 

On  February  17,  1881,  Mr.  Corbett  told 
the  Prime  Minister,  in  reply  to  his  state- 
ment that  the  King  was  advised  to  call 
out  the  Reserves  at  once,  that  the  pro- 
ceeding appeared  very  ill-timed,  and 
pressed  upon  M.  Coumoundouros  the 
importance  of  explaining  clearly  to 
the  country  and  to  the  Powers  that 
the  step  contemplated  was  not  meant 
as  a  menace  against  Turkey.  M.  Cou- 
moundouros assured  Mr.  Corbett  that 
explanations  should  be  given  in  that 
sense,  which  was  done.  [Mr.  Ashmkad- 
Bartlett  :  That  is  not  published.]  It 
would  be  published.  So  much  for  the 
statement  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment pressed  Greece  to  mobilize  her 
forces.    He  thought,  however,  it  would 


be  impossible  to  convince  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman by  any  arrrumont.  It  was  not 
easy,  perhaps,  to  keep  up  the  concert  of 
six  European  Powers ;  but  when  it  was 
maintained  its  action  was  as  valuable  as 
it  was  difficult  to  secure.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  succeeded  in  saving 
Europe  from  war,  both  immediately  and 
in  the  future.  The  hon.  Member  had 
taunted  the  Government  with  having 
failed  in  obtaining  a  sufficiently  advanced 
frontier  for  Greece.  At  any  rate.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  obtained  a 
far  better  frontier  for  her  than  the  hon. 
Member  and  those  who  thought  with 
him  would  have  done.  They  had  se- 
cured for  Greece  14-20ths  of  the  popu- 
lation she  sought  to  obtain,  and  the 
most  fertile  of  the  Provinces  she  had 
asked  for.  The  hon.  Member  had  raised 
the  question  of  the  accuracy  of  the 
Foreign  Office  statistics,  and  had  been 
peculiarly  severe  upon  Mr.  Kirby  Green ; 
but  it  must  be  recollected  that  that  gen- 
tleman had  the  confidence  not  onlv  of 
the  present  Government,  but  of  the  late 
Government,  and  that  he  never  had  any 
connection  whatever  with  the  Greek 
Frontier  Question.  The  figures  on  this 
subject,  to  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
objected,  were  supplied  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment. The  hon.  Member  had  also 
attacked  Sir  Lintorn  Simmons,  who  cer- 
tainly knew  more  on  this  subject  than 
any  other  man  in  Europe.  The  hon. 
Member  had  taunted  the  Government 
with  having  brouj^ht  about  universal 
war,  whereas,  in  fact,  they  had  brought 
about  universal  peace.  It  was  true  that 
the  area  of  freedom  secured  was  less 
than  the  Government  had  expected  to 
obtain;  nevertheless,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  constantly  been  on  the 
side  of  the  greatest  possible  extension. 
They  had  prevented  war,  and  had  done 
so  by  means  that  he  was  satisfied  did 
not  deserve  the  censure  of  that  House. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  could  not  but  regret 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  had  marred  the  general  otfect  of 
his  speech  by  commenting  upon  the  sup- 
posed ignorance  of  his  adversary  of  that 
French  language  of  which  ho  intimated 
that  he  himself  was  such  a  proficient. 
On  the  whole,  he  (Mr.  0*Donnoll)  con- 
sidered it  was  at  least  open  to  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  to 
suppose  that  the  hon .  Member  for  Eye  was 
of  opinion  that  a  document  in  the  French 
language,  though  quite  open  to  the  com- 
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prehension  of  the  Liberal  Party  of  the 
House,  might  not  be  equally  dear  to  the 
electors  of  the  country,  and,  consequently, 
that  where  Blue  Books  in  the  French 
language  professing  to  explain  the  ge- 
neral policy  of  the  Government  were  put 
in  circulation  by  them,  there  was  a  cer- 
tain difficulty  among  true-bom  Britons 
in  following  that  policy.  He  would  admit 
that  if  they  kept  an  eye  on  only  one  of 
the  policies  offered  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  on  Eastern  Affairs,  the  ex- 
planation offered  by  the  Under  Secre- 
tary was  cogent  and  convincing  ;  but  the 
fact  was,  that  the  Government  had  at 
least  two  policies  with  regard  to  Grecian 
matters.  There  was  the  official,  above 
board,  behind  the  Table,  which  was 
always  observable  in  the  able  and  con- 
vincing statements  of  the  Under  Secre- 
tary when  Questions  were  put  from  that 
(the  Conservative)  side  of  the  House ; 
but,  then,  alongside  of  this  policy  on 
Grecian  affairs  was  what  he  might  call 
the  Greek  Committee  policy.  The  Under 
Secretary,  whose  dexterity  in  dealing 
with  foreign  affairis  he  himself  had  had 
some  reason  to  admire,  doubtless  had 
convinced  the  House  that  the  Govern- 
ment never  encouraged  the  Greeks  to 
expect  extensive  concessions  from  Turkey, 
and  had  never  encouraged  the  armament 
of  Greece.  Strictly  speaking,  in  an  offi- 
cial manner,  this  could  be  proved ;  but 
there  was  the  awkward  fact  that,  at  this 
moment,  the  popular  Press  in  Greece 
was  complaining  that  the  '^  Gladstone" 
policy  had  misled  them — that,  owing  to 
that  policy,  as  explained  by  such  credited 
Representatives  as  Lord  Rosebery,  for 
instance,  the  Gh*eeks  had  been  led  to 
mortgage  their  remaining  resources,  to 
plunge  themselves  in  debt,  and  to  call 
out  all  their  male  population,  the  result 
being  that  they  only  obtained  about  half 
that  which  Her  Majesty's  Government — 
if  not  officially,  at  least  unofficially — gave 
them  to  understand  they  would  secure 
by  agitation.  In  the  manipulation  of 
diplomatic  documents  by  the  Govern- 
ment, everything  had  depended  upon 
the  position  of  a  comma ;  but  it  was  not 
by  the  position  of  a  comma  that  the 
world  at  large  would  judge  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  with  re- 
gard to  Eastern  affairs.  It  so  happened 
that  the  Greek  Government  believed  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  pre- 
pared at  one  time  to  back  them  up 
through  thick  and  thin ;  and  he  strongly 
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suspected  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  have  done  so,  only  for  that 
inconvenient  default  of  the  French  Go- 
vernment just  in  the  nick  of  time.  When 
Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment  thought  they 
were  going  to  begin  a  crusade  against 
the  Turks,  France  said  that  not  a  shot 
should  be  ffred  by  her  in  support  of 
the  belligerent  policy  of  En^lana.  Un- 
doubtedly, as  the  noble  Loid  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock  had  said,  there  had 
been  other  declarations  besides  those  of 
Lord  Bosebery  which  had  misled  the 
Greeks.  He  did  not  refer  to  the  utterances 
of  that  all-important  Member  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  the  Member  for  Salford, 
but  there  had  been  the  speeches  of  the 
Colleague  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster. No  one  who  had  read  in  the 
magazines  statements  as  to  the  part  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Chamberlain) 
had  taken  in  obtaining  the  success  of  the 
Liberal  Party  through  his  marvellous 
caucus  organization  could  doubt  that, 
when  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  addressed  the  men  of  Birming- 
ham, and  assured  them  of  what  England 
was  going  to  do  for  Greece,  the  Greeks 
who  read  his  sentiments  must  have  be- 
lieved that  one  of  the  most  important 
Members  of  the  Liberal  camp  was 
giving  them  the  pledge  of  Liberalism 
— and,  of  course,  the  Greeks  were  not 
supposed  to  be  as  fully  acquainted 
as  hon.  Members  were  of  the  value  of 
the  pledges  of  Liberalism.  Of  course,  it 
was  not  necessary  to  follow  the  discur- 
sive reply  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  A^Bsdrs  too 
closely ;  but  he  might  point  out  to  him 
that  it  really  was  hardly  an  arg^ument  to 
lay  before  the  House  of  Commons,  even 
at  this  advanced  hour  of  the  night,  to 
say  that  the  people  of  Dulcigno  were  in 
favour  of  being  transferred  to  Montene- 
gro, because  so  very  few  of  them  had  con- 
sented to  be  torn  from  the  land  of  their 
birth  and  take  up  a  settlement  in  some 
other  part  of  the  Ottoman  Empire.  If 
the  Under  Secretary  was  capable  of  that 
argument  he  might,  with  equal  justice, 
ar^e  that  because  the  Irish  population 
did  not  emigrate  to  America  en  maste, 
therefore,  the  policy  the  Gt>vemment  of 
that  country  represented  was  in  the 
highest  possible  favour  in  Ireland.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Eye  might  not  have 
been  able  to  pin  down  Mer  Majesty's 
Government  to  official  statementi,  eepe* 
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cially  when  it  oould  be  easily  shown  that 
even  when  official  statements  had  been 
forthcoming,  and  when  attempts  had  been 
made  to  pin  them  down  to  those  state- 
ments, they  had  replied  on  another  tack. 
The  general  belief  in  Europe  was  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  directly 
encouraged  the  Greeks  to  expect  more 
than  they  got ;  and  that  after  promising 
mountains,  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  been  obliged  to  agree  to  a  policy  in 
which  the  Greeks  had  obtained  only  little 
more  than  mole-hills.  It  was  said  that 
England  and  Germany  had  taken  the 
initiative — had  gone  hand-in-hand  in 
arriving  at  a  triumphant  settlement. 
But  there  was  more  than  one  way  in 
which  two  persons  could  take  the  initia- 
tive. For  instance,  there  was  this  way 
— Prince  Bismarck,  seeing  the  difficulty 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  in,  put 
out  his  strong  arm  and  tucked  under 
it  the  Bepresentative  of  British  Forei^ 
policy,  and  carried  him  in  the  way  the 
German  Chancellor  was  going.  That 
might  be  described  as  ''  En^and  and 
Germany  taking  the  initiative ; "  but 
he  was  afraid  that,  beyond  being  an 
official  explanation,  the  statement  would 
not  be  of  much  value.  With  the  few 
trifling  exceptions  that  he  had  ventured 
to  point  out,  he  agreed,  generally,  with 
the  explanations  of  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs. 

Question,  **  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mb.  SPEAKEB:  The  Question  is 
"That  I  do  now  leave  the  Chair."  As 
many  as  are  of  that  opinion  say  "Aye ; " 
contrary,  "No." 

Mb.  GORST:  "No." 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  think  the  "  Ayes  " 
have  it 

Mb.  GORST  :  The  "  Noes  "  have  it. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
who  challenges  the  division  wishes  to 
keep  me  in  the  Chair. 

Mb.  GORST:  I  rise  to  Order,  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  do  not  wish  to  keep  you  in 
the  Chair;  but  I  submit  that  the 
Motion  should  not  be  allowed  to  be 
withdrawn. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  desires  a  division  on 
the  Question,  that  is  another  matter. 
The  Question  is  "  That  I  do  now  leave 
the  Chair." 


Eabl  PERCY :  I  should  like  to  ask 
you,  Sir,  what  position  are  we  now  in  ? 
As  I  understand  it,  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Eye  (Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett)  has  been  negatived,  and  the 

S resent  Question  before  us  is  "  That  you 
o  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

PARLIAMENTARY  OATHS  (MOTION 
FOR  BILL). 

ADJOXJBNED   DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [2nd  May],  "  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair " 
for  Committee  on  the  Parliamentary 
Oaths  (Motion  for  Bill). 

Question  again  proposed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned 
till  Tuesday  next,  at  Two  of  the  clock." 
— (^Lord Frederick  Cavendish.) 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  said,  he  ob- 
jected to  the  Motion.  He,  for  one,  at 
all  events,  had  no  wish  that  the  Bill  the 
Government  had  to  introduce  should  not 
be,  as  soon  as  possible,  in  the  hands  of 
Members.  He  was  anxious  that  not 
only  the  House  but  the  country  should 
be  able  to  proceed  to  judgment  on  the 
Bill ;  therefore,  it  was  not  with  the  view 
of  preventing  the  Government  from 
making  progress  that  he  made  the  pre- 
sent objection,  but  it  was  because  he 
altogether  rejected  the  proposal  for  a 
Morning  Sitting  on  a  Tuesday  early  in 
May,  without  a  much  stronger  reason 
being  alleged  by  the  Gt>vemment  than 
any  which  had  yet  been  offered,  or  than 
he  was  able  to  imagine.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  Government  had  attempted 
this  Session  to  reverse  every  tradition 
that  had  hitherto  governed  the  House. 
They  began  the  Session  a  month  earlier 
than  usual.  No  sooner  had  they  begun 
it  than  an  entirely  new  engine  was  de- 
vised for  managing  their  debates.  Be- 
fore Easter  the  rights  of  private  Mem- 
bers were  entirely  sacrificed — he  admitted 
for  a  great  public  object — and  they  mot 
after  Easter  on  a  most  unusual  day  for 
the  transaction  of  Business.  And  now 
the  Government  intended  to  add  to  this 
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ae  the  lOth  of  M»y.  He  would  liko 
to  know  what  the  justification  for  thia 
course  was  ?  The  Government,  thoy 
knew,  intended  to  bring  in  a  Bill. 
Was  this  Bill  for  tbo  relief  of  any 
large  class  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects? 
Was  it  to  carry  out  any  principle  of 
reform?  He  was  perfectly  aware  thnl 
in  its  provisions  the  Bill  was  general, 
that  it  dealt  with  a  class  in  form  and 
not  with  an  individual.  But  he  appre- 
hended there  was  no  man  in  the  House 
who  doubted  for  a  moment  that  the 
whole  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  deal 
with  an  individual  and  not  with  a  class. 
The  Bill  was  general  in  form,  but  it 
was  particular  in  substance — it  dealt 
with  an  individual  as  truly  as  a  Bill  of 
Attainder  and  a  Bill  of  Indemnity  did. 
Everyone  knew  that  it  was  simply 
brought  in  to  meet  a  difficulty  which 
one  single  individual,  by  his  own  con- 
duct, created.  He  had  nothing  more  to 
put  before  the  House ;  but  he  wanted 
to  ask  the  Government  this  one  ques- 


Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  words  "  at  Two  of  the  clock."— (JTr. 
Arthur  Balfour.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
'  at  Two  nf  the  clock  '  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sir  JOHN  HAT  asked,  whether  thia 
wus   not    an  opposed   Motion,   which,   . 
owing  to  the  half-past  12  o'clock  Rule, 
could  not  be  taken,  due  Notice  of  the 
opposition  having  been  given  P 

Mr.  speaker  :  Tbia  is  an  Order 
of  the  Day,  and  the  House  cannot  do 
otherwise  than  postpone  it.  It  is  the 
duty  of  the  hon.  Member  in  charge  of 
the  Bill  to  state  what  he  proposes  to  do 
with  the  Order  of  the  Day — either  to 
proceed  with  it  at  once,  or  to  postpone 
it.  I  do  not  consider  the  Eule  with 
regard  to  opposed  Business  applies  in 
this  case. 

Mr.  GOEST  rose  to  another  point  of 
Order.      He  wished  to  ask  whether  it 
to  any  Member  of  the  House 


tion.  Were  they  prepared  to  state  that  to  postpoi 
themeasure  theywere  laying  before  the  "' 
House  was  one  of  great  public  impor- 
tance— were  they  prepared  to  state  thai 
they  were  going  to  confer  a  beneGt 
upon  any  large  class  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects?  If  they  were  prepared  to 
make  these  statements,  the  House  would 
know  exactly  on  what  ground  it  was 
that  Ministers  wished  to  take  away  the 
rights  of  private  Members  who  had  Bills 
on  the  Paper  for  Tuesday,  and  to  intro- 
duce a  most  dangerous  innovation  in 
Parliament.  It  was  most  important  for 
them  not  to  assent  to  any  precedent 
rashly.  If  their  debates  were  governed 
by  precedents,  next  year,  or  the  year 
after,  the  Government  then  in  power 
might  wish  to  trespass  upon  the  rights 
of  private  Members,  and  might  wish  to 
bring  forward  some  measure  which  a 
largo  section  of  the  House  might  think 
of  small  importance.  They  might  wieh 
to  have  a  Morning  Sitting  soon  after 
£aster ;  and  if  the  House  assented  to 
the  Motion  now  made,  a  future  Govern- 
ment would  bo  able  to  refer  to  the  pre- 
ceiloDt  established  this  year  and  to  say — 
"How  can  you  refuse  what  you  granted 

in  1881  ?"  For  these  reasons,  ho  hoped  I  baiily  in  the  House,  with  the  eiporienco 
the  House  would  refuse  to  pass  !lie  ex-  I  he  had  hud  of  the  difficulty  of  conduct- 
traordinary  Motion  now  made;  and  he  \  ing  the  Business,  to  interpose  any  objec- 
begged  to  move  as  an  Amendment  that  |  tion  to  the  course  proposed  by  the  6o- 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


Order  of  the  Day  to  a 
time  which,  in  the  ordinary  course,  the 
House  would  not  be  sitting?  The  House 
had  never  resolved  that  it  would  eit  oa 
Tuesday  at  2  o'clock,  and,  according  to 
the  Standing  Orders  and  Ilulesbywhich 
Business  was  conducted,  the  time  of 
sitting  on  Tuesday  was  4  o'clock.  The 
House  having  made  no  other  differeat 
Resolution,  the  time  at  which  they  might 
be  expected  to  meet  on  Tuesday  was 
therefore  4  o'clock.  In  illustration,  he 
might  ask  whether  it  was  competent  for 
an  hon.  Member  to  propose  the  post- 
ponement of  an  Order  of  the  Day  until 
Sunday  ?  If  the  House  had  atresdy 
resolved  to  sit  on  Tuesday  at  2  o'clock, 
be  could  understand  the  Motion. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  I  have  to  say  (hat, 
according  to  the  ordinary  practice  of  the 
House,  tlie  House  fixes  the  hour  at  which 
it  will  sit.  If  no  particular  hour  is  spe- 
cified at  which  the  House  will  meet 
on  a  given  day,  the  House  will  sit  at 
the  usual  time.  It  is  competent  for 
the  House  to  fix  any  particular  hour  it 
thinks  fit. 

Sir  henry  SEI.WIN-IBBETSON 
said,  he  should  be  the  last  prr 
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Temment  on  this  occasion  except  for  one 
particular  reason.  The  House  ought  to 
consider  very  carefully  the  question  of 
the  rights  of  private  Members.  Now, 
Tuesday  next,  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
things,  would  be  devoted  to  the  con- 
sideration of  a  question  which  affected 
a  very  large  class  of  people  in  the 
country,  whose  interests  had  long  been 
in  abeyance,  and  whose  case  it  was  very 
anxiously  expected  would  be  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  on  Tues- 
day. He  need  hardly  remind  the  House 
how  difficult  it  was  after  a  Sitting  had 
been  taken  to  get  in  the  evening  that 
attention  directed  to  any  particular 
subject  which  the  subject  might  very 
properly  deserve.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  South  Ayrshire 
(Colonel  Alexander)  had,  on  more 
than  one  occasion,  obtained  the  first 
place  for  the  consideration  of  the  ques- 
tion of  police  superannuation  through- 
out the  country ;  and  on  two  occasions 
already  this  Session,  when  he  had  so 
obtained  the  first  place,  he  had  been 
obliged  to  forego  it  for  the  convenience 
of  the  Government.  And  now,  again, 
with  fortune  which  was  perhaps  un- 
equalled, he  had  obtained  the  first  place 
for  Tuesday  next ;  and  it  did  seem  hard 
that  a  large  class  of  people,  whose  case 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  hoped 
to  bring  before  the  House  on  Tuesday, 
should  have,  for  the  third  time  this  Ses- 
sion, to  submit,  in  consequence  of  the 
appeal  of  the  Government,  to  a  post- 
ponement of  the  consideration  of  their 
claims  to  a  time  which  might  never  arise 
during  the  present  Session.  It  was 
scarcely  necessary  to  say  how  difficult  it 
was  for  private  Members  to  obtain  op- 
portunities for  the  discussion  in  this 
House  of  questions  in  which  they  were 
particularly  interested ;  and  it  was  hard 
if  they  were,  at  an  early  period  like  the 
present,  to  lose  the  opportunities  they 
nad  gained  after  much  labour  and  wait- 
ing. But  it  was  doubly  hard  if  they 
were  required  to  sacrifice  for  the  third 
time  during  a  Session  the  opportunities 
80  obtained.  He  did  not  like,  from  the 
experience  he  had  gained  in  the  House, 
to  offer  any  opposition  to  the  Motion  of 
the  Government;  but  he  thought  the 
House  ought  to  consider  that,  in  agree- 
ing to  the  Motion,  they  would  be  dealing 
almost  unfairly  with  a  class  of  men  who 
had  long  and  anxiously  been  wishing  for 
their  grievance  to  be  brought  before  the 
House,  and  who  had  at  last  obtained 

YOL.  CGLX.    [thibd  ssBOfl.] 


an   opportunity,  which,  however,  they 
seemed  on  the  point  of  losinp:. 

The  Marquess  of  HAKTINGTON 
gathered  from  the  tone  of  the  few 
speeches  delivered  that  there  would  not 
be  any  reason  for  any  very  great  differ- 
ence of  opinion  between  the  two  sides 
of  the  House  upon  this  occasion.  The 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  West  Essex 
(Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson)  had  based 
his  objection  upon  the  importance  of  the 
Business  which  was  already  on  the  Paper 
for  Tuesday  next.  He  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  thought  he  was  in  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House  when  he  said  that 
many  most  animated  and  important  de- 
bates had  taken  place  at  an  Evening 
Sitting,  Of  course,  if  the  House  agreed 
to  the  Motion  which  had  been  made 
by  the  Government  to  give  a  Morning 
Sitting  to  the  consideration  of  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill, 
the  Government  would  feel  bound  to  do 
whatever  was  in  their  power  to  make  a 
House  in  the  evening.  It,  moreover, 
seemed  to  him  that  if  the  subject  to  be 
discussed  first  thing  on  Tuesday  was,  as 
he  had  no  doubt  it  was,  of  that  impor- 
tance to  deserve  attention,  there  would 
be,  apart  from  any  undertaking  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  a  sufficient  at- 
tendance to  insure  its  adequate  consi- 
deration. His  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Courtney)  informed  him, 
though  he  did  not  widh  to  put  it  forward 
as  a  matter  of  much  importance,  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Ayr  must  be  under  no  ap- 
prehension that  the  subject  of  police 
superannuation  would  escape  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government;  in  fact,  matters 
had  proceeded  so  far  that  a  Bill  had 
been  drafted  by  the  Government  autho- 
rities on  the  subject.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  had 
said  he  was  extremely  anxious  to  see  the 
measure  of  the  Government  brought  in, 
and  to  see  what  the  Government  proposals 
were  on  the  subject.  [Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four :  No  !]  He  understood  the  hon. 
Member  to  say  he  was  anxious  to  see 
the  Bill,  but  that  he  required  very  strong 
reasons  to  justify  him  in  assenting  to  a 
departure  from  the  ordinary  practice  of 
the  House  in  taking  a  Morning  Sitting 
at  so  early  a  period  of  the  Session.  The 
hon.  Member  need  not  be  alarmed  that 
they  would  establish  any  dangerous  pre- 
cedent if  they  agreed  to  the  present 
Motion,  for  he  was  informed  that  in 
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1879  the  late  Government  asked  for  and 
obtained  from  the  House  a  Morning 
Sitting  on  the  6th  of  May  for  the  pur- 
pose of  considering  a  Valuation  Bill,  to 
which  they  attached  so  little  importance 
that  it  was  abandoned  before  the  close 
of  the  Session.  But  the  hon.  Member 
wanted  strong  reasons  to  persuade  him 
of  the  importcmce  of  the  Bill,  and  he 
asked  whether  it  was  intended  to  relieve 
a  very  large  class  of  persons  ?  He  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  thought  there 
was  very  little  difference  of  opinion  that 
the  Bill  was  one  of  a  most  important 
character,  and  that  whether  it  affected  a 
large  class  of  persons  or  not,  or  whether 
it  be  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  or 
a  large  number  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects, it  was  undoubtedly  a  Bill  which 
was  pressing,  inasmuch  as  it  would  re- 
lieve the  House  itself.  As  was  pointed 
out  by  the  Attorney  General  the  other 
night,  the  suggestion  that  this  difficulty 
ought  to  be  met,  and  could  only  be  met 
by  legislation,  came  last  year  from  the 
Front  Opposition  Bench — from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Home  Secretary 
(Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross).  During  the 
present  Session  the  suggestion  had  been 
made  on  both  sides  of  tne  House.  The 
House  had  undoubtedly  found  itself  in 
a  very  considerable  difficulty.  [*'  No, 
no !  "]  He  did  not  blame  the  majority 
of  the  House  ;  but  it  had,  by  passing  a 
certain  Kesolution,  placed  the  House  in 
a  position  of  considerable  difficulty.  The 
majority  would  make  no  definite  pro- 
posal ;  but,  after  a  great  deal  of  un- 
seemly discussion,  a  suggestion  came 
from  both  sides  of  the  House  that  the 
difficulty  should  be  met,  and  ought  to 
be  met,  by  legislation.  The  Govern- 
ment were  very  far  from  8a3ring  the 
legislation  they  proposed  was  the  proper 
remedy ;  but,  at  all  events,  it  was  the 
proposal  they  had  to  make  to  the  House. 
The  Government  were  anxious  to  lay 
before  the  House  as  soon  as  possible  a 
proposal  to  meet  the  case  ;  and  surely  it 
was  a  matter  of  importance  that  the 
House  should  be  relieved  from  the  posi- 
tion of  difficulty  and  embarrassment  in 
which  it  found  itself.  If  ever  there  was 
a  legitimate  occasion  for  a  Morning 
Sitting  it  was  the  present.  For  these 
reasons,  he  thought  the  House  would  be 
disposed  to  assent  to  the  Motion. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  My 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Devon  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  is  un- 
fortunately unable  to  be  here  to-night ; 

Th$  MarjuezB  of  EartingiQu 


but  we  have  had  some  ooirespondence 
on  this  matter,  and  on  his  benalf  and 
my  own,  and  that  of  my  Colleagues,  I 
have  to  say  that  we  undoubtedly  object 
to  a  Morning  Sitting  on  Tuesday. 
Whatever  may  have  happened  under 
peculiar  circumstances  in  1879  —  into 
which  I  will  not  enter  at  this  moment — 
it  is  very  well  to  quote  one  instance, 
but  not  without  taking  the  surrounding 
circumstances  which  made  it  necessgry 
at  the  moment  into  consideration.  'We 
object  to  a  Morning  Sitting  at  this  early 
period  of  the  Session  under  such  extra- 
ordinary circumstances;  but  when  we 
come  to  what  the  circumstances  are,  our 
opinion  undoubtedly  is  that  they  make 
rather  for  not  giving  facilities  than  for 
giving  facilities.  The  noble  Lord  has 
said  that  the  House  is  agreed  that  there 
should  be  legislation,  and  has  referred 
to  something  which  fell  from  me  in  the 
early  part  of  the  discussion,  to  the  effect 
that  legislation  was  the  only  way  of 
dealing  with  the  subject.  What  I 
stated  was,  that  for  those  persons  who 
wished  to  introduce  Mr.  Bradlaugh  into 
the  House  the  only  possible  way  was  by 
legislation.  I  was  perfectly  convinced 
that  he  could  neither  affirm  nor  take  the 
Oath ;  but  it  is  one  thing  to  say  that, 
and  another  to  give  facilities  for  legis- 
lation ;  and  I,  for  one,  can  only  say  uiat 
I  have  no  wish  to  admit  Mr.  Bradlaagh 
into  this  House  at  all.  Whatever  uie 
substance  of  the  proposed  Bill  may  be,  I 
should  feel  bound  to  vote  against  it ;  and, 
under  these  circumstances,  I — and  my 
right  hon.  Friend  who  has  asked  me  to 
speak  to-night  is  of  the  same  opinion — 
am  of  opinion  that  it  is  a  question  on 
which  there  is  not  the  slightest  reason, 
but  rather  the  contrary,  for  giving  faci« 
lities.  The  Bill  should  come  forward  in 
the  ordinary  course.  It  is  objected  to 
by  a  large  number  of  persons  in  this 
House,  and  we  can  see  no  reason  for 
giving  facilities  for  bringing  in  a  Bill  to 
which  we  strongly  object. 

Mr.  HEALT  wished  to  draw  a  pa- 
rallel between  the  way  in  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  treated  one  hon.  Member 
of  that  House,  and  the  way  in  which 
they  had  treated  another  hon.  Member. 
One  hon.  Member  who,  in  the  last  Ses- 
sion, acted  towards  them  in  a  way  whidi 
was  exceedingly  servile,  and  who  had 
stated  that  he  did  not  believe  in  Qoif 
and  was  charged  by  some  people  wiA 
having  blasphemed  GK>d,  waa,  in  ordflr 
that  he  might  obtain  admiadon  to  th* 
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House,  to  get  from  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vemment  the  extraordinary  favour  of  a 
Morning  Sitting  all  to  himself.  Another 
hon.  Member,  whose  only  ojffence  was 
that  he  had  saved  hundreds  of  people 
from  starvation,  and  had  gone  through 
America  hat  in  hand  begging  for  the 
starving  people  of  his  country,  and  had 
prevented  families  from  boine  evicted  ; 
who  had  not  blasphemed  God,  but  who 
had  blasphemed  the  Government  in  Ire- 
land, had  not  been  allowed  a  minute's 
time  for  the  discussion  of  his  arrest. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  128;  Noes 
122  :  Majority  6.— (Div.  List,  No.  195.) 

Main  Question  proposed. 

Mr.  RITOHIE,  in  rising  to  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate,  said,  he 
thought  that  after  the  division  which 
had  just  taken  place,  and  looking  to  the 
divided  nature  of  the  opinion  of  the 
House  on  the  subject,  as  evidenced  by 
the  narrow  majority  the  Government 
had  obtained,  such  a  departure  from  the 
ordinary  mode  of  taking  Business  ought 
not  to  be  insisted  on.  Therefore,  in  order 
to  give  the  Government  time  for  further 
reflection  on  their  extraordinary  position, 
he  should  conclude  by  moving  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate.  The  noble 
Lord  had  said  that  the  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  get  the  House  out  of  a  position 
of  great  difficulty,  in  which  its  action 
the  other  day  had  placed  it ;  but  he  con- 
sidered that  the  House  was  placed  in  a 
position  of  difficulty,  not  by  the  action 
of  the  House,  but  by  the  non-action  of 
the  Government. 

Me.  monk  rose  to  Order.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair  had,  on  a 
previous  occasion,  ruled  that  it  was  not 
necessary  for  the  House  to  decide  to 
what  future  day  a  debate  should  be  ad- 
journed, and  that  it  was  not  competent 
to  an  hon.  Member  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  a  debate.  He  (Mr.  Monk)  had, 
therefore,  to  ask,  whether  it  was  not 
necessary  that  the  day  for  the  re- 
sumption of  the  debate  should  now  be 
fixed? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  judgment  of 
the  House  with  regard  to  the  time  at 
which  this  debate  should  be  resumed  is 
about  to  be  finally  taken  on  the  Ques- 
tion now  proposed  from  the  Chair.  The 
hon.  Member  is  not  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  RITCHIE,  continuing,  said,  the ' 
difficulty  in  which  the  House  found  it-  \ 


self  was  owing  to  the  want  of  action  on 
the  part  of  the  Leader  of  the  House  in 
not  seeing  that  the  conclusion  to  which 
the  House  came  was  carried  out.  The 
House  surely  had  power  to  see  that  its 
Resolutions  were  carried  into  e£fect 
without  any  alteration  in  the  law  ;  and 
he  maintained  that  it  was  totally  un- 
necessary that  in  order  to  carry  out  the 
Resolution  of  the  House  the  Govern- 
ment should  propose  an  alteration  of  the 
law,  and  to  do  that  by  the  unusual 
course,  at  this  time  of  the  year,  of  a 
Morning  Sitting.  The  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
had  told  the  House  that  the  last  Govern- 
ment had  asked  the  House  to  sit  in  the 
morning  in  the  beginning  of  May  ;  but 
this  year  there  was  an  altogether  dif- 
ferent state  of  circumstances,  for  the 
House  met  a  month  before  the  usual  time, 
and  until  within  the  last  week  or  two  the 
Government  had  had  control  over  every 
day  of  the  Session.  Now  they  proposed, 
by  the  method  they  asked  the  House  to 
adopt,  to  still  further  curtail  the  rights 
of  private  Members,  as  there  could  not 
be  any  doubt  that  there  was  not  that 
amount  of  energy  and  vigour  shown 
when  the  House  met  at  9  o'clock  in  the 
evening  as  when  it  met  in  the  ordinary 
way.  He  wished  to  warn  the  House  as 
to  what  they  were  about  to  embark  in. 
The  question  was  not  only  one  of  a 
Morning  Sitting,  but  it  was  one  of  carry- 
ing this  Bill  through  by  Morning  Sit- 
tings. It  was  perfectly  useless  and  idle 
for  the  Government  to  say  that  they 
only  wanted  a  Morning  Sitting  to  place 
the  Bill  in  the  hands  of  the  House.  The 
Leader  of  the  House  did  not  disguise 
the  fact  that  the  only  method  by  which 
he  hoped  to  caiTy  the  Bill  was  by  Morn- 
ing Sittings;  and  if  the  House  con- 
sented to  depart  from  the  ordinary  course 
and  commenced  Morning  Sittings  on 
Tuesday,  the  next  thing  the  Government 
would  propose  would  be  to  haveMorninff 
Sittings  on  Fridays  and  Tuesdays,  and 
so  coerce  the  House  until  this  Bill  was 
passed.  The  object  of  the  Morning 
Sitting  was  to  pass  a  Bill  in  which 
the  country  was  not  generally  inte- 
rested. It  was  to  give  admission  to  a 
Gentleman  who  had  been  elected,  and 
had  come  before  the  House  on  two  or 
three  occasions  proposing  to  enter  the 
House  in  two  or  three  different  ways. 
It  was  immaterial  to  him  in  what  way 
he  entered,  or  what  principles  he  sacri- 
ficed ;  but  the  House  was  u^ked  to  eaciv 
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fice  a  great  principle  in  order  to  admit 
him  —  to  adopt  a  course  involving 
matters  of  serious  moment  to  the  coun- 
try in  order  to  admit  this  man.  If  they 
were  going  to  have  Morning  Sittings 
there  were  plenty  of  measures  which 
the  Government  might  deal  with  which 
were  of  much  more  importance  that  the 
admission  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  There 
was  a  question  in  which  a  much  larger 
number  of  persons  were  interested, 
which  they  might  bring  forward.  What 
had  become  of  that  Bill  in  which  every 
inhabitant  of  the  Metropolis  was  in- 
terested— the  Metropolitan  Water  Supply 
Bill  ?  Hon.  Members  who  were  in  the 
last  Parliament  would  remember  dis- 
tinctly that  every  Gentleman  now  sitting 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  constantly 
pressed  the  Government,  in  season  and 
out  of  season,  to  take  up  that  measure, 
looking  at  the  importance  of  passing  it 
into  law.  Yet  it  was  now  placed  on  one 
aide  and  ignored.  If  the  Government 
were  to  ask  the  House  and  private  Mem- 
bers to  sacrifice  their  time  and  meet  at 
2  o'clock  in  the  day  in  the  beginning  of 
the  month  of  May,  it  ought  to  be  for  the 
purpose  of  dealing  with  questions  of 
g^eat  Imperial  importance,  and  not  such 
a  question  as  the  admission  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  into  Parliament.  The  Jews  and 
the  Homan  Catholics  were  knocking  at 
the  door  of  that  House  for  years  before 
they  were  admitted;  but  the  Govern- 
ment now  came  down  in  hot  haste  and 
asked  for  the  admission  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  against  the  wishes  of  an  immense 
majority  of  the  people  of  the  country  the 
moment  he  presented  himself.  Under 
all  the  circumstances,  and  in  order  to 
give  the  Government  time  for  further 
reflection  as  to  the  extraordinary  course 
they  proposed  to  adopt,  he  would  move 
that  tne  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Mk.E.  N.  fowler  begged  to  second 
the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Ritchie).  He  approved  of  the  proposi- 
tion of  his  hon.  Friend,  but  upon  some- 
what different  grounds  from  those  which 
he  had  assigned.  His  hon.  Friend 
made  a  strong  point  of  the  rights  of 
private  Members;  but  he  (Mx,  R.  N. 
Fowler)  wished  to  point  out  that  the 
Government  had  a  most  important  mea- 
sure before  the  House — the  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  Bill — and  if  they  asked 
for  a  Morning  Sitting  for  the  sake  of 
proceeding  with  that  important  measure, 
which  considerably  affected  the  interests 
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of  the  commercial  commanity,  probably 
no  objection  would  have  been  raised. 
But  what  was  it  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  asking  a  Morning  Sitting 
for?  The  hon.  Member  for  Hertford 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  said  he  was  anxious 
to  see  the  Bill.  He  (Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler) 
had  no  curiosity  to  see  the  Bill.  He 
thought  it  had  been  sufficiently  ex- 
plained by  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General.  There 
was  no  doubt  whatever  what  the  Bill 
was.  It  was  a  Bill  to  admit  into  that 
House  an  hon.  Member  who,  by  his  own 
confession,  was  an  Atheist ;  and  as  he 
(Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler)  was  opposed  to  the 
admission  of  an  Atheist  into  that  House, 
and  as  he  intended,  by  every  means  in 
his  power,  to  resist  such  an  admission, 
he  opposed  the  Bill  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  seconded  the  Motion  of  his 
hon.  Friend. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr,  Eitehie.) 

Sm  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  I  wish 
to  say  a  few  words  upon  the  matter. 
Nothing,  I  think,  could  be  more  unfor- 
tunate than  for  the  House  to  get  into  a 
long  wrangle  upon  this  question  ;  and  I 
would  therefore  put  it  to  the  noble  Mar- 
quess opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington)  whether,  seeing  the  very  even 
division  that  has  just  taken  place,  it 
would  not  be  the  wisest  course,  in  order 
to  avoid  that  which  would  he  a  great  mis- 
fortune, to  allow  the  debate  to  stand 
over  until  Monday,  when  it  could  be 
decided  by  a  very  different  House  ?  It 
must  be  adjourned  until  some  time,  and 
if  adjourned  now  until  Monday,  there 
would  be  plenty  of  time  to  settle  the 
question  of  the  further  adjournment. 
The  wisest  course,  then,  would  be  that 
this  debate  should  now  be  adjourned, 
and  I  recommend  that  course  for  two 
reasons — in  the  first  place,  in  order  to 
give  the  Government  time  to  consider 
whether,  seeing  the  strong  expression  of 
opinion  in  the  House  against  having  a 
Morning  Sitting  for  this  purpose,  it 
would  not  be  wise  to  givo  it  up ;  and, 
secondly,  to  give  the  House  a  fuller 
opportunity  of  considering  the  proposal 
which  the  Government  has  madp. 

Mr.  JOHN  BRIGHT:  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ritchie)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  (Mr.  E.  N.  Fowler)  have 
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told  us  very  plainly  what  their  object  is 
in  objecting  to  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  until  2  o'clock  on  Tuesday.     I 
Tfould  therefore  ask  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  to 
consider  their  position  in  the  matter, 
because  on  Wednesday  week,  when  I 
took  the  opportunity  of  stating  at  some 
length  my  opinion  upon  the  question ,  and 
suggested  a  mode  of  extricating    the 
House  from  the  difficulty  in  which  it  is 
now  placed,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  North  Devon  (8ir  Staf- 
ford   Northcote)  appeared  entirely  to 
agree  to  the  proposition  I  made  that 
legislation  on  this  subject  should  be  re- 
sorted to.     [CViM  of  **  No  !  "  from  the 
Opposition,']    As  some  proof  of  the  ac- 
curacy of  what  I  say,  I  beg  to  recall  the 
recollection  of  the  House,  and  especially 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Mr.  E.  N.  Fowler),  to  what 
occurred,  because  the  hon.  Member  got 
np  afterwards  and  stated  that  although 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Bench 
might  adopt  the  suggestion  which  I  had 
made,   they  must  make  their  account 
with  certain  other  Members  of  the  House 
who  held  different  opinions.     As  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  H.  N.  Fowler)  lifted 
his  hat  when  I  referred  to  him,  I  have 
no  doubt  that  he  assents  to  the  repre- 
sentation I  have  made. 

Mb.  R.  N.  FOWLER:  I  beg  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon.  What 
I  said  was  that  whatever  my  right  hon. 
Friends  did  I  should  oppose  the  Bill. 

Mr.  JOHN  BRIGHT:  The  hon. 
Member  also  said  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
must  make  their  account  with  hon. 
Members  on  the  Benches  behind  them. 
I  recollect  the  words  expressly. 

Mb,  R.  N.  FOWLER :  I  do  not  re- 
collect  having  used  that  expression. 

Mr.  JOHN  BRIGHT:  The  hon. 
Member  also  said — and  I  do  not  wish 
to  disguise  it  at  all — ^that  although  he 
should  not  take  any  part  in  obstructing 
the  Bill,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  in 
every  division  to  vote  against  it.  What 
I  complain  of,  and  what  I  say  is  extra- 
ordinary, is  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Leader  on  that  side  of  the 
House,  not  being  here  to-night,  should 
have  commissioned  his  Colleague  the 
late  Home  Secretary  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Gross)  to  make  a  statement  which,  in 
my  opinion,  is  entirely  at  variance  in 
spirit  with  the  declaration  made  on  the 


occasion  to  which  I  refer  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Devon.     The  House  will  remember  the 
condition  the  House  was  in  on  that  occa- 
sion.   It  was  felt — I  am  quite  sure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Devon  felt,  and  most  men  in  this 
House  felt — [An  hon.  Member  :  No  !] 
— I  say,  yes — that  the  House  was  in  a 
very  unpleasant  position,   and  that  it 
was  most  desirable  we  should  extricate 
ourselves  from  it.     When  I  put  a  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  he  objected  to  the 
admission  into  the  House  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  on  the  g^und 
of  his  disbelief,  or  on  account  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  it  was  proposed  to  admit 
him,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  dis- 
tinctly that  it  was  because  he  objected 
to  the  profanation  of  the  Oath.     One 
hon.  Member  opposite  got  up  and  said 
I  had  been  endeavouring  to  pin  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  that  view.  [Mr. 
Warton:    Yes!]     I  did  not  pin   him 
to  any  view.    I  said  that  was  my  own 
view,  and  I  believe  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  felt  it  to  be  so  sensible  a 
view  that  he  found  himself  bound  to 
coincide  with  it.      Her  Majesty's  Gh)- 
vemment  now  propose  that  there  should 
be  a  Morning  Sitting  on  the  lOth  of 
May,  in  order  to  discuss  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill  which  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  has  already 
explained  to  the  House.    Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  know  that  in  regard  to  a 
measure  of  less  importance  than  this, 
their  own  Government  had  a  Morning 
Sitting  on  the  6th  of  May.    All  that  we 
propose  now  is  that  we  should  take  a 
few  hours — from   2  to  7  o'clock — and 
that  the  House  shall  meet  again  in  the 
ordinary  way  at  9  o'clock.    Any  other 
course  would  materially  retard  the  pro- 
gress of  the  most  important  Business 
that  can  possibly  come  before  the  House. 
[*'  No ! "]    I  speak  of  the  question  we 
have  before  us  in  the  Bill  now  standing 
for  second  reading  in  regard  to  the  state 
of  Ireland.    I  put  it  to  every  thought- 
ful man  in  the  House  if  it  is  wise  on  the 
part  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  allow 
that  question  to  drag  on  from  day  to  day 
— [Mr.  Healy  :   Declare  urgency.] — or 
to  oppose  its  uninterrupted  progress  by 
an  accidental  question  like  that  which 
has  now  come  before  us  ?    The  Govern- 
ment have  no  interest  in  the  question  of 
altering  the  Oath.     Some  hon.  Members 
have  said  this  Bill  is  onlv  for  one  maQ« 
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Now,  I  undertake  to  say  that  when  the 
House  shall  have  passed  the  Bill  brought 
in  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General,  there  are  scores  of 
Members  in  this  House  who  have  hitherto 
taken  the  Oath,  who  will  gladly  avail 
themselves  of  its  provisions  to  make  an 
Affirmation  in  place  of  taking  an  Oath; 
and,  on  that  account,  we  may  fairly  ask 
the  House  to  allow  us  to  pass  the  Bill. 
The  feeling  of  the  House  has  already 
been  shown  to  be  in  favour  of  meeting 
at  2  o'clock  on  Tuesday.  If  the  majority 
had  been  the  other  way,  what  would  the 
House  have  thought  if  my  noble  Friend 
had    got    up    and    asked   the  House, 
because  the  numbers  were  so   evenly 
balanced,  to  allow  the  Government  to 
have  their  way?    The  House  has  deter- 
mined by  a  majority  what  ought  to  be 
the  course  of  proceeding.    I  therefore 
ask,  not  on  account  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
but  on  account  of  the  pressure  of  great 
and  most  momentous  Business,  that  the 
House  should  facilitate  and  not  inter- 
pose any  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  Go- 
vernment,  whose    labours   during  the 
Session  have  been  exceptionally  oner- 
ous, and  who  have  been  subjected  to  a 
pressure  which  they  cannot  throw  off, 
which  they  must  grapple  with,  and  which 
they  must  bear.    I  trust  that,  under  the 
circumstances,  the  House  will  agree  to 
what  has  already  been  decided,  and  will 
agree  upon  adjourning  the  debate  until 
2  o'docK  on  Tuesday. 
.     VisooTTirr  8AND0N :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opi>osite  (Mr.  John  Bright) 
used  strong  words  when  he  spoke  of  the 
g^eat  and  momentous  Business  before 
the  House.     I  think  he  underrates  the 
feeling  of  hon.  Members  on  this  side 
of  the  House.     He  does  not  appreciate 
the  fact  that  we  consider  this  question 
of  altering  the  Parliamentary  Oath  to 
be  as  ^reat  and  momentous  a  question 
as  can  be  brought  before  us.     I  appeal 
to  the  knowledge  of  hon.  Gentlemen  of 
what  has  happened  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  in  regard  to  the  question.    What 
is  the  meaning  of  the  division  which  has 
just  taken  place  ?    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  a  Member  of  a  Government 
which  possess  a  very  large  majority. 
What,  then,  was  the  meaning  of  the 
absence    of   some    200  Members  who 
usually  support  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ?    I  say,  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, that  we  feel  this  to  be  a  great, 
a   grave,   and  a  momentous  question.  | 

J/r*  John  BrigM 


\^La^tghUr.'\  It  is  a  question  that  is  not 
to  be  treated  slightingly  with  laughter 
and  jest.  Surely  our  feeling^  are  to  be 
considered  in  a  matter  of  this  kind.  The 
question  is  either  a  very  small  one— and 
nobody  can  suppose  that  it  is  a  very  small 
one — or  it  is  one  of  the  very  gravest  and 
of  the  very  last  importance.  All  we  say 
on  this  occasion  is  that  we  do  not  want 
to  interfere  with  the  progress  of  Busi- 
ness ;  but  we  do  say  this — that  we  are 
determined  that  no  extra  importance 
shall  be  given  to  this  question  of  the 
admission  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton, by  giving  to  it  special  and  un- 
usual faduties.  We  do  not  intoid  to 
oppose  his  admission  in  any  undue  way; 
but  we  conceive  the  question  to  be  one 
of  the  gravest  and  most  momentous 
which  can  be  brought  before  us  in  re- 
gard to  the  constitution  of  the  House ; 
and  we  expect  that  every  opportunity 
will  be  given  to  us  for  expressing  our 
opinion  upon  it. 

Mb.  WABTON  remarked,  that  he 
was  extremely  sony  for  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  thought  it  right  to  indulge  in 
laughter,  because  they  evidently  under- 
stood the  importance  of  the  question. 
He  should  be  as  ashamed  of  himself  as 
he  was  of  them  if  he  were  not  prepared 
to  treat  the  matter  in  the  most  serious 
light.  He  certainly  regretted  to  see  a 
Liberal  Government  bringing  all  its  in- 
fluence, just  and  unjust,  and  using  aigu- 
ments  perverted  and  false,  in  order  to 
induce  the  House  to  see  in  the  question 
anything  but  a  determination  on  the 
part  of  a  Eadical  Gx)vemment  to  foirt 
an  Atheist  upon  the  House.  It  was  a 
question  upon  which  the  spirit  of  the 
country  was  fairly  aroused,  and  it  was 
rapidly  rising  to  a  pitch  of  which  those 
who  sat  on  the  Front  Benoh  opposite 
were  utterly  ignorant.  He  held  it  to 
be  his  duty,  superior  to  his  action  on 
any  other  question,  to  avail  himself  cf 
every  means  that  were  possible  to  resist 
this  wicked  attempt  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  He  called  it  a 
wicked  attempt  because  the  grossest  per- 
version had  been  used.  He  was  exceed- 
ingly sorry  that  the  subject  had  been 
forced  upon  the  attention  of  the  House, 
and  he  regretted  that  the  duty  of  oppos- 
ing the  proposition  now  made  by  the 
Government  had  been  supported  by 
such  weak  arguments.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hertford  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  pat 
it  on  the  early  period  of  th9  Sessioai 
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therefore,  do  very  wrong  in  allowing  the 
independent  expression  of  its  opinions 
by  its  majority  to  be  passed  over  by  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers.  Either  that  House 
was  an  independent  Assembly,  or  it  was 
an  abject  foUowine  of  the  Government ; 
and  if  it  intended  to  retain  the  cha- 
racter which  it  had  borne  during  the 
last  800  years,  it  would  not  submit  to 
having  its  opinions  slighted  in  any  man- 
ner by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  The 
House  now  objected  to  having  thatwhich, 
by  its  majority,  it  had  declared  to  be  a 
great  question  taken  at  unfitting  hours, 
and  on  undue  occasions,  at  the  instance 
of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers;  and  he 
could  assure  hon.  Members  that  the 
communications  which  both  he  and  right 
hon.  GFentlemen  sitting  on  the  Front 
Bench  of  the  Opposition  had  received 
all  proved  that  the  feelings  of  the  coun- 
try would  be  outraged  if  this  question 
were  treated  by  the  House  with  less 
gravity  than  the  great  majority  of  the 
English  people  attributed  to  it.  He 
should  vote  against  the  exceptional  ap- 
pointment of  a  Morning  Sitting,  because 
he  considered  it  indicated  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  at  liberty  to 
shuffle  off  this  question.  Perhaps  they 
were  conscious  that,  by  their  conduct, 
they  had  already  violated  the  deepest 
feelings  of  the  people.  He  was  con- 
vinced Her  Majesty's  GK>vemment  were 
making  a  great  mistake.  Throughout 
the  whole  of  this  business  they  had  been 
wronff  in  law ;  they  had  obliged  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  to  incur  heavy  penalties;  and 
he  supposed  if  they  succeeded  in  alter- 
ing the  law  for  his  convenience,  the  next 
Motion  they  proposed  would  be  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  should  be  indemnified  out  of 
the  public  money  for  having  broken  the 
law  at  their  sug^stion. 

Mb.  HIOKS  pointed  out  that  at  that 
time  of  the  year  there  was  a  number  of 
Committees  sitting  upstairs.  The  Busi- 
ness under  their  consideration  was  of  a 
kind  that  involved  great  expense  to  the 
parties  connected  with  it.  He  wished 
to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  whe- 
ther these  Committees  were  to  be  sus- 
pended during  the  discussion  of  this 
question ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  parties 
who  would  undoubtedly  lose  large  sums 
of  money  by  their  adjournment  were  to 
be  indemnified  ?  On  the  other  hand,  if 
the  Committees  were  not  suspended, 
were  the  Members  constituting  them 
who  wished  to  take  part  in  the  debate 


the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  West 
Essex  (Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson),  on 
the  prejudicial  interference  it  might 
have  with  the  discussion  of  the  question 
of  police  superannuation.  No  doubt, 
that  question  was  of  the  utmost  import- 
ance, and  he  sympathized  with  every 
word  that  had  been  said  in  regpard  to  it; 
but  when  these  grounds  were  assigned 
as  the  reason  for  objecting  to  the  Go- 
vernment proposal  they  omy  formed  an 
excuse  for  the  ingenious  perversion  and 
misrepresentation  which  had  been  in- 
dulged in  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
certainly  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancas- 
ter, as  to  what  the  real  motives  of  those 
who  opposed  the  Bill  were.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  done  him  (Mr. 
Warton)  the  honour  to  refer  to  him, 
because  he  was  the  Member  who  had 
charged  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  as 
he  doarged  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now,  with  having  picked  out  one  part 
of  the  statement  wnich  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  made,  and  mis- 
representing it  as  the  whole  of  the  ar- 
gument of  his  right  hon.  Friend.  Let 
it  now  be  known  mat  the  Radical  Party 
— not  the  whole  of  them,  because  some 
voted  against  the  Government,  and 
others  stayed  awav — ^let  it  be  known 
that  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment  and 
those  who  supported  them  were  deter- 
mined, rightly  or  wrongly,  although 
there  were  important  Buls  before  the 
House,  such  as  the  Land  Law  (Lreland) 
Bill  and  others,  to  bring  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
into  that  House,  and  that  the  Tory 
Parhr  were  determined  to  do  all  they 
could  to  prevent  him  from  being  ad- 
mitted. Both  the  country  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  now  knew 
what  his  feeling  was  in  the  matter. 
All  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Devon  said  was  that  he 
objected  to  the  profanation  of  the  Oath. 
The  Tory  Party  as  a  body  objected  to 
the  profanation  of  the  Oath,  and  they 
objected,  also,  to  the  admission  of  an 
Ameist  into  Uiat  House.  The  country 
must  be  made  aware  of  that,  and  see 
that  there  was  no  further  misunder- 
standing upon  the  matter. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  last 
year  the  House,  acting  on  the  Beports 
of  two  Committees,  placed  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  a  mmority  upon  the  ques- 
tion relating  to  Itr,  Bradlaugh.  Itwouldy 
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on  a  queetioii  of  vital  OoDStitntioDal  im- 
portasoe  to  be  debarred  from  doing  bo? 
The  Honse  should  bear  in  mind  that  if 
this  Motion  was  agreed  to,  it  would  be 
competent  for  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment,  or  anyprivata  Member,  on  Motion 
for  adjonrnmeot,  to  take  the  House  at  a 
disadvantage  at  any  moment.  Why,  be 
Bflked,  did  not  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment  demand  a  Morning  Sitting  for  the 
Lend  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  as  well  as  for 
the  Parliamentary  Elections  (Corrupt 
and  Illegal  Practices)  Bill,  of  which 
they  had  at  one  time  heard  bo  much, 
but  now  heard  so  little?  In  the  last 
Parliament  hon.  Members  opposite  were 
never  tired  of  talking  about  bribery, 
rarely  they  had  abundant  evidence  of 
bribery  at  the  last  Election.  Why,  then, 
was  not  the  Bribery  Bill  pressed  forward? 

2£b.  OOGST  thought  he  could  give  a 
reason  which  might  possibly  induce  Har 
Majesty's  Government  to  assent  to  the 
Uotion  for  adjournment.  When  they 
moved  that  the  debate  on  the  Question, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair,"  be  postponed  until  Tuesday  at 
2  o'clock,  ha  haa  no  doubt  they  believed 
that  nith  their  large  and  docile  msjority 
they  would  be  able  to  carry  the  Motion. 
He  thought  that  the  division  which  had 
just  taken  place  must  cause  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovamment  some  slight  misgiv- 
ings as  to  whether,  when  the  Motion 
was  put  on  Tuesday,  it  would  be  carried. 
In  his  opinion,  it  was  likely  that  the 
House  would  refuse  it ;  and,  looking  at 
the  narrow  majority  for  the  Government 
on  the  last  division,  he  suggested  that 
it  would  be  well  to  wait  until  Monday, 
to  see  whether  there  was  to  be  a  Morn- 
ing Sitting  or  not. 

Colonel  MAKINS  said,  that  a  flood 
of  light  had  been  thrown  upon  the  Bill 
by  the  statement  which  had  been  made 
from  the  Benches  opposite  that  it  was 
not  merely  intended  for  the  purpose  of 
bringing  Mr.  Bradlaugh  into  the  House, 
but  for  the  relief  of  "  scores  "of  persona 
who  were  anxious  to  affirm,  instead  of 
taking  the  Oath.  He  pointed  out  to 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  who  made 
that  statement  (Mr.  John  Bright)  that 
there  need  be  no  hurry  at  all  so  far 
as  that  point  was  concerned,  for  it  was 
impossible  for  those  hon.  Members  who, 
it  was  said,  now  desired  to  affirm  to 
ahuffle  oflf  the  Oath  they  Lad  already 
taken.  Therefore,  unless,  in  conse- 
^uenoe  of  the  narrow  majority  fbr  the 
Ifr.mckt 
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tary  Oaths  Bill,  •which  could  very  well 
wait,  until  it  was  settled.  For  his  own 
part,  he  intended  to  support  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill ; 
but  he  was  not  at  all  bound  to  admire 
the  blundering  tactics  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  Colleagues.  The 
answer  of  the  Irish  Members  to  the  ap- 
peal of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
they  would  support  the  Government  in 
urging  on  the  settlement  of  the  question 
with  regard  to  Northampton  was  that 
the}'  would  do  so,  if  he  would  give 
them  like  support  in  filling  up  the  va- 
cancy for  Tipperary. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :  - 
Noes  127  :  Majority  12. 
No.  196.) 

Main  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  rose  to  make  an  ap- 
peal to  his  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  in  view  of  the  strong 
feeling  shown  by  the  Opposition  on  this 
question.  Ho  did  not  see  much  impor- 
tance in  the  argument  that,  even  under 
a  Conservative  Government,  a  Morning 
Sitting  had  taken  place  early  in  May, 
for  private  Members  were -still  justified 
in  insisting  on  their  rights.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr. 
John  Bright)  had  attempted  to  draw  a 
red  herring  across  the  path,  saying, 
*'  Do  not  interfere  with  the  Land  Bill.** 
Private  Members  manage  the  Business 
of  the  House;  they  did  not  fix  first, 
second,  or  third  readings  of  Bills.  It 
was  the  Government  who  put  down 
the  Bills  ;  and  if  the  progress  of  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  was  interfered 
with,  it  would  be  entirely  owing  to  the 
course  the  Government  had  adopted. 
[**  No,  no!"]  Well,  he  was  stating 
the  simple  fact,  and  was  pointing  out  to 
the  Government  that  if  that  Bill  had 
been  delayed,  or  was  likely  to  be,  it  was 
owing  to  hon.  Members  on  the  Minis- 
terial side  of  the  House.  The  noble 
Marquess  said  no  other  suggestion  had 
been  made.  Here,  then,  was  a  sug- 
gestion— let  the  Government  introduce 
and  proceed  with  the  measure  in  the 
ordinary  way.  If  they  did  this,  he 
would  answer  for  himself — of  course, 
he  could  not  answer  for  others — that  he 
would  not  place  any  obstacle  in  the  way 
of  the  measure  proceeding  to  the  second 
reading  stage.      Of  courso,   he  would 


reserve  to  himself  the  right  to  do  what 
ho  liked  on  the  second  reading.  He 
could  not  conceive  anything  more  unrea- 
sonable than  to  ask  private  Members  to 
give  up  tlieir  rights  for  the  purpose  of 
allowing  the  introduction  of  a  measure 
they  most  strongly  opposed.  If  the 
noble  Marquess  was  prepared  to  bring 
on  the  measure  in  the  ordinary  way,  let 
him  consent  to  the  proposal  that  he  (Mr. 
Ciiaplin)  now  made,  that  the  House 
do  now  adjourn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(J/r.  Chaplin.) 

Colonel  BARNE  said,  he  wished  to 
supportthe Motion.  He  had  the  strongest 
objection  to  giving  the  Government  fa- 
cilities for  the  introduction  of  a  Bill 
which  would  have  the  effect  of  intro- 
ducing an  Atheist  into  the  House. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  that  if  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dublin 
(Colonel  Taylor)  would  state,  on  the 
part  of  tho  Opposition,  that  they  were 
determined  to  pursue  he  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  would  not  say  **  Ob- 
structive "  tactics,  but  that  active  oppo- 
sition, ho  would  not  put  tho  House  to 
the  trouble  of  dividing ;  but,  as  the 
noble  Viscount  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Viscount  Sandon)  and  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South- 
WestLancashire(Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross), 
who  had  taken  so  prominent  a  part  in 
the  discussion,  were  now  not  in  the 
House,  he  did  not  know  whether  the 
Opposition  intended  to  refrain  from 
ottering  further  impediment  to  the  Mo- 
tion for  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 
until  Tuesday.  [**  No,  no  !  **]  He  was 
sorry  it  was  not  so.  The  noble  Viscount 
the  Mamber  for  Liverpool  had  made 
rather  a  curious  statement  a  few  minutes 
ago,  when  he  said  tiiat  the  matter  was 
one  of  most  vital  importance,  and  that 
tho  magnitude  of  it  could  not  bo  exag- 
gerated, and  had  qualified  it  with  the 
assertion  that  tlie  question  as  to  the 
Morning  Sitting  was  of  even  greater 
importance.  And  there  was  one  argu- 
ment which  had  struck  him  very  much 
indeed.  Tho  hon.  Gentleman  tho  Mem- 
ber for  tho  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
had  complained  of  tho  inaction  of  the 
Government.  Surely  they  could  bo  no 
longer  charged  with  that.  They  were 
desii'ous  of  introducing  a  Bill;  and  they 
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had  expired  what  the  measure  wae 
the^  desired  to  introduce,  and  it  waa 
only  right  that  they  ehould  be  afforded 
an  opportunity  for  their  proposal.  The 
OoTernment  should  strive  as  lon^  as 
they  reasonably  could  to  set  their  pro- 
posal considered.  It  had  been  said  that 
they  should  put  it  down  for  a  Qovern- 
ment  night ;  but  the  Government  had 
no  intention  of  doing  that  to  the  exclu- 
sion of  the  consideration  of  the  Land 
Law  (Ireland)  Bill.  If  the  House  re- 
fused to  adopt  the  propoaal  they  made, 
that  the  measure  should  be  dealt  with 
at  a  Morning  Sitting,  then  he  waa  afraid 
the  difficulty  could  not  be  removed,  and 
that  it  would  be  for  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  under  the  guidance  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  to  say 
when  the  Bill  should  be  taken. 

CoMNKL  TAYLOE  said,  he  had  only 
to  eay  this — that  he  had  had  no  com- 
munication with  his  Friends  who  usually 
sat  on  that  (the  Front  Opposition)  Bench 
since  the  last  division;  out  he  could  in- 
form the  noble  Marquess  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  that  side  of  the  House  were 
determined  to  continue  the  present  oppo- 
sition. 

Earl  PEECY  said,  the  noble  Mar- 
quess (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  had 
expressed  surprise  at  hon.  Members  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench,  who  took 
such  an  interest  in  the  question,  having 
left  the  House.  He  (Earl  Percy),  how- 
ever, rose  to  express  his  inability  to 
understand  tite  exact  position  in  which 
Her  Majesty's  QoTemment  professed  to 
be  placed,  because,  on  the  one  hand, 
they  were  informed  by  one  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  this  was  a  very  small 
measure — one  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
removing  a  temporary  difficulty — ^but,  on 
the  other  hand,  another  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman declared  that  it  wae  a  most  im- 
portant Bill,  and  that  they  ought  to 
make  the  greatest  sacrifices  in  order  to 
hrin^  it  forward.  The  noble  Marquess 
said  it  was  owing  to  no  fault  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  they  were  placed  in  the 
difficulty  iu  which  they  now  found  them- 
selves ;  but  he  (Earl  Percy)  would  ask, 
was  the  difficulty  not  owing  to  the  action 
of  the  Government  last  Session  ?  The 
Govornmont  were  fairly  warned,  and 
might  Lave  foreseen  that  this  difficulty 
would  arise.  They  should  have  avoided 
it  by  early  legislation  if  they  intended  to 
deal  with  it  at  all.  TLey  had  chosen 
to  put  it  off  to  a  crowded  Session  when  a 
3%0  Marqwu  of  flartmgtM 
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object  could  be  served  by  the  obstruction 
which  was  being  adopted  by  the  Oppo- 
sition. 

Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  he  should  be  sorry  to  abandon 
principle  for  the  sake  of  Party.  He 
would  remind  the  House  that  the  posi- 
tion taken  by  the  Opposition  on  this  oc- 
casion was  one  which  was  hardly  fairly 
designated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dublin  (Dr.  Lyons)  as  pure  obstruction ; 
because,  when  a  division  was  so  close  as 
the  one  they  had  just  taken,  the  course 
taken  by  the  Opposition  was  seldom 
strongly  resisted  Dy  the  Government, 
especially  when  the  real  question  at 
issue  was  the  postponement  of  a  subject 
to  a  further  day.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, he  hoped  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Leader  of  the  Government  on  the 
present  occasion  would  see  that  this  was 
not  a  case  of  pure  obstruction ;  but  that 
the  demands  of  the  Opposition  were  per- 
fectly legitimate. 

Lord  EDWARD  CAVENDISH  said, 
if  the  Government  were  prepared  to  re- 
sist the  Motion  for  adjournment,  he 
would  very  cordially  support  them ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  he  regretted  they  had 
decided  to  oppose  it,  although  he  did  so 
for  a  difiPerent  reason  to  what  had  been 
given  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin 
(Dr.  Lyons).  A  number  of  irresponsible 
minor  lights  appeared  to  think  that  that 
evening  they  were  playing  a  very  im- 
portant part ;  but  they  seemed  to  have 
forgotten  one  consideration,  and  that 
was  the  very  difficult  position  in  which 
they  were  placing  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote).  When  their  excite- 
ment had  cooled  down,  and  when  they 
had  received  the  castigation  which  they 
would  probably  receive  in  the  course  of 
a  very  few  hours  for  their  conduct  this 
evening,  they  would  regret  the  course 
they  had  adopted,  and  on  Monday  put 
on  the  white  sheet. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  said,  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
had  asserted  that  the  Government  were 
bringing  forward  this  Bill  for  the  pur- 
pose of  getting  the  House  out  of  a  diffi- 
oulty.  It  was  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton who  was  in  a  difficulty ;  it  was 
the  constituency  of  Northampton,  and 
not  that  House,  which  had  deliberately 
put  itself  in  a  difficulty.  From  the  be- 
ginning of  the  Bradlaugh  business  to 
the  present  moment  the  House  had  been 


of  one  opinion,  and  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had 
been  of  another.  In  the  first  place,  he 
was  legally  wrong  ;  and,  in  the  second 
place,  ne  was  wrong  in  the  action  he  took ; 
and  he  imagined  now  that  by  keeping  up 
a  kind  of  throat  that  he  would  appear 
constantly  at  the  Table  of  the  House  and 
claim  his  right  in  spite  of  the  decision 
of  the  House,  and  in  spite  of  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Courts  of  Law,  he  would  be 
allowed  to  take  his  seat.  The  Govern- 
ment had  been  beaten  on  every  occasion, 
and  they  wanted  to  thrust  him  upon  the 
House.  The  Government  did  it  delibe^ 
rately,  and  when  they  were  resisted  they 
resorted  to  the  charge  of  obstruction. 
Thev  who,  upon  principle,  were  opposed 
to  tne  admission  into  that  House  of  a 
man  who  had  no  belief  in  God,  and  no 
regard  for  principle  or  decency  of  any 
kind,  woula  resist  him  by  every  means 
in  their  power. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  appealed  to  the 
noble  Marquess  to  consent  to  the  ad- 
journment. He  did  not  pretend  to 
speak  as  an  exponent  of  his  Party ;  but 
he  was  satisfied  there  was  a  consider- 
able section  in  the  House  who  were 
prepared  to  go  into  the  Lobby  in  sup* 
port  of  the  adjournment,  and  do  their 
utmost  to  resist  the  proposal  of  the  Gh)- 
vemment. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  did  not  know 
what  hon.  Gentlemen  meant  by  saying 
they  were  not  engaging  in  obstruction. 
There  had  been  two  divisions,  and  in 
each  of  them  the  Opposition  had  found 
themselves  in  the  minority.  He  (Mx. 
Labouchere)  was  always  under  the  im- 
pression  that  the  minority  ought  to  cede 
to  the  majority.  [-4  laughJ]  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen laughed  at  the  verv  idea  of  such 
a  thing.  They  now  said  tney  would  not 
resist;  they  say,  '^ although  a  minority, 
we  can  sit  as  long  as  you,  and  perhaps 
longer ;  and  therefore,  possibly,  we  may 
win.*'  [Lord  Randolph  Ohxjrohill:  Hear, 
hear!]  The  noble  Lord  said  "Hear, 
hear!'^  If  he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  remem- 
bered rightly,  the  Irish  Members  took  a 
similar  course  when  the  Coercion  Bill 
was  before  the  House,  and  he  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  thought  they  were  right; 
but  Conservatives  who  aid  not  think 
they  were  right  were  constantly  attack- 
ing them  for  their  obstructive  tactics. 
As  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had  as- 
serted their  intention  to  resist,  by  every 
obstructive  means,  the  introduction  of 
this  Bill,  he  would  ask  the  Government 
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to  meet  the  wishes  of  tha  large  minority. 
The  noble  Marquess  muat  have  seen 
from  the  first  that  the  opinion  of  the 
House  was  divided,  and  he  could  hardlj 
congratulate  himeelf  on  the  email  ma- 
jority which  the  QoTemment  bad  ob- 
tained. All  that  was  being  proposed 
was  that  the  debate  should  be  adjourned 
till  Monday,  in  order  that  the  discussion 


what  was  the  use  of  a  Morning  Sitting 

on  Tuesday?  It  seemed  to  him  that  atthe 

«nd  of  the  Sitting  they  would  be  in  pre- 

<nBely  the  same  position  as  they  were 

now.     They  would  have  a  number  of 

meeches,    and   that    was    all.      Under 

those  circumstances,  anxious  as  he  was 

that  the  measure  should  be  brought  on, 

be  would  ask  the  noble  Marquess  (the 

Marquess  of  Hartington)  whether  there  ■  might  be  continued  when  it  was  more 

was  any  use  in  continuing  that  strife?  j  expected  thau  it  had  been  that  night. 

It  seemed  they   would    revert  to    the  |  The  House  had  received  no  Notice  of  a 

nition  in  which  they  found  themselves  Morning  Sitting  for  Tuesday  ;  but  it 
ore  it  was  suggested  that  the  Bill  had  been  started  upon  them  by  surprise, 
should  be  introduced.  And  then  he  did  |  and  he  thought  it  would  only  be  within 
not  aay  what  would  happen.  It  was  I  the  courtesies  of  Parliamentary  life,  and 
possible  on  Tuesday  evening  Mr.  Brad-  i  fair,  that  the  noble  Marquese  should 
laugh  might  come  to  the  Table.  [Lord  !  agree  to  the  proposal.  He  begged  to 
Bahdolph    Churchill  :    Hear,    hear !]  I  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

"     '     ■     ■         -       "     •     ■         jj^   EDWABD  OLAEKE  seconded 
tbe  Motion. 


The  noble   Lord  cheered.      No  doubt 

he  would  be  glad  to  see  Mr.  Bradlaugh 

at  the  Table.    Be  that  as  it  might,  Mr.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

Bradlaugh  had  always  claimed  he  had  <<  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 

a  Btatuton-  right  to  come  to  the  Table,  _(§,>  jr  J)rummond  Wolff.) 

and  that  had  been  the  difficulty  which  ^       Marquess  of  HAETINGTONi 

the  Government  was  now  attempting  to  „               i       _  ^iT^     i 

meet.     If  the  BiU  of  the  Government  K  we  cannot  congratulate  oureelves  upon 


very  large  majority,  we  can  oongrata- 
.  late  ourselves  upon  a  sufficient  majority. 
'  I  acknowledge  that  the  minority  appear 
to  be  extremely  determined  ;  and,  whila 


oould  not  be  brought  in,  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
would  maintain  his  statutory  right ;  con- 
sequently, when  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site said  that  if  a  Morning  Sitting  was  .-r-.         ■.         jil^j.^  i 
not  tete.  on  Tnerfaj.  the,  Jd  be   J.  '"'f  J""  ■^'''e^f  , .•»  ¥"  ""!»' 
■.■..,.         „            i  .,     •'                      n    timea  this  evBDinir  that  there  in  no  UARire 


.  I  times  this  evening  that  there  is  no  deure 

poUee  superannuation,  he  w'as  sorry  to  I  f^"  .*''*'if.  P*^^  ^   ''^^  ^  obstrucden, 
*",.»'...  ',.^^  ™.„,w  ^:,.  I  tl»eir  action  appears  to  my  mind  to  bear 


able  to   bring  forward  the  question  of  j 


a  appes 
so  close    a  resemblance  to   obstmctioD 


■ay  he  feared  they  would  be  greatly  dis- 

*^Krd^  RANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL  t  J^^*  ^  ^"J""^  P™?""  ^  !f°*«°4^* 
«dd,  the  House  had  been  treated  to  a  ^^^"^  ^7  ^S?K«'.-  ^  ™,'l^"*'  ^"gj" 
threat  in  a  perfectly  undisguised  form.:^«^?,^  the  wishes  of  hon.  MembeH 
Mr.  Bradlauffh's  alter  too  had  informed    «PP08iW- 


Mr.  Bradlaugh's  alter  ego  had  informed 
the  House  that  if  it  did  not  assent  to  a 
Homing  Sitting,  Mr,  Bradlaugh  would 
oome  to  the  Table  and  repeat  those  dis- 
Oieditable  scenes  of  which  they  had  lately 
had  80  many.  All  he  could  say  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  and  his  alter  ego  (fifr. 
Bradlaugh)  was,  that  if  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
thought  it  necessary  to  assert  what  he 
considered  his  statutory  right,  the  House 
of  Commons  would  tlmik  it  necessary  to 
aseert  its  authority. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  100  ;  Noes 
121 ;  Majority  21  .—(Div.  List,  No.  197.) 

Sir  H.  DRIJMMOND  WOLLF  trusted 
that  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  would  now  see  his  w*y 
Jtfr.  Zabouehert 


Question  put,  and  agraad  to. 
Debate  adf'ounud  till  Monday  next. 


LAND  OBAIKAOE  PROTI8I0ITAL  ORDERS 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Coo&TnBT,  Bill  to  oon* 
firm  certiin  FrOTisioiud  Orden  undar  "Hm 
Idind  Droimige  Act,  1B61,"  oriertd  to  tw  bron^tt 
in  by  ilr,  Cochtset  and  Secretary  Sir  Wo. 

LUH    HaHCOCRT. 


MERCHANT  SHIFPLHO  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  ChaubkbIiAin,  Bill  to  ol- 
plain  and  amend  the  proTiaiooa  of  "  Th«  Mer- 
chant Shipping  Act,  1B64,"  wiUl  regpect  to  tha 
measurement  of  tonnage,  ordtred  to  be  brongbt 
in  b^  Mr.  CB4HBIKI.A1N  and  Mr,  Asklit. 

BiUprM»>r»d,and  read  the  flnt  time.  [BiillGI.] 

House  a^jonnied  at  Tbrae  o'cloek 
till  Monday  nest 
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ABINGEB,  Lord 
Army  Organisation — New  Scheme,  691 

AcLAKD,  Sir  T.  D.,  Devonshire,  N, 

Agricultural   Tenants'   Compensation,  Comm. 
992 


Afghanistan 

Lords 

Candahar,  Question,  Lord  Waveney  ;  Answer,  ; 
Viscount  Enfield  Afar  29,  90 


Afghan    War — Vote  of  Thanh   for   the 

Military  Operations  in  Afghanistan 
Resolutions   {Earl    Granville)  May  5,  1603 ; 
aAer  short  debate,  Resolutions  agreed  to, 
iicmine  diasentivnte 

VOL.  CCLX.       [thibp  sbrieb.] 


Afghaniatan 
ComioRs 
Military  Operations 

Vote  of  Thanks  to  General  Sir  Frediriek 
Roberts  and  the  Army,  Questions,  Mr.  Onslow ; 
Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Uartington 
Apnl  1,  474  ;  April  4,  562  ;  Question,  Sir 
Stafford  N  orthcote ;  Answer,  The  Marquees 
of  Uartington  May  3,  1 665 

Moved,  *<  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be 
given  to  General  Sir  Frederick  Paul  Haines, 
G.C.B..  G.C.S.I.,  0.1. E.,  Commander  in 
Chief  in  Indin,  for  the  ability  and  judgment 
with  which  ho  directed  the  recent  operationg 
from  September  1879  to  September  1680  in 
Afglianintan  "  ( The  Mcwquess  of  Uartington) 
May  6,  1842 

Amcndt.  to  leave  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add 
"  this  House,  disapproving  of  the  Afghan 
War  as   needless  and   unjust,  considers  it 
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[/^ni. 
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JfghanidaH  —  Military  Operations— CovHoKt  — 

inaxp»dient  to  rataro  Thank)  to  Offlosn  or 
Soldier*  fonUring  ■  number  of  people  nitb 
whom  WB  h>d  no  righteotii  qakrrel.  and  da- 
YMtaling  their  Conntrj  "  («r.  Beai\f)  v.  ; 
Queition  propowd. ''  That  (he  words,  Av. ;  " 
after  debate.  Queition  put ;  A.  304,  N.  20  : 
M.  184ID.L.  194) 
Main  (j,ueation  put,  and  agreed  to  : — Other 
ReiolutiouB  mo  Ted.  and  agreed  to 

Political  Agairt 

Caniahar,  Qneationa,  Sir  (lenr;  Tjler,  Hr. 
Oaalow  -,  Aniweri,  The  Mnrqaeti  of  Kurt- 
Ington  Mar  28,  la  ;— Withdrawal  of  tht 
Srttith  TT«opt,  Queation,  Mr,  Omlow  ; 
Anawer,  The  Marqueia  of  Hnrlingion 
April  4,  SSI 

Stibtidiei  to  lA*  Ameer,  Quettion,  Mr. 
O'Doonell :  Aoiirer,  The  Marque*!  or  Hart- 
inglan  Jfor  31.  3S8 

Totoui  Kliatt  and  Abdurraliman,  ^ueation, 
Mr.  O'Doanell  ;  Answer,  The  Harquelt  of 
llartinjiton  April  I.  457 

Tilt  Amt«r,  Queation,  Mr.O'DonncIl;  Anawer, 
The  Marques,  of  llnrlington  Jfril  7,  887 

Reported  Rauiaa  Million  to  Coftul.  Queit  ion  a, 
Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr.  Bourhe  ;  Anawera, 
Tha  Harquaii  of  Harclngtan  :  Obioriationa, 
Sir  Charlea  W.  Diliia  Jf'iy  S,  1966 

Soulkem  AJghaidHan—FithinaadSiH.  <i.an- 
tion.  Sir  GeorgB  Campbaii ;  Anawer,  Tha 
Marqueaaof  Uartington  April  T,  680 

JJHea,  South 

n*  Tranivaal 

unitary  OperatUm$—avrr«nder  of  Fatehtf- 
ttreom,  Queationa,  Viaeount  Cranbrook, 
Enrl  Cairni;  Aniwara,  The  Earl  of  Kim- 
berler  Mar  30,  SB;  Obiervatlan*,  Lord 
Wavener ;  Reply,  Tha  ifnrl  of  KiDlbarlef 
May  a,  1938  ;—  Wilhiravial  of  Troopt,  Qoea- 
tiana.  Lord  Lamfnglon,  The  Mnrqueaa  of 
Saliabnrr;  Ana  wen,  Tha  Earl  ofKimberlej 
April  \,^i6 

XegetiaUoru,  Obaemtiona,  Earl  Caima ;  Replj, 
The  Karl  of  Kimberleif ;  debate  thereoD 
Mar  31 ,  340 : — Proleetioa  lo  Loyal  Saljtelt, 
Queationa,  Obaenationa,  Viwoant  llur;  ; 
Replj,  The  Earl  of  Kiroberlej  April  7,  863 

Murdtr  oj  Captain  Elliott,  Dr.  Barber,  and 
Bthert,  ^eationa,  Obaerrationa,  Lord 
Braboarnei  Replj,  The  Bar!  of  Kimbvriej 
April  7,  S48 

Slavery,  Obaermtiona,  Queationa,  Lord  Bra- 
bourne,  The  Mnrqueai  of  Saliibory ;  An- 
awera, The  Eart  of  Kimberlej  April  1,  446 

Afriea,  South 

ikuuteland  {ItefMiation*),  Qoeatiani,  Mr.  W. 
H.  Jamea,  Sir  Wilfrid  Uwaon ;  Aniwara, 
Mr.  Grant  Duff  Mar  38,  10  :  Qaoalioni,  Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawaon,  Sir  Georg>e  Campbell ;  An- 
iwara, Mr.  Urant  Duff  i^  31,  SSO;  Qnea- 
tJMU,  Ur,  A.  P«aw,  Sto  Qitrnga  Oainp> 
\eaMt, 


Africa,  South— Coia 
bell;  Anawera, 
1183  ;  QucaCioni 
Wilfrid  Lawaon 
May  2.  1S4S 

The  Tramvaal 
Military  Operation 
nawar.  Mr.   R. 

Surrender  of  Fol 
John  Hnj,  Sir  S 
Mr.  Cbildara  M 
Walter  B.Bartte! 
Mr.  Pnrnell,  Mr 
Ur.  Oiadatone, 
966;  Qaailion, 
awer,  Mr.  Grant 
tiona,  Mr.  Gib: 
Duff  April  28,  1 

Bloelcadt  of  PreU 
Hicka-Beneb; 
April  1,  471; 
AprU  4,  66S 

The  eotA  mfiee, 
Feildeo  ;    Anawt 

lau 

The  IWanlwr  F 
Anawer.  Mr.  Or 

Thf.  Aclvn  at 
Suieart,  Queii 
Anawer,  Mr.  Ch 

NegotiatioM 

Qnealioni,  Sir  Sli 
Sir  John  Lubb 
Duff  Mar  26, 
Leighton  ;  Anaw 
14te 

Rtligumt  Toitra^ 
Anawer,  Mr.  Gr 

The  TranevaeU  C 
Peace.  Qn  eat  ion 
Mr.  Gild  atone  A 
tioni,  Quaaliona, 
Michael  Hieka-i 
•tone  AprU  6,  7 

Vitiation  of  the 
Aabmaad-Bartle 
Aoawera,  Mr.  Oi 

Repayment  of  L 
Anawer,  Hr.  Gr 
tion,  Mr.  Palead 
April  8.  1036 

Further  Papere,  <; 
Beaob ;  A  nawai 
1S33 

n»  "  Saierainiy ' 
Sir  llenr;  Peek 
neral  May  2,  I 
Answer,  The  Atl 
Question,  Earl 
•tone,  1831 

Petitieal  Again 
The  "  SomA  Afrie 
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Africa,    South  —  Political  Affairt  —  CoMMona — 
cont. 

Policy  of  the  Oovemment^  Qaestions,  Sir  Staf- 
ford Northcote,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill, 
Sir  Michael  Hick  a- Beach  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Gladstone,  Mr.  Ghilders  April  1,  472 

Notice  of  Resolations,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach,  Sir  Wilfrid  I^wson  April  8,  1035  ; 
Question,  Sir  Michnel  Hicks-Beach ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  May  2,  1531 

MlSClLLAKIOUS   QUISTIONS 

Letter  of  King  Cetewayo,  Questions,  Mr. 
Gorst ;  Answers,  Mr.  (J rant  Duflf  April  8, 
1020 

Native  Cuttoms  in  Natal,  Question,  Mr.  Sum- 
mers ;  Answer,  Mr.  Grant  Duff  May  2, 
1534 

Protection  to  Loyal  Infiabitantt,  Question, 
Colonel  Taylor  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Grant  Duff 
April  7,  835 

Revocation  of  Letters  Patent,  1879,  Questions. 
Mr.  Gibson  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Grant  Duff 
April  8,  1012 

Sekukuni,  Question,  Mr.  Summers ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Grant  Duff  April  1,  467 

The  Boers,  Question,  Mr.  Ry lands ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Grant  Duff  May  5,  1810 

Statistics — Natives  and  Europeans,  Question, 
Mr.  W.  II.  James ;  Answer,  Mr.  Grant  Duff 
April  1,  462 

The  Native  Inhabitants,  Question,  Mr.  Gorst ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Grant  Duff  April  26,  1082;— 
The  Papers,  Question,  Mr.  Gorst ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Grant  Duff  April  28,  1308 

The  9ith  Reyiment— Protection  of  Native  In- 
terests— Slavery,  Questions.  Sir  John  Hay, 
Mr.  Grantham.  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler,  Sir  Wil- 
frid  Lawson,  Mr.  Macfarlane  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Grant  Duff  3/ar  31,354 

War  Casualties,  Question,  Mr.  S.  Leighton  : 
Answer,  Mr.  Childers  May  3,  1061 


Africa,  Went— The  Gold  Coast 

Question,  Mr.  Summers ;  Answer,  Mr.  Grant 
Duff  April  I,  400 


Agricnltnral  Holdings  Act  (1875)  Amend- 
ment Bill  (Mr.  Staveley  Hill,  Mr. 
Monchton) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«»*  Mar  28  [Bill  127] 

Moved,  "That    the    Bill    be  now    read    2*>" 

Mar  SI,  442 
Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
{Mr.  Brand);  after  short  debate.  Question 
put ;  A.  54,  N.  1 ;  M.  53  (D.  L.  177) 


Agricultural  Holdings  {Distress  for  Rent) 
Moved,  "  That,  in  tlie  opinion  of  this  House,  it 
is  desirable  to  abolish  the  power  of  levying 
Distress  for  the  Rent  of  Agricultural  Hold- 
ings in  England,  Wales,  and  Ireland  "  (Mr. 
Blennerhass(tt)  M<iy  3,  1665 ;  Previous 
Question  moved,  *'  That  the  Original  Ques- 
tion be  now  put"  (Mr.  H.  T,  Davenport)  \ 
after  long  debate,  PreTioua  QuestioD  put, 
find  agreed  to 


Agricultural  Labourers^  JSiahitations  {Ire^ 
land) 

Amend t.  on  Committee  of  Supply  3Iay  6,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  '*  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  expedient  and 
necessary  that  measures  should  be  taken  in 
the  present  Seuion  of  Parliament  to  improve 
the  condition  of  agricultural  labourers' 
habitations  in  Ireland"  {Mr.  CaUan)  v., 
1967  ;  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words, 
&o.  ;'*  after  short  debate.  Question  put,  and 
negatived 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  '  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  expedient  and 
necessary  that  measures  should  be  taken  in 
the  present  Session  of  Parliament  to  im- 
prove the  condition  of  agricultural  labourers' 
habitations  in  Ireland,'  be  there  added  " 

Amendt.  to  the  said  proposed  Amondt.  To 
leave  out  "  in  the  present  Session  of  Par- 
liament" (Mr.  miliam  Edward  Forster); 
Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words,  Ao. ; " 
after  long  debate.  Question  put,  and  nega- 
tived 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 

Agricnltnral  Tenants'  Compensation  Bill 

{Mr.  ChapltHf  Mr.  James  Cowans  Mr.  J,  C,  LaW' 

ranee,  Mr.  Birkheek)      [Bill  10] 

e.  Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  '*  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair  *' 
i4pn7  7,991 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee" {Mr.  M*Lagan)  v.;  Question  pro- 
posed, ''  That  the  words,  dsc. ;  "  after  short 
debate,  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned  "  {Mr.  Courtney) ;  Question  put ; 
A.  36,  N.  25;  M.  11  (D.  L.  185);  Debate 
adjourned 

Alkali,  &c-  Works  Regulation  Bill  [h.l.] 

{Mr.  Dodson) 

c.  Moved,  '*  That  the   Bill    be    now    read  2« 
Mar  31,  427 

Moved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned 
{Mr.  R.   N.  Fowler) ;   afler  short  debate. 
Motion  withdrawn 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill 
read  2°  [Bill  119] 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  **  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  April  35, 
1170 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  ^*  That,"  and  add 
**  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee "  {Sir  Sydney  Water  low)  v. ;  Question 
proposed,  "  That  the  words,  dsc. ; "  after 
short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Main  Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker,  dkc."  put, 
and  agreed  to — Committee — b.p. 

Committee — r.p.  May  2,  1629 

Andebsok,  Mr.  Q-.,  Glasgow 

Army — Auxiliary  Forces — Adjutants  of  Volun- 
teers, 154*2 

Banking  Laws  Amendment,  211.  1779,  1785, 
1790 

Braxil — Claims  of  a  British  Subject,  350 

Canada,  Domioion  of-^Irish  Emigration,  13 

8X3  {ctmi. 
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ANDKBsoir,  Mr.  G. — cotU. 

Coinage  (Decimal  System),  Res.  Amendt.  168 
Crown  A  rents  for  the  Colonies,  879,  1661 
Married  Women's  Property  (Scotland),  Comm. 

687  ;  Consid.  1179,  1180  :  SR.  1626 
Parliament  —  Public     Business      (Half-past- 

Twelve  Rule),  Res.  1733 
Scotland — The  Treasury   Minute   on    Scotch 

Banks,  873 
Technical  Education,  626 
Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

627 

Aboyll,  Duke  of 

Ministry,   The — Resignation  of  the    Duke  of 
Argyll— Personal  Explanation,  093 

Armttaoe,  Mr.  B.,  Salford 

Inland  ReTcnue — Tax  on  Horses  and  Carriages, 
1640 

Abmy 

MiSCILLAirXOUS  QUISTIOHS 

Army  Discipline^  AUoiition  of  Flogging,  Ques- 
tion, General  Sir  Georgb  Balfour ;  Answcfi 

Mr.  Childers  April  4,  663 
Army  Reertdting — Irish  ReeruiU,  Questions, 

Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answers, 

Mr.  Childers  May  3,  1649  .—Scoteh  ReeruiUj 

Question,  Sir  Alexander  Gordon ;    Answer, 

Mr.  Childers  April  28,  1318 
Crime  and  PunithfnetU,  1879,  Question,  Mr. 

Caine ;  Answer,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan  Afar  31, 

866 
Bedf'Pay  Captains,  Question,  Sir  Walter  B. 

Barttelot ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  April  1, 

467 
Npn  -  Committioned  Officers f    Question,   Mr. 

O'Connor    Power ;    Answer,    Mr.   Childers 

April  6,  766 
Quartermasters —  Warrant  of  1880,  Question, 

Mr.  Causton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  April  6, 

767 
Staff  Appointments — Captains  of  Cavalry  and 

Infantry,  Question,    Mr.    Moss ;    Answer, 

Mr.  Childers  April  29,  1416 
The  Brigade  of  Guards,  Question,  Sir  Patrick 

O'Brien  ;    Answer,   Mr.   Childers  April  6, 

764 
fk$  Royal  Artillery--Pay  of  Artifiesrs,  Ques- 
tion,  Mr.    Boord;    Answer,    Mr.    Childers 

AprU  28,  1310 
The  Royai  Engineers  {Extra  Pay),  Question, 

Mr.  Leake ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  April  6, 

763 
Military  Operations  in  the  Transvtuil — Despatch 

of  Forces,  Question,  Colonel  North  ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Childers  April  1,  462 
The  Zulu  War-- General  NewdigaU's  Medal 

Roll,  Question,  Mr.    Boord  ;    Answer,  Mr. 

Childers  May  6,  1821 
Troops  in  Ireland— The  2nd  and  $rd  Dragoon 

Guards,  Question,  Major  CBeime ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Childers  AprU  7,  873 

PubUe  Worship^PoUtical  Sermons,  Quettioos* 

Mr.  O'Donnell,  Mr.  Tottenham,  Mr.  Sexton  ; 

Answers,  Mr.  Childers  April  7,  869 

^^cvai   Bibemian    Military   School,   Dublin, 

Qoeftiout,  Mr.  W.  3.  Corbet,  Mr.  Gihaon  ; 

4Qfwen,  Mr.  ChiHern  May  Z.  \Mi 


Aiurr^-conl. 
Army  Organisation 

The  New  Scheme,  Observations,  Lord  Abinger  ; 
long  debate  thereon  April  6,  691  ; — Majors 
of  Koyal  Artillery  and  Engineers,  Question, 
Mr.  Carington ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  April  5, 
766 

The  New  Regulations — Comptdsory  Retirement, 
Question,  Sir  Alexander  Gordon ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Childers  May  6,  1823 

Distingxdshed  Service  Pensions,  Question,  Mr. 
0*Shea ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Mar  28,  12 

Infantry  and  Cavalry  Majors,  Question,  Mr. 
.Montague  Guest;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers 
Ifor  31,  308 

Reaimental  Organization,  Quention,  Lord 
Edward  Cavendish;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers 
^pn76,763  ;  Question,  Sir  Eardley  Wilmot  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Childers  May  6,  1967 

The  Buffs — The  Uniform,  Question,  Major 
Vaughan  Lee  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  April  8, 
1030  ;  —  Militia  Officers  —  The  Uniforms, 
Question,  Mr.  Ritchie;  Answer,  Mr.  Chil- 
ders J/tfy  6,  1818 

The  87th  and  88th  Regiments,  Question,  Major 
Nolan  ;   Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Mar  39,  166 

The  Auxiliary  Forces 

Adjutants  of  Volunteers,  Question,  Mr.  Ander- 
son ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  May  3,  1613 

Distinetiotis  to  Militia  Officers,  Question,  Mr. 
A.  Moore:  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  April  4, 
666 

Militia  Quartermasters,  Questions,  Mnjor  Gene- 
ral Feilden,  Mr.  Gourley ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Childers  April  4,  666 

Promotion  in  the  Militia,  Question,  Mr.  Dal- 
rymple  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Mar  28,  14 

The  Volunteer  Review  at  Windsor,  Question, 
Mr.  Buxton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  May  2, 
1636 


Army  Organization  —  Territorial  Regi* 
menis — The  Uniforms 
Moved,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  Return  showing  the 
amount  of  expenditure  estimated  by  the 
change  of  uniform  involved  in  the  proposied 
organisation  of  territorial  regiments,  both 
as  aflfecting  individual  oflRcers  and  the  public 
purse  (  The  Earl  of  Galloway)  April  8, 1007 : 
after  short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 


Anny  AltematiYe  Puniahment  Bill  [b.l.] 

{The  Lord  Denman) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1*  *  April  8  (No.  72) 

Army  Dieeipline  and  Regulat%<m  (Annual) 
BiU 
Summary  Punishments  —  The  ith  Clause, 
Question,  Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross;  Answer, 
Mr  Childers  Mar  28,  9 ;  Question,  Captain 
Price;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  April  6, 
1026  i-^Case  of  Patrick  King,  Question, 
Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan 
April  B,  10S4 
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Army  Diseipline  and  Regnlatioii  ( Anniutl) 

Bill         {Mr,  Secretary  Childers,  The  Judge 
Advocate  General^  Mr.  Trevelyan) 

e.  Rend  2°,  after  debate  Mar  28,  20   [Bill  123] 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  "  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now.  leave  the  Chair" 
3far  31,  3C9 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add 
"  it  is  undesirable  that  the  punishment  to  be 
awarded  by  Courts  Martial  for  grave  offences 
eommitted  bjr  soldiers  on  active  service 
should  be  regulated  by  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  thereby  withdrawn  from  the  direct 
control  of  Parliament"  (Viseount  Emhjn) 
V.  ;  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words, 
Ac. ; "  after  short  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn 

Main  Question,  *'  That  Mr.  Speaker,  die."  pat, 
and  agreed  to  :  Committee  ;  Report 

Considered  ;  read  3**  April  4,  660 
/.  Read  1*  {R,  of  Mark y)  April  5,  690  (No.  61) 

Read  2»,  after  short  debate  April  6,  797 

Committee  ;  Report  ;  read  3%  after  short  de- 
bate April  7.  849 

Royal  Assent  April  8  [44  Viet.  0. 9] 

Abnold,  Mr.  A.,  Salford 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Distress  for  Rent). 
Res.  1691 

Agricultural  Labourers'  Habitations  (Ireland), 
Res.  2001 

Butter  (Spurious  Compounds),  Res.  509 

Church  Patronage,  2R.  990 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts — Com* 
pcnsation  for  Compulsory  Slaughter — Im- 
portation of  Cattle,  1656 

Customs  (Outport  Officers),  Res,  1738 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  1134.  1164 

ParliamenUry  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1281 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881— Mr.  Dillon,  1830 

Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention, 
2R.  432.  440 

Turkey  and  Greece— An  Egyptian  Contingent, 
1029 
Frontier  Question,  1555 

Ashley,  Hon.  E.  M.  (Secretary  to  the 

Board  of  Trade),  Isle  of  Wight 

Mercantile   Marine — Trawlers*    Lights   Com- 
mittee, 13,  872 
Thames  River,  2\\.  120,  121.  122,  127,  132 

Ashmead-Bartlett,  Mr.  E.,  J£ye 

Africa,   South— The   Transvaal — Violation    of 

the  Armistice,  766 
Army   Discipline  and     Regulation    (Annual), 

Consid.c/.  4,679;  3R.  685 
Asia,  Central— Advance  of  the  Russians,  468, 

469,  470,  471 
Butter  (Spurious  Compounds),  Res.  625 
Greece,    Affairs    of,    Res    2015,    2030,   2037, 

2038,  2039, 2040 
Turkey  and  Greece-  Statistics,  1027 

The  Frontier  Q«e»iion,  766 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

610 


AirTORWEYGENEEAx,  The  (Sir  H.  James) 
Taunton 
Africa,  South — The  Transvaal  ( Negotiationt) 

Suzerainty,  1534,  1822 
Conveyancing  and  Law  of  Property,  2R.  686 
Criminal  Law — Arrest  of  the   Editor  of  the 
"  Frciheit."  464,  876,  876 
Queen  v.  Bradlaugh  and  Another — '*  Fraita 
of  Philosophy,"  1827 
Crossed    Cheques    Act,    1876  —  Oorporaiion 

Bonds,  1958 
Elections  (Closing  of  Public  Uouset),  2R.  338 
Judicature  Acts — The   Amended    Rales    and 

Orders,  658 
Jury  System  (England),  1413 
Leases,  Comm.  el.  3,  ^5.  87 
Married  Women's  Property  (ScotUuid),  Oomni. 

687 
Mutiny  Acts — Corporal  Punishment,  459 
Parliament—New   Writ    for    Knaresborough, 
1871 
Parliamentary     Representation  —  Yaeant 
Seats,  1957 
Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868 — Miscella- 
neous Questions 
Boston  Flection,  1547,  1964 
Disqualification  for  Corrupt  Praciioas,  760 
Sandwich  Election  Commission,  1966 
Scheduled  Solicitors,  1080 
The   Reported   Boroughs,   362,  353,  466, 
466 
Parliamentary    Oath    (Mr.   Bradlaugh),  353, 

482,  484,  884.  1223,  1229 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  1528,  1629,  1666;  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1631,  1623;  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  1625 
Queen  v.  Edwards — Parish  of  Woolwich — 
Expenses  Incurred  in  Burying  the  Victims 
of  the  "  Princess  Alice  "  Calamity,  880 


Austria — Arrest  of  Socialists 

Question,  Mr.  J.  Cow^n ;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Ilarcourt  May  6, 1840 

Aylmer,  Captain  J.  E.  F.,  Maidstone 
Customs    and    Inland    Rerenue — Diiforential 
Duty  on  Spirits,  1637 

Balfour,  General  Sir  G.,   Kincardine- 
shire 
Army  Discipline— Abolition  of  Flogging,  663 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual),  3R. 
36  ;  Comm.  376  ;  ch  6,  381,  382 


Balfour,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Hertford 

Agricultural  Holdings  Act  (1875)  Amendment, 

2li.  443 
Alkali,  Ac.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  1170 
India— Afghanistan — Reported   Russian   Mis- 
sion to  Cabul,  1966 
Ireland,  State  of— Land  League   Meeting  at 

Midleton,  473 
land  Uw  (Ireland),  311.  1610 
Parliament— Public  Business,  1967 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Motion  for  Bill,  Amendt. 

2046,  2U50 
Teindt  (Scotland),  3R.  431,  436 
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Balfotjk,  Mr.  J.  B.  (Solicitor  General 

for  Scotland),  Clackmannan,  Sfe, 
Teinds  (Sooiland),  2R.  426 

Banking  Laws  Amendment  Bill 

(Jfr.  AndersoHf  Mr.  Ramsay,  Mr,  Charles 

McLaren) 

e.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2°" 
May  4.  1779 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  now/'  nnd  add  **  upon 
this  day  six  months"  {Mr,  Robert  Fowler); 
Question  proposed,  "  That  *  now/  die. ;  " 
after  debate,  Amendt.  and  Motion  with- 
drawn :  Bill  withdrawn  [Bill  46] 

Bankruptcy  Bill 

{Mr,  Chamberlaiftf  Mr.  Attorney  General ^  Mr. 
Solicitor  General,  Mr.  Ashley) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Uihhert)  April  7,  993  ; 
Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  April  8,  1056  :  after  nhort 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  or- 
dered ;  read  V  [Bill  137] 

Ettatet  in  Liquidatiofi,  Question,  Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  May  6, 
1957 

Bankruptcy  and  Cessio  (Scotland)  Bill 

(Dr.  Cameron^  Mr,  Orr  JSwiny,  Mr.  Rainsay^  Mr, 
James  Campbell ^  Mr,  Mackintosh) 

c.  Read  2^,  after  short  debate  April  29,  1519 
Committee*— B.P.  May  2  [Bill  81] 

BARCLAY;  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forfarshire 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Distress  for  Rent),  Res, 

1696,  1703 
County    Representative     Boards    (Scotland), 

1320 

Barne,  Colonel  F.  St.  J.  N..  Suffolk,  E 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Distress  for  Rent),  Res. 

1688 
ParliamenUry  Oaths,  Motion  for  Bill,  2066 

Babean,  ]^r.  J.,  Leeds 

Customs  (Outport  OflBoers),  Res.  1734 

Baettblot,  Colonel  Sir  W.  B.,  Sussex,  W, 

Africa,  South — The  Transvaal  (  Military  Opera- 
tions)—Surrender  of  Potohefstroom,  366 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Distress  for  Rent),  Res. 
1693,  1964 

Army — Half- Pay  Captains,  467 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual),  2R. 
29 ;  Comm.  379  ;  add.  cl.  405  ;  Consid.  cl,  6, 
683 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts — Foot- 
and-Mouth  Disease,  157 

Customs  (Outport  OflBoers),  Res.  1737 

Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1296 

Parliamentary  Oaths,  1507 

Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention, 
2R.  483 

Wiayt  and  Means — Finanoial  Statement,  Comm. 
640,  641 


Baxter,  Eight  Hon.  W.E.,  Montrose,  ifc. 

Entail  (Scotland),  158 

Thames  River,  2R.  141 

Treaty  of  Berlin — Article  61 — Armenia,  752 

Beaoh,   Eight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  H10K8- 
Gloucestershire,  E, 
Africa,  South — The  Transvaal— Miscellaneous 
Questions,  1035,  1036,  1531 
Commission — Instruction,  773 
Military  Operations — Blockade  at  Pretoria, 

471 
Negotiations— Further  Papers,  1533 
Policy  of  the  Government,  472 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Leave,  931 
Rivers  Conservancy  and   Floods   Prevention, 
2R.  441 

Beaoh,  Mr.  W.  W.  B.,  Hants,  N, 

London  and  South  Western  Railway,  2R.  452 


Beaconsfield,  K,Q,,  The  late  Earl  of 

Loans 

Observations,  Earl  Granville,  The  Duke  of 
Richmond  and  Gordon  May  5,  1801 

Commons 

Notice  of  Motion  for  an  Address  to  Her  Ma* 
jesty,  Lord  Richard  Grosvenor  April  25, 
1084 

Committee,  to  consider  a  humble  Address  to 
be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that 
Her  Majesty  will  give  directions  that  a 
Monument  be  erected,  as  a  public  charge,  in 
the  Collegiate  Church  of  St.  Peter,  West- 
minster, to  the  memory  of  the  late  Right 
Honourable  the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield  (Queen's 
Recommendation  signified),  upon  Monday 
9th  May  {Mr,  Gladstone)  April  25 

Notice  of  Motion,  Mr.  Labouchere  May  2, 
1531  ;  Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Spe.iker  May  3,  1665  ;  Notice  of 
Motion,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  5,  1841 

The  Inscription^  Questions,  Mr.  Macdonald, 
Mr.  Rylands ;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  May  6,  1960 


Beer  BiU 

{Colonel  Bame,  Mr,  Storer,  Mr.  Hieks) 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1®  * 
^;wi7  27  LBiil  1"] 


BELLiNonAM,  Mr.  A.  H.,  Louth 

Criminal   Law — Arrest  of  the  Editor  of  the 

"  Freiheit,"  555 
Poor  Law  (England) — Oldbam   Guardians — 

Catholic  Children,  5 


Bentinok,  Eight  Hon.  G.  A.  F.  Oayen* 
dish,  Whitehaven 
Army   Discipline    and    Regulation    (Animal). 

Consid.  cl,  4,  654,  656 
Eleotiont  in  Foraign  CoantriM,  774 
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BiDDELL,  Mr.  W.,  Suffolk,  W, 

Alkali,  Ao.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  1172 
Batter  (Spurious  Compounds),  Rei.  507 
I^and  Law  (Ireland),  Leave,  937 
Ways  and  Meant— Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
633 

BiGOAB,  Mr.  J.  G.y  Civoan  Co, 

Alkali,  dko.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  e/.  3, 

1642,  1648  ;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1649 

India   OfBce   Auditor   (Superannuation),   2R. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  1923,  1925 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Eyiotions — Mohill,   Co.    Leitrim,  150; — 

Proportion  of  Rents  to  Valuations,  151 
Inland  Revenue — Beer  Licences,  153 
Law  and  Justice — Processes  of  Ejectment, 

1079 
National  Education — Model  Schools,  5 
Protection   of   Person  and  Proportf  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1881,  1035  :— Mr.  Dillon,  1746 
Parliament — Easter  Recess,  1054 

BiBKBECK,  Mr.  E.,  Norfolk,  N. 

Mercantile  Marine  —  Rights  of  Trawling 
Smacks,  872 

BiBLEY,  Mr.  n.,  Manchester 

France  and  Tunis — British  Subjects  in  Tunis, 
1549 

Inland  Revenue — Tax  on  Horses  and  Car- 
riages, 1540 

Blake,  Mr.  J.  A.,    Water  ford  Co. 
Land  Law  (Irolnnd),  2R.  1133 
Lunacy  Law  Assimilation  (Ireland),  2R.  813 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Uradlaugh),  1202 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Wales), 
1705 

Blennbbhassett,  Mr.  R.  P.,  ICerri/ 

Agricultural  Iloldings  (Distress  for  Rent),  Res. 
1065, 1074 


Board  of  Trade — Resignation  of  Mr,  R* 
Giffen 
Question,  Mr.  II.  S.  Northcote  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Chamberlain  April  7,  882 

Bolton,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Stirling 

Banking  Laws  Amendment,  2R.  1797 

BoORD,  Mr.  T.  W.,   Greenwich 

Army  —  Royal  Artillery  —  Pay  of  Artificers, 
1310 
Zulu   War  —  General   Newdigate's  Medal 
Roll,  1821 
Coinage  (llecimal  System),  Res.  170 

BoTTBKE;  Bight  Hon.  H,,  Lynn  Regis 

India — Afghanistan — Reported  Russian  Mis- 
sion to  Cubul,  1007 

Russia  —  Central  Asia  —  Recall  of  General 
Skobeleff,  554 

Turkey  and  Greece — The  Frontier  Question, 
19,  HH 


Braboubne,  Lord 

Africa,  South  — The   Transvaal— Murder  of 
Captain  Elliott,  Dr.  Barber,  and  othen, 
848 
Slavery,  446,  450 

Bradlatjoh,  Mr.  0.,  Northampton 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual),  9R. 

34 
Parliamentary   Oath   (Mr.   Bradlaugh)^   1184» 

1185,  1207,  1241, 1244,  1245,  1262 

Brand,  Bight  Hon.  H.  B.  W..  («## 
Speaxsb,  The) 

Brand,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Stroud 
Agricultural  Iloldings  Act  (1875)  Amendment, 

2R.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  443 
Army   Discipline    and    Regulation    (Annual), 

Comm.  el.  5,  885,  886 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  1358 
London  Citj  Lands  (Thames   Embankment), 

2R.  737 

Brazil — Claims  of  a  British  Subset 
Question,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.DilkeiTar  31,350 

Bridges  (South  Wales)  Bill        {riscount 

Etnlyn,  Sir  Hardinge  Oiffard,  Mr.  Huseeg 

Vivian,  Mr.  Henry  Allen,  Mr.  Fugh) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«»  Afar  31  [Bill  120] 

Read  2"  •  April  25 
Committee  *  ;  Report  May  6 
Read  3**  *  May  6 

B&I0G8,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Blackburn 

Church  Patronage,  2R.  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 080 
Parliument— Public  Business  (Half-past  Twelve 
Rule),  Res.  1725 

Bright,  Eight  Hon.  J.  (Chancellor  of 

the  Duchy  of  Lancaster),  Birming^ 
ham 
Agricultural  Labourers'  Habitations  (Ireland), 

Res.  1U87 
Bankruptcy,  Motion  for  LeaTe,  1077 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.   Bradiaugh),   1100, 

1244,  1203,  1278. 1291 
Pai-linmentary  Oaths,  Motion   for  Bill,  2056, 

2057 

Bright,  Mr.  J.,  Manchester 

Wild  Fowl  Act,  1880,  1822 

Bribe,  (3olonel  S.  B.  Kuoolbs-,  Eshsx,  E. 

Agricultural  Holdings  Act  (1875)  Amendment, 

2R.  444 
Agricultural  Holdings  (^Distrew  for  Rent),  Ret. 

1692 

British  Burmah — Consumption  of  Opium 
(Question,  Mr.  J.  W.  Pease  ;  Answer,  The  .Mar^ 
quaw  of  HartingtOD  April  5, 764 
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BxTRY,  Viscount 

Africa,  South' The  Transvaal  (Negotiations) — 
Peace  Arraogements,  304 ; — Protection  to 
Loyal  Sabjects,  863 

Army  Diseiptioe  and  Regulation  (Annual), 
Comm.  eL  4,  854  ;  cl,  7,  857,  858 

Amijr  Organintion — New  Scheme,  723 

BuU4r  {Spurious  Compounds) 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  I.  To 
iMf«  ovl  from  ••That,"  and  add  **  it  is 
desirable  that  ste^  \)e  Ukcn  Vy  th«  Le|^aU- 


Briiish  Mus^m — Electric  Lighting  1 

Question,    Mr.    Albert  Grey ;    Answer,   Mr. 
Spencer  Walpole  Mar  31,  360 

Broadhurst,  Mr.  H.,  Stoke-on- TVent 
Customs  (Outport  Officers),  Res.  1738 
Jury  System  (England),  1412 
Technical  Education,  543,  544 

Brodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.,  Surrey,  JF. 

Guildford,  Kingston,  and  Loniion  Railway,  3R. 

341 
Und  Uw  (Ireland),  1035  ;  2R.  1124 
Rivers  Conservancy   and  Floods   Prevention, 

2R.  967 
Summary  Jurisdiction  (Irelnnd),  2R.  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  844 

Brooks,  Mr.  M.,  Dublin 

Alkali,  Ac.  Works   Regulation,   Comm.  eL  3, 

1641,  1647 
Law  and  Justice  (Ireland)— Dublin  Jury  List, 

1081 
Tramways  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 

cL  7,  Motion   for  reporting  Progress,  972, 

073 

Brown,  Mr.  A.  H.,  JTenlock 

Butter  (Spurious  Compounds),  Res.  506 
Rivers   Conservancy  and   Floods   Prevention, 
2R.  431,  970  ;  Appointment  of  Select  Com- 
mittee, Motion  for  Adjournment,  1800 

Bruce,  Sir  H.  H.,  CoUraine 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  1411 ;  2R.  1873 
Landlord   and    Tenant    (Ireland)   Act,    1870, 

Commission  (The  Earl  of  Bessborough*s) — 

The  Evidence,  12.  565,  566,  880 
Lunacy  Law  Assimilation  (Ireland),  2R.  81 1 

Bryce,  Mr.  J.,   Tovner  Hamlets 

Guildford,  Kingston,  and  London  Railway,  2R. 

333 
London  and  South  Western  Railway,  3R.  454 
London  City  (Parochial  Charities).  2R.  341 
Post  OiBoe — Indicators  to  Pillar  Letter-Boxes, 

17 
Royal  University  of  Ireland — Scheme  of  the 

Senate,  883 
Skipton  and  Kettle  well  Railway  (Extension  to 

Aysgarth),  Consid.  1010 

Bitrnaby,  OeneralE.  S.,  LeicesterehirOyy. 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual),  2R. 
42 ;  Consid.  cL  3,  Amendt.  651 


Butter  ( Spurious  Compounds) — oont 

tore  to  ensure  that  of  the  spurious  eompOBiidi 
resembling  butter,  which  are  imported  from 
America,  those  only  which  are  harsilesi 
shall  be  permitted  to  be  exposed  for  ssle 
under  distinctive  names,  and  that  the  impor> 
tation  and  sale  of  those  which  are  hurtliil 
or  dansferons  to  health  shall  be  prohibited 
altogether  "  (Sir  Herbert  Maxwell)  v.,  494 ; 
Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words,  4e. ;" 
after  deb.ite.  Question  put ;  A.  75,  N.  59 ; 
M.  16(D.  L.  177) 

BrxTOX,  Mr.  F.  W.,  Andovor 

Army  — Auxiliary  Foroes — Votaateer   Review 

at  Windsor,  1535 
Banking  Laws  Amendment,  2R.  1798 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

615 

Byrxe,  Mr.  G.  M.,    Wexford  Co, 
Petty  Sessions  Clerks  (Ireland),  2R.  842 
Wavs  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
629 

Caixk,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Scarborough 
Army — Crime  and  Punishment,  1879,  365 
Army    Discipline   and    Regulatioa    (Aumaljb 

Comm.  add.  cL  3S8,  414 
Elections  (Closing  of  Pnblie  nouses),  3R.  243 

Oairxs,  £arl 

Africa,  South— Transvaal  (  Military  Opermtioos) 
— Surrender  of  Potebefttroom,  89 
Negotiations — Peace    Arrangements,   249, 
259,  264,  268,  269,  270,  287,  290,  313 
Local  Courts  of   Bankruptcy   (Ireland),  2R. 
249 

Oallax,  Mr.  P.,  Louth 

Agricultural  Ijibourers'  Habitations  (Irelaiid), 

Res.  1967, 1083 
Alkali,  Ac.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  d.  3, 

1633,  1640 
Belfast  Improvement  .\ct^  1878—*'  Finley  v. 

Belfast  Town  Cooneil."  1559 
Ireland — Constabulary  Barracks,  551 
Ireland,  State  of — Conflict  near  Clogbcr — Ver- 
dict of  "Wilful  Murder,"  1660 
Land  Uw  (Ireland),   Leave,  937,  1029;  2& 

1618 
Pariiament— Public  Business  (Half^pastTwdvs 

Rule),  Res.  1726 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  15C8 
Rivers  Conservancy  and   Floods  PreventioOt 

Appointment  of  a  Select  Committee,  1800 

Cambridge,   Duke    of   (Field  Manhal 

Commanding-in-Chief) 
Afghan  Wai^Vote  of  Thaaks  for  the  IfiUtary 

Operations  in  Afghanistan,  1812 
Army   Discipline    and    RegolatioB  (ABBaalX 

Comm.  853  ;  e/.  7,  857,  858 
Army  Organisation — New  Scbmae,  709 

Cameron,  Mr.  D.,  Incomm§  ikin 
Circuit  Courts  (SootlandX  879 
SootUnd— Yagiatt^  in  GovaHi^  999 
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Oavehon,  Dr.  C,   Glasgow 

Bankruptcy  and  CcAsio  (ScotUnd).  2R.  1519 
Coolies  (Indian) — Hurricane  in  La  Reunion, 

862 
India  and  China — Tho  Opium  Trade,  H93 

Oampbbll,  Lord  Colin,  Argyll 

Africa,  South — The  Transvaal— Violation  of 
the  Armistice,  767 

Campbell,  Sir  G.,  Kirkcaldy y  Sfc, 

Afghan  War — Vote  of  Thanks  for  the  Military 
Operations  in  Afghanistan,  18G0 

Africa,  South — Basutoland  (Peace  Negotia- 
tions), 359,  1183,  1545 

Banking  Laws  Amendment,  211.  1799 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  2R.  1518 

Guildford,  Kingston,  and  London  Railway,  2R. 
340 

India  and  China— The  Opium  Trade,  1512 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Leave,  930 

Married  Women's  Property  (Scotland),  Consid. 
1179  ;  3R. 1521 

Parliament — New  Writ  for  Knaresborough, 
1870  ^ 

Power  of  Representatives  Abroad,  Res.  1445 

Railways  (India),  349  ; — Treaty  of  Lisbon — 
Portuguese  Territory,  1818 

Wavsand  Means — Financial  Statement, Comni. 
646,  647 

Campbell-Baknerman,  Mr.  H.,  Stirling ^ 

Army  DisoipUne  and  Regulation  (Annual), 
Comm.  379 

Camperdown,  Earl  of 

Municipal  Franchise  (Scotland),  2R.  1028 

Canada,  Dominion  of — Irish  Emigration 
(Question,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Grant 
Duff  ifar  28,  13 

Carbutt,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Monmouth,  ^-c. 
Customs  (Outport  Officers),  Res.  1735^ 
Elections  (Closing  of  Public-Houses),  2R.  231, 

247 
H.M.S.  '*  Doterel,"  Destruction  o^  1747 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Wales), 

2R.  1757 

CABmoTON,  Hon.  E.,  Jiueks 

Army  Organization — New  Scheme — Majors  of 

Royal  Artillery  and  Engineers,  755 
Street  Traffic  (Metropolis jh-Tho  Vestries,  18 

Cart  WRIGHT,  Mr.  W.  C,   Oxfordshire 
Portugal— The  Lorenzo-Marques  Treaty.  1958 

Caubton,  Mr.  E.  K.,  ColcheHer 

Army— (Quartermasters  —  Warrant  of  1880, 
757 

Cavendish,  Lord  E.,  Derbyshire,  N. 
Army—  Regimental  Organization,  752 
Parliamentary  Oathf,  Motion  for  BiU,  3069 


Cavendish,  Lord  F.  C.  (Secretary 
to  the  Treasury),  Yorkshire,  W,R,, 
N.  Div, 

Banking  l<aws  Amendment,  2R.  1793,  1797 
Civil  Service— The  Playfair  Scheme,  6,  1588 
Consolidated    Fund — Miscellaneous    Pensions 

(Ireland),  1015 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  1921 
Customs  (Outport  OflBcers),   Res.  1731,   1732, 

1733 
Customs    Re- organization  —  Customs    Clerks 

(Liverpool),  16 
Customs  Service— Out-door  Officers — Compe- 
titive Examination,  351 
Exeiae — Trading  by  Excise  Officers,  1961 
Fisheries  (Ireland) — Mackerel  Fishery,  1535 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  847 
London  City    Lands   (Thames  Embankment^, 

2R.  746 
Public  Offices — Writers  and  Copyists,  1416 
Rivers   Conservancy  and   Floods   Prevention, 

2R.  441.970 
Scotland — The   Treasury    Minute  on   Scotch 

Banks,  873 
Suez  Canal  Company — British  Shares,  555 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

644,  645,  647 

Cecil,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  G.,  Essex,  W. 

Army    Discipline  and    Regulation   (Annual), 

Comm.  374 
Crown  Lands  Act.  1866 — The  Foreshore  at 

Shoeburyness,  867 

Census,  1881 
Questions,  Mr.  Puleston,  Mr.  Montague  Guest ; 

Answers,  Mr.  Dodson  April  8,  1024 
The   Householders*    Schedules,   Question,   Sir 

Hardinge    Giffard ;    Answer,    Mr.   Dodson 

April  1,  403 

Central  Asia 

MlSCBLLANBOUS  QUESTIONS 

Advance  of  Russia,  Questions,  Mr.  Ashmead- 
Bartlett,  Mr.  Montague  Guest,  Mr.  Alder- 
man Lawrence  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker,  The 
Marquess  of  Ilartington  April  1,  408  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  J.  Cowen ;  Answers,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  April  28,  1308 

Recall  of  General  SkobeUff,  Question,  Mr. 
Bourke  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
April  4,  554  ;  Question,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope ; 
Answer.  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ^pnV  29,  1422 

English  Intrigues  at  Merv,  Questions,  Mr. 
Onslow ;  Answers,  Sir  (jharles  W.  Dilke 
April  4,  600 

The  Papers,  Question,  Lord  George  Hamilton  ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  April  4,  561 

Chamberlain,  Right  Hon.  J.  (Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade),  Bir^ 

mingham 
Bankruptcy — Estates  in  Liquidation,  1957 
Bankruptcy,  Motion  for  Leave,  1056 
Board    of   Trade — Resignation    of    Mr.     R. 

Giffen,  882 
Butter  (Spurious  Compounds),  518,  534 
Coinage  (Decimal  System),  lies.  171 
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Cbambirlatn,  Right  Hon.  J. — eoni. 

Companies  Act,  1867 — Trinity  CJollege,  Lon- 
don, 1830 
Guildford,  Kingston,  and  London  Railway,  3R. 

336,  337 
Hall  Marking — Report  of  Select  Committee, 

1879,  164 
Mercantile   Marine — British   Channel    Pilots, 

166 
Merchant    Shipping    Acts  —  Overloading   the 

"  Dublin  Castle,"  1828 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  770 
Public  Health — Cholera  at  Chicago — Butterine, 
364 
Putrid  American  Hams,  769 
Thames  River,  2R.  141,  144,  147 
Trade  and  Manufacture — Exports  and  Imports, 
668 
The  Woollen  Trade,  666,  667,  1307 

Ohambers,  Sir  T.,  Marylehone 

London  City  Lands  (Thames  Embankment), 
2R.  739 

Ohanoellob,  The  Lord  (Lobd  8elborne) 

Africa,  South — The  Transvaal  (Negotiations) 
— Peace  Arrangements,  306,  313 

Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland),  Comm. 
461 

Ohanoellor   of   the   Exchequer — See 
Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  E. 

Ohaplin,  Mr.  H.,  Lincolnshire^  Mid, 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act  (1876)  Amendment, 

211.414 
Agricultural  Tenants'  Compensation,   Comm. 

001,002 
Army   Discipline    and    Regulation    (Annual), 

Consid.  c/.  4,  660,  080 
Land   Law  (Ireland),  Leave,  930;  2R.  1111, 

1121,1016 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Ilouse,  1032 

Easter  Recess,  1046 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1277 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  1668 ;  Motion  for  Bill, 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  2066 
Rivers   Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention, 

2R.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  433 

Charitable  Trusts  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

[h.l.]  {The  Lord  Chancellor) 

L  Presented  ;  read  1"  *  April  0  (No.  69) 

Ohelmsford,  Lord 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual), 
2R.  797,  .700;  Comm.  830;  cl.  4,  864; 
el,  6.  866 

Army  Organization — New  Scheme,  700 

Cheshire  Salt  Districts  Compensation  Bill 

c.  Committee  nominated  ;  List  of  the  Committee 
i/or  29 
Mr,  Hastings  dtic/i.,  Mr.  Story- MaskolyneocUMf 
4pnl  37 


Ohilders,  Eight  Hon.  H.  C.  E.  (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War),  Pontefract 

Afghan  War— Vote  of  Thanks  for  the  MiliUry 
Operations  in  Afghanistan,  1866 

Africa,  South-^The  TransTaal  (Casualties), 
1061 
Military  Operations,  461 ; — Action  at  Ma- 
juba  Hill— 16th  Hussars,  1416  ;— Block- 
ade  of  Pretoria,  666 ;  —  Despatch  of 
Forces,  462  ; — Policy  of  the  Government, 
473:— 60th  lUaes,  1316  ;— Surrender  of 
Potchefstroom,  166,  167 

Army — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual) 
Bill  —  Summary    Punishments  —  4th 
Clause,  9,  1026 
Army    Discipline — Abolition   of  Flogging, 
662 

Army  Re- organization — Distinguished  Ser- 
Tice  Pensions,  12  ; — 87th  and  88th  Regi- 
ments, 166  ; — Half-Pay  Captains,  467 ; — 
Infantry  fand  Cavalry  Majors,  368  ;  — 
Majors  of  Royal  Artillery  and  Engineers, 
766  ;  —  New  Regulations  —  Compulsory 
Retirement,  1823  ;  —  Uniforms  ^  The 
Buffs,  1020 

Brigade  of  Guards,  764 

Non-Commissioned  OflScers,  766 

Publio  Worship — Political  Sermons,  870, 

871 
Quartermasters— Warrant  of  1880,  767 
Recruits— Irish   Recruits,    1649  ;— Scotch 

Recruits,  1319 
Regimental  Organization,  763,  1967 
Royal  Artillery— Pay  of  Artificers,  1811 
Royal  Kngineers  (Extra  Pay),  763 
Royal  Hibernian  Military  School,  Dublin, 

1066 
Staff  Appointments — Captains  of  Ca?alry 

and  Infantry,  1416 
Troops  in  Ireland — 2nd  and  3rd  Dragoon 

Guards,  874 
Zulu    Wnr-.Gencral    Newdigate's    Medal 

Roll,  1821 

Army    (Auxiliary    Forces)  —  Miseellaneoos 
Questions 
Adjutants  of  Volunteers,  1643 
Distinctions  to  Militia  OfBoers,  665 
Miliiia  Quartermasters,  667 
Ele-organization — Promotion  in  the  Militia, 

14 
Uniforms— Militia  Officers,  1818 
Volunteer  Review  at  Windsor,  1636 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  ( Annual X 
2R.  40  ;  Comm.  372,  380  ;  d,  6,  386,  387; 
add,  cl,  411,  417  ;  Consid.  660  ;  el.  1.  661 ; 
el,  3,  662  ;  el  4,  ib,,  666,  668, 671, 672,  673, 
670,  680,  681,  682,  683 ;  cl,  6,  t^.  684 ;  3B. 
686 

Crown  Lands  Act,  1866— The  Foreshore  at 
Shocburyness,  807 

Ireland,  State  of— Riot  at  Dangarran,  868 


China — Mixed  Court  of  Shanghai — Chi- 
nese Criminals 
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Question,  Mr.  J.   W.   Peaae; 
Charles  W.  Dilke  April  6,  753 
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Church  Boards  Bill  (Mr,  Albert  Orty, 

Mr,  Eduftird  Howard^  Mr,  Stuart-  Wortleyj 
Mr,  Marriott,  Mr,  Pulley)  [Bill  14] 

c,  2R.,  after  short  debate,  Debate  adjourned 
April  27.  1297 

Ohitbchill,  Lord  B.,  WoodBtoek 

Africa,  Sooth — The Tranavaal (Military  Opera- 
tioni)— Policy  of  the  Government,  472 
Surrender  of  Potchefttroom,  367 
Berlin  Conference — Greek  Inhabitants  of  Ceded 

Turkish  Provinces,  15 
Criminal  Law — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Arrest  of  the  Editor  of  the  "  Freiheit/' 

345,  347,  464,  874,  876,  877 
*'Freiheit*'— Personal  Explanation,  1032 
"  Irish  World,"  882 
Evictions  (Ireland),  788 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  1411  ;~The  Commission, 

1540 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2a.  1914 
Parliament-— Business  of  the  House,  1824 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  1423,  1556;  Motion  for 
Leave,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1628,  2071 

Church  Patronage  Bill  [Bill  30] 

{Mr,  Stanhope,  Mr,  Albert  Orey^  Mr,  Stanley 
Leighton,  Mr,  Stuart'  Wortley) 

c.  Moved.  '<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2""' 
April  6,  845 ;  after  short  debate.  Debate 
adjourned 

Debate  resumed  April  7,  973 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  in 
the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  inexpedient 
to  pass  any  measure  which  gives  legal 
sanction  to  the  sale  under  nny  circumstances 
of  the  right  of  appointing  ministers  to  paro- 
chial or  other  benefices"  {Mr,  lUing worth) 
V, ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words, 
Ac. ;  "  after  short  debate.  Moved,  *'  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  (Mr.  Willis) ; 
after  further  short  debate.  Question  put ; 
A.  23,  N.  62  :  M.  30  (D.  L.  183) 

Question  again  proposed,  "That  the  words, 
Ac. ; "  Moved,  *'  That  this  House  do  now 
adjourn "  {Mr.  Evam  Williams) ;  after 
short  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  23,  N.  50  ; 
M.  33  (D.  L.  184) 

Question  ngain  proposed,  "  That  the  words, 
Ac.;"  Moved,  "That  the  Debate  bo  now 
adjourned"  (J/r.  Bripgt);  after  short  de- 
bate. Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Debate 
adjourned 

Chnrchwardens  f  Admission)  Bill  [Bill  47] 

(^Mr,  Monk,  Sir  Gabriel  Goldncy) 
e,  2R.,  Debate  adjourned  April  8,  1077 

Civil  Service — The  Play/air  Scheme 

Question,  Mr.  John  Hollond;  Answer,  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish  Mar  28,  6 ;  Question, 
Mr.  A.  Grant ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick 
CaTtndiah  May  2, 1538 


Clarke,  Mr.  E.  G.,  Plymouth 

Companies  Act,  1867 — Trinity  College,  Lon- 
don, 1830 
Merchant    Shipping    Acts — Overloading    the 

'<  Dublin  Castle."  1828 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1197 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Motion  for  Bill,  2072 

Coal  Mines — The  Seaham  Explomn — Re^ 
port  and  Evidence 
Question,  Mr.  Macdonald  ;  Answer,  Sir  Wil- 
liam Uarcourt  May  3,  1658 

Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act — The  Pen-y- 
Graig  Explosion 
Question,  Mr.  Macdonald  ;  Answer,  Sir  WiU 
Ham  Harcourt  May  3,  1657 

Coinage  {Decimal  System) 

Moved,  **  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  introduction  of  a  Decimal  System  of 
Coinage,  Weights,  and  Measures  ought  not 
to  be  longer  delayed "  {Mr,  Ashton  Dilke) 
Mar  29,  158 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add 
'*a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
whether  any  basis  can  be  found  for  a  decimal 
system  that  would  not  so  seriously  disturb 
existing  conditions  as  to  make  it  practically 
inexpedient  to  change"  {Mr,  Anderson)  v.; 
Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words,  Ac. ;" 
after  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  nega- 
tived 

Question  put,  *'  That  those  words  be  there 
added  ;  "  A.  28,  N.  108  ;  M.  80  (D.  L.  171) 

CoLMAN,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Norwich 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Distress  for  Rent),  Res. 
1603 

Colofiial  Governors 
Question,  Mr.  Warton ;    Answer,  Mr.   Grant 
Duff  May  Q,  1059 

C0LTHUR8T,  Col.  D.  La  Zouche,  Cork  Co. 

Army   Discipline    and    Regulation   (Annual), 

Comm.  377  ;  add.  el.  402 
Butter  (Spurious  Compounds),  Res.  509 
Lunacy  Law  Assimilation  (Ireland),  2R.  812 

O0MMIN8,  Dr.  A.,  Roscommon 

Alkali,  &c.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  ei,  3, 

1036 
bankruptcy  and  Cessio  (Scotland),  2R.  1520 
Land  Law  ( I relond)— Yearly  Tenants.  1830 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.    Bradlaugh),    1294, 

1295 

Companies  Act,    1867 — Trinity    College* 
London 
Question,  Mr.  Edward  Clarke ;  Answer,  Mr, 
Chamberlain  May  5,  1830 

Consolidated  Fond  (No.  2)  Bill 

{The  JSarl  Granville) 
I,  Read  !*•  Mar2Q 

Read  2»  *  ;    Committee  negatived  ;  read   8» 

Mar2B 
Royal  AMWit  Mar  29  [44  Viet,  0.  8j 


CON 


COE 


(INDEX) 
260. 


OOE 


O&A. 


Contagious  Diseases  Acts — Case  of  Eliza- 

heth  Burley 
Question,  Mr.  Ilopwood ;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Harcourt  May  6,  1815 

ContagioiM  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts 
Compenxaiion  for  Compulsory  Slmtghter—  Im" 
portafion  of  Cattle ^  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
Arnold:  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella3/i7v3, 1G56 
Foot-and- Mouth  Disease^  Question,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne  ;  Answer,  E.irl  Spencer 
}far  29,  90  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Stanley  Leigh- 
ton,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Mundella  Mar  29,  157  ; — AnimaU  Order, 
Article  22,  Question,  Mr.  Lon^r ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Mundella  April  29,  1419  ;  —  OtU- 
hreak  at  Carlisle,  Question,  Mr.  W.  Low- 
ther  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  April  26, 
1084  ; — Outbreak  at  Newcastle,  Question, 
Mr.  Lowther  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella 
May  3,  1661;  Question,  .Mr.  Elliot;  An> 
swer,  Mr.  3Iundella  May  5,  1826 
Olanders,  Question,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  April  7,  881 

OonYeyaiicmg   and    Law    of    Property 

Bill  [H.L.]  {Mr.  H,  H.  Fowler) 

c.  Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2°*' 
April  4,  685  ;  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned"  {Mr,  Oont);  after  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  Bill  read 
20,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee 

[Bill  101] 

Coolies  {Indian) — The  Hurricane  in   La 
Reunion 
Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  Mar  31.  302 

OooPE,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Middlesex 
Turkey  and  Greece — The   Frontier  Question, 
19 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement  Bill 

{Mr.  Wauyhf  Mr,   George  Howard^  Mr.  Stafford 
Howard,  Mr.  Ainsworth,  Mr.  Ferguson) 

c.  Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3"'' 
ApHl  6,  834 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months  "  {Sir  Gabriel  Goldney)  ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  'now,'  «bc. ; "  after 
short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2° 

[Bill  117] 

CoKBET,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Wicklow  Co. 

Army — Royal    Hibernian    Military    School, 

Dublin,  1654 
Geological  Survey  of  Ireland — The  Re-Survey, 

1655 

Magistracy    (Ireland)  — County    Government, 
1652 

ReWei  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act— Ueliof  Works 

At  Arklow,  1956 


Coroners  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bfli7S] 

{Mr.  Mealy,  Mr.  Gray,  Mr.  Barry) 

e.  Question,  Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  April  8,  1022 

Select  Committee  nominated  May  3  ;  List  of 
the  Committee,  1742 

Moved,  **  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  ^records  "  {Mr. 
JJealy)  ;  Question  put ;  A.  15,  N.  75  ;  M.  60 
(D.  F..  192) 

Ordered,  *'  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee,  that  they  have  powef  to  con- 
sider the  operation  of  the  Law  relating  to 
Coroners  in  Ireland,  and,  if  they  shall  so 
think  fit,  to  amend  the  Bill  accordingly 

CoRRY,  Mr.  J.  p.,  Belfast 

Petty  Sessions  Clerks  (Ireland),  2R.  842 

Courtney,  Mr.  L.  H.  (Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 
Liskeard 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Distress  for  Rent),  Res. 
1704 

Agricultural  Tenants'  Compensation,  Comm* 
992 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  2R.  837 

CrimiM:il  Law — Abduction  of  English  Girls, 
1311 

Extraordinary  Tithe  Rent  Charges,  Motion  for 
a  Select  Committee,  Amendt.  1650,  1651 

Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act  (1877)  Amend- 
ment, 2a.  226 

Middlesex  Land  Registry,  2R.  832 

Municipal  Corporations  Act  (1859)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  248 

Prisons  (England)  Act,  1877 — Newcastle  and 
Morpeth  Prisons,  1536 

Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Preventions- 
Appointment  of  a  Select  Committee,  1709, 
1800 

CowEN,  Mr.  J.,  NewcastU-on- Tyne 
Afghan  War — Vote  of  Thanks  for  the  Military 

Operations  in  Afghanistan,  1860 
Asia,  Central — Russian  Advance,  1308,  1309 
Austria,  Arrest  of  Socialists  in,  1840 
Criminal   Law — Arrest  of  the  Editor  of  the 

*•  Freiheit,"  345 
Licensing    Act— The    Radical    Clab,    King's 

Cross,  1082 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  1249,  1286 
Protection    of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 

Act,  1881 — Prisoners  under  the  Act — News* 

paper  Editors,  1825 

Craiq,  Mr.  W.  Y.,  Staffordshire,  N. 
Agricultural  Labourers'  Habitations  (Ireland), 
Res.  1993 

Oranbrooe,  Yisoount 

Afghan  War—Vote  of  Thanks  for  the  MiliUry 

Operations  in  Afghanistan,  1808 
Africa,  South— The  Transvaal  (Military  Ope- 
rations)— Surrender  of  Potcbefatroom,  89 
Negotiations — Peace   Arranfements,  892, 
295,  298,  300 
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Abduction  of  EnglUh  Oirls,  Question,  Mr. 
M*Coan ;  Answer,  Mr.  Oourtney  April  28, 
1311 

Arr€9tof  the  Editor  of  the  **  Freiheity  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Gregory,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill, 
Mr.  J.  Cowen  ;  Answers,  Sir  William  Har- 
court  Mar  31,  344 ;  Question,  l^rd  Ran- 
dolph Churchill ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  April  1,  464  :  Question,  Mr.  Bell- 
ingham;  Answer,  Sir  William  llarcourt 
April  4,  555  ;  Question,  Observations,  Lord 
Randolph  Churchill ;  Reply,  The  Attorney 
General  ;  Observations,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke  April  7,  874  ;  Personal  Explanation, 
Lord  Randolph  Churchill  April  8,  1 032 

Juvenile  Offenden  Act,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor;  .Answer,  Sir  William  llnrcourt 
May  5,  1819 

The  "Jrith  World,'*  Question,  Lord  Randolph 
Churchill ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
April  7,  882  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Tottenham, 
Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  ^jwn7  8,  1018 

The  Queen  v.  Bradlaugh  and  Another — 
**Fruilt  of  Philosophy,"  Question,  Mr. 
O'Donnell ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
Jfaj^  5,1826 

Cboppeb,  Mr.  J.,  Kendal 

Africa,  South  —  The  Transvaal  (Political 
Affairs) — Land  Ownership,  350 


Cboss,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  E.  A.,  Lanea- 
shire,  8,  W. 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Distress  for  Rent), 
Res.  1701,  1702,  1703 

Alkali,  dko.  Works  Regulation,  2R.  429 ; 
Comm.  1174;  cL  3,  1636 

Army  IHscipline  and  Regulation  (Annual) — 
Summary  Punishments — 4th  Clause,  0 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual), 
Consid.  cl,  4,  672 

Bankruptcy  and  Cessio  (Scotland),  2R.  1520 

Church  Patronage,  2R.  985 

Elections  (Closing  of  Public  Houses),  2R.  240 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  1120 

Married  Women's  Property  (Scotland),  3R. 
1522,  1527 

Parliament  —  Public  Business  (Half- past 
Twelve  Rule),  Res.  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 1722 

Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1808 — 'the  Re- 
ported Boroughs,  352,  466 

Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh) — New 
Writ  for  the  Borough  of  Northampton,  475 

Parliamentary  Oaths,  Motion  for  Bill,  2051, 
2056 

Patronage  of  Benefices  (Church  of  England), 
Res.  210 

Teinds  (Scotland),  2R.  423 

Ways  and  Means,  Report,  071 

Gross,  Mr.  J.  K.,  Bolton 

Trade  and  Commerce — The  New  Gonoral 
Tariff,  1539 


Craned  Cheques  Act,  1876 — Corporation 
Bonds 
Question,  Mr.  Jackson  ;  Answer,  The  Attoraey 
General  May  0, 1957 

Crown  Agents  for  the  Colonies 
Questions,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Grant 
Duff  April  7,  879  ;  flay  2,  1551 

Crown  Lands  Act,  1866 — The  Foreshore 
at  Shoehuryness 
Question,  Lord   Eustace   Cecil;    Answer,  Mr. 
Childers  April  7,  867 

CuBiTT,  Eight  Hon.  G.,  Surrey,  W. 
Guildford,  Kingston,  and  London  Railway,  3R. 
319 

CuNLiFFE,  Sir  E.  A.,  Denhigh,  Sfc. 
Army    Discipline    and     Regulation    (Annual), 
Comm.  add.  cl.  413 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  Bill 

{Mr.  Playfair,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 

e.  Ordered  :  read  1°»  April  7  [Bill  136] 

Order  for  2R.  read  April  25,  1170  ;  after  short 
debate,  2R.  deferred 

Farm  Buildings^  Question,  Sir  Baldwyn 
Leighton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  April  28, 
1308 

Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2®" 
Apnl  29,  1515 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  *'That,"  and  add 
'Hhe  alteration  gives  no  relief  to  the  la- 
bourer, who  justly  complains,  that,  when  he 
brews  only  two  bushels  for  harvest,  he  ia 
subject  to  a  higher  duty,  as  licence,  than  he 
paid  under  the  malt  tax,  although  the  Law 
was  professedly  altered  for  his  relief"  (Mr. 
Storer)  v. ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the 
words,  &,c.  ;"  after  short  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2** 

Differential  Duty  on  Spirits,  Question,  C.ip- 
tain  Avlmcr  ;  Answer,  Mr.  (iladstone  May  2, 
1537 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  **  That  the 
Committee  on  the  Hill  be  deferred"  {Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish)  May  5,  1920  ;  after 
short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ; 
Committee  deferred 

Customs  ( Outport  Officers) 

Moved,  *'That  the  disadvantageous  position  in 
which  Customs  Out-door  Officers  at  the  Out. 
ports  are  placed,  in  respect  of  salary,  as 
compared  with  Customs  Officers  of  the  same 
rank,  and  performing  the  same  duties,  at 
London  and  Liverpool,  is  unjust  to  thote 
officers,  and  prejudicial  to  the  public  ser- 
vice" {Mr.  Norwood)  May  3,  1727;  afler 
debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Select  Committee  appointed,  "  to  inquire  into 
the  conditions  of  service  and  the  rates  of  pay 
of  the  Customs  Out-door  Ofhocrsat  the  Out- 
ports,  with  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers, 
and  records,  and  to  report  to  this  House  '* 
{Mr*  Norwood)  May  5 
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Cuftoms  R^'organvtation — Ctutomi  Cl&rh 

(  Liverpool) 
QuAstion,  \j)rd  Claud  Hamilton  ;  Answer,  I^rd 
Frederick  Cavendish  Mar  28,  16 

Customs  Service —  Out-door  Officers —  Com- 
petitive Examination 
Question,  Mr.  A.  M.  Saliivan  ;  Answer,  Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish  Mar  31,  351 

Cyprus 

Taxation,  Question,  Mr.  Rylands ;  Answer 
Mr.  Grant  Duff  April  7.  867 

The  Law  Courts  —  Tiie  Or$ek  Language,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  A.  M* Arthur  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Grant 
Duff  Jfaj^  5,  1817 

Dalhotjsie,  Earl  of 

Naval  Education,  1930 

Dalrymfle,  Mr.  C,  Buteshire 

Armj  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual),  2R. 

37 
Army   Re-organisation    (Auxiliarj    Forces)— 

Promotion  in  the  Militin,  14 
Teinds  (Scotland),  2R.  422 

Daly,  Mr.  J.,  Cork 

Agricultural  Labourers'  Habitations  (Ireland), 

Res.  1974 
Ireland,  State  of — Whiteboy  Act — Case  of  D. 

O'Sullivan  at  Millstreet,  Co.  Cork,  1543 
Sale    of    Intoxicating     Liquors    on    Sunday 

(Wales),  2R.  1767 

Davenport,  Mr.  H.  T.,  StaffordshirCy  N, 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Distress  for  Rent), 
Res.  Previous  Question  moved,  1670,  1706 

Davey,  Mr.  H.,   Christchurch 
Leases,  Comm.  el,  3,  86 
Married  Women's  Property  (Scotland),  Comm. 

688 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  Amendt. 

1188 

Davies,  Mr.  D.,   Cardigan 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Distress  for  Rent), 
Res.  1689 

Dawson,  Mr.  C,  Carloto 

Agricultural   Holdings    (Distress    for    Rent), 

Res.  1693 
Agricultural  Labourers*  Habitations  (Ireland), 

Res.  2002 
Geological  Survey  of  Ireland — The  Re-Survey, 

1656 
India    Office    Auditor  (Superannuation),   2R. 

1923 
Ireland,  State  of— Dublin,  1838 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2K.  1919 
Parliament — New   Writ    for    Knaresborougb, 

1871 
Small-Pox  (Metropolis),  1823 

De  Ferbieres,  Baron,  Cheltenham 
JSlecfionn  ((Uosing  of  Pu\)Uo  Uovi^e%\^R.a86 


Db  La  Warr,  Earl 

Franoe  and  Tunis — Geoapation  of    Kef,  Ae, 

1926 
Tunis— The  Enfida  Case,  860,  863 
Turkey — Land  Law — Admission  of  Foreigners, 

Address  for  a  Paper,  1008 


Denman,  Lord 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual),  2R. 
798,  800  ;  Comm.  cL  4,  Amendt.  854,  856 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts — Foot- 
and-Mouth  Disease,  95 

Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland),  Comm. 
450 

Turkey — Sir  A.  H.  Lnyard,  Late  H.M.  Am- 
bassador at  the  Porte,  Address  for  Papers, 
1001 


Db  Worms,  Baron  H.,  Oreenwieh 

France  and  Tunis — Outbreak  of  the  Krouhmir 
Tribes—Military  Operations,  1316 

"  Queen  v.  Edwards  "—  Parish  of  Woolwich — 
Expenses  Incurred  In  Burying  the  Victims 
of  the  **  Princess  Alice  "  Calamity,  879 

Small- Pox  (Metropolis),  1822 

Sues  Canal  Company — British  Shares,  866, 
1021 

Thames  River,  2R.  131 

Tnnis — Disturbances  on  the  Frontier,  764 


DiLKE,  Sir  0.  W.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs),  Chelsea, 

Sfc, 
Asia,  Central — Miscellaneous  Questions 
English  Intrigues  at  Menr,  560,  561 
Papers,  561 

Russian  Advance,  1308,  1309 
Berlin     Conference  —  Greek    Inhabitants    of 
Ceded  Turkish  Provinces,  15 
The  French  at  Tunis,  8,  9 
Braxil — Claims  of  a  British  Subject,  350 
China — Mixed    Court   of  Shanghai — Chinese 

Criminals,  758 
Coolies  (Indian)~Uurricane  in  La   Reunion, 

363 
Criminal  Uw-  The  <<  Freiheit,"  877 
Elections  in  Foreign  Countries,  560,  774 
Extradition  of  Political  Offenders,  1312 
Franco  and  Tunis — British  Subjects  in  Tunis, 
1550 
Occupation  of  Bizerta,  1662 
France— New    Commercial    Treaty,    884; — 

Negotiations,    1083,    1084 ;  —  Sugar    and 

Shipping  Bounties,  1314 
Greece,   Affairs    of.   Res.   2030,   2036,   2037, 

2038,  2039,  2040 
India — Afghanistan — Reported    Russian   Mis- 
sion to  Cabul,  1967 
India  (Finance,  die.)— Opium  Taxation,  1417 
International  Bi-Metallic  Conference,  878 
Mines — Mining  in  Foreign  Countries — Report 

of  Residents  Abroad,  1955 
Portugal — The  Lorenzo  Marques  Treaty,  867. 

1958 
Russia  —  Central  Asia  —  Recall  of  General 

Skobclcff,  554,  1422 
Trade    and    Commerce  —  The    New    French 

General  Tarifl;  1539 
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DiLn,  Sir  0.  W.— mhI. 

Trmtj  of  Berlin— Article  61— Armenia,  753 
Tunis— Diitarbanccs  on  the  Frontier,  765  ; — 
Krouhmir  Tribeii —  MilitArjr  Preparations  of 
France,  1021,  1317 
Tnrkej— British  Trade  at  Smyrna,  703 
Turkej  and  Greece — Miseellnneous  Qaestiont 
Egyptian  Contingent,  1030 
Frontier  Qaestion,  19,  558,  766,  1556 
Statistics,  1037 

DiLKE,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Newcastle-on-Tyne 
Afghan  War— Vote  of  Tlianks   for   Military 

Operations  in  Afghanistan,  1863,  1865 
Coinage  (Decimal  System),  lies.  158,177 

Dillon,  Mr.  J.,  Tipperary 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  3 R.  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 1013 

DiLLWYN,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea 

Coinage  (Decimal  System),  Res.  165 
Parliament  —  Public     Business     (Ualf-past 

Twelve  Rule),  Res.  1725 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  1567 

Dixon-Habtland,  Mr.  F.  D.,   Evesham 
Public  Health — Putrid  American  Hams,  769 

DoDDS,  Mr.  J.f  Stockton 

Leases,  Comm.  eL  3,  87 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
604 

DoDSON,  Biglit  Hon.  J.  Q.  (President 
of  the  Local  Gbyemment  Board), 
Scarborough 

Alkali,    4bc.    Works     Regulation,    3R.    438 : 
Comm.  1170,  1176  ;  cl.  3,  1178,  1630,  1630  ; 
cl  3,  1031,  1633,  1646 ;  Motion  for  report- 
ing Progress,  1640 
Census,  1881 —Householders'  Schedules,  463, 

1035 
Highway  Acts — Surveyors  of  Highways — The 

Accounts,  1414 
Highways — Maintenance  of  Main  Roads,  Res. 

63 
Poor    Law  (England) — Miscellaneous    Qnes- 
tions 
Oldham  Guardians—Catholic  Children,  5 
Metropolis — Workhouse  at  Champion  Hill, 

885 
Workhouse  Inmates  —  Religious   Attend- 
ance, 353 
Poor  Rate  ( Metropolis) — Gray's  Inn,  474 
Public    Health    (Metropolis)    (Law    Costs) — 
Hampstead  Hospital  Case,  363  ; — Small- 
pox, 889.  1034,  1315.  1419,  1822.  1833  ; 
—  Hospital  Tents,  1959 
Rivers   Conservancy  and   Floods  Prevention, 

3R.  430,  438,  440.  443,  773,  962,  970 
Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act — Oleomargarine, 

1830 
Vaccination   Acts — Case  of    Mr.  J.  Abel    of 
Farringdon,  1310 

DoKALDSOK- Hudson,  Mr.  C,  Newcastle* 
under-Lyne 
land  Act  (Ireland}*PiirobMe  Claoset,  1816 


DoNouGHMORE,  Earl  of 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870, 
Commission  (The  Earl  of  Bessborough's)— • 
The  Evidence,  3 

Douglas,  Mr.  A.  Akebs-,  Kent,  E. 

Prisons  (England)  Act — Maidstono  Prison, 
559,  888 

DuoKHAM,  Mr.  T.,  Herefordshire 

Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention, 
3R.  057 

Duff,  Right  Hon.  M.  E.  G.  (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Oolonies), 
Elgin,  8fc. 
Africa,  South — Basutoland  (Negotiations],  10, 
359,  1183,1545 
Native  Customs  in  N.itnl,  1534 
Africa,  South — The  Transvaal — Miscellaneoas 
Questions 
Boers,  1810 

Letter  of  King  Cctewayo,  1030 

Military  Operations-- Blockade  of  Pretoria, 

471  ;— Surrender  of  Potchefstroom,  366, 

367,  1023, 1309,  1310,  1633  ;— Volunteer 

Force,  1318 

Negotiations,  17,  18,  1417,    1533;~Reli. 

gious  Toleration,  156 
94th    Regiment  —  Protection    of    Natift 

Interests^Slavery,  354,  355,  356 
Peaco  Negotiations — Repayment  of  Loan, 

563,  1025 
Political  Affairs,  347,  359 
Protection  of  Loyal  Inhabitants,  885, 1083, 

1308 
Revocation  of  Letters  Patent,  1879,  1012, 

1013 
Sekukuni,  457 

Statistics — Natives  and  Europeans,  462 
Violation  of  the  Armistice,  767 
Africa,  West— Gold  Coast,  460 
Canada,  Dominion  of — Irish  Emigration,  14 
Colonial  Governors,  1900 
Crown  Agents  for  the  Colonies,  870,  1551 
Cyprus — Law  Courts — Greek  Language,  1817 

Taxation,  868 
Malta— Ancient  Monuments,  1033 

Salary  of  the  Governor — Food  Taxes,  751 
West  Indies— Currency,  352 

Jamaica — Its    Government    as    a   Crown 
Colony,  877 

DuNSAinr,  Lord 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870, 
Commission  (The  Karl  of  Bessborough's) — 
The  Evidence,  3 

Dykb,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.,  Kent,  Mid 
Agricultural  Holdings  (Distress  for  Rent),  Res. 
1674 

Education     Department     {England     and 
Wales) 
Board  and  Voluntary  Schools,  Question,  Mr. 
Lyulph   Stanley ;    Answer,    Mr.    Mundella 

Mar  dl|  357 

[com, 
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Education  Department  (England  and  Walet)^ 
eont. 
School  Aceammodation,  Qoestion,  Mr.  Lyulph 
Stanley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  ifar  29, 153 
Technical  Education^  Observations,  Mr.  Ander- 
son ;  Reply,  Mr.  Mnndella ;  short  debate 
tkereon  April  1 ,  525 

Edwards,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Salisbury 

Licensing  Acts  —  Sunday  Ser?ioes  in  Masio 
Halls,  361 

EoERTON,  Hon.    Wilbraham,   Oheshirey 

Mid 
Alkali,  Ao.  Works   Regulation,  Gomm.  el,  3, 
1638 

Eloho,  Lord,  Maddingtimshire 

Guildford,  Kingston-,  and  London  Railway,  2R. 

836,  337 
Land   Law  (Ireland),  Leave,  930  ;  211.  1322, 
1411  ;  Amendt.  1570 

Elections    (Closing   of   Pablic    Houses) 

Bin  (-Sfr.  Carbuttf  Mr.  Swsey  ViviaHf 

Mr,  Hugh  Mason,  Mr,  Caine)     [Bill  58] 

e.  Moved,   "  That   the   Bill    be    now   read    2^ " 
Mar  30,  231 
Moved,'*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoarned" 
{Mr,  Litton)  ;  after  debate,   Question  put, 
and  agreed  to ;  Debate  adjourned 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (Clay  Lane)  BUI  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Presidetit) 

I.  Presented;    read    1»*,    and    referred    to    the 
Examiners  April  8  (No.  60) 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (London)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  President) 

I,  Presented  ;    read   1**,  and    referred    to    the 
Examiners  April  8  (No.  68) 

Ellenborouoh,  Lord 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual), 
Gomm.  840 

Elliot,  Mr.  G.  W.,  Northallerton 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts — Outbreak 
of  Foot-and-Mouth  Disease  at  Neweastle-on* 
Tyne,  1826 

Excise— Trading  by  Excise  OflBoers,  1960 

Und  Law  (Ireland),  »85 

Rmlyn,  Viscount,  Carmarthenshire 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual), 
Comm.  Amendt.  369,  380 ;  Consid.  cl,  4, 
Amendt.  653,  669,  679 

Endowed  Sehoole  Acts — Hulme^s  Charity 
— The  Commissioners*  Scheme 
Qaeatton,  Mr.  Summers ;  Answer,  Mr.  Hnn- 
ds^lhi  April  29,  UU 


\ 


Enfield,  Viscount  (Under  Seoretazy  of 
State  for  India) 
Candahar,  00 


Entail  {Scotland)  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  Warton ;  Answer,   Mr.   Baiter 
Mar  29,  158 


Ereinqton,  Mr.  G.,  Longford  Co. 
Alkali,  So.  Works   Regulation,  Gomm.  d,  8, 

Amendt.  1630 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Leave,  938 


EwiKQ,  Mr.  A.  0.,  Dumbarton 
Teinds  (Scotland),  2R.  432 

Excise  Department — Trading  by    Exeiee 
Officers 
Qaeetion,  Mr.  Elliot ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish  May  6,  1960 


Extraordinary  Tithe  Rent-  Chargee 
Moved, "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  as  to  the  expediency  of  abolishing 
extraordinary  Tithe  Kent-charges,  and  pro- 
viding a  scheme  for  their  redemption  upon 
equitable  terms;  and  also  to  inquire  into 
and  report  upon  the  expediency  of  proridiog 
greater  facilities  for  the  redemption  of  ordi- 
nary Tithes  upon  equitable  terms"  (Mr, 
Indermck)  May  2,  1650 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  termi,"  in  line  5, 
to  end  {Mr,  Courtney) ;  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  words,  &c. ; "  after  short  debate. 
Moved,  *'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned" 
{Earl  Percy) ;  Question  put,  and  negatived ; 
Question,  **  That  the  words,  die."  pat,  and 
negatived 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  pat,  and  agreed  to 

Resolved, That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  as  to  the  expediency  of  abolishbg 
extraordinary  Tithe  Rent-charges,  and  pro- 
viding a  scheme  for  their  redemption  opon 
equitable  terms 


Fawcbtt,  Bight  Hon.  H.  (Postmaster 
General),  Hackney 
Post  Office — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Indicators  to  Pillar  Letter- Boxes,  17 
Postal  Deliveries  (Ireland),  878 
Post  Office  Act,  1837 — Detention  and  Open- 
ing of  Suspicious  Letters,  344,  665 
Telegraph  Department  (Dublin),  869 


Feilden,  Major-General  B.  J.,  LameO' 

shire,  N. 

Africa,  South— The  Transvaal— -60th  Rifles, 
1314 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Militia  Quarter- 
masters, 506 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Anuual), 
Consid.  el  4,  66VI 
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FiNDLATEBy  Mr.  W.,  Monaghan 

AccoanUnt^Qenenl's  OflSce  in  Ghancerj  (Ire- 
land), 766 
Alkali,  Ac.  Works   Regulation,   Comm.  el.  3, 

1649 
Lanacy  Law  Assimilation  (Ireland),  2R.  821 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
618 

FlKTH,  Mr.  J.  F.  B.,   Chelsea 

London  City   Lands  (Thames    Embankment), 

2R.  Amendt.  732,  749,  760 
Public     Health    (Metropolis)    (Law    Costs)— 
Ilampstoad  Hospital  Case,  3C3 

Fisheries — Lights  of  Fishing  Vessels 
Question,  Mr.  Henoage ;  Answer,   Mr.  QIad- 
stone  May  2,  1636 

FiTZMATTRiCE,  Lord  E.,   Calne 

HigkwaTS — Maintenance  of  Main  Roads,  Res. 

65 
Land  Uw  (Ireland),  2U.  1892 
Portugal— The  lA>rcnio-Marques  Treaty,  867 

FrrzPATRiCK,  Hon.  B.  E.,  Portarlington 

Lunacy  Law  Assimilation  (Ireland),  2R..  821 
Petty  Sessions  Clerks  (Ireland),  2R.  842 

Fletcheb,  Sir  H.,  Horsham 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual),  2R. 

12  ;  Comm.  el.  6,  384  ;  Consid.  el.  4,  661, 

679  :  el.  6,  C84 
Ireland,  State  of— Speech  of  Mr.  Dillon,  M.P., 

at  Thurlcs,  768 
Navy— The  Marine*,  768 

Folkestone,  Viscount,   Wilts,  8. 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual), 
Consiil.  el,  4,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  681 

Butter  (Spurious  Compounds),  Kes.  617 

Ireland,  State  of— Alleged  Crimes  and  Out- 
rages,  1820 

Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act  (1877)  Amend- 
ment, 2U.  223 

FoESTEB,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.  (Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 

Ireland),  Bradford 
Criminal  Law— The  "  Irish  World,"  883.  1019, 

1020 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Arms  Act — Proclamation  of  the  County  of 
Longford,  1016 

Baronial  Works — Ballydehob,  Co.  Cork, 
761 

Constabulary,  867  ;— Buck  Shot,  1013;- 
Land  l.engue,  1034  ; — Alleged  Kxoess  of 
Duty  at  Newcastle,  1644,  1646 

Constabulary  Barracks,  651 

Crime — The  Police  at  Knochnagree,  Co. 
Kerry,  1070 

Dublin — Young  Ireland  Debating  Society — 
Interference  of  Police,  1833 

Evictions,  151,  770,  783,  784,  787,  889, 
1016  ;— Mohill,  Co.  Leitrim,  160,  302; 
—Number  of  Families,  1660 ;— Propor- 
tion of  Rents  to  Valuations,  161  ;  — 
West  of  Ireland,  478 
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FoBfTiB,  Right  Hon.  W.  Z.—eoni, 

Irish  Land  Act,  1870 — Compensation  for 
Disturbance— The  Return,  1083;— Par- 
ohase  Clauses,  1817 

Land  Law — Recovery  of  Rent  by  Writ, 
1560  :— Yearly  Tenants,  1838,  1839 

Landlord  and  Tenant — Charge  against  » 
Process  Server,  872 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Aot,  1870, 
Commission  (The  Earl  of  Bessboroogh's) 
—The  Evidence,  13,  666,  880 

(iaw  and  Justice— Legal  Prooeedingt  of 
Landlords,  12;— Penalties  of  Proaeott* 
tions,  1016 ; — Processes  of  Ejeotmtnt^ 
1079 

Magistracy  —  Ballyhannis  Petty  Sestioni^ 
1011;— County  Government,  1069;^ 
Mr.  Blake,  1964, 1966 

National  Education- Model  SobooU,  6 

Notices  and  Ejectments,  663 

Peace  Preservation— Arms  Ucencee,  1968 ; 
—Arrest  of  Mr.  R.  Hodnett,  1413;^ 
Proclamation  of  Co.  Monaghan,  1838 

Poor  Law— Arrears  of  Rent,  Ac.  1836, 1837; 
— Midleton  Union  —  Election  of  Qaar- 
dians,  1078  ;— Relief  to  Wives  of  Pri« 
sonors,  466 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1831  —  Mr.  J.  Daly,  a  Prisoner 
under  the  Act,  1412  ;— Mr.  Jasper  TuUj, 
1664;— Mr.  Dillon,  1664,  1666,  1664, 
1830;— Patrick  Downey,  766,  766;— 
Prisoners  in  Kilmainbam  Gaol,  9,  160, 
343,  458, 1066  ;— Treatment  of  Prisonen 
under  the  Aot,  1638,  1663  ;— Newspaper 
Editors,  1826,  1826 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Aot— Employ- 
ment Works,  1832;— Relief  Works  at 
Arklow,  1856 

Royal  University  of  Ireland — Scheme  of 
the  Senate,  884 

Sales  of  Land— Return,  1021 

Ireland,  State  of— Miscellaneous  Questions 
Affray  in  the  County  of  Sligo,  888 
Alleged  Crimes  and  Outrages,  1821 
Alleged  Outrage  by   Soldierfl«-Co.  Cork, 

356,  357 
Collision  in  Mayo,  886,  887 
Conflict  near  Clogher— Verdict  of  "  Wilibl 

Murder,"  1660,  1660 
Constabulary,  753 
Co.  Monaghan- Alleged  Excess  of  Duty  by 

Bailiffs,  1820 
Distress  in  Castlebar,  1011 ;— In  Gal  way, 

1662 
Dublin,  1838 
Land  League  Meetings ~  Government  Rf« 

porters,  162 
Limerick  Co.  1080 
Outrage  on  Animals,  650 
OutragesatMuckrossandClifden,  1641,1649 
Kiot  at  Midleton.  Co.  Cork,  360,  473 
Sheriffs'  Sale  at  Ilowth,  1663 
Speech  of  Mr.  Dillon  at  Thurles,  467,  768, 

872,  1421 
Whiteboy  Act— Case  of  D.  0*Sallivan  at 
Millstrcet,  Co.  Cork.  1643 
Ireland— Agricultural  Labourers'  Ilabitationi^ 

Res.  1081,  1083.  2U14 
Land   Law  (Ireland).  Leave,  936;  2R.  1116, 

1117,  1127,1163,1160,  1164 
Parliament — Easter  Recess,  1044 

8  Y 


vow 


FRA 


{INDEX  J 
a6o. 


OAL 


GLA 


FowLEE,  Mr.  H.  H.,    Wokerkampton 
Conveyanoing  and  Law  of  Property,  3R.  68A, 

686 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Gomm. 

611 

FowLBK,  Mr.  R.  N.,  London 

Africa,  South— The  TraniTaal — 94th  Regiment 
—Protection  of  Native  Intereita—SlaTery, 

AllLali,  Ac.  Works  Regulation,  3R.  Motion  for 

Adjoarnment,  428,  480 
Banking  Laws  Amendment,  2R.  Amendt.  1785 
Church  Patronage,  2R.  080,  091 
Customs  and  Inland  ReTenue,  Comm.  1920 
•      India  and  China— The  Opium  Trade,  1509 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Leave,  039 
Middlesex  Land  Registry,  2K.  880 
Parliament — Public  Business  ( Half-past  TweWe 

Rule),  Res.  Amendt.  1710,  1727 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1283 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  1528  ;  Motion  for  Leave, 

1618,  3065,  3057 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

644 

FowLBB,  Mr.  W.,   Camhridff 

Army    Discipline   and    Regulation    (Annual), 

Comm.  add.  c/.  410 
Banking  Laws  Amendment,  2R.  1786 
Municipal  Corporation  Act  (1859)  Amendment, 

3R.  848 

France 

MiSOILLANSOUt   QUBSTXOirS 

The  Monetary  Conferfnce  at  ParU,  Question, 
Mr.  Puleston  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
April  1,  475  ;  Question,  Mr.  J.  6.  Hub- 
bard ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  April  7, 
878 

The  New  Commercial  Treaty— The  NegoHa- 
tioM,  Question,  Mr.  Jackson  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  April  7,  884 :  Question, 
Mr.  J.  O.  Hubbard  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke,  887  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Mac  Ivor  ;  An- 
swers, Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  April  25,  1088  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Mac  Iver ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  April  28,  1812  ;— The  Sugar  and 
Shipping  Bountiee,  Questions,  Mr.  Mac 
Iver,  Sir  John  Lubbock ;  Answers,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  April  28,  1314 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue —  The  Commercial 
Treaty  with  France,  Question,  Mr.  Hermon  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  April  28,  1313 

,  France  and  Thtnie 

British   SubjeeU  in    Tunis,    Question,    Mr. 

Birley ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  May  2, 

1549 
Outbreak  of  the  Krouhmir   Tribes—Military 

Operations,    Questions,    Baron    Henry    De 

Worms,  Mr.  Montague  Guest,  Sir  H.  Drum- 

mond  Wolff,  Mr.  Mac  Iyer;   Answers,  Sir 

Charles  W.  Dilke  April  28,  1316 
Occupation  of  Biserta,  Question,  Mr.  Montague 

Guest ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  May  3. 

1661 
Occupation  of  Kef,  ^c.  Question,  Observations, 

Earl  De  La  Warr ;  Reply,  Earl  Granville 

May  6,  1926 
*    [Sm  title  Twm\ 


Galloway,  Earl  of 

Army  Discipline    and    Regulation    (Annual), 

Comm.  el.  4,  855  :  el.  7,  857 
Army  Organiiation — New  Scheme,  720 
Regimental  Uniforms,  1007,  1008 

Oas  Provisional  Orders  Bill 

{Mr.  Ashley,  Mr.  Chamberlain) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  •  May  3  [Bill  147] 

Gibson,  Bight  Hon.  E.,  Dublin  Univer- 

sity 
Africa,  South — The  TransTaal — RcTOcation  of 
Letters  Patent,  1879,  1012,  1013 
Surrender  of   Potchefstroom,  1309,   1310, 
1533 
Army   Discipline    and    Regulation    (Annual), 

Comm.  378 
Army — Royal  Hibernian  Military  School,  Dub- 
lin, 1654 
India — Madras  Corenanted  Civil  SerTioe,  1014 
Und  Uw  (Ireland),  847,  1027,   1028;   2R. 

1085.  1159,  1395,  1399,  1401 
Lunacy  Law  Assimilation  (Ireland),  2R.  814 
Petty  Sessions  Clerks  (Ireland),  2R.  841 
Summary  Jurisdiction  (Ireland),  2R.  845 

GiFFARD,  Sir  H.  S.y  Launeeeton 

Census,  1881 — The  Householders'  Schedules, 

463 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1922 

GiVAK,  Mr.  J.,  Monaghan 

Agricultural  Labourers'  Habitations  (Ireland), 
Res.  1983 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Leave,  933 

Peace  Preserration  (Ireland)  Act — Proclama- 
tion of  Co.  Monaghan,  1832 

Gladstone,  Eight  Hon.  W.  B.  (Fimt 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer),  Edinburgh' 

shire 
Afghan    War— Vote  of  Thanks   for    MUitary 

Operations  in  Afghanistan,  18A4 
Africa,  South— The  Transvaal,  1036,  1532 
Commission — Conditions  of  Peace,  761  ;— 

Instructions,  773 
Military  Operations— Policy  of  the  Govern* 
ment,    472 ;  —  Surrender    of   Potchef- 
stroom, 366,  367 ;— '*  Suxeraintj,**  1831 
Armj    Discipline   and  RegalatioQ   (Annual), 

Consid.  cl.  4,  676 
Coinage  (Decimal  System),  Ret.  177 
Controverted  Elections — Knareaborough — Re- 
port of  the  Rojal  Commissioners,  148 
County     Representative    Boards    (Scotland), 

1321 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  1170 

Commeroial  Treaty  with  France,  1318 
Differential  Duty  on  SpiriU,  1537 
Farm  Buildings,  1308 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  3R.  1517 
Evictions  (Ireland),  788,  789 
Fisheries—  Lights  on  Fishing  Vesaels^  1537 
France — Forthcoming  Monetary  Oonfereiratai 
Paris,  475 
New  CommerdAl  T^nsXf^  1312 
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Glaoitoiti,  Right  Hod.  W.  E. — eorU. 

Hiffhwayt^Maintenanoe  of  Main  Roads,  19  ; 

Rei.  72 
Inland  Revenue — Beer  Licences  (Ireland),  153 

Tax  on  Horses  and  Carriages,  1040 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  886; — The  Commission, 

1541  ;— Grants  of  Public  Monies,  1834 
Land  Law  (Ireland),   Leave,  800,   033 ;   9R. 

1113,  1160,  1409,  1013 

Local  Taxation,  886  ; — Annual  Statement, 
1319 

Ministry — Resignation  of  the  Duke  of  Argyll, 
1020 

Monument  to  the  Right  Hon.  the  late  Earl  of 
Beaoonsfield,  K.G.,  1841 

Parliament —  Miscellaneous  Questions 

Business  of  the    House,   404,   890,   1030, 

1321,  1834,  1828,  1839,  1840 
Easter  Recess,  1036,  104*) 
Order  of  Business,  773 
Rules  and   Orders — Questions  —  Printing 

Replies,  763 

ParliamenUry  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1313, 
1241,  1242,  1246,  1249,  1253,  1256,  1268, 
1295 :— New  Writ  for  the  Borough  of  North- 
ampton, 490 

Parliamentary  Oaths,  1422,  1423,  1556,  1563, 
1565,  1569  :  Motion  for  Leave,  1638 

Patronage  of  Benefices  (Church  of  England), 

Res.  207,  216 
Poor  Law  (Ireland)  Bill — Arrears  of  Rent,  Ac. 

1837 
Power  of  Representatives  Abroad,  Res.  1434 
.    Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Wales), 

2R.  1770 
Suez  Canal   Company — The   British   Shares, 

348, 1022 
Turkey  and  Greece — Frontier  Question,  554 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

568,  587,  612,  643 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement — Pro- 
bate and  Legacy  Duties,  772,  1017, 
1018  ;— Silver  Duties— Statement,  1296, 

1397 
Terminable  Annuities  and  the  Reduction  of 

the  National  Debt,  874 
Terminable  Annuities,  Conversion  of,  1430 


GoLDNEY,  Sir  G.,  Chippenham 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Distress  for  Rent),  Res* 

1686 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  2R.  Amendt.  835, 

839 
Highways — Maintenance  of  Main  Roads,  Res. 

70 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

608 


Gordon,  General  Hon.  8ir  A.  H.,  Aher- 
deenthire,  E, 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual),  3R. 
36  ;  Comm.  cl,  5,  386,  387 ;  add.  el.  388, 
410  :  Consid.  cl  I,  Amendt.  651 

Army  Organization — Now  Regulations — Com- 
pulsory Retirement,  1823 

Army  Recruits— Scotch  Recruits,  1318 

Teindt  (Scotland),  3R.  424 


Qo^lSt,  Mr.  J.  E.y  Chatham 
Africa,  South — The  Transvaal — MiicellaBeoof 
Qoestiont 
Letter  of  King  Oetewayo,  1030 
Military  Operations — Volunteer  Force,  1318 
Native  Inhabitants,  1083,  1083, 1308 
Negotiations,  17,  18 
Suzerainty,  1833 
Army    Discipline  and   Regulation   (Anxiiial), 

Consid.  el.  4,  666,  678  ;  3R.  685 
Conveyancing  and  Law  of  Property,  3R.  Mo« 

tion  for  A<youmment,  686 
Greece,  Affairs  of.  Res.  3045 
Und  Law  (IreUnd),  3R.  1110, 1918 
Leases,  Comm.  el.  3,  87 
Married  Women's  Property  (Scotland),  Oomm. 

Motion  for  reporting  Promss,  687 
Navy  —  Destruction    of   H.M.S.    «*  Uoterel.*' 
1746 
Quartermasters  of  Royal  Marines,  11 
Parliamentary   Oath  (Mr.   Bradlaugh),  1305* 
1 257  ;— New  Writ  for  the  Borough  of  North* 
ampton,  485 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Motion  for  Bill,  3048» 

2063 
Rivers  Conservancy   and   Floods   Prevention^ 

2R.  436,  442,  967 
Trade  and  Manufacture— The  Woollen  Trade^ 

566 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
633,  644 

GoTJBLEY,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— Militia  Quarter- 
masters, 557 

Navy— H.M.S.  "  Inflexible,"  759 

Trade  and  Commerce — The  New  French  Tariff^ 
1539 


Grant,  Mr.  A.,  Leith,  ^o. 

Civil  Service— The  Playfair  Scheme,  1588 

Grantham,  Mr.  W.,  Surrey ^  E. 

Africa,  South— The  Transvaal— 94th  Regi- 
ment—  Protection  of  Native  Interests- 
Slavery,  354 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  3R.  837 

High  Court  of  Justice,  The  New — Aocommo* 
dation  for  the  Bar,  1963 

Leases,  Comm.  el,  3,  Amendt.  85 

G&ANYiLLE,  Earl  (Secretary  of  State  for 

Foreign  Affairs) 
Afghan  War— Vote  of  Thanks  for  the  Militarf 

Operations  in  Afghanistan,  1803 
Earl  of  Beaconsfiold,  K.O.,  The  late,  1801 
France  and  Tunis — Occupation  of  Kef,   Ao. 

1927 
Turkey — Land  Law — Admission  of  Foreignen^ 

Address  for  a  Paper,  1008 
Turkey — Sir  A.  H.  Layard,  late  H.M.  Ambaa* 

sador    at  the    Porte,   Address  for  Papers^ 

1003 

Gray,  Mr.  E.  D.,  Cariow  Co. 

Infectious  Diseases  Notification  (Ireland),  9R« 

237 
Poor  Rate  (Metropolis)-- Gray's  Inn.  47i 
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GreeeBj  Affairs  of 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  6, 
To  leave  out  from  "That,  "  and  add  "  Her 
Majesty's  Goyernment,  by  their  encou- 
raj^ement  to  the  Greeks  to  mobilise  their 
army,  by  their  injustice  to  Turkey,  and  by 
their  refusal  to  publicly  ad  rise  Greece  to 
moderate  her  excessive  demands,  have 
alienated  the  Mussulman  feeling  of  the 
East,  have  imposed  overwhelming  burdens 
upon  the  Greek  Nation,  and  have  tended  to 
disturb  the  pence  of  Europe  "  {Mr.  Athmead- 
Bartletl)  v.  20 16  ;  Question  proposed,  '*  That 
the  words,  d(c. ; "  after  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion put,  and  agreed  to 

Gregobt,  Mr.  G.  B.,  Sussex,  E, 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Distress  for  Rent),  Res. 
1686 

Batter  (Spurious  Compounds),  Res.  512 

Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  2R.  830 

Criminal  Law— Arrest  of  the  Editor  of  the 
"  Freiheit,"  344 

Elections  (Closing  of  Public  Houses),  2R.  237 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  1350 

Leases,  Comm.  el,  3,  87 

Middlesex  Land  Registry,  2R.  831 

Ways  and  Means— Financial  Statement — Pro- 
bate and  Legacy  Duties,  1017 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
614 

Gbey,  Mr.  A.  H.  G.,  Northumherland,  8, 
British  Museum — Electric  Lighting,  360 
Church  Boards,  2R.  1207 

GteoBYENOB,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  E.,  Flint- 
shirs 
Monument  to  the  Right  Hon.  the  late  Earl  of 

Beaconsfield,  1084 
Parliament — New    Writ    for    Knaresborough, 
1870 

Guest,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Wareham 

Army  Re-organization — Infantry  and  Cavalry 

Majors,  368 
Asia,  Central — Advance  of  the  Russians,  469 
Berlin  Conference — The  French  at  Tunis,  8 
Census,  1881,  1035 
France  and  Tunis  —  Occupation   of  Bizerta, 

1001,  1662 
Tunis— Disturbances  on  the  Frontier,  704 
Krouhmir   Tribes— Military    Preparations 
of  France,  1021,  1316 

Ouild/ord,  Kingston,  and  London  Railtoay 

£iU  {hff  Order) 
c.  Moved,  **That    the    Bill  be  now  read  2o " 
{Mr.  Cuhitt)  ifor  31,  310 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  *'  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months"  {Sir  Henry  Peek)', 
Question    proposed,  **  That  •  now,'  &o.  ; " 
after  short  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  275, 
N.  40;  M.  226(D.  L.  172) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2« 


Mall'Marhing  (^Gold  and  Silver) ^Report 
of  the  Select  Committee,  1879 
Queftioo,    Mr.    C.   M'Laren ;    Answer,    Mr. 
pbAinberlain  Mar  20, 16i 


Hamilton,  Lord  0.  J.,  Liverpool 

Contagious    Diseases   (Animals)   Acts — 61an« 

ders,  881 
Customs  Reorganization  —  Customs   Clerks 

(Liverpool),  16 
Landlord    and    Tenant    (Ireland)   Act,   1870, 

Commission  (The  Earl  of  Bessborough's) — 

The  Evidence,  881 


Hamilton,    Right  Hon.   Lord  G.  F., 

Middlesex 
Asia.  Central— The  Papers,  561 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  1017 
Suez  Canal    Company — The    British  Shares, 

348 
Ways  and  Means — Terminable  Annuities  and 

the  Reduction  of  the  National  Debt,  874 


Hamilton,  Mr.  I.  T.,  Dublin  Co. 
Sales  of  Land  ( Ireland )---Return,  1021 


Haecoitbt,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V. 

(Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 

Department),  Derby 
Agricultural  Holdings  (Distress  for  Rent),  Res. 

1082,  1680,  1702 
Austria — Arrest  of  Socialists,  1840 
Church  Patronage,  2R.  078,  070,  001 
Coal    Mines    Regulation    Act — Pen-y-Graig 
Explosion,  1057 
Seaham  Explosion— Important    Evidence, 
1653 
Contagious  Diseases  Acts — Case  of  Elizabeth 

Burlejr — Action  of  the  Police,  1815 
Criminal   Law— Arrest  of  the  Editor  of  the 
*'  Freiheit,"  345,  347,  556 
Juyenile  Offenders  Act,  1820 
Ireland,    State  of-— I/and  League   Meetings — 

Government  Reporters,  152 
Law  and  Police— Kiots  at  Basingstoke,  153 
Und  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  1110,  1356 
Licensing    Acts — Sunday   Services  in   Musio 
Halls,  361,  302 
The  Radical  Club,  King's  Cross,  1082 
Licensing  (Metropolis),  755 
Lord    Chamberlain's  Department  —  Fires   in 

Theatres,  154,  155 
Metropolitan  Water  Supply,  1083 
Mines  Acts— Reports  of  Inspectors  of  Mines, 

1880,  1816 
Prisons    (Enghind)    Act — Maidstone    Prison, 

560,  888 
Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention,  2R. 

068 
Street  Traffic  (Metropolis)— The  Vestries,  18 
Teinds  (Scotland),  2R.  424 
Ways  and  Means,  Report,  071 
Wild  Fowl  Act,  1880,  1822 


Harcoxtbt,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Oxfordshire 
Highways — Maintenance  of  Main  Roads,  10 ; 
Bes.  42,  64,  81 


Ha&dikob,  Viscount 
Army  Organiiation — New  Scheme,  719 
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Habtinoton,  Eight  Hon.  Marquess  of 

(Secretary  of  State  for  India),  Zan- 

eaahiref  N,E, 
Afghan   War— Vote    of  Thanks  for   Military 

Operations  in   Afghanistan,  474,  475,   563, 

1G65.  1843 
Asia,    Central  ^  Advance    of   the    Russians, 

470 
British    Burmah  —  Consumption    of   Opium, 

764 
Customs  (Outport  Offlcers),  Res.  1739 
Greece,  Affairs  of,  Res.  2034 

Highways — Maintenance  of  Main  Roads,  19 

India— Miscellaneous  Questions 
Cinchona  Plant,  1011 
Finance,  &q. —  Budget  Statement,  460 
Madras  Covenanted  Civil  Service,  1014 
Madras  IrrigAtion  Company,  1416 
Nagas  Territory,  364 

Railways,  340  : — Railway  to  Sibi,  559 ; — 
Treaty  of  Lisbon — Portuguese  Territory, 
1810 

India — Afghanistan — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Candahar    (Political    Affairs),    10,  358 

Yakoub  Khan  and  Abdurrahman,  467 

Withdrawal  of  British    Troops,   551 

The  Ameer,  8S7 
Reported  Russian  Mission  to  Cabul,  1966, 

1907 
Southern    Afghanistan — Pishin   and    Sibi, 

800 

India  and  China— The  Opium  Trade,  1496 

India  Office  Auditor  (Superannuation),  2R. 
1923,  1934 

Monument  to  the  Right  Hon.  the  late  Earl  of 
Beaconsfield,  K.G.,  1181 ; — The  Inscription, 
1061 

Parliament — Public  Business  (Half-past  Twelve 
Rule),  Res.  1713,  1722 

Parliamentary  Oaths,  Motion  for  Bill,  2050, 
2066,  2072 


Hayelock- Allan,  Major- General  Sir  H. 

M.,  Sunderland 
Army  Discipline  and  Elegulation  (Annual),  2R. 
33 


Hay,  Admiral  Eight  Hon.  Sir  J.  0.  D., 
Wigtoton^  Sfc, 
Africa,  South^-The  Transvaal  (Military  Ope- 
rations)— Surrender    of   Potohefstroom, 
150 
94th  Regiment — Protection  of  Native  In- 
terests— Slavery,  354 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual),  2R. 

83  ;  Comm.  379 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  1412  ; — Grants  of  Public 

Monies,  1834 
Mutiny  Acts— Corporal  Punishment,  458 
Navy — Corporal  Punishment,  753 

Destruction  of  H.M.S.  "  Doterel,"  1833 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Motion  for  Bill,  2048, 

20G8 
Science    and    Art— The    Geological    Survey, 

757 
Tcnuinftble  Annuities,  Conversiou  of,  1420 


Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Wexford 
Afghan    War— Vote  of  Thanks  for    Military 

Operations  in  Afghanistan,  Amendt.  1869 
Agricultural  Labourers'  Habitations  (Ireland). 

Res.  2014 
Alkali,  Ac.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  d»  8, 

1638 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  Act — Case  of 

Patrick  King,  1034 
Army  Recruiting — Irish  Recruits,  1549 
Coroners  (Ireland),  1022 ;  Nomination  of  Se- 
lect Committee,  Amendt.  1742 
Criminal  Law— The  "Irish  World,"  1019 
Customs  (Outport  Officers),  Res.  1740 
India    Office   Auditor  (Superannuation),   2R. 

1924 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency  (Ireland)  Act, 
1857— Payment  of  Claims  of  Servants, 
1058 
Baronial  Works— Ballydehob,    Co.    Cork, 

750 
Constabulary,  8G6  ;— Land  League,  1033 
Coroners — Election    in    Wexford   County, 

751 
Evictions.  785,  795 
Magistracy — Mr.  Blake,  1954,  1955 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 — 

Arms  Licences,  1061,  1962 
Poor  Law— Out-door  Relief  to   Wives  of 

Prisoners,  456 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  Act, 
1881— Arrests— Kilmainham  Gaol,  343, 
458 ;— Mr.  Dillon.  1746  ;— Patrick  Dow- 
ney, 755,  750  ; — Prisoners  under  the  Act, 
1653,  1654  ;— Newspaper  Editors,  1826 
Ireland,  State  of — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Conflict  near  Clogher— Verdict  of  ^  WUfal 

Murder,"  1660 
Outrage  on  Animals,  559 
Outrages  at  Muckross  and  Clifden,  1542 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  1410,  1019 
Parliament — Easter  Recess,  1054 
Parliament — Public  Business(IIalf-pa8t  Twelve 

Rule),  Res.  1726 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Motion  for  Bill,  2052, 

2058 
Post  Office — Detention   and  Opening  of  Sus- 
picious Letters,  564 
Telegraph  Department,  Dublin,  869 
Rivers  Conservancy  and   Floods  Prevention, 
2B.  970 

Heneage,  Mr.  E.,  Great  Grimehy 
Agricultural  Holdings  (Distress  for  Rent),  Res. 

1673 
Army    Discipline    and    Regulation    (Annual), 

Consid.  cL  4,  670 
Customs  (Outport  Officers),  Res.  1729 
Fisheries — Lights  of  Fishing  Vessels,  1536 
Highways — Maintenance  of  Main  Roads,  19 
Mercantile  Marine — Trawlers'    Lights    Com- 
mittee, 13 
Rivers   Conservancy  and  Floods   Prevention, 
2R.  945  ;  Appointment  of  a  Select  Commit- 
tee, 1600 

Henby,  Mr.  Mitchell,  Oaltoay  Co, 
Commercial  Treaty  with  France— Negotiations, 

1084 
Und  Law  (Ireland),  847  :  2R.  1123 


H  HiK 


HOL 


a6a. 


HOP 


Esro 


Hbbmon,  Mr.  E.,  Preston 

Guitomi  and    Inlaod   Keyenae — Gommeroial 
Treaty  with  France,  ISld 

Hhrsohbll,  Sir  F.  {see  Solioitob  Gbnb- 
KAL,  The) 

HiBBBBT,    Mr.    J.    T.    (Parliamentary 
Secretary  to  the  Local  Government 

Board),   Oldham 
Alkali,  Ao,  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  el,  3, 

1684,  1642 
Publio  Health— Vaooination—Cow-Pox,  140 
Rivers   OonserTancy  and  Floods  Preyention, 

2R.  435 

HiOKS,  Mr.  E.,  Cambridgeshire 

Parliamentar/  Oaths,  Motion  for  Bill,  2062 

Sighivay  Acts — Surveyors  of  Highways — 

27ie  Accounts 
Question,    Mr.    E.  Stanhope ;    Answer,   Mr. 
Dodson  April  29,  1413 


%ahtcays — Maintenance  of  Main  Roads 

Question,  Mr.  Heneage  ;  Answer,  Mr.  E.  W. 
Ilaroourt  Mar  28,  19 

Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it 
is  expedient  so  to  amend  '  The  Highway  Act, 
1878,"  that  part  of  the  maintenance  of  main 
roads  may  be  defrayed  from  other  sources 
than  county  rates"  {Mr,  Harcourt)  Mar  28, 
42 

Amendt.  to  leare  out  from  "  expedient,"  and 
add  *'  to  amend  *  The  Highway  Act,  1878,' 
and  especially  those  portions  of  the  said  Act 
which  relate  to  main  roads"  {Mr.  J.  W, 
Pease)  v, ;  Question  proposed,  <*  That  the 
words,  Ac. ; "  after  long  debate.  Question 
put ;  A.  145,  N.  159 ;  M.  14  (D.  L.  170) 

Words  added  ;  main  Question,  as  amended,  put, 
and  agreed  to 


HniL,  Mr.  A.  S.,  Staffordshire^  W, 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act  (1875)  Amendment, 

2R.  442 
Married  Women's   Property   (Scotland),  3R. 

1522,  1527 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  BradUugh),  1245 

His  Imperial  Majesty  the  Emperor  of  All 

the  Russias — H,R.I,II.  the  Duchess 

of  Edinburgh's  Answer  to  Message  of 

Condolence 

Observations,  The  Duke  of   Richmond    and 

Gordon  May  6,  1926 

HoLKER,  Sir  J.,  Preston 

Bankruptcy,  Motion  for  Leave,  1076 

HoLLAiTD,  Sir  H.  T.,  Midhurst 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Distress  for  Rent),  Res. 
1700 

HoLLONDy  Mr.  J.  B.,  Brighton 
Ciril  Senrice— The  l^layfiAx  ^\i«m«,  % 


HoFWooD,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Stockport 

Army    Discipline  and    Regulation  (Annual), 

2R.  40  ;  Consid.  el,  4,  673 
Contagious  Diseases  Acts— Case  of  Elisabeth 

Barley— The  Action  of  the  Police,  1815 
Middlesex  Land  Registry,  2R.  825,  833 
Summary  Jurisdiction  (Ireland),  2R.  844 

HoTTQHTON,  Lord 

Turkey — Sir  A.  H.  Layard,  lato  H.M.  Ambas- 
sador at  the  Porte,  Address  for  Papers, 
1000 

Howard,  Mr.  J.,  Bedfordshire 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Distress  for  Rent),  Res. 
1675,  1694 

Hubbard,  Bight  Hon.  J.  G.,  London 
Agricultural  Holdings  (Distress  for  Rent),  Ras. 

1690 
Coinage  (Decimal  System),  Res.  170 
International  Bi-Metallio  Conference,  878  • 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1267 
Patronage  of  Benefices  (Church  of  England), 

Res.  214 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

607 

Illinoworth,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford 

Afghan  War— Vote  of  Thanks  for  the  Military 

Operations  in  Afghanistan,  1867 
Army  Discipline    and    Regulation    (Annual), 

Comm.  add,  el.  404 
Church  Patronage,  2R.  846;    Amendt  979, 

974,  979,  980,  986, 989 
Patronage  of  Benefices  (Church  of  England), 

Res.  213 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

624 

Inclosnre  Provisional  Order  (Beamdqr 

Moor)  Bill — qfterwards 

Regulation  Provisional  Order  (Beamsley 

Moor)  BiU 

{Mr,  Courtney,  Secretary  Sir  William  JE[aree«rt) 

c.  Report*  April  I  [Bill  1121 

Read3**»i4pn7  4 
/.  Read  1*  •  {Earl  of  DaUumtie)  April  6  (No.  62) 

Inclosnre   Provisional  Order  (Langbar 

Moor)  Bill— a/t«rtoard!i 

Segnlation  Provisional  Order  (Langbar 
Moor)  BiU 

{Mr.  Courtney,  Secretary  Sir  William  Sareowri) 

e.  Report  •  AprU  1  [BUI  1111 

Read  3°  •  April  4 
I.  Read  1*  •  {Earl  of  DaUumsie)  AprU 6  (No.  63) 

Inclosnre    Provisional   Order   (Seoitoa 
and  Ferry  Common)  Bill 

{Mr.  Courtney,  Secretary  Sir  WiUiam  Hareemii 

e.  Read  2^^  and  committed  Mar  28  [Bill  115] 

Report  •  April  5 

Read3»*  J.0n7  6 
I.  R9s4l**lJSarlofDaXhousi$)Apr01  (llr«.fl) 
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(SESSION    1881 ) 
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IND 
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IncloBnre  ProviBional  Order  (ThorstaBton 
Ck)inmon)  Bill 

( Jfr.  Oourtmpf  Secretary  Sir  William  ffarcourt) 

e.  Read  3»*  and  oommitted  Mar  30   [Bill  192] 

Report^  April  B 

Read  d»  *  April  25 
I  Read  l^*{Earl  o/Dalhoutie)  May  5  (No.  76) 

Indosore   Provisional    Order   (Wibsey 
Slack  and  Low  Moor  Commons)  Bill 

(Mr.  Courtney^  Secretary  Sir  William  Hareourt) 

0.  Read  2«*  and  committed  Mar  28   [Bill  114] 

Report  •  April  5 

Considered  *  April  6 

Read  3«»  •  April  7 
/.  Read  1*  •  (Earl  of  DaOiouHe) April  8  (No.  71) 

Indbrwioe,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Bys 

Extraordinary  Tithe  Rent  Charges,  Motion  for 
a  Select  Committee,  1650,  1601 

Iin>IA 

MUOBLLANIOUS   QUBSTIONS 

Finance,  ^e. —  The  Budget  Statement,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  £.  Stanhope  ;  Answer,  The  Mnr- 
Quess  of  Hartington  April  ] ,  460  ; — Opium 
Taxation,  Question,  Mr.  J.  W.  Pease ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Charles  W.  Dilko  April  29,  1417 

Madras  Covenanted  Civil  Service,  Question, 
Mr.  Gibson  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  Aptil  S,  1014 

Madras  Irrigation  Company,  Question,  Mr. 
Ritchie ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Uart- 
ington  J;>n7  29,  1416 

Eailwayt,  Question,  Sir  George  Campbell ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Ilartington 
Mar  31,  349  ; — Railway  to  Sibi,  Question, 
Mr.  Macfarlane  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  April  4,659  ; — Treaty  of  Lisbon 
— Portuguese  Territory ^  Question,  Sir  George 
Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington May  5,  1818 

The  Cinchona  Plant,  Question,  Captain  Price  ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington 
Aprils,  1011 
The  Nagas  Territory,  Question,  Mr.  O'Oon- 
nell ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington 
Mar  31,  364 

India  and  China — The  Opium  Trade 
Observations,  Mr.  J.  W.  Pease  ;  long  debate 
thereon  ilprtV  29,  1451 
[See  title  British  Burmah] 

India  Office  Auditor  (Superannuation) 

Bill  {The  Marquess  of  HartitigtoHf 

Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 

c.  Resolution  in  Committee  April  25 

Resolution  reported,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  or- 
dered ;  read  J°»  April  27  [Bill  140] 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2°" 
May  5,  1021  ;  after  short  debate,  Moved, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  (Mr, 
Biggar) ;  after  further  short  debate,  Motion 
witbdmwn ;  Bill  re»d  2* 


India  Office  (Sale  of  Superfluous  Land) 

Bill  ( Viscount  Enfield) 

L  Royal  Assent  Mar  29  [44  Vict.  o.  7] 

Infectious  Diseases  Notification  (Ireland) 

Bill  {Mr,  Edmond  Gray,  Mr,  Brooks, 

Mr,  JDawson) 
c.  Read  2^  after  short  debate  Mar  30.  227 

[Bill  40] 

Inland  Revenue  Buildings  Bill 

{Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 

c,  itead  2^  •  April  8  [Bill  126] 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  25 

Read  3''  •  April  28 
I,  Read  1>*  (The Lord Sudeley)  May  6  (No.  73) 

Ibelakd 

MxSOXLLimOUB   QuiSTIOKt 

Accountant  OeneraVs  Offiee  in  Chancery,  Quel- 
tion,  Mr.  Findlater  ;  Answer,  The  Attoroej 
General  for  Ireland  April  6,  756 

Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency  (Ireland)  Act, 
1857 — Payment  of  Claims  of  Servants, 
Question,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answer,  The  Attorne/ 
General  for  Ireland  May  6,  1058 

Haronial  Works — Bcdlydehob,  Co.  Cork,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Healy  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
April  5,  750 

Belfast  Improvement  Act,  1878—"  Finley  v, 
Belfast  Town  Council,"  Question,  Mr.  Callan ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
May  2,  1552 

Consolidated  Fund — Miscellaneous  Pensions, 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answer, 
Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  April  8,  1015 

Coroners  —  Elections  in  Wexford  County, 
Question,  Mr.  Ilealy ;  Answer,  The  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  April  5,  751 

Crime — The  Police  at  Knocknagree,  Co.  Kerry, 
Question,  The  O'Donoghue ;  Answer,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster  April  25,  1079 

Distress-^  County  of  Oalway,  Question,  Major 
Nolan ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  K.  Forster  May  3, 
1662 

Fisheries — The  Mackerel  Fishery,  Question, 
Mr.  O'Shea ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Caven* 
dish  May  2, 1535 

Geological  Survey — 7%*  Re^Survey,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet,  Mr.  Dawson  ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Mundella  May  3,  1655 

Royal  University  of  Ireland,  Scheme  for  the 
Organisation  of  the  University  as  adopted  by 
the  Senate  April  5  ; — Scheme  of  the  Senate, 
Question,  Mr.  Bryce  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  April  7,  883 

Young  Ireland  Debating  Society  (Dublin) — 
Alleged  Interference  of  the  Police,  Question, 
Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  May  5,  1832 

National  Education 

Model  Schools,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  £.  Forster  Mar  28,  5 

Poor  Law 

Out-door  Relief  to  Wives  of  Prisoners,  Que». 
tions,  Mr.  Healy ;  Aniwtn,  Mr.  W.  X. 
Fonter  AjprU  I,  i56 
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Irbland — Pow  Law — cont. 

The  Afidteton  Union — Election  of  Guardians, 
Question,  Mr.  Litton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  April  25,  1078 

Law  and  Justice 

Legal  Proceedings  of  Ixindlords,  Question,  Mr. 

^r.  P.  O'Connor;  Answer.  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 

Mar  28,  1 1 
Leitrim  Assizes — '*  The   Queen  v.  Clancey," 

Question,  Mr.  Justin  M'Cirthy  ;  Answer, The 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Apiii  4,  667 
Penalties  of  Prosecutions ^  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 

O'Connor;    Answer,    Mr.    W.    E.    Forster 

Aprils,  1014 
Processes  of  Ejectment,  Question,  Mr.  BIggnr ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  25,  1079 
The   Dublin    Jury    List,   Question,    Mr.  M. 

Brooks  ;  Answer,  Tlio  Attorney  General  for 
.     Ireland  April  23,  1081 

Criminal  Law 

Case  of  Joseph  B.  Walsh,  Questions,  Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan  ;  Answers, 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  April  1, 
402 ;  Questions,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr. 
Parnell ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  April  4,  663 

The  Magistracy, 

Ballyhannis   Petty   Sessions,   Question,    Mr- 

O'Connor    Power;     Answer,     Mr.    W.    E. 

Forster  April  8,  1011 
County    Government,   Questions,   Mr.    W.    J. 

Corbet ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Jfat/3. 

1653 
Mr.  Blake,  R.M.,  Tuam,  Question,  Mr.  Ilealy  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  6,  1964 

The  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 

Resignations,  Question,  Mr.  Ilealy  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  7,  806 

Alleged  Excess  of  Duty  at  Newcastle,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Parnell;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  J/ay  2,  1641 

^tt<;A:*W,  Questions,  Mr.  O'Kelly,  Mr.  A.  M. 
Sullivan ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Aprils,  1013 

Constabulary  Barracks,  Question,  Mr.  Callan  ; 
Answer.  Mr.  W.  K.  Forster  April  4,  661 

The  /Mild  League,  Question,  Mr.  Ilealy;  An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  8,  1033 

Landlord   and   Tenant    (Ireland)   Act,    1870, 
Commission  {The  Earl  of  Besshorough* s)      \ 

The  Evidence,  Question,  Observations,  Lord 
Monteagle ;  Reply,  Enrl  Spencer  :  Observa- 
tions, Lord  Dunsany  Mar  28,  2  ;  Questions, 
Sir  Ilervey  Bruce,  Mr.  Plunket ;  Answers, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Mar  28,  12  ;  Questions, 
Sir  nervey  Bruce;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  April  4,  566  ;  Questions,  Sir  Ilervey 
Bruce,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton  ;  Answers,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster,  Mr.  Shaw  April  7,  880 

Sales  of  Land^Retum,  Question,  Mr.  Ion 
Hamilton;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Aprils,  1021 

The  Land  Act  (Ireland),  1870 ^Compensation 
for  Disturbance— The  Return,  Question,  Mr. 
A.  M.  Sullivan ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
April  25,  1083;— 7%<j  Purchase  Clauses, 
Quettion,  Mr.  Donaldson- Hudson  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Foriter  May  6, 1816 
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Ibxland — cont. 
State  of  Ireland 
Evictions 

Question,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor ;  Answer,  Mr* 
W.  E.  Forster  Mar  20, 150  ;  Questions.  Mr- 
O'Connor  Power,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  6,  770 ; 
Observations,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  774 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  8,  1016 

MoliiU  Union,  Co.  Leitrim,  Question.  Mr.  Big- 
gar  ;  Answer,  Mr.  VV.  E.  Forster  Mar  29, 
160  ;  Questions,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr. 
Parnell  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Jfnr  31,  362 

Evictions  in  the  West  of  Ireland,  Question, 
Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
April  1,  473 

Proportion  of  Rents  to  Valuations.  Question, 
Mr.  Biggar  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Mar  20,  161 

Land  league  Meetings,  Outrages,  ^c. 
Land  League  Meetings —  Government  Reporters, 
Questions,  Mr.  T.   P.  O'Connor  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster.  Sir  William  Hareoort 
Jfar29,  151 
Alleged  Outrage  by  Soldiers — Co.  Cork,  Ques- 
tions,   Mr.   Parnell,   Mr.  A.   M.   Sullivan, 
Mr.  O'Donnell ;  Answers.  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
i/(ir  31,  350 
The  Land  League  Meeting  at  Midleton,  Co. 
Cork,  Question,   Earl  Percy  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster  Mar  31,  360  ;  Question.  Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
April  1,  473 
Convictions  for  **  Boycotting,**  Question,  Mr. 
T.    P.   O'Connor;    Answer,   The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  Mar  31,  365 
Speech  of  Mr,  Dillon,  M.P.,  at  Thurles,  Ques- 
tion,   Mr.    Warton ;    Answer,    Mr.    W,  E. 
Forster  April  1,  467  ;  Question,  Sir  Henry 
Fletcher ;     Answer,    Mr.    W.    E.    Forster 
April  6,  708  ;  Question,  Mr.  Warton ;  An- 
swer, Mr.   W.    E.   Forster  April  7.  872 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Long,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  29,  1421 
Ejectments  and  Notices,  Question,   Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor;    Answer,   Mr.   W.    E.    Forster 
April  4, 552  ; — Number  of  Ejectments,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Parnell,   .Mr.  Gibson  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  7,  889  ;— Number 
of  Families,   Questions,  Mr.  Sexton  ;   An- 
swers, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  3,  1660 
Outrage  on  Animals,  Question,   Mr.  Healy  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  4,  559 
The     Constabulary,     Question,      Mr.    Justin 
M'Carthy;    Answer,    Mr.  W.    E.   Forster 
April  5,  753 
Riot  at  Dungarvan,  Question,  Mr.  O'Donnell ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Cbildcrs  April  7,  868 
Landlord  and  Tenant — Charge  against  a  Pro» 
cesS'Server,  Question,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  7,  871  ;— 
Lord  Oranmore  a^d  Browne,  Observations. 
Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne ;  Reply,  Earl 
Spencer  April  7,  868 
Collision  in  Mayo,  Questions,  Mr.  O'Donnell ; 

Answers,  Mr.  VV.  E.  Foi*ster  April  7,  886 
Affray  in  the  County  Sligo,  Queation,  Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  £.  Fortttf 
April  7,  887 
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IsBLAXD — State  of— cont. 

Dittrett  in  Coidehar,  Question,  Mr.  O'Con- 
nor Power;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
^j5r»7  8,  1010 

Mr,  Handle  Peyton,  Questions,  Mr.  Justin 
M'Carthy  ;  Answers,  Tlio  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  ApriiS,  1020 

County  Lvtierkk,  Question,  Mr.  Lewis:  An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  25.  1080 

Alleged  Outrages  at  Mackrom  niul  CI  if  den. 
Notice  of  Question,  Mr.  Thornhill  Aprii  29, 
1422  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Thornhill.  Mr.  Lewis, 
Mr.  Ilenly  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
May  2,  1541 

The  Whitehoy  Act— Case  of  Daniel  0*SuUivan, 
at  Mill  Street,  Co.  Cork,  Question,  Mr.  Daly  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  2,  1543 

Copjliet  near  Clogher— Verdict  of  ''Wilful 
Murder"  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.Callan  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Healy  ;  [no  reply]  May  3,  1058 

Sheriffs*  Sale  at  Uoxvth,  Question,  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor:  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
May^,  1602 

Alleged  Crimes  and  Outrages,  Question,  Vis- 
count Folkestone;  Answer,  Mr.W.  E.  Forster 
May  5,  1820 

Alleged  Excess  of  Duty  by  Bailiffs  in  County 
Monaghan,  Question,  Mr.  T.  1'.  O'Connor: 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  6,  1829 

Dublin,  Question,  Mr.  Dawson ;  Answer,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster  May  5,  1838 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act 

Employment  ^Vorks,  Question,  Major  Nolan; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  ForRter  May  5,  1832 
Relief   Works  at  Arklow,  Question,  Mr.  \V.  J. 

Corbet ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  l''orster  May  6, 

1950 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act,  1881 

Arms    Act— Proclamation  of   the   County  of 

Longford,  Question,  Mr.  Justin   M'Carthy  ; 

Answer.  .Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  Aprils,  1015 
Arms  Licences^  Questions,  Mr.  Healy,  Mr.  T. 

P.  O'Connor  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.   Forster 

MayQ,  1901 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  {Ireland) 
Act,  1881 

Prisoners  in  Kilmainham  Gaol,  Question,  Mr. 
Sexton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  3/ar  28, 
9  ;  Question,  Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  \V.  E.  Forster  Mar  29,  149  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Healy ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
Mar  81,  343;  Question,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  VV.  E.  Forster  May  0,  1904;— 
The  Prison  Fare,  Question,  Mr.  Healy  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  AV.  E.  Forster  April  1,  458 

Joseph  Ji.  Walsh,  a  Prisoner  uwler  the  Act, 
Question,  Mr.  'I'.  P.  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  Tho 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  Mar  31,  350 

Patrick  Downey,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act, 
Questions,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  April  5,  755 

Mr.  James  Daly,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act, 
Question,  Mr.  Justin  M'Carthy;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  April  29,  1412 

Arrest  of  Mr,  Richard  Hodnett,  Question,  Mr. 
Parnell ;  Answer,  Mr.  W,  E.  Forster 
April  29,  Uld 


Ireland^ Protection  of  Person  and  Property  {Ire* 
land)  Act,  1881— cont. 

Mr.  Jasper  TuVy,  a  Prisoner  under  the  Act, 
Question.  Mr.*0'Kelly  ;  Answer,  Mr.W.  E. 
Forster  3/a// 3,  1054 

Treatmrnl  of  Prisoners  under  the  Act,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  O'Connor  Power  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W, 
E.  Forster  May  2,  1533  i^Supply  of  NewS' 
papers.  Questions,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  May  3,  1053 ;— News- 
paper Editors,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  D.  Sulli- 
van, Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr.  A.  M.  Sulli- 
van, Mr.  Parnell,  Mr.  J.  Cowen,  Mr. 
O'Donnell,  Mr.  Healy  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster  May  5.  1824 

Mr,  Dillon,  M.P.,  Questions,  Colonel  Wal- 
rond,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Mr. 
Parnell  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
May  2,  1553  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
R.  Power;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster; 
Question,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor ;  [no  reply] 
May  3, 1003 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr. 
Arthur  Arnold  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  For- 
ster 3fay  5,  1830 

Proclamation  of  County  Monaghan,  Question, 
Mr.  Givan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
May  5,  1832 

Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  [no  reply]  April  8, 
1035 

Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L.,  Leeds 

Controverted  Elections — Knaresborough — Re- 
port of  Royal  Commissioners,  147 

Crossed  Cheques  Act,  1876 -— Corporation 
Bonds,  1957 

France — New  Commercial  Treaty,  884 

Jamaica — Its    Government    as    a    Crown 

Colony 
Question,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon;  Answer,  Mr. 
Grant  DuS April!,  877 

James,  Sir  H.  (see  Attorney  General, 
The) 

James,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Mertkyr  Tydfil 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Wales), 
2R.  1764 

James,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Gateshead 

Africa,  South — Basutoland  (Negotiations),  10 
The    Transvaal — Statistics— Natives    and 
Europeans,  462 
Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act  (1877)  Amend- 
ment, 211.217,227 
Parks  (Metropolis)— St.  J.imes's  Park,  5 
Parliament— Public  Bu8iue8s(IIalf-pasc  Twelve 
Rule),  Res.  1711 

Jenkins,  Mr.  D.  J.,  Fenryn,  Sfc, 

Thames  River,  2R.  147 

Johnson,  Mr.  W.  M.  (Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland),  Mallow 
Elections  (Closing  of  Public  Houses),  2R.  247 
Infectious  Diseases  Noti&cmtion  (Ireland),  2R. 
231 
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Johnson,  Mp.  W.  M. — wmt. 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  801 :  Leave,  039 
Lunacy  Law  Assimilation  (Ireland),  2R.  822 
Petty  Sessions  Clerks  (Ireland),  2R.  842 
Summary  Jurisdiction  (Ireland),  2R.  844 

Judicature  Acts — The  Amended  Rules  and 

Orders 
Question,  Mr.  Whitley  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  April  4,  658 

•Ttiry  System  {England) — Legislation 
Question,  Mr.  Broadhurst ;  Answer,  The  At- 
torney General  April  29,  1412 

Ejsnmabe,  Earl  of  (Lord  Ohamberlain 
of  the  Houseliold) 
Lord     Chamberlain's    Department  —  Egress 
from  Theatres  (Metropolis),  690 

Kbnnawat,  Sir  J.  H.,  Devony  E. 

Africa,  South <- The  Transvaal  (Military  Ope- 
rations), 460,  461 ; — Surrender  of  Potchef- 
stroom,  1022 

India  and  China— The  Opium  Trade,  1478 

KiMBEBLEY,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies) 
Africa,  South — The  Transvaal — Miscellaneous 
Questions 
Military  Operations — Surrenderor Potohef- 
stroom,   89,  90,   1928 ;— Withdrawal  of 
Troops,  445,  446 
Murder  of  Captain  Elliott,  Dr.  Barber,  and 

others,  848 
Negotiations — Peace    Arrangements,    258, 
264,  268,  269,  270,  278,  287,  290,  295, 
298,  314,  816,  818,  865 
Slavery,  448, 450 
Tunis—  The  Enfida  Case,  863 
Turkey — Sir  A.  H.  Layard,  late  H.M.  Ambas- 
sador   at  the   Porte,   Address  for  Papers, 
1006 

KiNKEAB,  Dr.  J.,  Donegal 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual), 
Comm.  399 

Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act  (1877)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  226 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Wales), 
2R.  1770 

Labouohebe,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 
Army   Discipline  and    Regulation    (Annual), 

Comm.  add,  el.  409 
Extradition  of  Political  Offenders,  1312 
Monument  to  the  Right  lion,  the  late  Earl  of 

Beaconsfleld,  1531 
Nayy — Court  Martial  at  Sydney — Case  of  C. 

P.  Stamp— H. M.S.  •*  Wolverine,"  758 
Parliamentary   Oath   (Mr.   Bradlaugh),  1192, 
1195,  1243,  1247,  1253,  1256  ;  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  1257,  1289  ;— New  Writ  for 
the  Borough  of  Northampton,  479 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Motion  for  Bill,  2070 
Saei  Canal  Company->The  BtviUYi  Sbikres,848 


Laino,  Mr.  S.,   Orkney^  ifo. 

Agricultural  Labourers'  Habitations  (Ireland), 

Res.  2010,  2011 
India  and  China— The  Opium  Trade,  1489 

LAMiNaTOK,  Lord 

Africa,  South— The  Transvaal  (MiliUry  Ope- 
rations)— Withdrawal  of  Troops,  445 

Land  Dramage  ProTisional  Orders  Bill 

(Jfr.  Courtney t  Secretary  Sir  William  Hareourt) 
e.  Ordered  •  May  6 

Landed  Proprietors  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Jfr.  P.  /.  Smyth,  Mr.  Patrick  Martin,  Mr. 

Fay,  Mr.  Litton)  [Bill  63] 

c.  Order  for  2R.  read  April  6,  801  ;  2R.  deferred 
after  short  debate 

Land  Law  {Ireland)  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  The 

Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  April  6,  801 ; 

Questions,    Sir     Stafford    Northcote,   Mr. 

Mitchell  Henry ;  Answers,  Lord  Frederick 

Caverulish,    846 ;    Question,   Mr.    Elliot  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  April  7,  885  ;  Ques- 

tionn,    Mr.   Gibson,   Mr.  Tottenham :  An- 
swers, The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland ; 

Question,  Mr.   Callan ;  [no  reply]  April  8, 

1027 
Grants  of  PMie  Monies,  Question,  Sir  John 

Hay  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  M<iy  5,  1834 
Recovery  of  Rent  by    Writ,  Questions,  The 

O'Donoghue,  Mr.  Farnell  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W. 

E.  Forster,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 

May  2,  1550 
The   Commission,  Question,   Lord    Randolph 

Churchill ;   Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  May  2, 

1540 
Yearly  Tenants,  Questions,  The  O'Donoghoe, 

Dr.  Commins  ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 

May  5,  1838 

Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill 

[Mr.  Gladstone,  Mr.  William  Edward  Forster, 

Mr.    Bright,    Mr.    Attorney    Gensral  for 

Ireland,  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland) 

c.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  Gladstone)  April  7, 
890  ;  after  debate.  Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill 
ordered  ;  read  I*  •  [Bill  135] 

Notice  of  Resolution,  Mr.  Brodriok  April  B, 
1035 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  r«ad  2°" 
{Lord  Richard  Grosvenor)  April  25,  1085  ; 
after  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned  "  (Mr.  Warton) ;  after  further 
short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Original  Question  again  proposed ;  Moved, 
*'  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn "  {Mr. 
Lewis) ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  with- 
drawn 

Question  again  proposed,  '*  That  tha  Bill  bo 
now  read  2°  " 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  aad  add 
'*  no  measure  of  Land  Reform  for  Ireland, 
however  ably  devised,  can  bo  oonndersd 
complete  or  perfectly  satisfactory  wbleh 
does  not  deal  vrUU  the  coiidicion  of  the  hrm 
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U»a  Late  (IrOaHd)  BUl-tMtA. 

Ubaartn  of  Ireltnd,  with  ■  >ie«  to  uaa- 
l<orat«lt"  {Mr.  VUlint  Stuart)  V.  ;  Qu«i> 
tinn  Dropoied,  "  That  the  vorda,  ba. ;"  tSwl 
ebAte,  MoTod,  "That  the  Debat*  ba 


ITotiM  of  Raaotntion,  Lord  John  ManaiTi 
^jriOS,  1301 

Dabata  rainmed  April  SB,  1323  :  after  toDg 
dabata,  Horad,  "That  tbe  Debate  bs  now, 
adjooTnad"  {Mr.  W.  B.  Smith);  Motion 
withdrawn  ;  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Original  Queation  agsin  propoied,  "  That  tbe 
Bill  be  now  read  2°  ;"  Moved,  "Thnt  the 
Debate  be  now  adjourned"  {Ur.  W.  B. 
Smith) ;  Qneitlon  put,  and  agraed  to ;  De- 
bate adjourned 

Hotieei,  The  O'Donoghue,  Lord  Elcho,  Lord 
EUadolnh  CburohiU,  Sir  Uerve;  bruoe.  Sir 
Jo'bnaa.j  April  29,  1411 

Debate  reiumed  May  2,  1570 

Amandt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"tbii  HouM,  while  willing  to  conalder  an; 
joat  meainre,  foundad  upon  lound  principiea, 
that  will  baneflt  tenanta  of  land  in  Ireland, 
la  of  opinion  that  the  leading  proTiaioni  of 
tha  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  are  in  the  main 

{Lord  Elcho)  V.  ;  Quenlion  proposed,  "  That 
the  words,  Ac  :  "  after  long  dtibate,  Moied 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  ndjourned  "  {Lord 
John  Matineri):  Question  put;  A.  If 
N.  31;  M.  S29  (D.  L.  lOO) 

Hotio«  of  Amendment,  Mr.   Parnell  May 
1841 

Debate  renmed  Mag  6,  16T3 ;  after  long  de- 
bate, Moved,  "  That  tlie  Debste  bo  now 
adjourned"  [J/r.  £rrtns(on)  :  after  further 
abort  debate,  Qucation  put,  and  agrsed  to 
Debate  adjourned 

Land  Tax  Couunissio&era'  Vames  Bill 

(ifr.  Jehn  Molmi,  lord  Frederick  Cavendiih) 
e-IUMlS**  Mar^l  [Billl36] 

Lakbdowmb,  MarquesB  of 

Arm;  Organ iution — New  Scheme,  SQ6 
ContAgious    Diaekaei  (Animala)   Acta — Foot- 
and-Moath  DiseaH,  90 


Law,  Right  Hon.  H.  (Attornejr  Qenaral 
for  Ireland),  Ltmdondtrry  Co. 
Ooronera  [Ireland),  1033  ;  Nomination  of  Seieot 

Committee,  1742 
Ireland — Miaoeltaneous  Questions 

AoDOuntant  General's  Office  in  Ohaneerf^ 

767 
Bankruptcy   and   Inaolrenoj   Act,   18B7 — 

Pajment  of  Glnims  of  Servants,  1866 
BelGut  Improvement  Act,  16TB—"  Finla; 

v.  Beinut  Town  Council,"  IBsa 
Coronara— Election  in  Wexford  Oo.  702 
Criminal  Law— Case  of  Joseph  B.  Walab, 

3BI,ie3,4e3,fifl4 
Land  Uw   (Ireland)   Bill,   t037,  1038 1— 

Reooverf  of  Rent  b;  Writ,  1A51 
Law  and  Justice— Dublin  Jur;  Liat,  lOSl : 
Laltilm  AadM*—"  Quean  v,  Clansej," 


Liw,  Right  non.  H.— cMl. 
Ireland,  State  of— ConTlctlons  for  "  Bojoott- 
ing,"  86S 
Ur.  Randle  Peyton,  ID3S 
Land  Uw  (IraUud),  SR.  1300,  1398.  tSSS, 

1401 
Matin;  Aot— Corporal  Panlshmuil,  MO 

Law  and  Jvttic» 
Political  Offender;  Extraditiim  af.  Question, 

Mr.  Labouohere  ;  Answer,  Sir  Cbarle*  W. 

Dilke  jDri/ 38,  1S13 
Tht  New  liigk  Court  of  Juitiee — Aee«mwiia- 

tionfor  the  Bar,  Queition,  Hr.  Grantham  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Shsw  Lefevre  Mag  0,  1983 
The  Queen  t.  Kdv>ardt—Th«  "  Frmteet  AHet" 

Calamity,  Qneation,  Baron  Uenr;  De  Worms  ; 

Answer,  The  Attoroef  Ganena  April  T,  SIS 

Law  and  Polica — Riot  at  Batingitoks 
Question,  Mr.  M'Coan  ;  Anawsr,  Sir  WlUlam 
Haroonrt  Uar  39.  IM 

Lawkenoe,  Ur.  Alderman  W.,  London 
Alkali,  Ad.  Works  Kegulation,  SR.  417 

Ails,  Central—  Advance  of  the  Ruasiana,  44B 

Coinage  (Deoimal  Sfatem],  Res.  177 

London   Cit;   Lands  (Thames  Bmbankment), 

2R.  748 
Thumes  Riier,  2R.  134 
Wars  and  Means — Finanolai  Statement,  Comm, 

030 

Lawsoit,  Sir  W.,  CarliiU 

Afghan    War— Vole   of    Thanita    for    Militar; 

Upemtiona  in  Arghanislan,  16S3 
Alrioa,  South— Basutoland  cNegotiationa),  10, 
8J)9,  ld4S 
The    Traaiiaal,    1038;— 94th    Regiment- 
Protection  of  Native  Interests-^laverj, 
SOS 
Armj   IJiaoipline    and    Regulation    (Annual), 

Comm.  add.  el.  400 
Customs  (Outpcrt  Officers),  Rea.  1743 
Elections  (Oiosing  of  Public  llousei),  3R.  348 
Monument  to  the  Right  Hon.  tbe  late  Eail  of 
BeaeomSeld,  1668 

Lea,  Mr.  T.,  Donegal 

Wajs  and  Means — Finanoial  Statement,  Comn- 
838 

Leake,  Mr.  B,,  Laneathire,  S.£. 

Arm;— llojal  Engineers  (Extra  Par),  788 
Parliament— Rules  ond   Order*— Quoationa— 

Printing  Repliei,  783 
River)  Conservono/   and   Floods   Prevention, 

3R.e48 


Leases  Bill 

(ifr.  Savty,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  M'CuUagK 

Torrin;  Mr.  Lewi;  Mr.  CMlly) 

e.  Committee  ;  Report  Mar  39,  68      [Bill  108] 

Lkathau,  Mr.  E.  A.,  Suddtrafitld 

Patronage  of  Benefloes  (Ohnroh  of  England), 
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Leatham,  Mr.  W.  H.,  York,  W,  Eid,,  8, 

Patronnji^e  of  Benefices  (Church  of  EDgland), 
Res.  21a 

Lee,  Major  V.  H.  V.,  Somerset,   W, 

Army    Discipline    nnd    Uogulation    (Annual), 

Comm.  ad'i.cl.  41G 
Army  lie-organization — Uniforms — The  Buffs, 

1020 

Lefevre,  Eight  Hon.  G.  J.  Shaw  (Chief 

Commissioner  of  Works),  Reading 
High  Court  of  Justice,  The  New — Accommo- 
dation for  the  Bar,  1063 
House  of  Commons — Additional  Accommoda- 
tion   to   Members  ~Tho    House   of    Lords, 

1023 
Und  Law  (Ireland).  211.  1580,  1593 
Ordnance  Survey — Neighbourhood  of  Hertford, 

457 
Parks  (Metropolis) — St.  James's  Park,  5 

Leioh,  Hon.  Q.  H.  C,  Warwick,  S, 
Africa,  South  —  The  Transvaal  —  Action  at 
Majuba  Hill — 15th  Hussars,  liU 

Leiohton,  Sir  B.,  Shropshire,  S. 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue — Farm  Buildings, 

1308 
Customs  and  Inland  Reyenuc,  2R.  1516 
Highways — Maintenance  of  Main  Roads,  Res. 

52,58 
Local  Taxation,  880 
Rivers  Conservancy  and   Floods  Prevention, 

2R.  054 

Lbighton,  Mr.  S.,  Shropshire,  N, 

Africa,  South  —  The  Transvaal  ~  Casualties, 
1001 
Negotiations,  1416 
Contagious   Diseases   (Animals)    Acts — Foot- 
and- Mouth  Disease,  157 

Lewis,  Mr.  C.  E.,  Londonderry 

Agricultural  Labourers'  Habitations  (Ireland), 

Res.  2011 
Army   Discipline    and    Regulation    (Annual), 

Consid.  cl.  4,  075 
Ireland,  State  of— Co.  Limerick,  1080 

Outrages  at  Muckross  and  Clifdcn,   1541, 
1543 
Land  Law  (Ireland),   Leave,  932;  2R.  1110; 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  1120 
Leases,  Comm.  cl.  3,  80,  88 
Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1668 — Sandwich 

Election  Commission,  1056 
Parliamentary   Oath  (Mr.   Bradlnugh),   1292, 

1531  ;— New  Writ  for  the  Borough  of  North- 
ampton, 487 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Motion  for  Adjournment, 

1505,  J 566 
Parliamentary  Representation — Vacant  Seats, 

1056 

Licensing  Acts 
Sunday  Services  in  Mutie  JJalls,  Question,  Mr. 
P.  Edwards ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Haroourt 
i/ar  31,  861 


Licensing  Acts— -cont. 

The  Radical  Club,  King's  Cross,  Question,  Mr. 
J.  Cowcn  ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Haroourt 
April  25,  1082 

Litton,  Mr.  E.  F*,  Tt/rone 

Agricultural  Labourers*  Habitations  (Ireland), 
Res.  1997,  1998 

Elections  (Closing  of  Public  Houses),  2R.  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment,  235 
*    Land  Liw  (Ireland),  Leave,  930;   2R.  1122, 
1014 

Lunacy  Law  Assimilation  (Ireland),  2R.  802, 
824 

Petty  Sessions  Clerks  (Ireland),  2R.  839 

Poor  Law  (Ireland) —Midleton  Union — Elec- 
tion of  Guardians,  1078 

Summary  Jurisdiction  (Ireland),  2R.  843,845 

Lloyd,  Mr.  M.,  Beaumaris 

Controverted  Elections — Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions Act,  1808,  &o, — Reported  Boroughs, 
465 

Elections  (Closing  of  Public  Houses),  2R.  237 

Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlangh) — New 
Writ  for  the  Borougb  of  Northampton,  487 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Wales), 
2  R.  1758 


Local  Conrts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland) 

Bill  [H.L.]  ( The  Lord  O'Eagan) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  1»»  Mar  29  (No.  56) 

Uead  2*  i/ar  31,  249 
Committee  :  Report  April  1,  450 
Read  3»  •  April  4 

Local    Government    (Gas)    Provisional 

Order  Bill         {^r,  Hibbert,  Mr,  Dodton) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Matj  2  [Bill  145] 

Local   Government   (Highways)  Provi- 
sional Order  (Tork)  Bill 

{Mr.  Hibbert,  Mr.  Dodson) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«»  April  4  [Bill  133] 

Read  2°  •  and  commuted  April  8 

Report  •  April  29 

Read  3°  •  May  2 
L  Read  l^  •  {Marquess of  Hunlly) May  6  (No.  78) 

Local  Government  (Lreland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Clonakilty  &c.)  Bill  [n.L.] 

e.  Report  •  Mar  3 1  [  Bill  1 03] 

Read  3«^  •  April  1 
U  Royal  Assent  April  8  [44  VicUe.  iii] 

Local  Government  Provisional   Orders 
(Bath,  ftc.)  Bill 

{Mr.  Hibbert,  Mr.  Dodson) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•»  •  April  4  [BUI  181] 

Read  2"  *  and  committed  April  8 

Report  •  April  29 

Read  3®  •  May  2 
I  Read  1>  •  {Marquess  of  Huntiy)  May  b  (No.  77) 
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Local  OoTornment   Frovisional   Orders 
(Berwick-upon-Tweed,  &c.)  Bill 

(Jfr.  Hibbtrt,  Mr,  Dodton) 

c.  Ordered  •  April  26 

Read  !«•  ApHl  27  TBill  138] 

Read  2o  *  May  4 

Local  OoTemment  Frovisional    Orders 
(Birmingham)  Bill 

{Mr,  Hibbertf  Mr,  Dodton) 
e.  Ordered  ;  rend  l"*  *  May  2  [Bill  144] 

Local   Oovemment   Provisional  Orders 
(Brentford  Union,  &c.)  Bill 

{Mr.  Hibbertf  Mr.  Dodaon) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  P*  May  5  [Bill  140] 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders 
(Oodalmingr,  &c.)  Bill 

.  {Marquess  of  Huntly) 
I,  Royal  Assent  Mar  29  [41  Vict,  0.  i] 

Local  Government   Provisional   Orders 
(Poor  Law)  Bil> 

{Mr,  Uibbertf  Mr.  Dodaon) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  Apnl  1  [Bill  130] 

Read  2^*  and  committed  April  8 

Report*  April 'IQ 

Read  S'  •  May  2 
I.  Read  l»  •  {Marquess  of  Huntly)  May  5  (No.  70) 

Local  Government   Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Mr,  Hibbert,  Mr.  Dodson) 

e.  Ordered  •  April  20 

Read  X""*  April  21  [Bill  139] 

Read2<»»  May  ^ 

Local  Taxation 
Legislation,  Question,  Sir  Baldw]rn   Leighton  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  April  7,  8S6 
The  Annual  Statement,  Question,   Mr.    Fell ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Dodson  April  28,  1310 

Local  Taxation  Returns  (Scotland)  Bill 

[u.L.]  ( The  Earl  of  Dalhousif) 

I,  Royal  Assent  Mar  20  [41  Vict,  c.  0] 

London  and  South  Western  Railway  Bill 

{by  Order) 
e.  Read  2°,  after  short  dcbato  April  1,  452 

London   City    Lands    {Thames   Embank- 
ment)  Bill  [^Lords']  {by  Order) 

c.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2« " 
April  5.  732 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  ''now,"  and  add  "apon 
this  day  six  months  "  {Mr.  Firth) ;  Question 
proposed,  "That  *now,'  Ac.;"  after  short 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn ;  main  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  road  2°,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Select  Committee,  to  consist  of 
Fifteen  Members,  Ten  to  bo  nominated  by 
tlie  House,  and  Five  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection ;  InstructioQ  to  tlio  Committco        j 


London   City  {Parochial   Charities)  BiU 

{by  Order) 
e.  Moved,  '*  That  tho  Order  for  the  Second  Read<* 
in^  of  tho  Itill  upon  Wednesday  next  bo  dis* 
charged,  and  thnt  tho  Bill  be  referred  to  tho 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills" 
{Mr,  Bryce)  Mar  31.  341  ;  Motion  agreed 
to ;  Leave  given  to  the  Examiners  to  sit  and 
proceed  forthwith 

Long,  Mr.  W.  H.,    WiltSy  N. 

Africa,  South— Transvaal  Republio^  Repay* 
mont  of  Advances,  603 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts — Foot- 
and-Mouth  Disease,  1410 

Ireland,  State  of— Land  League  Meeting- 
Speech  of  Mr.  Dillon.  1421 

Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  PreveDtion^ 
2R.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  440 

Longford,  Earl  of 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual),  2R« 

798;   Comm.  852 
Army  Re-organization — The  Regimental  UnU 

forms,  1 008 

Lopes,  Sir  Itl.,  Devonshire,  8, 

Highways — Maintenance  of  Main  Roads,  Ret. 
79 

Lord  Chamberlain^ s  Department 

Egress  from  Theatres  {SUtropoVs\  Question^ 

Tho  Duke  of  St.  Albans  ;  Answer,  Tlio  Earl 

of  Kcnmaro  April  5,  C89 
Fires  in  Theatres,  Questions,  Mr.  Macfarlane  ; 

Answers.  Sir  William  liaroouit  Mar  29,  154 

LowTHER,  Hon.  W.,  Westmoreland 

Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts — Outbreak 
of  Foot-and« Mouth  Disease  at  Newcastle* 
16G1 

Parlianr.entary  Oath  (Mr,  Bradlnugh) — New 
Writ  for  the  Borough  of  Northampton,  479 

Lubbock,  Sir  J.,  London  University 
Africa,   South — The  Transvaal — Negotiations, 

18 
Banking  I^iws  Amendment,  211.  1789 
Franco — New  Commercial  Treaty — Sugar  and 

Shipping  Bounties,  1314 
Parliament — Eastrr  Recess,  1052 
Pai'linment — rublio  Business  ( Ilulf-past  Twelve 

Rule).  Res.  1709,  1713,1725 
Technical  Education,  517 

Lunacy  Law  Assimilation  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Litton,  Mr.  Findlater,  Sir  Thomas  M'Clure) 
c.  Read  2°.  alter  debate  April  0,  602    [Bill  75] 

LusK,  Sir  A.,  Finsbury 

Banking  Laws  Amendment,  2R.  1708 
Rivers   Conservancy   and   Floods    ProTPntioB, 
Appointment  of  a  Select  Committee,  1800 

Lymixoton,  Viscount,   Barnstaple 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  21U  1 143 
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Lyons,  Dr.  R.  D.,  Dublin 

Oastomi  (Oatport  Officers),  Ret.  1780 
Parliamentarjr  Oaths,  Motion  for  Bill,  2068 

Maoabtney,  Mr.  J.  W.  E.,  Tyrons 

Alkali,  4c.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  cL  8, 

1645 
Lunacy  Law  Assimilation  (Ireland),  2R.  820 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Motion  for  Bill,  2069 

Maodokald,  Mr.  A.,  Stafford 

Coal  Mines  Regulation  Act — Pen-y-Oralg  Ex- 
plosion, 1657 
Seaham   Explosion — Important  Evidence, 
1658 
Mines  Acts — Mining  in  Foreign  Countries — 
Reports  of  Residents  Abroad,  1055 
Reports  of  Inspectors  of  Mines,  1880,  1816 
Monument  to  the  Right  Hon.  the  late  Earl  of 
Beaconsfield,   K.6.— The  Inscription,  1960, 
1061 

Macfarlane,  Mr.  D.  H.,  Carlow  Co, 
Africa,  South — The  Transvaal — Commission — 
Conditions  of  Peace,  761 
04th  Kegiment — Protection  of  Native  In- 
terests— Slavery,  866 
India— Railway  to  Sibi,559 
Lord   Chamberlain's   Department  —  Fires    in 
Theatres,  154,  155 

Mao  Iyer,  Mr.  D.,  Birkenhead 

Alkali,  4c.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  el,  8, 

1637 
Commercial  Treaty  with  France,  1312 

Negotiations,  1083,  1084 

Sugar  and  Shipping  Bounties,  1314 
France  and  Tunis — Outbreak  of  the  Krouhmir 

Tribes— Military  Operations,  1317 
Lapd  Uw  (Ireland),  2R.  1918 
Malta — Salary  of  the  Governor— Food  Taxes, 

751 
Parliamentary   Oath  (Mr.   Bradlaugh),    1288, 

1530 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Motion  for  Adjournment, 

1567,  1569 
Trade  and   Manufactures — Exports  and   Im- 
ports, 558 
The  Woollen  Trade,  566,  567,  1307 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

620 

Maokintosh,  Mr.  0.  Fraseb-,  Inverneu^ 
Sfc, 
Census  (Scotland)  —  The    Gaelic    Language, 
1536 

MoArthttr,  Mr.  A.,  Leiceeter 

Cyprus — Law  Courts— Greek  Language,  1817 

M'Carthy,  Mr.  Justin,  Longford 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Arms  Act — Proclamation  of  the  County  of 

Longford,  1015 
Evictions,  786,  787,  789,  1016 
\jiw  and  Justice — lioitrim   Assises — The 
•*  Queen  v.  Clauccy;*  6^1 


I  M*Cabtht,  Mr.  Z^tiin^-eoni, 


Protection  of  Person  and   Property  Act, 
1881 — Prisoners   in    Kilmainham  Gaol, 
149  ;— Mr.  J.  Daly,  1412 
Ireland,  State  of— Constabulary,  753 

Mr.  Randle  Peyton,  1026 
Parliament — Easter  Recess,  1042 

MoOltjre,  Sir  T.,  Londonderry  Co. 
Lunacy  Law  Assimilation  (Ireland),  2R.  810 

M'OoAN,  Mr.  J.  C,  Wieklow 

Criminal  Law — Abduction   of   English   Girls, 

1311 
Law  and  Police — Riot  at  Basingstoke,  155 
Turkey  and  Greece — Frontier  Question,  557 

MoKenna,  Sir  J.  N.,   Toughal 

Parliamentary   Oath   (Mr.   Bradlaugh)— New 
Writ  for  the  Borough  of  Northampton,  492 

MoLaqan,  Mr.  P.,  Linlithgowehire 
Agricultural  Tenants'  Compensation,  091 

MoLaren,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  (Lord  Ad- 

Yocate),  Edinburgh 
Bankruptcy  and  Cessio  (Scotland),  2R.  1510 
Married  Women's  Property  (Scotland),  Oomm. 

687,  688  ;  3  R.  1523 
Parliament — Public  Business,  368 
Scotland— Miscellaneous  Questions 

Census — The  Gaelic  Language,  1536 

Circuit  CourU,  873 

Court  of  Session — The  Vacant  Judgeship, 
1312 

Vagrancy  in  Counties,  878 
Teinds  (ScotUnd),  2R.  417,  422 

McLaren,  Mr.  0.  B.  B.,  Stafford 
Hall  Marking— Report  of  Select  Committtt, 
1879,  154 

Magniao,  Mr.  C,  Bedford 

Alkali,  ^.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  d.  8, 

1636,  1637 
Rivers  Conservancy  and   Floods   Preyenlioo, 
2R.  433,  947.  961 

Makins,  Colonel  W.  T.,  Eeeex,  S, 

Agricultural    Holdings    (Distress   for   Rent), 

lies.  1706 
Alkali,  dec.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  1175; 

el.  2,  1630 
Customs  (Outport  Officers),  Res.  1734 
Parliament—Public  Business  ( Half-past  Twelve 

Rule),  Res.  1712 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh).  1288 
ParliamenUry  Oaths,  1556,  1566 ;  Motion  for 

Bill,  2063 
Patronage  of  Benefices  (Church  of  England), 

Res.  213 
Public  Health— Small-Pox  (Metropolit),  1418;; 

—Hospital  Tents,  1959 
Rivers  Conservancy   and    Floods   PreventioOy 

Appointment  of  a  Select  Committee,  1800 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquorf  on  Sanday  (WalesX 
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Malta 

AnoUni  M&nument§,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Gregory  ; 

Aniwer,  Mr.  OraDt  Duff  April  8, 1032 
Salary  of  the  Ocvemcr^Food  Taxft,  Qaes- 

tion,  Mr.  Mao  Ivor;    Answer,  Mr.  Grant 

Vntt  Afril  5,  761 

Mahitxbs,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  B. 
LetoMterahird,  JV. 
Afrioa,  South— The  Transvaal  (Military  Ope- 
rations), 461 
-     Und  Uw  (Ireland),  3R.  1117,  1807  ;  Motion 
for  Adjournment,  1617,  1901 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1279 

Harried  Women's  Property  (Scotland) 

Bill  {^f*  AndertoHf  Mr.  Dunean 

JPLaren,  Sir  David  Wedderhurn) 

c.  Report  of  Select  Committee  *  Mar  2^  [No.  162] 
Bill  re-oommitted  Mar  20  fBill  46] 

Gommittee  {on  re-commj) — r.p.  April  4,  687 
Committee*  {on  re'Comm.) — r.p.  April  7 
Committee  *  (on  re'Comm.)  ;  Keport  April  8 
Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  taken  into  Con- 
sideration "  April  26,    1179;    after    short 
debate,  Question  put;    A.  69,  N.   19;    M. 
60  (D.  L.  186) 
Moved,   "That   the   Bill   be   now   read   S*"' 
April  29,  1621  ;  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate 
be   now  adjourned"   (Mr,    WarUm)\   after 
short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived 
Original  Question  again  proposed  ;  after  short 
debate,  main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ; 
Bill  read  d« 
I.  Read  1>*  (Lord  ChanceUcr)  May  6  (No.  76) 

Marriott,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Brighton 
Chnroh  Boards,  2R.  1301 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.,   Wigton 

Butter  (Spurious  Compounds),  Res.  494 

Maxwell-EEeron,  Oaptain  J.  M.,  Kirk- 
eudhright 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual),  2R. 

36  ;  Comm.  add.  cl.  400 
Butter  (Spurious  Compounds),  Res.  620 

Medical  Acts — Ths  Victoria  Uhiveraity 
Question,  Mr.  Summers ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mun- 
della  May  5,  1824 

Meldon,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Kildare 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Leave,  938 

Mellor,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Grantham 

Controverted  Elections — Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions Act,  1868,  Ao. — Boston  Election, 
1646,  1963 

M&reantiU  Marine 

Brittol  Channel  Pilots,  Question,  Sir  Philip 
Miles ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  Mar  29, 
166 

Lights  of  Trawling  Smaekt — Comm«7<0tf,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  lleneage ;  Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn 
Ashley  Mar  28,  13  ;  Question,  Mr.  Birk- 
beck  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley  April  7, 
873 


Merchant  Shipping  Acti — Overloading^^ 
The  ''Dublin  Castle'* 
Question,  Mr.  Edward  Clarke ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Chamberlain  May  6, 1828 

Merchant  Shipping  Bill 

(Mr,  Chamberlain,  Mr,  Ashley) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  May  6  [Bill  161] 

Metropolis 

.MiSOXLLAlfSOUS  QUBSTIONS 

Licensing,   Question,   Sir    Patrick    O'Brien; 

Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt  April  6,  764 
Poor  Rate — Oray's  Inn,  Question,  Mr.  Gray  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Dodson  April  1,  474 
Small  Pox — See  under  Public  Health 
Street    Traffic —The   Vestries,  Question,  Mr, 

Carington ;    Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt 

Mar  28,  18 
The  Parks— St.  James's  Park,  Question,  Mr. 

W.  H.  James;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevro 

Mar  28,  6 

Metropolitan    Commons    Supplemental 
BiU 

(Mr.  Courtney,  Secretary  Sir  William  Hareourt) 

c.  Report  •  April  6  [Bill  99] 

Read  8**  •  April  6 
/.  Read  1»»  (Earl  of  Dalhousie)  April  7  (No.  66) 

Metropolitan  Open   Spaces   Act  (1877) 
Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,   Walter  James,  Mr,  Bryee) 
0.  Moved,   "That  the    Bill    be    now   read  2»" 
Mar  30,  217 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  now,"  and  add  *'  upon 
this  day  six  months "  {Earl  Percy) ;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  '^That  *  now,*  Ac.;"  after 
short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  S* 

[Bill  9] 

Metropolitan  Water  Supply 
Question,  Mr.  Ritchie ;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Harcourt  April  26,  1083 

Middlesex  Land  Registry  Bill 

{Mr,  Hopwood,  Mr.  Gregory,  Sir  Thomas  Cham^ 

here.  Sir  Sydney  Waterlow,  Mr.  Lewis) 

e.  Bill  withdrawn,  after  short  debate  April  6,  825 

[BiU  87] 

Miles,  Sir  P.  J..  W.,  Somerset,  E, 

Mercantile    Marine — Bristol   Channel   Pilots, 
166 

Mines    Acts — Reports    of    Inspectors    of 
Mines,  1880 
Question,  Mr.  Macdonald  ;  Answer,  Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcourt  May  6,  1816 

Mines — Mining  in  Foreign  Countries — Re^ 
port  of  Residents  A  broad 
Question,  Mr.  Macdonald;  Answer,  Sir  Charltfl 
W.  Dilke  May  6,  1966 
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Monk,  Mr.  0.  J.,  Gloticester  City 

Army    Discipline    and    Regalation   (Annual), 

Oonsid.  el,  1,  651 
Church  Patronage,  2R.  084,  090 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  770 
I*nrliamcnt  —  Public      Business     (Half-past 

Twelve  Rule),  lies.  1700,  1723,  1823.  1830 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Motion  for  Bill,  2053 
Suez  Canal  Company — British  Shares,  554 

Monte AGLE,  Lord 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870, 
Commission  (The  Karl  of  Bessborough's) — 
The  Evidence,  2 

Naval  Education,  1029 

MooBE,  Mr.  A.  J.y   Clonmel 

Agricultural  Labourers*  Habitations  (Ireland), 

Res.  1070 
Army  —  Auxiliary   Forces  —  Distinctions    to 

Militia  Officers,  565 
Butter  (Spurious  Compounds),  Res.  501 

MoBOAN,  Right  Hon.  G.  Osborne  (Judge 
Advocate  General),  Denbighshire 

Army — Crime  and  Punishment,  1879,  365 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  Act — Case  of 

Patrick  King,  1034 
Army    Discipline    and   Regulation   (Annual), 

2R.  20  ;  Comm.  378  ;  cL  4,    Amendt.  381  ; 

cl.  5,  Amendt.  1*.  384,  3S6,  387  ;  add.  cl.  ib. 

389,308,  407,416 
Middlesex  Land  Registry,  2R.  833 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Wales), 

2R.  17G0 

MoBLEY,  Earl  of 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual), 
1 IC.  600  ;  2li.  797,  708,  800  ;  Comm.  849  ; 
cl,  4,  854,  855  ;  el.  5,  850  ;  cL  7,  857 

Army  Organization  — New  Scheme,  720 
Regimental  Uniforms,  1008 

Moss,  Mr.  R.,  Winchester 
Army  —  Staff    Appointments  —  Captains    of 
Cavalry  and  Infantry,  1415 

MowBBAY,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  J.  R.,  Oxford 
University 
Parliament  —  Public     Business      (Half-past 
Twelve  Rule),  Res.  1709,  1720, 1839 

MuNDELLA,  Riffht  Hon.  A.  J.  (Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Comviittee  of  Council 
on  Education),  Sheffield 
Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Acts — Miscel- 
laneous Questions 
Compensation  for  Compulsory  Slaughter — 

Importation  of  Cattle,  1050 
Foot-and-Mouth   Disease,  157,  1410;--At 
Cai  lisle,   1084;  — At  Newcastle.    1001, 
1820 
Glanders.  881 
Education    Department    (England)--Miscella- 
neous  Questions 
Board  and  Voluntary  Schools,  857 
School  Accommodation,  152 
'i'echnical  EJducaliou,  635,  5U 


MuKDELLA,  Right  Hon.  A.  J. — cont. 

Endowed  Schools — Hulmo's  Charity  Commii* 

sioncrs'  Scheme,  1414 
Geological  Survey  of  Ireland — The  Ro-Sarveyf 

1055,  1650 
Medical  Acts — Victoria  University,  1824 
Science  and  Art — The  Geological  Survey,  767 

Municipal  Corporation  Act  (1859)  Amend* 
ment  Bill 

{Mr,  William  Fouler,  Mr.  Rylandi,  Mr.  WaUtf 

James y  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
e.  Read  2^  Mar  30,  248  [Bill  25] 

Municipal  Franchise  (Scotland)  Bill 

{The  Earl  of  Camperdown) 
I  Read  2"  Mai/  0,  1028  (No.  55) 

Mutiny  Acts — Corporal  Punishment 
Questions,  Sir  John  liny,  Captain   Price,  .Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor;   Answers,  The   Attomef 
General  April  1,  458 

Navy 

MlSCELLAKEOUS   QUBSTIOKS 

Armament  0/  Il.M.  Ships,  Question,  Mr.  W* 

II.  Smith  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Treveljan  April  28 

1310 
Corporal   PunishmcrUy    Question,    Sir    John 

llay  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  April  5,  753 
Court  Martial  at  Stjdney — Case  of  C.  P.  Stamp 

—  H.M.S.    "  Wolverine,"    Question,    Mr. 

Labouchere;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  ^/n^ 5, 


758 


Destntction  of  B.M,S.  '•  Dolerel"  Queslioni, 
Mr.  Gorst,  Mr.  Carbutt ;  Answers,  Mr.  Tre- 
velyan May  4,  1740;  Question,  Sir  Joha 
Hay  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  May  5,  1833; 
Question,  Mr.  W.  II.  Smith  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
'J  rcvclyan  May  0,  1065 

B.M.S.  *'  Inflexible,'*  Question,  Mr.  Gourley ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  April  5,  759 

Naval  Education,  Question,  Observations,  Lord 
Montcaglo  ;  debate  thereon  May  6,  1020 

Supply  of  Seamen,  Question,  Captain  Price; 
Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Apiil  26,  1182 

The  Marines,  Question,  Sir  Henry  Fletcher  ; 
Answer,  .Mr.  Trevelyan  April  5,  703 ; — 
Quartermasters  of  Royal  Marines,  Question, 
Mr.  Gorst ;  Answer,  Mr.  Trevelyan  Mar  28, 
11 

Newdegate,  Mr.  C.  N.,  Warwickshire,  iV. 

Agricultural  Labourers'  Ilabitations  (Ireland), 

Ucs.  2000 
Army   Discipline    and    Regulation   (Annual), 

Consid.  cl.  4,  COO 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1824 
Parliament  —  Public      Business     (Half-past 

Twelve  llule).  Res.  1713 
Parli.imcntary   Oath   (Mr.    Bradlaugh),   1236, 

1275;  —  New    Writ    for    the    Borough    of 

Northampton,  480,  484 
Parliamentary  Oaths.  1423,  1556,  1559,  1503, 

loOS  ;  Motion  for  Leave,  1028.  20U1 
Kivoi-8    Coiiservaiicy  and    Floods   Prevention^ 

2R.0G7 
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NoLAVy  Major  J.  P.,  Odlway  Co, 
Alkali,  Ac.  Worka  RegnlAtion,  Oororo.  eL  8, 

1681, 1682, 1884, 1687,  1646 
Ann/  Difoipline  and  Regulation  (Annnal),  2R. 

41 ;  Cororo.  el,  4,  880  ;  d.  6,  881  ;  Amendt. 

882,  886,  887 
Anny  R»-organisation — The   87th  and  88th 

Refimenta,  186 
DiitreM  (Ireland)— Co.  Galwaj,  1662 
Eleetiona  (Closing  of  Public  Qouses),  2R.  248 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act — Employment 

Works,  1882 

NoBTHy  Oolonel  J.  S.,  Oxfordshire 
Army — Military  Operations  in  the  Trans? aal — 

Despatch  of  Forces,  462 
Army  Discipline    and    Regulation  (Annual), 

Comm.  874 

NoBTHBBooK,  EotI  of  (First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty) 
Africa,  South— The  Transraal  (Negotiations) 

—Peace  Arrangements,  800 
Army  Discipline   and    Regulation    (Annual), 

Comm.  852 
NaTal  Education,  1950 

NoBTHOOTE,  Eight    Hon.    Sir  S.    H., 
Devon,  N, 
Africa,  South — The  Transraal — Miscellaneous 
Questions 
Commission — Instructions,  772 
Military  Operations — Surrender  of  Potchef- 

stroom,  157 
Negotiations,  17 
Policy  of  the  GoTemment,  472 
Army    Discipline    nnd    Regulation    (Annual), 

Consid.  eh  4,  657,  667 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  846,  847 ;  Leave,  920  ; 

2R.  1114,1128,1913 
Legacy  and  Probate  Duties,  774 
London  City  Lands  (Thames  Embankment), 

2R.  744 
Ministry— Resignation  of  the  Duke  of  Argyll, 

1029 
Monument  to  the  Right  lion,  the  Late  Earl  of 

Beaconsfleld,  1181 
Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Business  of  the  House,  404,  890,  1080 
Easter  Recess,  1037 
Order  of  Business,  778 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.   Bradlnugh),  1184, 
1185,  1104,  1234,  1241,  1245,  1246,  1260; 
• — New  Writ  for  the  Borough  of  Northampton, 
489       - 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  1423,  1560,  1569  ;  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1623,  1627 
Thames  River,  2R.  145 
Vote  of  Thanks  for  the  Military  Operations  in 

Afghanistan,  1665,  1851 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

587,  601 
Wajs  and   Means  —  Financial    Statement  — 
Probate  and  Legacy  Duties,  1017, 1018 
Silver  Duties,  Statement,  1297 

NoBTHCoTE,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Kxeiir 

Board   of   Trade — Resignation    of    Mr.    R. 
Glflbn,  882 
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NoBWooD,  Mr.  0.  M.,  ^Ungtion'on-Hult' 
Customs  (Outport  Officers),  Res.  1727,  1780 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1276 
Rirers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prerention-^ 

Appointment  of  Select  Conmiittee,  1799 
Thames  Rirer,  2R.  146 

O'Bbibkb,  Major  F.,  Leitrim 

Army — Brigade  of  Guards,  754 

Troops  in  Ireland^2nd  and  8rd  Dragoon 
Guards,  878 
Army   Discipline   and    Regulation   (Annual), 
Comm.  874  :  add,  el,  409 ;  Consid.  «i.  8,  652 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  1358 
Licensing  (Metropolis),  754 
Post  Office— Postal  DeliTcries  (Ireland),  878 

O'Ebjew,  Sir  P.,  King's  Co. 

Agricultural  Labourers'  Habitations  (Ireland), 

Res.  2008 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  Leare,  989  ;  2R.  1919 

O'OoNKOB,  Mr.  A.,  Queen's  Co, 
Alkali,  Ac.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  el,  8, 

Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  1682, 1649 
Army  Recruiting — Irish  Remits,  1549 
Criminal  Law— Juvenile  Offenders  Act,  1819 
Customs  (Outport  Officers),  Res.  1729,  1782» 

1788,  1741 
India    Office  Auditor  (Superannuation),  2R. 

1921,  1924 
Ireland — ^Miscellaneous  Questions 

Consolidated    Fund  —  ACsoellaneous    Pen« 

sions,  1015 
ETictions,  797 

Law    and  Justice— Penalties  of  Prosecu* 
tions,  1014 
Parliament — Public  Business  (Half-pastTwelre 

Rule),  Res.  1724 
ParliamenUry  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1290 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Motion  for  Leave,  1619 
Rivers  Conservancy  and   Floods   Prevention^ 
2R.  Motion  for  A<yournment,  487,  441,  969» 
971 

O'OoNNOB,  Mr.  T.  P.,   Qalioay 
Afghan  War— Vote  of  Thanks  for  the  Military 

Operations  in  Afghanistan,  1864 
Agricultural  Labourers'  Habitations  (Ireland), 

Res.  2005,  2008 
Army    Discipline   and    Regulation  ( Annual )» 

Consid.  cl,  4,  682 
Elections  in  Foreign  Countries,  560 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Criminal  Law — Case  of  Joseph  B.  Walsh^ 

850,  462,  463,  568,  564 
Landlord  and  Tenant — Charge  against  « 

Process  Server,  871 
Law   and    Justice^Legal  Proceedings  of 

Landlords,  11 
Notices  and  Ejectments,  552 
Peace  Preservation   Act — Arms  Licences, 

1062 
Poor  Law — Arrears  of  Rent,  Ac.  1886, 

1887 
Protection  of  Person  and    Property  Act, 
1881— Mr.   Dillon,   1564,    1555,    1664, 
1724 ; — Prisoners  under  the  Act — News- 
paper Editors,  1825 
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O'ComroB,  Mr.  T.  Pw— €Oitf. 

beland,  SUte  of— MiseelUtMOOB  Qoeilioot 
Allefed  Crimet  and  Ootnges,  1831 
ConHetioDS  for  "  BoyeoUiDg /'  865 
Co.  MoiMij?]uii~Alhe|[ed  EieeM  of  Doif 

bj  Bailiffs,  1829 
CoDotj  SUgo,  AflSraj  io,  887 
ETictioiii,    150,    151.   770,    774,    783;— 

Mofaill  Union,  Co.  Leitrim,  369 
Land  League  Meetings — GoTornment  Re- 

porten,  151,  152 
Sberifls'  Sale  at  Howtb,  1662 
Landed  Pro|irietori  (Ireland),  2R.  802 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  801  ;  2li.  UIO 
Matinj  Aeu — Corporal  Ponishment,  459 
Parliament — PaUie  Basinet8(Qalf-pMt  Twelve 

Role),  Res.  1717,  1719 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Motion  for  BilU  2064 

O'CovoB,  Mr.  D.  M.,  Sligo  Co. 

Parliament— Poblie  Business  ( Half-past  Twelve 
Rale),  Res.  1720 

O'DoNKELL,  Mr.  F.  H.,  Dungarvan 
Afghan  War— Voteof  Thanks  for  MilitaryOpe- 

rations  in  Afghanistan,  1868 
Africa,    Sooth  —  The    Transraal  —  Religions 

Toleration,  156 
Agricoltoral  Laboarers'  Ebbitations  (Ireland), 

Res.  1995 
Alkali,  Ao.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  d,  8, 

1642 
Armj — Public    Worship— Political    Sermons, 

869,  871 
Criminal  Law— Qoeen  t.  Bradlaogh  and  An- 
other—" Pmits  of  Philosophj,"  1826 
Greece,  Affairs  of.  Res.  2042 
India — Afghanistan — Political  Affairs,  358  ; — 
Takonb  Khan  and  Abdurrahman,  457 ; — 
Ameer,  The,  887 
Nagas  Territorj,  364 
India  and  China— The  Opiom  Trade,  1495 
Ireland — Evictions,  796 

Protection  of  Person  and   Property    Act, 
1881 — Prisoners  under  the  Act — News- 
paper Editors,  1826 
Ireland,  State  of — Misoellaneoos  Qoestions 
Alleged   Outrage  by  Soldiers,  'Co.   Cork, 

357 
Collision  in  Mayo,  886 
Riot  at  Dungarvan,  868 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1840 

Easter  Recess,  1052 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1250 
Teinds  (Scotland),  2R.  423 

O'DoKooHTTE,  The,  TralM 

Ireland — Crime— The  Police  at  Knockn agree, 
Co.  Kerry,  1079 
Land  Law,   1411  ; — Recovery  of  Rent  by 
Writ,  1550  ;— Yearly  TenanU.  1838 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1321 

O'OoBMAK  Mahon,  The,   Clare 
Ireland— Evictions,  783 

O'Haoait,  Lord  (Lord  Chancellor  of  Lre- 
land) 
l<te$X  Coarts  of  Bsnkrupioy  (ImiUaMiV^^*^*^ 


I  (yKxLLT,  Mr.  J.,  Ro9ecmmtm 

Afghan  War— Vote  of  Thanks  for  the  Military 

Operations  in  Afghanistan,  1854 
Ireland — Miseellaneoos  Questions 

Poor  Law  BUI— Arrears  of  Rent,  kc,  1834, 

1836 
Protection  of   Person  and  Property  Act, 
18i91 — Mr.    Jasper    TuUy,    a    Prisoner 
under  the  Act,  1654 
Royal  Irish  ConsUbulary— Bu<^shot,  1018 

OwsLow,  Mr.  D.  E.,  GuUdford 

Asia,  Central — English  Intrigues  at  Merv,  569, 

561 
Controverted  Elections — Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions Act,  1868,   d(C. — Reported  B<wougfas, 
466 
Guildford,  Kingston,  and  London  Railway,  2R. 

338 
India — Afghanistan — Miscellaneous  Ques^ns 
Candahar  (Political   A£Eairs),   10;— With- 
drawal of  British  Troops,  551 
MOitory  Operations— Vote  of  Thanks  to  Sir 
Frederick  Roberts  and  the  Army,  474, 
475,  562 
India  and  China— The  Opium  Trade,  1482 
India  Office   Aaditor   (Superannuation),  2R. 

1923 
PariiamenUry  Oath  (Mr.  BradUngh),  1251 
ParliamenUry  Oaths,  1527,  1559  ;  Motion  for 

Leave,  1628 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Wales), 
2R.  1759 


O&AmcoRE  AKD  Bbowkb,  Lord 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act — Lord 
Oranmore  and  Browne,  858,  859 

Ordnance  Sun>ey — The  Neighh<nirhood  of 
Hertford 
Question,  Mr.  Abel  Smith  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre  ^j9riZ  1,  457 

O'Shaughnebsy,  Mr.  B.,  Limerick 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  1125,  1602 
Public  Health— Cholera  at  Chicago— Bntterine, 
364 

O'Shea,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Clare 

Army  Re-organisation — Distinguished  Service 
Pensions,  12 

Fisheries  (Ireland) — The  Mackerel  Fishery, 
1535 

House  of  Commons — Additional  Accommoda- 
tion for  Members — House  of  Lords,  1023 

O'SuLLiVAN,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Limerick  Co. 
Agricultural    Holdings   (Distress  for    Rent), 

Res.  1689 
Agricultural  Labourers'  Habitations  (Ireland), 

Res.  1973 
Butter— Spurious  Compounds,  Res.  508 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Wales), 

2R.  1764 
Ways  and  Mean»— FinanoiAl  SUttmeat,  Oobb. 
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Otwat,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Roeh$9Ur 

Afghan  War— Vote  of  Thanlu  for  the  MiliUry 
Operations  in  AfghanistJin,  18C9 

Alkali,  Ao.  Works  Regulation,  2R.  437 ;  Comm. 
e/.  3,  1644 

Armj  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual), 
2R.  39 

Customs  (Outport  Officers),  Res.  1741 

Paobt,  Mr.  B.  H.,  SomenteUhiref  Mid 
Africa,    South  —  The    Transvaal    (Military 

Operations),  461 
Highways — Maintenance  of  Main  Roads,  Res. 

47 
Rivers  Consenrancj  and  Floods  Prefention, 

2R.  046 

PALSfEBi  Mr.  J.  n.y  Lincoln 

Parliament — Public  Husincss  (Ualf-pust  Twelve 

Rule),  Res.  1710,  1726 
Rivers   Conservancy   and  Flooils  Prevention, 
Appointment  of  Select  Committee,  1800 

Parkzb,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Perth 
West  Indies — Currency,  362 

Patltantmt 

LORDS- 

Private  Billf,  Ordered,  That  no  Private  Bill 
brought  from  the  IIouso  of  Commonii  shnll 
be  rend  a  second  time  after  Tuesday  the 
14th  day  of  Juno  next  [and  other  Orders] 
April  1,  451 

Private  and  Provisional  Order  Coujirmntioii 
Bills,  Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  Nos. 
92.  and  03.  be  suspended  ;  and  that  the  time 
for  depositing  petitions  praying  to  he  hoard 
against  Private  aitd  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation Bills,  which  would  othorwiKo  ex- 
pire during  the  adjournment  of  the  House  at 
Easter,  be  extended  to  the  first  day  on  which 
the  Ilouse  shall  sit  after  the  recess  Apnl  7 

The  Miniitry — lirgifinatiini  0/  the  Duke  0/ 
-Argyll,  Personal  Kxplanation,  The  Duke  of 
Argyll  April  8,  003 

Eatter  Rtceft,  House  adjourned  April  8,  to 
Thursday  the  5th  ot  May  next. 

COMMONS— 
Controverted  Elections 

Wigan^  Judges'  Certificate  and  Report  re- 
ceived April  4,  550 

Knaretborovgh — Report  of  the  Ro]ial  Cmnmit- 
tioners,  Question,  Mr.  Jnokson  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  (iladstono  Mar  20,  147 

The  Parliaincntary  Ehctiom  Act,  1808,  and 
the  Ptrliammtary  Elections  and  Corrupt 
Practices  Acts  1870  ami  ISSO— The  Reported 
Boroughs,  Questions,  Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross, 
Colonel  Taylor ;  Answers,The  Attorney  (ienc- 
ral  Mar  31,  352;  Questions,  Mr.  Morgan 
Lloyd,  Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross,  Mr.  Onslow  ; 
Answers,  The  Attorney  General  April  1, 465 ; 
^ZHsqualiJicution  for  Corrupt  Practices, 
Question,  Mr.  Rylands  ;  Answer, The  Attor- 
ney General  April  6,  700  ;  — Scheduled  Soli- 
citors.  Question,  Mr.  Rylands  :  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  Apnl  25,  1080  ; — Boston 
Election,  Qaeatioof,  Mr,  Mellor,Mr.Warton, 


Paeliamiiit — Commons — Controverted  Eleeticne 
— «ml. 

Mr.  E.  Stanhope ;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker, 
The  Attorney  General  Mav  2,  1546  ;  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Mellor,  Mr.  tfartou  ;  Answers, 
The  Attorney  General  May  6,  1063  ; — 
Sandwich  Election  Commission,  Question, 
Mr.  Lewis  :  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
May  6,  1956 

Parliamentary  Representation  —  The  VaceuU 
Seats,  Question,  Mr.  Lewis ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  May  6,  1956 

Rules  and  Orders —Questions— Printing  Re^ 
plieSf  Question,  Mr.  Leake ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  April  5,  762 

The    Ministry — Resignation  of  the  Duke  of 
Argyll,  Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  April  8,  1029 

Elections  in  Foreign  Countries — Corrupt  PraC' 
tices  and  the  Ballot,  Question,  Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
April  4,  560  ;  Question,  Mr.  Cavendisb  Ben« 
tinok  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
April  5,  774 

Private  Bills 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  129  and  39  be 
suspended,  and  that  the  time  for  depositing 
Petitions  against  Private  Bills,  or  against 
any  Bill  to  confirm  any  Provisional  Order, 
or  Provisional  Certificate,  and  for  depositing 
duplicates  of  any  Documents  relating  to  any 
Bill  to  confirm  any  Provisional  Order,  or 
Pruvisional  Certificate,  bo  extended  to  Mon- 
day  the  25th  instant  ( Tfie  Chainnan  of 
Ways  and  Means)  April  8 

John  Dillon,  Esquire,  Letter  from  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  informing  the  Speaker 
of  tho  arrest  of  Mr.  John  Dillon,  a  Member 
of  this  House,  under  the  Act  for  the  better 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  in  Ire- 
land ;  short  debate  thereon  May  4,  1744 

The  Easter  Recess,  Moved,  '*  That  this  House* 
at  its  rising,  do  adjourn  until  Monday  25th 
April"  (Mr,  Gladstone)  April  8.  1036; 
after  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Adjournment,  Moved,  "  That  this  House,  at  its 
rising,  do  adjourn  till  To-morrow  at  Eight 
o'clock  p.m.'*  (Lord  Richard  Orosvenor) 
April  25,  1181  ;  Question  amended,  and 
agieed  to 

Resolved,  That  this  Ilouse,  at  its  rising,  do 
adjourn  till  this  day  at  Nine  o'clock  p.m 

Business  of  the  House 

Scotch  Bills,  Question,  Mr.  Ramsay ;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  Advocate  Mar  31,  368  ;— 
Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  April  1,  494  ;— TAe  Bank- 
ruptey  Bill,  Question,  Mr.  Monk ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Chamberlain  April  5,  770  ; — Questions, 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone April  5,  778 ;  April  1,  800 ; — Land 
Iaiw  (Ireland)  Bill,  Question,  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  April  8, 
1030 ;  Question,  The  O'Donoghue ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  April  28,  1321 ;—  TA« 
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Pabuaicknt — CoMMOHB — Bustnett  of  the  Boui^ 
— cont. 

Parliamentary  Oatht  Bill,  Questions,  Mr. 
Newdegate,  Lord  Randolph  Churchill  ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Gladstone  May  5,  1824  i—Pro- 
elamation  of  Co.  DvMin—  The  Arrest  of  Mr. 
Dillon,  Question,  Mr.  Parnell ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  May  6,  1839  ;— Morning  Sitting 
for  Tuesday,  Notice,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 
May  6,  1967  ' 

Orders  of  the  Day 

Orders  of  the  Day,  subsequent  to  the  Order  for 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Army  Discipline 
and  Regulation  (Annual)  Bill,  postponed 
until  after  the  Notices  of  Motions  reUting  to 
the  Maintenance  of  Main  Roads  and  Fishing 
Vessels'  Lights  {Mr.  Oladstotie)  Mar  28,  19 

Orders  of  the  Daj,  subsequent  to  the  Order  for 
the  Consideration,  as  amended,  of  the  Army 
Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual)  Bill, 
deferred  until  after  the  Notice  of  Motion  for 
leave  to  introduce  the  Bankruptcy  Bill  {Mr. 
Oladstone)  April  4 

Orders  of  the  Day  postponed  until  after  the 
Notices  of  Motions  for  leave  to  introduce  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill  and  the  Bankruptcy 
BiU  {Mr.  Gladstone)  April  7 

Parliamini- — Howe  of  Commam  {Aeeotn' 
modation) 
Questions,   Sir   Edward   Reed,    Mr.   0*Shea; 

Answers,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  April  8,  1023 
Select  Committee  appointed,  "  to  consider  the 
proposals  for  the  increased  accommodation  of 
the  House,  and  to  Report  to  the  House  what 
use  shall  be  made  of  the  Rooms  proposed  to 
be  given  up  by  the  House  of  Lords  *'(3fr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  April  27 

Parliammt  —  I^ew    Writ  for    Knares' 

borough 

Moved,  "  That    Mr.    Speaker    do    issue    his 

Warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make 

out  a  New  Writ  for  the  electing  of  a  Member 

to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the 

Borough  of  Knaresborough,  in  the  room  of 

•  Sir  Henry  Meysey  Mejsey-Thompson,  whose 

Election  has  been    declared   to  be   void" 

{Lord  Richard  Orosvenor)  May  5,   1870 ; 

after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 

Parliammtary  Oath  {Mr.  Bradlaugh) 
Question,  Mr.  Gibson ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  Mar  31,  353 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Schreiber ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
April  7>  884 ;  Question,  Mr.  Mac  Tver ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  May  2,  1530 

Parliamentary   Oath  (^Mr.  Bradlaugh) — 
New  Writ  for  the  Borough  of  North- 
ampton 
Moved    for,    «*New    Writ    for    Northampton 
Borough,— in   the  room  of  Charles   Brad- 
laugh, esquire,  who,  since  bis  election,  has 
vacated  his  seat  in  Parliament  by  sitting  and 
voting  in  this^  House  without  having  taken 
and  subscribed  the  oath  prescribed  by  l^w  " 
(Mr,  Labouehere)  April  1, 416 ;  »iUr  debate, 
ilotioD  agreed  to 


Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr,  Bradlaugh) 

Mr.  Bradlaugh  having  come  to  the  Table  to 
take  and  subscribe  the  Oath,  Moved,  "  That, 
having  regard  to  the  Resolution  of  this 
House  of  the  22nd  June  1880,  and  to  the 
Reports  and  Proceedings  of  the  two  Select 
Committees  therein  referred  to,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh be  not  permitted  to  go  through  the 
form  of  repeating  the  words  of  the  Oath 
prescribed  by  the  Statutes,  29  Vic.  c.  19, 
and  31  and  32  Vic.  c.  72"  {Sir  Staford 
NortheoU)  April  26, 1183 

A  mend  t.  to  leave  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add 
"in  a  case  whore  a  Member, duly  elected, 
presents  himself  at  the  Table  in  conformity 
with  the  call  of  Mr.  Speaker,  and  in  pro- 
ceeding to  comply  with  the  formalities  pre- 
scribed for  the  taking  of  Parliamentary 
Oaths,  without  qualification,  this  House  wiU 
not,  on  the  ground  of  information  extraneous 
to  the  transaction,  offer  any  impediment  to 
the  fulfilment  of  the  intention  of  such  Mem- 
ber*' {Mr.  Davey)v.\  Question  proposed, 
*•  That  the  words,  Ac." 

Question, "  That  the  Member  for  Northampton 
be  now  heard,"  put,  and  agreed  to 

The  hon.  Member  having  addressed  the  House 
from  the  Bar,  withdrew  ;  after  debate.  Ques- 
tion put ;  A.  208,  N.  175  ;  M.  33 

Div.  List,  A.  and  N.  1238 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Mr.  Bradlaugh  having  again  advanced  to  the 
Table  of  the  House  was  directed  by  Mr. 
Speaker  to  withdraw ;  —  and  refusing  — 
Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Bradlaugh  do  now  with- 
draw "  {Sir  Stafford  NortheoU) ;  after  short 
debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Mr.  Bradlaugh  refuning  to  obey  the  order  of 
the  House  was,  by  the  direction  of  Mr. 
Speaker,  removed  by  the  Serjeant  at  Arms 
below  the  Bar ;  after  further  debate,  Moved, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  "  {Mr. 
Joseph  Cowen) ;  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Mr.  Bradlaugh  having  presented  himself  at  the 
Table  of  the  House  to  take  and  subscribe 
the  Oath  required  by  Law  as  Member  for 
Northampton,  he  was  ordered  by  Mr. 
Speaker  to  withdraw  ;  but  refusing  to  obey 
was  conducted  by  the  Serjeant  at  Arms 
below  the  Bar  April  27,  1252  ;  after  short 
debate.  Moved,  "That  this  House  do  now 
adjourn  "  (Mr.  Labouehere) ;  after  further 
long  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Parliament — Public  Business  (Half-pott- 

Twelve  Rule) 

Standing  Order  relative  thereto [18th  February, 
1879]  read  Jfay3, 1706 

Moved,  *'  That  this  Rule  shall  not  apply  to  the 
Motion  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  nor  to 
any  Bill  which  has  passed  through  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  "  (Mr.  Monk) 

Amendt.  to  insert  before  the  first  word  "  Bill," 
the  word  **  Government "  (Mr.  Egbert 
Fowler) ;  Question  proposed,  **  That  the 
word  *  Gk>vernment '  be  there  inserted  ; " 
after  short  debate.  Moved,  *'  That  the  De* 
bate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Sir  R,  Assketfrn 
Cross  \  after  further  short  debate,  Qaestioa 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  Debate  Myounied  iUl 
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ParUmnetil-^Piiblic  BMiimeu^Half'pati  Twelve 
i?til!0)— eont. 

Qaettion,  Mr.  Monk  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
May  A,  1828 ;  Notice,  Mr.  Monk  ;  Question. 
Sir  John  Mowbrnv  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Speaker 
May  b.  1830 

FMrliametU — Sittings  of  the  ITouae 

RatolTod,  That  whenever  the  llouno  shall  meet 
at  Two  of  the  olook,  the  Sittincr  of  the 
House  shall  be  held  subject  to  tho  Resolu- 
tions of  the  House  of  the  3lKh  linv  of  April 
1860  (Mr,  Bibbert)  April  7 

Pabliament — House  of  Commons 

Sat  First 

May  5— The  Earl  of  Snint  GcrnmnA,  after  tho 
death  of  hJH  brother 

Parliament — TIou.sk  of  Commons 
New   Writs  Issued 

April  I  —  For  Saint  Ivos,  u.  Sir  Charles  Heed, 
knight,  deceased 
For  Northampton  Borough,  v.  Charles 
Bradlaugh,  esquire,  who,  since  his 
election,  has  vacated  his  scat  in 
Parliament  by  sitting  and  voting 
in  this  House  without  having  taken 
and  subscribed  the  oath  prescribed 
by  Law 

Aprils — For  Sunderland,  v.  Sir  Henry  Marsh- 
man  Havelock  -  Allan,  baronet, 
V.C.C.B.,  Chiltern  Hundreds 

Aprils — For  Chester  County  (Western  Divi- 
sion), V.  Sir  ritilip  [)e  Malpas 
Grey  Kgerton,  baronet,  deceased 

May  5— For  the  Borough  of  Knaresborough, 
V.  Sir  Henry  Meysey  Meysey  - 
Thompson,  void  Klection 

New  Members  Sworn 

AprilQd — Charles    Campbell    Uoss,    esquire. 

Saint  Ives 
Henry    James    ToUemacho,   esquire, 

Chester  ro//j<fy  (Western  Uivision) 
April  2S — Samuel  Storey,  epqnire,  Sunderiand 

Parliamentary  Oaths  Act — Legislation 
Observations,  Mr.  GIndntono  ;  Que8tion»,  Sir 
Stnfifurd  Norlhcote,  Mr.  Newdegate ;  An- 
swers, Mr.  Gladstone  April  29,  1422;  Ques- 
tion, Observations.  Mr.  Onslow,  Mr.  R.  N. 
Fowler,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot,  Earl  Percy  ; 
Reply,  Tho  Attorney  General  Ajnil  20, 1527 

Parliameutary  Oaths  JJill 

Question,  Mr.  Newdegate  :  Answer,  .Mr.  Glad- 
stone Mai/  2,  1556 

Moved,  •*  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  subse- 
quent to  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming 
the  Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Sicoud  Read- 
ing of  tho  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill,  be  post- 
poned until  after  the  Notice  of  Motion  for 
tho  introduction  of  the  Parliamentary  Oaths 
Bill'*  {s\fr.  Oladstone);  alter  short  debate. 
Moved,  "  That  this  Uouso  do  now  adjourn  " 
{Mr.  Lewis) :  Question  put ;  A.  43,  N.  318  ; 
M.  275  (I).  L.  180) 

[cmt. 


Parlicmientary  Oaths  BilU-toni. 

Original  Question  again  proposed ;  after  short 
debate,  Moved.  "That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned"  (Mr.  Mne  Jv/^r) ;  after  further 
short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill 

Questions,  Mr.  Newdegate,  Colonel  Makins  ; 
Answers,  Tho  Attorney  General,  Mr.  Glad- 
stone May  2,  1 550 

Motion  for  Bill  Mty  2,  1018;  after  debate, 
Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair"  (iWr.  Att4>rney  General),  1621; 
Moveil,  "  That  the  I>ebate  be  now  adjourned  " 
{Lord  Uamiolph  Churchill)  \  Motion  agreed 
to  ;   Debate  adjourned 

Di'batc  resumed  May  0.  2046  ;  Moved,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  further  adjourned  till  Tuesday 
next,  at  Two  of  tho  clock  "  (Lord  Frederick 
Cavntdish) 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  *•  at  Two  of  the  clock  " 

{Mr.  Arthur  Balfour)  ;  Question  proposed, 

•^  That  '  at  Two  of  the  clock,'  Ac.  ; "  after 

debate,   Question   put;    A.    128,    N.    122; 

•M.  «(D.  L.  19o) 

Main  Queittion  proposed  ;  Moved,  **  That  the 
Debate  bo  now  adjourned  *'(J/r.  Ritchie)  i 
after  short  debate,  Question  put  ;  A  115, 
N.  127;  M.  12  (D.  L.  106) 

Main  Question  again  proposed  ;  Moved,  "  That 
this  House  do  now  adjourn  "  (Mr.  Chaplin) ; 
after  short  debate,  Question  put;  .\.  100, 
N.  121  ;  M.  21  (D.  L.  197) 

Moved,  ••  That  tho  Debate  be  now  ad- 
journed "  (5iV  II.Drumwond  Wolff) ;  Ques- 
tion  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Debate  adjourned 

Parnell,  Mr.  C.  S.,  Cork 

Africa,  South  —  Tho  Transvaal  (Military 
Operations)— Surrender    of    Potchefstroom, 

367 
Agricultural  Labourers*  Habitations  (Ireland), 

Res.  ]0So,  1938 
Ireland  —  ^Miscellaneous  Questions 

Constabulary — Alleged  Excess  of  Duty  at 

Neweastic,  154-4,  1545 
Criminal  Law— Case  of  Joseph   B.  Walsh, 

564 
Ejectments,  889 
Land    Law — Recovery   of    Kent   by   Writ, 

1550 
I*eaco   Preservation    Act — Arrest  of  Mr. 

Hodnett,  1413 
Poor  Law — Arrears  of  Rent,  Ao.  1837 
Protection   of   Person  and    Property    Act, 
1881— Mr.     Dillon,    1554  ;— Newspaper 
Editors,  182.'» 
Ireland,  State   of— Alhged   Outrage    by    Sol- 
diers, Co.  Cork,  S.'iO,  357 
Evictions,  791  ;— Mohill   Union,  Co.   l.el- 
trim,  o62 
Land    Law  (Ireland),  Leave,  033  ;  2R.   1104» 

1593,  1617,  1841 
Parliament— Business    of    tho    House,    1880» 

1810 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Motion  for  Lenye,  lCl8t 
1620 


(INDEX ] 


Fatbiok,  Hr.  R.  W.OocHBAm-,^yr<Aty«, 
N. 
Tmbnickl  Bda«*tion,  033 

Faironagi  of  Bmt»JUts  { Church  of  England) 

Mared,  "Thkt,  in  the  opinion  of  thia  llouw, 
tbo  fimonimoAl  sTMioDi  of  lbs  l&w,  and  olber 
Handili  connested  with  tb«  exeroiie  and 
diipoul  of  private  putronige  in  Ihe  Church 
or  Engiini],  nre  auch  ni  to  oali  for  remedial 
meaanrea  of  the  mmt  Itringent  >nd  radical 
ehancter  "  {Mr.  Edward  liatham)  Mar  3S, 
178 

Amendt.  to  leaTB  out  from  "  Houie,"  and  add 
"tha  Report*  of  thi  3elaiiC  Committee  at 
Ihe  Uonaa  of  Lord*  on  Church  Patronage, 
and  of  the  Royal  C'ommiasion  on  iho  Bale, 
eiobnnge,  and  resign  alien  of  Ecoleiiasiical 
Benefloea,  dlaoloie  evil*  connected  with  the 
eiersiie  and  diBpoial  of  Church  Patronage 
whioh  oall  for  tegiilatjon  at  the  earliest 
poasible  moment  "  {Mr.  SUiart  Wortley)  v. : 
Queation  propoaed,  "  TbHt  the  worda,  he. ; " 
afiar  abort  debate,  Ameadt.  and  Motion 
withdnwn 

Pu.BE,  Ur.  A.,  Whitby 

Africa,  Soalh— 6naotoa(Negotiationa},  1183 

PxASB,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Durham,  3. 

Brilitb  Bunnah— Canaumptlon  of  Opium,  T64 
China — Mixed    Court  of   Shanghai — Cbineae 

Crioiinala,  7B8 
Highvaja — Maintenanoe  of  Hain  Roada,  Rea. 
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India  and  Cbina— The  Opium  Trade,  USl 
India  (t'inanoo.Ao.HOpinm  Taxation,  MIT 
Waji  and  Meana — Financial  Statement,  Goroai, 
eS8 

FsSDiB,  Mr.  J.  Dice-,  SAltnarnoe/e,  ^e. 
Ooort    of   Seation    (Sootland)— The    Vacaot 

Judgeihlp,  1312 
ElMllon*  (Oloiing  of  Public  Honae*),  3R.  243 
Teindi  (Scotland),  3R.,  Motion  for  Adjourn. 

neat,  431,  421 

PxEK,  Sir  H.  W.,  8wr»s/,  3t%d. 

Afrioa,  South-The  TrantTaal  (Negotlationa) 

— "  Suieraintj,"  1934 
Qolidford,  Kingiton,  and  London  Railwaj,3[l. 

Amendt.  324 

VtSL,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Warwick  So. 

Melrcpolitao  Open  Spaeea  Act  (1877)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  331 

RiTsn  ConierfanoT  and  Flood*  FreTention 
2R.  043 

Pbu.,  Mr.  A.,  Ltieeit»r*hir»,  8. 

Afrionltural    Uoldlnga    (Dialresi    for    Rent). 

Re*.  1880  '■ 

Butler  (Spurioua  Compounda),  He*.  «23,  fl31 

BWrtordinary.TlihB  Rent  Charge*,  Motion  for 

a  Select  Committee,  l&SQ 
Jjooal  Taxation— AnDiulSutem«iil,m« 


Pbu,  Mr.  A. — Mnf. 
London  Citj  (Parochial  Chnritiet),  2R.  >12 
Public  ileal  lb— Small- Pox  (  Metropolia),  1S16 
Rivera    ConserTanoi   and   Flood*    I'rcreaiicn, 
3R.  131,  139,  112  ;  Amende  SIO,  9fi8 

Pebot,  Bight  Hon.  Earl,  Norlhumbtr- 
land.  If. 

Africa,  Sonlh — The  Tranaraal — '■  Sueraintj," 
1831 

Alkali,  Ac,  Worlu  Regnlation,  3R.  13S ; 
Comm,  <f.  3,  1 178  :  <l.  8,  l«38 

Army  Diacipline  and  Regulation  (Annual), 
Comm.  371  :  Conaid.  el.  4,  668  ;  ct.  6,  G84 

Exlraordinarj  Titho  Rent  Charges,  Holion 
for  a  Select  Committee,  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, lOfil 

Greece,  Aff.iira  of,  Rea.  SOtll 

Ireland,  StaLe  of— Riot  at  Midleton,  Co.  Cork. 


ropolLl= 


1  Open  Space*  Act(]8TT)  Amecd- 

meni,  :!tt.  Amendt,  :;21,  237 
Parliament— faster  Reoeaa,  1051 
Parliamentarj  Oaths,  1529  ;  Motion  for  Bill, 

3067 
RiTera  ConaeTTano;  and   Flood*   PrcTantion, 

2R.  142 

Petty  Senions  Clerka  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr.  Litton,  Mr.  Jama  RieAardmm) 
c.  Read  2°,  after  abort  debate  April  A,  830 

[Bill  41] 

Pier  and  Harboor  Orders  Conflrmation 

Bill  {Mr.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Bnlyt 

e.  Ordered ;  raad  1°  *  April  28  [Bill  143] 

Platfaib,    Sight    Hon.     Mr.     Ljon 

(Chairman  of  Committee b  of  WajB 

and  Means  and  Deputy  Speaker], 

Edinburgh  and  St.    Andreui't    Dni- 

veriitiei 
Alkali,  Ac.  Worki  Regulation,  Comm.  d.  S, 

1633, 1637 
Army   Discipline   and    Regulation    (Annuil), 

Comm.  Eufif.  el,  116 
Butter  (Spurioua  Componnds),  Rea.  513 
CuBtomt(OuiportOScera),  Ree.  1733 
Uaaea,  Comm.  ct.  3.  88 
WajB  and  Moan  a— Financial  St>temcnl,Comm. 

an,  611 

PiTTNKET,  Bight  Hon.  D.   B.,  I>ublin 
Uhivtrtiljf 

Und  La<r  (Ireland),  3R,  1198 
Landlord    and    Tenant  (Irelaad)   Act,   1810, 
Commiatiou  (The   Earl  of  Beuborough'i)— 

The  ETidence,  IS 

Poor  Law  {^England  and  Walet) 

Tht   OUham    Guardian*— Catiulie    ChUdrat, 

Question,   Mr.    Belllngham ;    Anawer,  Mr. 

Dad*on  Mar  38,  6 
Workhottit  at  Champion  Hill,   Qoaatlon,  Mr. 

Roundell ;  Anxrer,   Mr.  Dodaon  April  1, 

886 
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fVtfr  LauB  (Bnglamd  and  TToIm)— oont. 

Workkimie  lnmat49^  Beli^oui  Attendance, 
Qaettton,  Mr.  Snirnnen;  Answer,  Mr. 
Dodann  Mtr  81 ,  853 

Poor    Law  (Ireland)    Bill — Arrears    of 

JUntt  Sfe, 

Qoettiont,  Mr.  O'Kollj.  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor, 

Mr.  PamelU  Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan  :  Ana  were, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forator,  Mr.  GUdatono  Mnv  5, 

1884 

Pori^al — l%e  ZorenMO  if  argues  Treaty 
Qneation,    Lord   Edmond    Fitfmnurice  ;  An- 
■wer.  Sir  Charlea  W.  Dilke  Ai»rH  7.  867 ; 
QuetiioD,  Mr.  W.  Cartwright ;   Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  May  tf,  1058 

Poit  Office 

indieetori  to  Pillar  Letter- Baxa,  Question, 
Mr.  Bryco ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawcctt  Mar  28, 
17 

Postal  Deliveries  (Ireland),  Question,  Major 
O'beirne;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  April  7, 
878 

Post  Ofiee  Act,  ISSI—- Detention  and  Opening 
of  Letters^  Question,  Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  Mar  31,343;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  llealj  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett 
April4,66A 

Telegraph  Department,  Dublin,  Question,  Mr. 
liealy ;   Answer,  Mr.  Fawcett  April  7,  SCO 

Pott  Office  (Land)  BiU 

{Mr.  Fawcett,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>*  May  5  [Bill  150] 

PowEB,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  ifayo 
Armj — Non-Comniissioned  Officers,  765 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Evictions,  770 
Magistracy — Ballyhannis    Pettj   Sessions, 

1011 
Protection  of  Person    and   Property    Act, 
1881 — Troatmcnt    of    Prisoners    under 
the  Act.  1538 
State  of— Distress  in  Cnstlebnr,  1010 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2K.  1881 
Technical  Education,  54 1 

PowEB,  Mr.  E.,  Waterford 

Protection  of  PerH>n  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881— Arrest  of  Mr.  Dillon,  1004 

Power  of  Eepresentatives  {Abroad) 

Amendt.  on  Cominitteo  of  Supply  April  29, 
To  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  '*  the 
power  claimed  and  exercised  by  the  repre- 
sentatives of  this  Country  in  various  parts 
of  the  world  to  contract  engag«>ments,  annex 
territories,  and  make  war  in  the  name  of  the 
Nation  without  authority  from  the  Central 
Government  is  opposed  to  the  principles  of 
the  British  Constitution,  is  at  variance  with 
recognised  rules  of  International  Law,  and 
is  traught  with  danger  to  the  honour  and 
true  interests  ol  the  Country"  (Mr. Richard) 
v.,  1424;  Question  proposed,  "That  the 
words,  Ac.  ; "  after  debate.  Question  put ; 
A.  72,  N.  61 ;  M.  8  (D.  L.  188) 


PowiB,  Earl  of 

Army  Organifation — New  Scheme,  604 

Pbice,  Captain  G.  E.,  Devonpori 

Army  DiKcipline  and    kegulation  (Annual) — 

Summary  Punishments.  1020 
Army    Discipline    nnd     Regulation    (Annual), 

('onsid.  cl.  4,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  664, 

072.080;  Amendt.  682,083 
Greece,  Affairs  of,  Res.  2037 
India— Cinchona  Plant.  lOll 
Mutiny  Acts — Corporal  Punishment,  450 
Navy — Supply  of  Seamen,  1182 

Prisons  (England)  Act,  1877 
Maidstone  Gaol,  Questions,  Mr.  Akers-Douglaa ; 

Answers,  Sir  William  Harcourt  Aprils,  550 ; 

April  7,  8X8 
NcK'cagtle   and   Morpeth    Prisons,    QueatioOy 

Sir  Matthew   White   Ridley ;   Answer,   Mr. 

Courtney  May  2,  1 536 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ire^ 
land)  Act,  1881 — See  under  Ireland 

Public  Ifealth 

MlSCBLLANEOrS   QUEHTIOHS 

Cholera  at  Chimui)— Ihttterine,  Question,  Mr. 
0'Shnughnci<Ry  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain 
J/flr31,,'Jn4 

Metropolis  (Law  Costs) — Ihimpslead  Hospital 
Case,  Quciiition,  Mr.  Firth ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Dixison  J/t/r  31,  303 

Putrid  Am'-rictin  Hams,  Question,  Mr.  Dixon- 
Ilartland  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberlain  ^f>n/ 5, 
709 

Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act—Oleo-margarine, 
Question,  Mr.  Severne  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dod« 
son  May  5,  1820 

5ma/^f*(»ar  (3/<-^t>;;o/t«),  Question,  Sir  Sydney 
Wnterlow ;  An»vrer,  Mr.  Dodson  April  7, 
8^8  ;  QucstioHH,  Mr.  Puleslon  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Douaon  April  8,  1024  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Pell :  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson  April  28, 
1315  ;  Question,  Colonel  Makins  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Dodson  April  20.  1418;  Questions, 
Huron  Henry  De  WorinH,  Mr.  Dawson  ;  An- 
Hwer«.  Mr.  Do<lson  May  5,  1S22 ; — Hospital 
Tents,  Question.  Colonel  Mukins  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Dod.son  May  0,  1059 

Vaccination — Cow-Pox,  (Question,  Mr.  P.  A. 
Taylor  ;  Answer,  Mr.  llibbert  Mar  29,  148 

Public  Offices,  Tlie—  Writers  and  Copyists 

Question,  Mr.  Ritchie  ;  Answer,  Lord  Fredt- 
rick  Cavendish  April  2\i,  1415 

Puon,  Mr.  L.  P.,   Cardiganshire 

Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention, 
211.  437,  058 

PuLESTON,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Detonport 

Africa,  South — The  Transvaal — Peaoe  NegO* 

tiaiiuns — Uepayment  ut  Loan,  1025 
Census,  1881,  lU24 

France — Monetary  Conference  at  Paris,  475 
Public  Health— SnuOl  Pox.  1034 
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BAMSATy  Mr.  J.,  Falkirk^  Sfo, 

Arm  J    Diioipline    and    Regulation    (Annaal), 

Comm.  add,  cl.  414 
Parliament — Public  Business,  368 
Teinds  (Scotland),  2R.  421,  425 

Bathbone,  Mr.  W.,  Carnarvonshire 
Alkali,  Ac.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  cl.  3, 

1634 
Extraordinary   Tithe   Rent    Charges,   Motion 

for  a  Select  Committee,  1651 
Highways— Maintenance  of  Main  Roads,  Res. 

71 
Power  of  Representatives  (Abroad),  Res.  1434, 

1444 
Saleof  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Wales), 

2R.  1753,  1754 

Beed,  Sir  B.  J.,  Cardiff 

■  House  of  Commons — Additional  Accommoda- 
tion for  Members — The  House  of  Lords,  1023 
Sale    of    Intoxicating     Liquors    on    Sunday 
(Wales),  2R.  1778 

B1BBLE8DALE,  Lord 

Army  Organixation — New  Scheme,  709 

BiOHABD,  Mr.  R.f  Merthyr  Tydvil 

Power  of  Representatives  (Abroad),  Res.  1424 

BiOHABDBON,  Mr.  J.  N.,  Armagh  Co. 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  1104 
Petty  Sessions  Clerks  (Ireland),  2R.  841 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
615 

BiOHMOND  Aim  Gordon,  Duke  of 

Earl  of  Beaoonsfleld,  K.G.,  The  Late,  1802 
Hit  Imperial  Majesty  the  Emperor  of  All  the 
Russias— H.R.I.H.  The  Duchess   of  Edin- 
burgh's Answer  to  Message  of  Condolence, 
1926 

BiDLBY,  Sir  M.  W.,  Northumherland,  N. 

Prisons  ( England)  Act,  1877 — Newcastle  and 
Morpeth  Prisons,  1536 

BiTOHiB,  Oaptain  0.  T.,  Tower  HamleU 
Army    Re-organixation  —  The    Uniforms  — 

Militia  OflBoers,  1818 
Customs  and  Inland  Rerenue,  Comm.  1021 
India— Madras  Irrigation  Company,  1416 
Metropolitan  Water  Supply,  1083 
Parliamentory  Oaths,   Motion   for   Bill,  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment,  2053 
Public  Offices— Writers  and  Copyists,  1415 
Thames  River,  2R.  Amendt.  96,  97,  121,  122, 

127,  131,  144,  147 
Ways  and   Means  —  Financial    Statement  — 
Silver  Duties,  Statement,  1207 

Biver  Floods  Prevention  Bill     [Bill  35] 

(Jfr.  Magniae,  Mr.  Doddi,  Mr.  Hubbard,  Mr. 
Biddulph,  Sir  CharUt  Seed) 
0.  Committee  discharged  *  Aipril  8,  and  Bill  com- 
mitted to  the  Select  Comm\Ue«  ou  Rifers 
Oonterrftnoy  and  Flooda  Pre^«iilV<>ii  M\ 


\ 


Riyers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention 

Bill  [h.l.]  [Mr,  Dodeon) 

e.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2** " 
Mar  31,  430  ;  Moved.  **  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned  "  {Mr.  ChapUn) ;  after  short 
debate.  Question  put;  A.  36,  N.  78  ;  M.  38 
(D.L.174) 

Original  Question  again  proposed ;  Mored, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  *'  {Mr. 
Arthur  0*Confwr)\  after  short  debate.  Ques- 
tion put ;  A.  29,  N.  69  ;  M.  40  (D.  L.  176) 

Original  Question  again  proposed ;  Moved, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr. 
Long) ;  after  short  debate.  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to ;  Debate  adjourned 

Questions,  Vincount  Folkestone,  Mr.  Ileneage ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Dodson  April  5,  773 

Debate  resumed  April  7,  940 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now/'  and  add  "upon 
this  day  six  months  "  {Mr.  Pell) ;  Question 
proposed,  *'  That  'now,'  Ac. ;  "  after  debate, 
Moved, "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
{Mr.  Storer) ;  after  further  short  debate. 
Question  put ;  A.  51,  N.  118  ;  M.  67  (D.  L. 
181) 

Question  put,  *«  That  •  now,'  Ac. ;  '*  A.  1 18,  N. 
42;  M.  76(D.  L.  182) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2^ 

[Bill  120] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  ;  "  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  com- 
mitted to  a  Select  Committee 

Moved,  "  That  the  Select  Committee  do  coo- 
sist  of  Nineteen  Members "  May  4,  1799 ; 
after  short  debate,  Moved,  **  That  the  Debate 
be  now  adjourned"  {Mr.  A.  H.  Broum); 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  Debate  ad- 
journed 

KoBEBTS,  Mr.  J.,  Flint,  Spe. 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 
(Wales),  2R.  1748 

B00EB8,  Mr.  J.  E.  Thorold,  Southwarh 

Church  Patronage,  2R.  984 

Highways — Maintenance  of  Main  Roads,  Res. 

70 
Land  Uw  (Ireland)  2R.  1606,  1610 

RoTJNDEix,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Grantham 

Poor  Law  (Metropolis) — Workhouse  at  Cham- 
pion  Hill,  885 

BussBLL,  Mr.  O.f  Dundalk 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Leave,  931,  932;  2R. 
1837 


Russell,  Mr.  G.  W.  E.,  AyUehwry 
Church  Boards,  2R.  Amendt.  1304 

Russia — See   title  His  Imperial  Majesiff 
the  Emperor  of  All  the  Russiae 

Russia — Central  Asia — See  titl^  Central 
Asin 
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Btuutdb,  Mr.  P.,  BwmUy 

AfriMt,  South— The   TnniTMtl— The    Boers, 

1816 
Alkali,  Ac.  Work*  Regalatlon,  Comm.  117a 
Armj  Diseipline  and  Ripgulation  (Anoaal),  2R. 

99 
Borlin  Conftrenoe*— The  Freooh  at  Tonlt,  8 
Cjpnit— Tautioo,  867 
London  Cltf  Lands  (Thames  Embankment), 

9R.  741 


Monument  to  the  Kiffht  Hon.  the  Late  Earl 
of   B 
1060 


of   Beaoonsfleld 


Right  H( 
,   K.G.— 


The    Inscription, 


Parliament  —  Public     Business    (Half-past- 

Twelre  Rule),  Res.  1712 
ParliamenUrj    Elections    Act,    1868  —  Dis- 
qualification  for  Corrupt  Practices,  760 
Scheduled  Solicitors,  1080 
ParliamenUrj   Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1250, 

1256,  1258 
Power  of  Representatives  (Abroad),  Res.  1446 

St.  Albans,  Duke  of 

Lord  Chamberlain's  Department — Egress  from 
Theatres  (Metropolis),  680 

8aU  of  Pood  and  Drugi  Act — OUo^mar- 

garine 
Question,  Mr.  ScTeme ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson 
May  5, 1820 

Sale  of  Intoxicatiiig  Idquors  on  Sunday 
(Wales)  BiU 

{Mr,  BobertSf  Mr.  Richard^  Mr.  Samuel  Holland^ 

Mr,  Hu88$y  Vivian^  Mr.  Rathhon$) 

0.  Mofed,   "That    the    Bill    be    now   read  2o'* 
May  4,  1748 ;  after  debate,  Question  put ; 
A.  163,  N.  17  ;  M.  146  (D.  L.  108) 
Bill  read  T"  [Bill  8] 

Balisbxtby,  Marquess  of 

Africa,  South — The  TransTaal  (Negotiations) 
— Miscellaneous  Questions 
Peace  Arrangements,  814,  316,  318 
Slarery,  450 

Withdrawal  of  Troops,  416 
Turkey — Sir  A.  11.  Lajard,  late    II. M.    Am- 
bassador at  the  Porte,  Address  for  Papers, 
1005 

Sahuelsok,  Mr.  B.,  Banbury 
Technical  Education,  548 

Sandon,  Eight  Hon.  Viscount,  Liverpool, 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Motion  for  Bill,  2050 

SOHBEIBER,  Mr.  0.,  PooU 

Parliamentorj  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  884 

Science  and  Art 

The    British    Museum  —  Eleeirie    Lightina, 
Question,  Mr.  Albert  Grej;    Answer,  Mr. 
Spencer  Walpole  Mar  31,  360 
The  Geological  Survey,  Question,  Sir  John 


SoLATER-BooTH,  Bight  Hon.O.,  ffanii,  N. 

Butter  (Spurious  Compounds),  Res.  524 
Highways — Maintenance  of  Main  Roads,  Res. 

68 
Hirers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prereotion, 

2R.  047,  068 

Scotland 

MiscBLLAiraous  QuasTioirs 

Cireuit  Courtt,  Question,  Mr.  Cameron  ;  An- 
swcr.  The  Lord  Advocate  April  7,  873 

County  Representative  Boards,  Question,  Mr. 
J.  W.  Barclay;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Apnl  28,  1320 

Court  of  Session —  The  Vacant  Judgeship, 
Question,  Mr.  Dick-Peddle  ;  Answer,  The 
Lord  Advocate  April  28,  1312 

The  Census-—  The  Gaelic  Language,  Question, 
Mr.  Fraser-Maokintosti ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate  Maxf  2,  1536 

The  Treasury  Minute  on  Scotch  Banks,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  Lord  Frede- 
rick Cavendish  April  7,  873 

Vagrancy  in  Counties,  Question,  Mr.  Cameron  ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  April  7,  873 

Sea  FiBheries  (Clam  and  Bait  Beds)  Bill 

(The  Lord  Sudeley) 

I  Read  2>  ApHl  5,  600  (No.  6Z) 

Committee  *  April  7 
Report  •  Apnl  8 
Read  3*  *  May  0 

Selwin-Ibbetson,  Sir  H.  J.  JSetex,  W, 

Parliamentary  Oaths,  Motion  for  Bill,  2048, 
2000 

Sbvebne,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Shropehire^  S. 
Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act — 01eo-margarine» 
1820 

Sexton,  Mr.  T.,  Sligo 

Agricultural  Labourers'  Habitations  (Ireland), 

Res.  1008,  2004 
Army — Public    Worship— Political    Sermons, 

870 
Ireland,  State  of— Miscellaneous  Questions 
Conaiot  near  Clogher— Verdict  of  *'  Wilfiii 

Murder,"  1658,  1660 
Ejectments — Number  of  Families,  1660 
Evictions  in  the  West  of  Ireland,  473 
Land   League   Meetings — Speech    of   Mr. 
Dillon,  1421,  1554 
Protection  of  I'erson  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881— Arrest  of  Mr.  Dillon,  1663, 
1830 
Prisoners  in  Kilmainham  Gaol,  0,  1064 
Parliament — New   Writ  for    Knaresborough, 
1872 

Shaw,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  Co. 
Agricultural  Labourers'  Uabitations  (Ireland), 

Res.  2003 
Banking  Laws  Amendment,  2R,  1701 
Butter  (Spurious  Compounds),  Res.  523 
LMid  Uw  (IroU&d),  Leave,  027 :  9R.  1015  . 


8HA 


SFE 


(INDBXJ 
s6ot 


SFE 


BTA 


SvAW,  Mr.  W.    tfgnli 

Landlord  and   Tenant   (Ireland)  Act,   TBTO, 
GommissioD  (The  Earl  of  BoMboroagh's)  ^ 
The  Evidence,  880,  881 
Lonaey  Law  Aetimilatioo  (Ireland),  2R.  819 
Sale    of    Intoxicating    Liquon    on    Sunday 
(Wales),  2R.  1777 

Shebbbooke,  Yisoount 
Turkey — Sir  A.  H.  Lajard,  late  H.M.  Am- 
bassador At  the  Porte,  Address  for  Papers, 
1006 

SiDMOTTTH,  Viscount 
Naral  Education,  1930 

SiKON,  Mr.  Serjeant  J.,  Detoihury 
Jamaica — Its  Government  as  a  Grown  Golony, 

877 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlauffh),  1283  ; — 

New  Writ  for  the  Borough  of  Northampton, 

488 

Skipton  and  KMkweU  RaUwiny  (JExUn- 

sion  to  Ayigarth)  Bill  {hy  Order) 
c.  Considered,  after  short  debate  A]^l  8, 1010 

Smith,  Eight  Hon.  W.  H.,  Westmimter 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 1409,  1410, 1671 
Nary— Armament  of  H.M.  Ships,  1319,  1820 

Destruction  of  U.M.S.  "Doterel,"  1905 
Turkey— British  Trade  at  Smyrna,  762 

Smith,  Mr.  A.,  Berts 

Ordnance  Survey  in  the   Neighbourhood    of 
Hertford,  457 

Smyth,  Mr.  P.  J.,  I^pperary 

Landed  Proprietors  (Ireland),  2R.  801,  802 
Uod  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  1613 

SoLioiTOB  General,  The  (Sir  Fabbsb 
Hebschell),  Durham 
Married   Women's  Property  (Scotland),  3R. 
1527 

Solway  Fisheries  (Scotland)  Bill 

(Mr,  Emett  Noel,  Mr,  J,  Muxweli-Heron,  Mr, 

Andereon) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  ApHl  27  [BiU  141] 

SoMBBSET,  Duke  of 

Naval  Education,  1953 

Spbakeb,  The  (Eight  Hon.  H.  B.  W. 
Bband),  Cambridgeshire 
Agricultural  Labourers'  Habitations  (Ireland), 

Res.  1985,  2008,  2011,  2014 
Army  Discipline   and    Regulation  (Annual), 

Consid.  651 
Asia,  Central— Ad?ano6  of  the  Russians,  468, 

i09,  470 
fatter  (Spurious  Compound*),  \Xei.  5^\ 


Spbaucr,  The — eont, 

Controrerted  Elections — Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions Act,  1881,  Ac.  — Boston  Election,  1547 

Coroners  (Ireland),  Nomination  of  Select  Com* 
mittee,  1742 

Customs  (Out port  Officers),  Res.  1741,  1742 

Greece,  Affairs  of.  Res.  2045 

Highways — Maintenance  of  Main  Roads,  Res. 
52 

India  and  China— The  Opium  Trade,  1477 

Landed  Proprietors  (Ireland),  2R.  802 

Und  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  11 10,  1130,  1410, 
1617,  iei8 

London  City  Lands  (Thames  Embankment), 
2R.  750 

Married  Women's  Property  (Scotland),  Consid. 
1179 

Monument  to  the  Right  Hon.  the  late  Earl  of 
Beaconsfleld,  1605 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1032 

Parliament — Public  Business  ( Half-past  Twelre 
Rule),  Res.  1710,  1719,  1839 

Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1184, 
1207,1241,  1243,  1244,  1245,  1252,  1255, 
1256,  1257,  1531  ;— New  Writ  for  the  Bo- 
rough of  Northampton,  470 

Parliamentary  Oaths,  1559,  1565,  1566  ;  Mo- 
tion for  Leave,  1618,  1619,  1621,  1625, 
2048,  2053 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act.  1881— Prisoners  under  the  Act,  1654 

Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  Prevention, 
2R.  971 

Teinds  (Scotland),  2R.  423 

Thames  River,  2R.  181 

Spenoeb,  Earl  (Lord  President  of  the 
Council) 

Contagious    Diseases    (Animals)   Acts-^Foot- 

and- Mouth  Disease,  90 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland) — Lord  Gran- 

more  and  Browne,  859 
Landlord  and   Tenant    (Ireland)    Act,    1870, 

Commission  (The  Earl  of  Bessboroogh's)^ 

The  Evidence,  3 

Stanhope,  Earl 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual), 
Comm.  cl,  7,  857 

Stanhope,  Hon.  E.,  Lincolnshire,  Mid. 

Afghan  War— Vote  of  Thanks  for  the  Military 
Operations  in  Afghanistan,  1865 

Church  Patronage,  2R.  845,  974,  983,  985, 
986,  990 

Controverted  Elections — Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions Act,  1868,  Ac— Boston  Election,  1547 

Highways  Acts  —  Surveyors  of  Highways- 
Accounts,  1413 

India — Finance,  Ac— Budget  Statement,  460 

Parliamentory  Oaths,  Motion  for  Bill,  2070 

Rivers  Conservancy  and  Floods  ProTentioo, 
2R.  945 

Russia  —  Centrsl  Asia  —  Recall  of  General 
Skobeleff,  1422 

Stanley,  Eight  Hon.  Oolonel  F.  A., 
Lancashire^  N, 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Aniittal),  2R. 

%tb\  Q^mn««7e  ieM.ei,¥^A^ 
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TAT 


SrAVXiBTy  Hon.  E.  L.,  Oldham 

Edaeatlon  Department  (Rnf  land)  — Board  and 
Voluntarj  Schools,  307 
School  Accommodation,  103 
Patronage  of  Benefices  (Church  of  England), 

Ret.  216 
Powtr  of  RepresentatiTes  Abroad,  Kei.  1448 

Stanlet  of  Aldeblet,  Lord 

Tunis — The  Enflda  Case,  862 
Torkej — Sir  A.  il.  LAyard,  late  H.M.  Anibas- 
aador  at  the  Porte,  Address  for  Papers,  1006 

Stevenson,  Mr.  J.  C,  South  Shields 

Alkali,  Ac.  Works   Kegulation.  Comm.  el.  3, 

1631 
Coinage  (Decimal  System),  Res.  165 

Stolen  Goods  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Chancellor) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1*  •  April  5  (No.  60) 

Stober,  Mr.  G.,  Notlinghamshiref  S, 
Agricoltural  Iloldings  (Distress  for  Kent),  Res. 

1687 
Customs  and  Inland   Revenue,  2R.  Amendt. 

1610 
India  and  China—llie  Opium  Trade,  1614 
Rirers   Conservancy   and    Floods   Prevention, 

2R.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  902,  067 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

613 

Stratheden  AND  Campbell,  Lord 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Annual),  2R. 

800 
Army  Organisation — New  Scheme,  693 
Turkey — Sir  A.  H.  Laynrd,  late  il.M.  Ambas- 
sador at  the  Porto,  649  ;  Address  for  Papers, 
996,  1006 

Stbathnairn,  Lord 

Army   Discipline    and    Regulation    (Annual), 

Comm.  852  ;  cl.  4,  866 
Army  Organization — New  Scheme,  731 

Stuart,    Mr.   H.  Villiebs-,   Water  ford 
Co, 

Land  Law  (Ireland),  Leave,  938  ;  2R.  Amendt. 
1130,1410 

Sttdeley,  Lord 

Naval  Education,  1946 

Sea  Fisheries  (Clam  and  Bait  Beds),  2R.  690 

8ue%   Canal  Company ,   The — The  British 

Shares 
Questions,  Mr.  Labouchere,  Lord  George  Hamil- 
ton ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  31,  348  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Monk  ;  Answer,  Lord  Frede- 
rick  Cavendish  April  4,  664 ;  Notice  of 
Question,  Baron  Henry  I>e  Worms  April  7, 
806 ;  Question,  Baron  Henry  De  Worms ; 
AQtweri  Mr.  GUdstone  AfrU  8, 1021 


SuLLiyAN,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Meath 

Africa,  South — The  Transvaal  (Military  Ope- 
rations)—Surrender  of  Potohefstroom,  367 
Army    Discipline    and    Regulation    (Annual), 

Comm.  add,  cl.  402 
Criminal  Law— •»  Irish  World."  1019 
Customs  Service— Out-door  Officers — Coropeti* 

tive  Examination,  361 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Criminal  Law — Case  of  Joseph  B.  Walsh, 

403 
Irish    Land    Act,    1870 — Compensation  for 

Disturhnnce — The  Return,  1083 
Poor  L.1W — Arrears  of  Rent,  Ac.  1837 
Protoction  of  Person  and   Property  Act — 
Prisoners   under   the   Act  —  Newspaper 
Editors.  1826 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Buckshot,  1018 
Ireland,  State  of— Alleged  Outrage  by  Soldiers, 

Co.  Cork,  366 
r^nd  Law  (Ireland),  2 R.  1123 
Parlianiotit — Kaster  Ueccss,  1041 
Parliamentary  Oath  (.Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1266 
Post  Office  Act,  1837 — Detention  and  Opening 
of  Letters,  343 

Sullivan,  Mr.  T.  D.,  Westmeath 

Alkali,  d:c.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  cL  8, 
1647 

Dublin — Young  Ireland  Debating  Society- 
Alleged  Interference  of  the  Police,  1832 

Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 
Act,  1881 — Prisoners  under  the  Act — News- 
paper Editors,  1824,  1826 

Summary  Jurisdiction  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Litton^  Mr.  ErrhujtoHy  Mr.  Broadhurst) 

e.  Mo?ed,  ♦•  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2<» '' 
April  0,  843  ;  .Moved,  ••  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned  "  [Mr.Brodrick)  ;  after  short 
debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Debate 
adjourned 

Summers,  Mr.  W.,  Staleyhridge 

Africa,  South — Natal,  Native  Customs  in,  1634 

Sekukuni,  457 
Africa,  West—Gold  Coast.  400 
Endowed  Schools — Ilulmo's  Charity — Commis- 
sioners' Scheme,  1414 
Medical  Acts— Victoria  University,  1824 
Poor  Law  —  Workhouse  Inmates  —  Religious 
Attendance,  363 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Oxford  University 

Parliamentary  OatliH,  1629 
Patronage  of  Benefices  (Church  of  Englaod)^ 
Kcs.  202 

Taylor,    Right    Hon.   Colonel  T.   B., 
Dublin  Co. 
Africa,  South — The  Transvaal — Protection  to 

liOyal  Inhabitants,  886 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Motion  for  Bill,  2067 

Taylor  Mr.  P.  A.,  Leicester 

Public  Health — Vaccination — Cow-Pox,  148 
Saleol  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Wales), 

211.  1770 
Vaccination  Acts — Case   of  Mr.  J.   Abel,  of 

FarringdoD,  1310 
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Teinds  (Scotland)  BiU 

(Th4    Lord   Advocate,  8$eretary    Sir     William 

Hareourt) 

c.  Moved,    "That    the    Bill  be   now   read   2o" 

Mar  31,  417  ;  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be 

now  adjourned"  {Mr,  Dick-Peddie) ;  after 

short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Main  Question  put,  and  ngroed  to  ;  Bill  read  2<> 

Committee  •— b,p.  April  8  [Bill  118] 

Thame*  River  BiU  {hy  Order) 

e.  Moved,  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^ " 
{Mr.  Evelyn  Ashley)  Mar  29,  96 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add 
"  the  character  and  objects  of  this  Bill  are 
such  as  to  constitute  it  a  measure  of  public 
policy,  which  ought  not  to  be  dealt  with  bj 
anj  Private  Bill "  {Mr.  Ritchie)  v. ;  Question 
proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ac. ; "  after  long 
debate,  Amendt.  and  Motion  withdrawn ; 
Bill  withdrawn 

Thames  River  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Mr.  Chamberlain,  Mr.  Evelyn  Aehley) 
0.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  May  4  [Bill  148] 

Thobnhill,  Mr.  T.,  Suffolk,   W, 

Ireland,  State  of— Alleged  Outrage  at   Muok- 
ross,  1422, 1541 

Tottenham,  Mr.  A.  L.,  Leitrim 

Army— Public    Worship — Political    Sermons, 

869 
Criminal  Uw— The  "  Irish  World,"  1018, 1019 
Und  Law  (Ireland),  1028  ;  2R.  1S64,  1398 
Parliament — Easter  Recess,  1041,  1054 
Tramways  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment,  Comm. 

el.  1,  972 

Urade  and  Commeree 
Import  and  Export  of  Woollen  Ooods,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Mao  Ivor ;  Answers,  Mr.  Cham- 
berlain April  4,  566  ;  AprU  28,  1807 
The  New  Preneh  General  Tariff,  Questions, 
Mr.  Kynaston  Cross,  Mr.  Gourley  ;  Answers, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  May  2,  1539 
[See  title  France] 

TVade  and  Manufactures  —  ExporU  and 
Imports 
Question,  Mr.  Mac  Iver ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cham- 
berlain April  4,  558 

Tramways  (Ireland)  Acts  Amendment 

Bill  {Major  Nolan,  Mr.  Corry,  Mr. 

Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  Gray,  Mr.  Tottenham, 
Mr.  O'Shea,  Mr.  Collint,  Mr.  Litton) 

e.  Report  of  Select  Comm.  •  April  4  [No.  156] 
Bill  re-committed*  April  4  [Bill  102] 

Committee   {on  re-comm.)  \    Report   April  7, 

972 
Read  3«  •  ApHl  25 
f,  Uead  !•  •( £,on/  MoniectgU)  Mm  h    \^ks,'[K\ 


TnxvELYANy  Mr.  G.  0.  (Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty),  Hawick,  Sfc. 
Navy — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Armament  of  H.M.  Ships,  1320 
Corporal  Punishment,  754 
Court  Martial  at  Sydney — Case  of  C.  P. 

Stamp— H.M.S.  "  Wolverine,"  758 
n.M.S.  "Doterel,"  Destruction  of,  1747, 

1748,  1833,  1966 
H.M.S.  "Inaexible,"  759 
Marines,  The,  769 

Quartermasters  of  Royal  Marines,  11 
Supply  of  Seamen,  1182 

Tunis 
Dieturbanees  on  the  Frontier^  Questions,  Baron 

Henry  De  Worms,   Mr.   Montague   Guest ; 

Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  April  5,  764 
The  Enfida  Caee,  Question,  Observations,  Earl 

De   La   Warr,   Lord   Stanley   of   Alderley ; 

Reply,  The  Earl  of  Kimberley  April  7,  860 
The  Krouhmir   7Vibe$ — Military  Preparations 

of  France,  Question,  Mr.  Montague  Guest ; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  April  8,  1021 
[See  title  France  and  Turn's] 

7\^rkey 

British  Trade  at  Smyrna,  Question,  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke^j9n75, 
762 

The  Berlin  Conference— The  French  at  Tunis, 
Questions,  Mr.  Kylands,  Mr.  Montague 
Guest ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
Mar  28,  8 ;  -Greek  Inhabitants  of  Ceded 
Turkish  Provinces,  Questions,   Lord   Rao> 

'  dolph  Churchill ;  Answers,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke  3far  28,  15 

Treaty  of  Berlin —Article  61 — ^rm^nta.  Ques- 
tion. Mr.  Baxter;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke  April  5,  752 

Turkey — Sir  A.  B..  Layard^  Late  H.M. 
Ambassador  at  the  Porte 

Postponement  of  Notice,  Lord  Stratbeden  and 
Campbell  April  4,  549 

Moved,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  Copies  of  the  despatches 
which  explain  the  withdrawal  of  Sir  Henry 
Layard  from  the  Embassy  at  Constantinople 
( The  Lord  Siratheden  and  Campbell)  AprU  8, 
995  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 


TSjirkey — The  Land    Law — Admissum  of 

Foreigners 
Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  for  the  Protocol,  dated  the 
18th  of  Juno  1867.  entitled  *  Regulation  for 
the  admission  of  foreigners  to  enjoy  real  pro- 
perty throughout  the  Ottoman  dominions  ' 
( The  Earl  De  La  Warr)  April  8,  1008 


fit 


Turkey  and  Greece 
An  Egyptian  Contingent,  Qoestion,  Mr.  Ar- 
nold ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  J^^ri/ 8, 
1029 
I     Statistics,  Question,    Mr.  Ashmead.Bartlett; 
\        K\i«««t,  ^ic  Charlei  W.  Dilko  JjfrU  8, 1027 
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JMbep  and  Oneee^eoni, 

T%€  FraniUr  Queitiont  Quettion,  Mr.  Coope ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  3far  28»  19  : 
Qaeetion,  Mr.  Boarke ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 
sume  April  4,  554  ;  Question,  Mr.  M'Coan  ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  W,  Dilke,  557 ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Ashmead-Barilett :  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  April  5,  766 ;  Question, 
Mr.  Arthur  Arnold  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke  May  2,  1555 

TurnpihAets  Continuance  Aet,  18S0-81 
Select  Oommitteo  appointed,  "  To  inquire  into 
the  Fifth  and  Sixth  Schedules  of  '  The  An- 
nual Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  Act, 
1880  • "  {Mr,  tiibbert)  April  4 
Committee  nominated  April  7  ;  List  of  the 
Committee.  680 

Ttleb,  Sir  H.  W.,  Harwich 
India  —  Afghanistan  —  Candahar     ( Political 

Aflairs),  10 
Parliament — New    Writ    for    Knaresborough, 

1872 
Thames  Rirer,  2R.  147 

Vaeeination  AcU — Case  of  Mr,  John  Abel, 
of  Farringdon 
Question,  Mr.  P.   A.  Taylor;    Answer,  Mr. 
Dodson  April  28,  1310 

ViviAK,  Mr.  H.  Hussoy,  Olamorganehire 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Wales), 
2R.  1775 

Walpolb,    Eight    Hon.    Spencer    H., 
Cambridge  University 
British  Museum— Electric  Lighting,  360 

Waleoih),  Colonel  W.  H.,  Devon,  E, 
Highwajs — Maintenance  of  Main  Roads,  Res. 

54 
Protection  of  Person  and  Property  (Ireland) 

Act,  1881— Mr.  Dillon,  1553 

Walteb,  Mr.  J.,  Berkshire 

Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),    1207, 

Wabtow,  Mr.  C.  N.,  Bridport 

Agricultural    Holdings    (Distress    for   Rent), 

Res.  1687 
Alkali,  dEC.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  el,  2. 

1630 
Army   Discipline    and    Regulation  (Annual), 

Consid.  el,  4,  681 
Colonial  Governors,  1959,  1960 
Controverted  Elections— Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions Act,  1868,  Ac— Boston  Election,  1547, 

1964 
Elections  (Closing  of  Public  Houses),  2R.  247 
Entail  (Scotland),  158 
Extraordinary  Tithe  Rent  Charges,  Motion  for 

a  Select  Committee,  1651 
Ireland,  State  of— Speech  of  Mr.  Dillon  at 

Thurles,  467,  872 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.   1107;   Motion  for 

A<yoiinm«nt»  1110 


Warton,  Mr.  C.  N.— coirt. 

Leases,  Comm.  el.  3,  88 

Married   Women's   Property  (Scotland),  8R. 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  1521 
Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act  (1877)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  225 
Parliament — Easter  Recess,  1055 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1298; 

— New  Writ  for  the  Borough  of  Northampton, 

493 
Parliamentary  Oaths  Act,  1422;    Motion  for 

Bill,  2058,  2060 
Power  of  Representatives  Abroad,  Res.  1449 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Wales), 

2R.  Amendt.  1752,  1754,  1755,  1760 
Ways  and  Means  —  Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

641 


Wateblow,  Sir  S.  H.,  Gravesend 

Alkali,  Ac.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  Amendt. 

1170;    cl.  2,   Amendt.   1177,   1178,   1620; 

el.  3, 1640 
Public  Health— Small.Pox  (Metropolis),  888 
Thames  River,  2R.  116 

Water  Provisional  Orders  Bill 

{Mr.  Athley,  Mr,  Chamberlain) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  lo  *  May  3  [BiU  146] 

Watney,  Mr.  J.,  Surrey y  E. 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
610 

Wauoh,  Mr.  E.,  Coekermouth 
Copyhold  Enfranchisement,  2R.  834 

Waveney,  Lord 
Africa,  South — The  Transraal — Surrender  of 

Potchefstroom,  1928 
Candahar,  90 


WA  TS  AND  MEANS 

MiSCBLLAIfSOVS   QXTESTIOITS 

Inland  Revenue 

Beer  Licences  (Ireland)^  Question,  Mr.  Biggar  ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Mar  29,  153 
Tax  on  Bortes  and  Carriages,  ^estions,  Mr, 

Birley,  Mr.  Armitage ;  Answers,  Mr.  Glad* 

stone  May  2, 1540 

The  Financial  Statement 

The  Legacy  and  Probate  Duties,  Question,  Sir 
Staflford  Northcote  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Qladstona 
April  5,  771  :  Questions,  Mr.  Gregory,  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone 
April  8,  1017 

The  Silver  Duties,  Statement,  Mr.  Gladstone 
ApHl  27,  1296 

Terminable  Annuities  and  the  Reduction  of  the 
National  Debt,  Question,  Lord  Georffe  Hamil- 
ton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Apritt,  874 

The  Conversion  of  TerminaJt^  Anmdtiis^ 
Question,  Sir  John  Hay  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Glad* 
stone  Aj^  29, 1420 


WAT 


WHI 


{  IN  DBX ) 
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JFA  Y8  AND  MEANS 

Considered  in  Committee  April  4,  601  — 
FiNAifciAL  Statement  of  the  Ciianobllor  of 
THE  Exchequer  on  moving  the  first  Resolu- 
tion, 

"  That,  towards  raisinp^  the  Supply  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  the  Duties  of  Customs  now 
charged  on  Tea  shall  continue  to  be  levied 
and  charged  on  and  after  the  Ist  day  of 
August,  1881,  until  the  1st  day  of  August, 
1882,  on  importation  into  Great  Britain  or 
Ireland  (that  is  to  say) :  on 

*.  d. 
Tea the  lb.     0    C" 

After  long  debate,  Resolution  agreed  to 

Other  Resolutions  moved,  and,  after  debate, 
agreed  to 

Resolutions  reported  April  7,  971  ;  after  short 
debate,  Resolutions  agreed  to 

Ordered.  That  a  Bill  be  brought  in  upon  the 
said  Resolutions 
[See  title  Cuslamt  and  Inland  Revenue 
BiU] 

WiighUy  Measures,  and  Coinage  {Decimal 
System) 

Moved,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  introduction  of  a  Decimal  System  of 
Coinage,  Weights,  and  Measures  ought  not 
to  be  longer  delayed  **  {Jifr.  Athlon  Dilke) 
Mar  29,  158 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add 
"a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
whether  any  basis  can  be  found  for  a  decimal 
system  that  would  not  so  seriously  disturb 
existing  conditions  as  to  make  it  practically 
iuezpedient  to  change  "  {^Mr,  Anderson)  v, ; 
Question  proposed,  *<  That  the  words,  &o. ;  " 
after  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  nega- 
tived 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
added  ;  A.  28,  N.  108  ;  M.  80  (D.  L.  171) 

JFett  IndieSy  The — The  Currency 
Question,  Mr.   Parker ;    Answer,  Mr.  Grant 
Duff  Mar  81,  352 

Whitbbbad,  Mr.  8.,  Bedford 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Distress  for  Rent),  Res. 

1089 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1278 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

608 

Whiteboy  Acts  Repeal  Bill 

{Mr,  T.  F.  O'Connor,  Mr.  Jwtin  McCarthy,  Mr, 

Gray,  Mr.  A,  M.  Sullivan) 
e.  Ordered  *  April  4 

Whitley,  Mr.  B.,  Liverpool 

AJkali,  Ac.  Works  Regulation,  Comm.  el.  8, 

1639 
Judicature   Acts— The    Amended  Rules  and 

Orders,  558 

[eont. 


Whitley,  Mr.  E. — eont. 

Married  Women's  Property  (Scotland),  SR. 
1525 

Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act  (1877)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  226 

WiGGiN,  Mr.  H.,  Staffordshire,  E, 
Agricultural    Holdings    (Distress    for    Rent), 

Res.  1690 
Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
639 

Wild  Fowl  Act,  1880 
Question,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright;  Answer,  Sir  WiU 
liam  Harcourt  May  5,  1822 

Williams,  Mr.  B.  T.,   Carmarthen 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Distreas  for  Rent), 
Res.  1669 

WiLUAMs,  Mr.  S.  0.  E.,  New  Radnor 
Church  Patronage,  2R.  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 985 

Williamson,  Mr.  8.,  St,  Andrews,  ^e. 
Banking  Laws  Amendment,  2R.  1788 

Willis,  Mr.  W.,   Colchester 

Church  Patronage,  2R.  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 980,  984 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 
602 

WiLMOT,  Sir  J.  E.,  Warwickshire  S. 
Agricultural  labourers'  Habitations  (Ireland), 

Rcd.  1984,  1985 
Army  (Changes  in  Organization) — Regimental 

Organization,  1957 
Bankruptcy  Bill — Estates  in  Liquidation,  1957 
Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Act  (1877)  Amend- 

ment,  2R.  227 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Motion  for  Leave,  1625 

Wilson,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Eingston-upon-Eull 
Customs  (Outport  Officers),  Res.  1736 

WoDEHOusE,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Bath 
Africa,    South  —  The    Transvaal    (Political 
AffiUrs),  847 

Wolff,  Sir  H.  D.,  Portsmouth 
France  and  Tunis — Outbreak  of  the  Kroahmir 

Tribes— Military  Operations,  1316 
Land  Law  (Ireland),  2R.  1912 
Parliamentary  Oaths,  Motion  for  Bill,  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  2071 

WoBTLEY,  Mr.  0.  B.  Stuabt-,  Sheffield 
Patronage  of  Benefices  (Church  of  England), 
Res.  Amendt.  197 

YoRKE,  Mr.  J.  E.,   Gloucestershire,  E, 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  1284 
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